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permit clerks of courts to issue copies of
naturalization certificates.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC,

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

338. A letter from the BSecretary of the
Interior, transmitting the Annual Report of
the Consumers’ Counsel Division in the Office
of the Solicitor, Department of the Interior,
covering the period from July 1, 1938, to
October 31, 1940; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

339. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
Agriculture, transmitting the E!ghth Annual
Report of the Farm Credit Administration
covering its operations for the year 1940 (H.
Doc. No. 14); to the Committee on Agri-
culture and ordered to be printed with il-
lustrations,

340. A letter from the President of the
United States, transmitting an estimate in
the amount of $7,000,000,000 to carry out
provisions of H. R. 1776 of the Seventy-
seventh Congress (H. Doc. No. 138); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII,

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia: Committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses. H. R. 3617. A bill making sup-
plemental appropriations for national de-
fense; without amendment (Rept. No. 245).
Ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Com-
mittee on Pensions was discharged from
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3291)
granting an increase of pension to John
G. Heck, and the same was referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills
and resolutions were introduced and sev-
erally referred as follows:

By Mr. HOUSTON:

H.R.3968. A bill to impose additional
duties upon the United States Public Health
Service in connection with the investigation,
treatment, and control of tuberculosis; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. LANHAM:

H.R. 3969 (by request). A bill to provide
for a Pan American plaza and a site for an
cffice building for the Pan American Union;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr, LEAVY:

H.R.3970. A bill to provide for assistance
by the Federal Government in the control
and eradication of noxious weeds; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. LYNCH:

H.R.3971. A bill providing that soldiers,
sailors, marines, and members of the Coast
Guard may send letters through the mail
free of postage, under rules and regulations
prescribed by the Postmaster General; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. MOTT:

H.R.3972. A bill to extend the times for
commencing and completing the construc-
ticn of a bridge across the Columbia River at
Astoria, Clatsop County, Oreg.; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.
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By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H.R.3973. A bill to improve the facilities
for transcontinental motor transportation; to
provide additional facilities for the national
defense; to aid in the relief of unemploy-
ment; to promote the public safety; and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas:

H.R.3974. A blll to authorize the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Security Agency to
adopt an official seal, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey:

H.R.3975. A bill to fix the maximum rate
of interest on loans secured by veterans' life-
insurance policies; to the Committee on
‘World War Veterans' Legislation,

By Mr. VINSON of Georgla:

H.R.2976. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to negotiate contracts, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval
Affalrs.

By Mr. WEISS:

H.R.3977. A bill to abolish diplomatic im-

munity; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. BLAND:

H.J.Res. 139. Joint resolution to provide
suitable vessels for the use of certain State
nautical schools, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Texas, memorializing the
President and the Congress of the United
States to enact laws regarding conservation,
development, and production of petroleum
resources of Texas; to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. COLMER:
H.R.3978. A bill for the relief of Frank
Henderson and Frances Bell Henderson, his
wife; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. McLEAN:
H.R.3979. A bill for the relief of Jcse Pena
y Garcia; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.
By Mr. SUTPHIN:
H.R. 3980. A bill for the relief of M. Brown
and S. H. Brown; to the Committee on War
Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk
and referred as follows:

450. By Mr. FOGARTY: Memorial of the
City Council of the City of Warwick, request-
ing an amendment of the provision of the
Selective Training and Service Act of 1940,
or a change of procedure (if possible under
the present act) which will permit regis-
trants to be examined and passed by Army
doctors before notice is given of their selec-
tion for training and service; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

451, By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Jack
T. Hetrick, secretary, and members of Cen-
tral Townsend Club, No. 2, Sunbury, Pa., re-
questing enactment of House bill 1036, the
Townsend bill, as a defense measure; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

452. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Butler
Camp, No. 33, Department of Pennsylvania,
United Spanish War Veterans, and its Ladies'
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Auxiliary, to suppress all strikes and all
sabotage, sedition, and treason, or attempts
thereof, by prompt and drastic action; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

453. By Mr. VAN ZANDT: Petition of J. T.
Davis, president, Townsend Club, No. 1,
Grampian, Pa., and 350 members of the club,
urging immediate consideration of House bill
1038, the Townsend bill, as one of the most
vital problems before the American people in
this generation; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

454, By the SPEAKER: Petition of the In-
sular Council of the Unions of the Construc-
tion Trades, petitioning consideration of
their resolution with reference to promote a
wage scale referred to as the Puerto Rican
building-trades wage scale; to the Committee
on Labor.

455. Also, petition of the national board
of management of national society, Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution, petitioning
consideration of their resolution with ref-
erence to use influence to bolster morale of
our boys in military camps; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

456. Also, petition of the St. Stephens
organization of the Polish Roman Catholic
Union of America, petitioning consideration
of their resolution with reference to the lend-
lease bill; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

SENATE
TrurspAY, MarcH 13, 1941

The Chaplain, Rev. ZtBarney T. Phil-
lips, D. D., offered the following prayer:

Eternal God who art Spirit and Truth,
whose wisdom is not wisdom but omnis-
cience, whose power is not power as we
conceive it, but omnipotence, whose love
beyend all human reckoning is every-
where: Help us both in spirit and in truth
to worship Thee in every place at every
time and in all we do and say. Be with
us in our work and in our rest, in our
laughter and our tears, and in loneliness
and fellowship indwell us with Thy Pres-
ence.

When the eyelids of the morning cpen
to reveal the beauty of another day, grant
us the true vision of Thyself. As the sun
dips behind the shadow and the chill of
evening comes and then the dark, do Thou
comfort us with the knowledge that Thy
love is a sun that never sets and never
sinks, but is always, always at its noon-
day glory in the hearts of all Thy chil-
dren, in the splendor of which Thy mercy
ever waits to bring us home to that ne'er
ending life of light and love. We ask
it in the name of Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen,

ATTENDANCE OF A SENATOR

Ermer THomas, a Senator from the
State of Oklahoma, appeared in his
seat today.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarxrLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Monday,
March 10, 1941, was dispensed with, and
the Journal was approved.

MESSSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States submitting nomina-

tions were communicated to the Senate
by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries.
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr, Chaffee, one of its read-
ing clerks, communicated to the Senate
the intelligence of the death of Hon. Pius
L. Schwert, late a Representative from
the State of New York, and transmitted
the resolutions of the House thereon.

The message informed the Senate that,
pursuant to the provisions of the forego-
ing resolutions, the Speaker had ap-
pointed Mr. RomJoue, Mr. BYRNE, Mr,
BEITER, and Mr. AnprRews members of the
committee, to join with such members of
the Senate as may be appointed, to attend
t.}le funeral of the deceased Representa-
tive.

The message announced that the House
had agreed to the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1776) further to
promote the defense of the United States,
and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
House had agreed to the amendments of
the Senate Nos. 1, 3, and 4 to the bill
(H. R. 3155) to authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to proceed with the construction
of certain public works, and for other
purposes, and that the House had dis-
agreed to the amendment of the Senate
No. 2 to the bill.

The message further announced that
the House had agreed to the amendment
of the Senate No. 1 to the bill (H. R.
.3325) to authorize the Secretary of the
Navy to proceed with the construction of
certain public works, and for other pur-
poses, and that the House agreed to the
amendment of the Senate No. 2 to #e bill
with an amendment, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
House had disagreed to the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 361T)
making deficiency and supplemental ap-
propriations for the Army and Navy for
the national defense for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1941, and for other pur-
poses; agreed to the conference asked by
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and that Mr,
Tavror, Mr. Wooprum of Virginia, Mr.
Canunwon of Missouri, Mr. LuprLow, Mr.
Snyper, Mr. O'Near, Mr. JomwnsoN of
West Virginia, Mr. Rapautr, Mr. TABER,
Mr, WIGGLESWORTH, Mr. LAMBERTSON, and
Mr. DirTER were appointed managers on
the part of the House.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-
TION SIGNED

The message further announced that
the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the following enrolled bills and a joint
resolution, and they were signed by the
Vice President:

H.R.2110. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Navy to convey certain lands situ-
ated in Duval and Brevard Counties, Fla, to
the State of Florida for highway purposes;

H.R. 2112. An act to amend the act of May
4, 1898 (30 Stat. 380; U. 8. C., title 34, sec. 21),
as amended, to authorize the President to
appeint additional acting assistant surgeons
in time of national emergency;

H.R. 2113, An act to authorize an exchange
of lands between the people of Puerto Rico
and the United States;

H. R.2495. An act authorizing the State of
Maryland, by and through its State roads
commission or the successors of said com-
mission, to consiruct, maintain, and operate
a free highway bridge across the Potomac
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River at or near Sandy Hock, Md,, to a point
oppoeite in Virginia;

H.R.2953. An act extending the provisions
of the act approved August 27, 1840, entitled
“An act increasing the number of naval
aviators in the llne of the Regular Navy and
Marine Corps, and for other purposes”;

H. R.8000. An act for the relief of Joseph
B. Albis, Jr.;

H.R.3004. An act for the relief of John W,
Young;

H, R.3297. An act to amend the first para-
graph of section 22 of the act of February 23,
1031 (46 Siat. 1210); and

H. J.Res. 60. Joint resclution to amend the
Internal Revenue Code.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED DURING
ADJOURNMENT

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
announces that, under authority of the
order of the 10th instant, during the ad-
journment of the Senate the Chair
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1776) fur-
ther to promote the defense of the
United States, and for other purposes,
which had been signed previously by the
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following Executive commu-
nications, which were referred as indi-
cated:

DAMAGES DUE TO MILITARY OPERA-
TIONS (8. DOC. NO. 23)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant
to law, an estimate of appropriations to pay
a claim for damages due to military opera-
tions, amounting to $1,000 (with accom-
panying papers); to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

DAMAGES INCIDENT TO OPERATION OF
NAVAL VESSELS (5. DOC. NO. 24)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, an estimate of appropriation to pay a
claim for damages by collision or damages
incident to the operation of wvessels of the
Navy, amounting to $1,057.70 (with accom-
panying papers); to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

DAMAGES TO PRIVATELY OWNED PROP-
ERTY (8. DOC. NO. 25)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, estimates of appropriation to pay claims
for damages to privately owned property,
amounting to $4,327.74 (with accompanying
papers); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY THE COURT
OF CLAIMS (8. DOC. NO. 26)

A communication from the President of
the United States transmitting, pursuant to
law, a list of judgments rendered by the
Court of Claims, amounting to $18,830.67
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

JUDGMENT RENDERED AGAINST THE
GOVERNMENT BY A DISTRICT COURT
(8. DOC. NO. 27)

A communication from the President of
the United States transmitting, pursuant to
law, record of judgment rendered against
the Government by the United States Dis-
trict Court, amounting to $5400 (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY GENERAL AC-
COUNTING OFFICE (S. DOC. NO. 28)
A communication from the President of
the United Btates transmitting, pursuant to
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law, estimate of appropriation for the pay-
ment of certain claims allowed by the Gen-
eral Accounting Office, amounting to $67.20
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY GENERAL ACCOUNT-
ING OFFICE (8. DOC. NO. 29)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
an estimate of appropriation for payment of
certain claims allowed by the General Ac-
counting Office, amounting to #327,877.15

" (with accompanying papers); to the Com-

mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

SCHEDULE OF CLAIMS ALLOWED BY GEN-
ERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE (S. DOC.
NO. 30)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a schedule of claims allowed by the General
Accounting Office, amounting to $292,153.74
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE FOR THE
FOREST SERVICE (8. DOC. NO. 31)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for
salaries and expenses, Forest Service (national
forest protection and management), Depart-
ment of Agriculture, fiscal year 1941, in the
sum of $50,000 (with an accompanying pa-
per); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

LANDOWNERS UNDER THE UINTAH INDIAN
IRRIGATION PROJECT, UTAH

A communication from the Secretary of
the Interior, enclosing the report of an in-
vestigation made pursuant to the act of June
22, 1936, authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to cause an investigation to be made
to deternrine. whether the owners of non-
Indian lands under Indian irrigation projects
are unable to pay irrigation charges, ete.,
together with a draft of proposed legislation
to provide relief for and to promote the inter-
ests of such landowners under the Uintah
Indian irrigation project, Utah, and for other
purposes (with accompanying papers); to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

REPORT OF THE FEDERAL WORKS
AGENCY

A letter from the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Works Agency transmitting, pursuant to
law, the first annual report of that Agency
and its constituent administrations, ete., for
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1940, including
reference to certain national-defense activi-
tles (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Appropriations.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were laid before the
Senate by the Vice President, or pre-
sented by Senators, and referred as
indicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:

A joint resolution of the Legislature of
Nevada; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions:

“Senate Joint Resolution No. 6

“Senate joint resolution memorializing the
Congress of the United States to make pro-
vision for a more adequate system of farm-
to-market roads as a part of the defense
program of the Nation
“Whereas a program of national defense

has been inaugurated, the objection of which

is to utilize various important functions of
our economic life to the end that the best
interests of all be served; and
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“Whereas the Congress of the United States
has adopted an extensive preliminary pro-
gram for the defense of the Nation, and as
a part thereof has made appropriations for
the construction and reconstruction of high-
ways designed for the direct use of military
units, but has overlooked all consideration of
the basic industry of agriculture and the
making of an appropriation for improving
secondary or farm-to-market roads as a part
of such defense program; and

“Whereas agriculture is a basic industry in
supplying foodstuffs, fiber, and the raw ma-
terials and finished products which must be
immediately available as an essential of
national defense; and

“Whereas the benefits which may be de-
rived from and the usefulness of agricul-
tural products are in direct proportion to
the facility with which such products may
be transported from farms and ranches to
the points of consumption, and an adequate
system of feeder roads from farms and
ranches to markets must be provided if agri-
culture is to take its proper place in any
measure for defense: Now, therefore, be it
~ “Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of
the State of Nevada, That the Congress be
memorialized to make an adequate appro-
priation for the immediate construction and
the improvement of farm-to-market roads
for the rapid transportation of agricultural
products to the place of use as a part of the
national defense; and be it further

“Resolved, That duly certified coples of
this resolution be transmitted by the secre-
tary of state to the President of the United
States, to the Senate of the United States,
and to the House of Representatives in the
Congress of the United States, to the Nevada
congressional delegation, and to the Secre-
tary of War and the SBecretary of the Navy as
the authorized national-defense agency, to
the Secretary of Agriculture, and to the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Works Agency.

“STATE OF NEVADA EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT.

“Approved March 10, 1941,
“E. P. CARVILLE, Governor.”

A resolution of the House of Delegates of
West Virginia; to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce:

“House oF DELEGATES,
“February 27, 1941.
“EpwiN ALEXANDER HALSEY, Secretary,
“United States Senate Office Building,
“Washington, D. C.

“My Dear Mgr. Harsey: I submit to you the
following resnlution, offered by unanimous
consent by Mr. Ross (of Mercer), in regular
sesslon of the house of delegates on February
26, which was taken up for immediate con-
sideration and adopted:

* ‘House Resolution No. 38

* ‘Memorializing the Congress of the United
States to extend the provisions of the Coal
Stabilization Act
“*‘Whereas the chief industry of West Vir-

ginia is the mining and producing of bitumi-

nous coal; that more people are engaged in
and dependent upon this industry for a live-
lihcod than any other industry of the State;
and

“ ‘“Whereas there is now pending in the Con-
gress of the United States House Resolution

No. 101 and Senate Resolution No. 32, the

object of which is to extend for a period of

2 years from the expiration date thereof,

April 26, 1941, the terms and provisions of

the Coal Stabilization Act, commonly known

as the Guffey Act; and

“*“Whereas it is the sense of the member-
ship of this house that the terms and provi-
slons of the Coal Stabilization Act should be
extended in order to promote the bituminous
coal industry: Therefore be it

" ‘Resolved by the house of delegates, That
we recommend to the Congress of the United

States that the terms and provisions of the

Coal Stabilization Act be extended as pro-
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vided by said Resolution Nos. 101 and 32, and
that we respectfully recommend that the
Members of Congress from the State of West
Virginia support the terms and provisions of
sald resolution; and be it further

“ ‘Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
forwarded to the Clerk of the Senate and the
Clerk of the House of Representatives of the
Congress of the United States.”

“I hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true and correct copy of the records in my
office, regularly adopted by the house of dele-
gates on Wednesday, February 26, 1941.”

A resolution of the Senate of Oklahoma;
to the table:

“Senate Resclution No. 12

“Rescolution memorializing the Congress of
the United States to pass the lease-lend
bill now before it; repealing the Johnson
Act and the Neutrality Act of 1938, and
urging full cooperation with President
Roosevelt's national-defense program and
his all-aid plan to Great Britain and her
allies
“Whereas the British Empire ard her allies,

Greece and China, are facing a most crucial

moment in their struggle and fight against

the totalitarian powers of Europe which are
endeavoring, through force and tyranny, to

‘overrun and enslave all free peoples of democ-

racy; and .

“Whereas the vital security of our United
States of America and this hemisphere, with
its freedom and American way of life, are di-
rectly involved in the victory of Britain and
her allies; and

“Whereas Great Britain and her allies are
in dire need of war materials; guns, airplanes,
bombers, battleships, submarines, trucks,
tanks, gun powder, bullets, and focd to carry
on their magnificent fight against the bar-
barous dictators of Europe and their ruthiess
mechanized armies; and

“Whereas, the Johnson Act and the Neu-
trality Act of 1939 are restrictive legislation
which hampers this Nation in its freedom of
action when it would cooperate with the
nations defending themselves from attack by
nations at war in violation of treaties with
the United States and international law, and
its further effort to keep America safe from
war; and

“Whereas personal and political influences

‘appear to be interfering with a part of our

national-defense agencies provided for the
protection of this Nation; and

“Whereas there is now before Congress in
sesslon what is known as the lease-lend bill,
calculated to give the President of the United
BStates certain powers and authority to cope
with the national crisis, which is so necessary
in this day of rapid develcpments and
‘blitzkrieg’ war; and

“Whereas slow process of the democratic
form of government in this present world-wide
crisis and emergency vitally affects the secu-
rity of these United States of America, thus
making it of paramount importance that the
lease-lend bill now before Congress be passed
in order that our President, our leaders of
Government, and our armed forces may make
decisions and act quickly; and

“Whereas various labor unions of these
United States are calling strikes in national-
defense plants, which are hampering, inter-
fering, and delaying our national-defense
program and the policy of this country in its
effort to give all practical aid to Great Britain,
and those allies alined with her in their fight
for freedom: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the State Senate of the
Eighteenth Legislature of Oklahoma, That
the Congress of the United States be memo-
rialized and urged to lend its wholehearted
support to our President, Franklin D. Roose~
velt’s national-defense program and our for-
eign policy, which requires these United States
to double its efforts in its production and
manufacture of war planes, battleships, anti=
aircraft guns, tanks, and other weapons
necessary to modern warfare, and in guanti-
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ties and quality appropriate to equip the
high quality of men in the armed service of
this country, and in sufficient quantities to
give immediate ald to Great Britain and her
allies, which are so sorely in need of all the
war material we can furnish them; be it
further

“Resolved, That we memorialize and urge
the Congress of the United States to speedily
enact the lease-lend bill in order that Great
Britain and her allies may be given immediate
assistance in their fight for freedom against
the ruthless dictators of Europe, and that all
credit be extended the British Empire and her
allies sufficient for them to make the neces-
sary purchases of war materials in this coun-
try, to enable them to carry on their courage-
ous fight against totalitarianism and tyranny;
be it further

“Resolved, That we memorialize and urge
the Congress of the United States of America
to speedily repeal the Johnson Act and the
Neutrality Act, which restrictive statutes
hamper this Nation in its freedom of action
when it would eooperate with the nations de-
fending themselves from attack by nations at
war in violation of treaties with the United
States and international law; be it further

“Resolved, That we do here and now com=
mend and congratulate our President, Frank-
lin D, Roosevelt, for his courageous message
to Congress on January 6, 1941, and we urge
the Congress of the United States of America
to support the legislation which he has re-
quested to carry out the policies announced
in his great speech to the peoples of America
and the world on December 29, 1940; be it
further

“Resolved, That we memorialize and urge
the Congress of the United States that, unless
industry and labor can assure the President
and Congress and our National Defense Board
that no further strikes will be called in our
manufacturing plants and industries; which
are directly or indirectly assisting in our
national-defense program, the Congress
speedily enact proper legislation which wiil
prohibit labor strikes in our facteries, indus-
tries, and plants of these United States which
are engaged directly or indirectly in manufac-
turing, supplying, and furnishing war mate-
rials, planes, and other equipment so neces-
sary in our national-defense program, and
provide penalties therefor; be it further

“Resolved, That we memorialize and urge
the Congress of the United States to stand
uniformly against isolationism, appeasement,
and defeatism; that it reaffirm what the Pres-
ident has said, ‘that the vital security of our
country is directly involved in the victory of
Britain and her allies; that it stand against
any dictated or so-called negotiated peace
before the aggressors are defeatcd’; be it
further

“Resolved, That the clerk of the senate be
instructed to forward forthwith a copy of this
resolution to the President of the United
States, the Vice President of the United
States, and to each Member of the Oklahoma
delegation in Congress,

“Adopted unanimously by the senate the
3d day of February 1941,

“James E. BERRY,
“President of the senate.™

A joint resolution of the Legislature of
Illinois, requesting the United States to re-
frain from any action designed to repeal,
circumvent, or modify the Embargo Act of
1927, relating to the importation of dressed
meats and meat products from foreign lands
in which the foot-and-mouth disease is
prevalent; to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry. (See resolution printed in full
when presented by Mr. Brooks on the 10th
instant.)

A resolution adopted by the City Council of
Chicago, Ill,, favoring utilization of the pro-
fessional projects division of the Work Proj-
ects Administration in connection with the
Federal defense program; to the Committee
on Appropriations.
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A resolution of the City Couneil of Baltl-
more, Md., requesting Congress to make pro-
vision for the construction of a tunnel under
or a bridge over the Patapsco River at Balti-
more City; to the Committee on Commerce.

Resolutions adopted by the Councils of the
Cities of Lowell, Mass.,, and Duluth, Minn.,
favoring the enactment of pending legisla-
tion to establish General Pulaski’s Memorial
Day; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A letter in the nature of a memorial from
Mr. and Mrs. T. J. Oakes and family, New
Brunswick, N. J., remonstrating against in-
volvement in war; to the table.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A resolution adopted by the Board of Com-
missioners of the City of Kansas City, Kans,,
favoring the enactment of pending legisla-
tion to establish General Pulaski’s Memorial
Day; to the Committee on the Judieiary.

A petition of sundry citizens of Fowler,
Eans,, praying for the enactment of Senate
bill 860, to prohibit the sale of intoxicating
liquors in or mear Army and Navy training
camps, and to suppress vice in the vicinity of
such camps; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of California:

A joint resolution of the Legislature of

California; to the Committee on Finance:

“Assembly Joint Resolution No. 2

“Resolution memorializing Congress to amend
the Sccial Security Act with reference to
the exempt income rights accorded persons
receiving old-age assistance

“Whereas it appears by section 2 (a) of the
Social Security Act that this State on July 1,
1941, will be required in determining the
need of applicants for old-age assistance to
take into consideration any other income
and resournes of such applicants; and

“Whereas this requirement will force this
State to amend section 2020 of the Welfare
and Institutions Code to remove the right to
certain exempt income now accorded to per-
sons receiving old-age assistance; and

“Whereas this action will force a redue-
tion in the income of those persons receiving
old-age assistance who are still able to sup-
plement assistance from the State by gar-
dening or other light labor suited to their
age: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate
of the State of California (jointly), That the
Congress of the United States be memo-
rialized to amend the Social Security Act to
remove this requirement therefrom in order
that this State may be eligible to receive fur-
ther Federal funds for the financing of the
old-age security law of this State without the
necessity of amending section 2020 thereof;
and be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be sent to the Senators and Congressmen
from California in the Congress of the United
States by the secretary of state.”

By Mr. WHEELER:

A house joint memorial of the Legislature
of Montana; to the Committee on Military
Affairs:

“House Joint Memorial No. 11

“Memorial to the Congress of the United
States of America urging the elimination
of certain deferments now authorized by
the present conscription law

“To the Honorable Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States in Con-
gress Assembled in the Seventy-seventh
session.:

“Whereas the last assembled Congress of
the United States, in its wisdom, in an at-
tempt to further the defense of the Federal
Unlon, and in its attempt to further national
defense, did enact into law the Burke-Wads-
worth bill, now known as the conscription or
selective-service law; and

“Whereas the selective-service law does au-
thorize the drafting into Federal military
service definitely specified age groups of the
male citizens of the Nation; and
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“Whereas the selective-service law does
gpecifically place in deferred classification of
able-bodied male citizens those who are at
this time either elective or appointive officers
of the Federal and State Governments; and

“Whereas 1t is the bellef of this body that
such deferment is, in effect, a discrimination
against those persons who are ready and will-
ing at all times to serve for the good of the
common weal; and

“Whereas this deferment does, In effect, set
up a privileged class; and

“Whereas it is one of the most basic prinei-
ples of a democracy, founded upon the theory
and fact that it is an Institution of the people,
by the people, and for the people, and where-
as it is a furtherance of that principle that
all shall assume responsibilities as well as
enjoy the equal rights derived from citizen-
ship in a democracy; and

“Whereas it has been amply and unques-
tionably demonstrated on the recent battle-
fields of Europe that in modern warfare edu-
cation and experience are far better criteria
for selecting men for military service than
youth or physical fitness; and

“Whereas it is the belief of this legislative
body that all male citizens, regardless of age
or position in eivilian life, are ready and
anxious to perform their part in the coms-
mon defense: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Twenty-seventh Legisla-
tive Assembly of the State of Montana, the
house and the senate concurring, That we do
hereby memorialize the National Congress to
immediately take such steps as may be neces-
sary to amend the present selective-service
law, in such passage as may be necessary,
when such passages elther in fact or in in-
ference set up such deferments that can be
construed as having any tendency whatsoever,
either by age groupings or positions in civilian
life, of creating a privileged class or classes
in the United States of America, regardless of
the fact of whether these classes are or are
not voluntary; and be it further

“Resolved, That the draft boards can, when
warranted by the common purpose of na-
tional defense, defer from time to time, as
deemed necessary by the board, any or all of
such persons referred to above; and be it
further

“Resolved, That copies of this memorial be
transmitted by the Secretary of State, Sam
Mitchell, of the State of Montana, to the
Honorable Franklin D. Roosevelt, President of
the United States of America; to Henry L.
Btimson, Becretary of War; to C. A. Dykstra,
Selective Service Administrator; to Honorable
BurTton K. WHEELER, Hon. JAMES E, MURRAY,
Hon. James F. O'ConnNor, and the Honorable
JEANNETTE RANKIN,

“Approved March 4, 1941,

“Sam C. Fomp,
“Governor.”
By Mr, NYE:

A concurrent resclution of the Legisla-
ture of North Dakota; to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

“House Concurrent Resolution Q

“Concurrent resolution petitioning Congress
to enact the Capper bill establishing a
Division of Cooperatives in the United
States Department of Agriculture

“Be it resolved by the House of Represen-
tatives of the State of North Dakota (the
Senate concurring therein):

“Whereas cooperation has proven beneficial
to both producer and consumer and through
years of successful operation in all democra-
cies has established itself as a useful eco-
nomic unit of well-ordered society; and

“Whereas Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, of Kan-
gas, has Introduced a bill (S. 650) to estab-
lish a Division of Cooperatives in the United
States Department of Agriculture, the pur-
poses of which are to serve as a source of
information and cooperation to producers
and consumers in cooperative buying and
selling; to conduct research and assemble
statistical data; prepare publications on co=
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operative subjects, which will be placed on
the distribution lisis of Members of Con-
gress; and authorizing the Secretary of Ag-
riculture to establish cooperative relation-
ships between this Division and those other
branches of the Department that carry on
services in the cooperative field; and

“Whereas Hon. Henry A. Wallace, as Sec-
retary of Agriculture, and many officials of
outstanding farm and cooperative organiza-
tions have endorsed the provisions of the
Capper bill as beneficial to agriculture and
cooperatives: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of
the Stete of North Dakota, That we petition
and urge Congress to take early and favorable
action on the Capper bill, S. 650; and that
it be enacted into law during the present
congressional session; and be it further

“Resolved, That attested copies of this res-
olution be sent to the President of the Sen-
ate, the Speaker of the House of Represen-
tatives, the Secretary of Agriculture, and to
the Members of the North Dakota delegation
in Congress.”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Com-
merce:

“Benate Concurrent Resolution M

“Resolution memorializing Congress to con-

struct the proposed Missouri River diversion

project

“Whereas very extensive surveys and in-
vestigations have been carried on in connec-
tion with the Missourl River diversion project
during the past year by the Corps of Engi-
neers, United States Army, and by the Bureau
of Reclamation; and

‘“Whereas the Missouri River diversion proj-
ect is for the purposes of lake and ground-
water restoration, municipal and industrial
water supplies, sewage and waste disposal,
stock watering, irrigation, and other agricul-
tural purposes; and

“Whereas the Missourl River diversion is
a project of immense magnitude and 1s not
only of great benefit to the State of North
Dakota, but also to the States of South Da-
kota and Minnesota, and is of great im-
portance to the entire Nation; and

“Whereas the project is recognized as being
sound and practicable from an engineering
standpoint and a series of drought years and
economic studies have shown there to be a
most urgent need for the project and that
very extensive benefits will be derived from
its construction and operation: Now, there-
fore, be it

“Resolved, That the Senate of the State of
North Dakota (the House concurring therein)
petition the Congress of the United States
and the President of the United Btates to
enact and approve such legislation or to
carry out such measures as will pvovide for
the immediate construction of the Missouri
River diversion project; be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
sent to the President of the United States,
the President of the United States Senate,
the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and the Benators and Congressmen from
North Dakota.”

(The Vice PresipENT laid before the Senate
a resolution identical with the foregoing,
which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.)

A resolution of the Legislature of North
Dakota; to the Committee on Indian Affairs:
“House Concurrent Resolution N
“Resolution requesting Congress to investi-
gate conditions on the Standing Rock
Indian Reservation, and relieve needs exist-

ing there

“Be it resolved by the House of Repre-
sentatives of the State of North Dakota (the
Senate concurring):

“Whereas upon petition of the BSioux
Indians of the Standing Rock Reservation,
who testified at a joint hearing of the senate
indian affairs and house federal relations
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committees that the general situation on the
reservation is bad, and that the ration system
as used on their reservation has failed, and
recommend that monies appropriated by the
United States Congress for rations be dis-
bursed through State relief channels, as for
white people, who take their grocery orders to
the merchant, selecting from staple foods
authcrized, the legislature, by resolution
(H. Con. Res. G), authorizing an investigation
of the conditions existing in that area of the
reservation lying wtihin the State of North
Dakota; and

“Whereas a speclal joint committee visited
Fort Yates, Cannonball, and Porcupine Sub-
agency, examined witnesses, and personally
saw the deplorable, wretched conditions
under which these Indians are existing, and
as shown by report and testimony on pages
235—248 of the Senate Journal for February 8,
1841, which report is incorporated herewith
by reference thereto and hereto attached,
and also by photographs of a few of the cases
referred to in the committee report attached
hereto and made a part of this resolution;
and

“Whereas the report of this committee
indicates that many of these unfortunate
people live on food allowances of the value
of $3.45 per month, and families of four on
8 double ration, amounting to $6.90 per
month, with perhaps occasional surplus com-
modities, inequitably distributed; green cof-
fee; and no fruit, dairy preducts, nor milk
for children; with only a very limited
amount of dead cottonwood and willow tim-
ber and driftwood for fuel, burned in
stoves not worthy of the name; wholly inade-
quate medical facilities; inability to contact
the Superintendent; school children with no
other garments than one dress, a coat, stock-
ings, and shoes; old women gathering their
own woocd; and many entire families huddled
in poor, leaky tents, with no furniture and
inadequate bedding, nearly freezing in sub-
zero weather; and that many other intoler-
able ccnditions were found to be the rule
and not the exception; and many of the most
miserable tents and huts were within a
stone's throw of the beautiful brick office
and residential buildings of the agency at
Fort Yates and the subagencies at Cannon-
ball and Porcupine; and

“Whereas such living conditions are demor-
alizing to both the younger and older In-
dians, and it appears that this situation is
not known to Congress: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That we respectfully request
Congress to authorize an immediate and
thorough investigation of the conditions that
exist on the Standing Rock Indian Reser-
vation; and that adequate food, clothing,
shelter, fuel, medicine, and other urgent
needs be supplies at the earliest possible
moment to these destitute, hungry, and
homeless Indlans and American citizens; and
be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
sent to the President of the United States;
to the President of the Senate; the Speaker
of the House of Representatives; to Senator
Ermer THoMAS and Representative Wiy
RoceRs, chairmen of the Senate and House
Indian Affairs Committee; to Senators Ny
and Lancer and Representatives Burbick and
RoserTsoN; and to the press.”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs:

“Senate Concurrent Resolution F

“Whereas the United States of America Is
now engaged in an extensive rearmament
program in order that the Nation may have
adequate means of defense agalnst possible
attack from powerful forces that appear to
seek world domination; and

“Whereas the State of North Dakota has
avallable certain resources that should be of
material aid in furthering the national-de-
fense program: Now, therefore, be 1t
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“Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of
the State of North Dakota ncw in session,
That we urge that North Dakota be granted
an opportunity to participate in the present
dafense program; and we further urge that a
survey be made with a view of making our
vast stores of low-cost fuel, as well as other
natural resources, favorable sites for air-
fields and training camps, skilled labor, etc.,
available for building an adequate defense
against possible aggression.

“It is hereby directed that ccpies of this
joint resolution be sent to the President of the
United States and to th: Representatives and
Senators from the State of North Dakota,
now in Washington, D. C."

OLD-AGE ASSISTANCE—RESOLUTION OF
KANSAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. CAPPER. Mr, President, I send to
the desk a resolution adopted on March
10 by the Kansas Legislature memorializ-
ing Congress to enact legislaticn that will
provide an adequate and uniform old-age
pension. I am glad to say that I am in
hearty accord with the stand taken by
the Kansas Legislature for an adequate
and uniform old-age pension for the aged
citizens of this country, and will support
such a program.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
ticn will be referred to the Committee
on Finance, under the rule, and printed
in the RECORD.

House Resolution No. 21

Resolution memorializing the Congress of the
United States to enact a law which will
provide adequate national old-age pensions

Whereas there is great need for adequate
old-age pensions for aged persons of this
country; and

Whereas it would be more practicable for
such pensions to be paid on a national basis
rather than a State basls; and

Whereas if such national legislation were
enacted it would provide an adeguate and
uniform old-age pension for the cltizens of
this country which is so urgently needed:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the State of Kansas, That we respectfully
urge and request the Congress of the United
States to carefully consider such legislation
as will provide an adequate and uniform old-
age pension on a national basis and enact
such legislation as will provide an adequate
and uniform old-age pension on a national
basis; be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state be
directed to have coples of this resolution
engrossed, and send a copy of the same to
each member of the Kansas delegation in the
House of Representatives and Senate of the
United States and to the Vice President of
the United States and to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives of the United
States.

Adopted March 10, 1941,

OLD AGE AND SENIOR CITIZENS

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I desire to
make a few remarks upon old age and
our senior citizens.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Pennsylvania yield to the
Senator from EKentucky?

Mr, DAVIS. I merely desire to put
an article in the REcorb.

Mr. BARKLEY. Very well; I thought
the Senator was starting to make some
remarks at length., We have not as yet
finished the morning business.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the re-
spect which age has for youth should
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have its just return in increasing regard
‘of youth for age. Our children are the
object of constant affection, and this is
well. It is not less desirable, however,
that youth should come to a growing iii-
terest in the problems of the aged. In
our day this is especially important as
the number of the aged in this countiy
becomes increasingly a larger percentage
of the total population. Some of our
senior citizens have established places of
security and trust; others, unable lo
make readjustment to changing condi-
tions, find themselves in misery and
want. It is of these unfortunate ones
that we should constantly be thinking
and planning in order that provision
may be made for their needs which are
a part ol the common need of us all.
There are men today who during depres-
sion years were displaced, and yet who
are now being called back to industrial
service because of their skills and long-
time experience. I have supported leg-
islation which has this objective in view;
I expect to continue to support measures
of this kind so that the inequities of life
shall be eased and the burden of social
responsibility shall be more justly dis-
tributed.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed as a part of my
remarks an editorial from the San Fran-
cisco (Calif.) Argonaut of February 14,
1941, entitled “Age and Achievement,”
which, in my judgment, is one of the
most encouraging statements which have
come to my attention in many yeais.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the editorial will be printed in
the RECORD.

The editorial is as follows:

[From the Argonaut of February 14, 1941]

AGE AND ACHIEVEMENT

We have long been of the opinion that the
usefulness of men—the value of their serv=
ice to soclety—is determined, not by their
age, but by their mental outlook, the degree
of their enthusiasm, and their desire for
work, Whether a man is young or old is of
little consequence if for him living and
working have purpose, There are countless
men in the business life of America in in-
dustry, science, medicine, the professions,
and the arts who are old only in the number
of their years, for their ability is as great
and their spirit is as lively as ever. At this
very moment, as America faces the most
serious crisis of its history, it is revealing to
find that older men have been called upon
to assume the leadership of many of the
Nation’s most important industries and that
they responded nobly.

Even a swift glance at the records of his-
tory show us outstanding achievements by
men past 40, 50, 60, 70, and even past 80.
Pilgrim’s Progress was written by Bunyan
when he was past 50; Robinson Crusoe by
Defoe when he was 58; and Paradise Lost by
Milton at the same age. At 75 Washington
Irving was a busy writer, and Oliver Wendell
Holmes was a best seller at 83. Dryden did
his very best poem at 83, and William Dean
Howells produced his best essay at 82. David
Starr Jordan won the peace prize when he
was 75. Lyman Abbott was a leading editor
at B6. Charles W. Elllot was ranked well at
92. Grotius is said to have dome his best
work when past 80. Gladstone was Prime
Minister at 83. Jefferson was President at €6.
Marshal Pétain is an active patriot at 84, Dr,
Douglas Hyde is President of Eire and more
than 80. Elihu Root and Clemenceau were
doing a full day’s work when four score and
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more. Tennyson wrote Crossing the Bar
when 83. Endlessly we could record the ac-
complishments of hundreds of men whose
youth was but & memory.

In this vein, we may quote to advantage
these lines from Longfellow’s Moriturl Salu-
tamus, 8 poem read on the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the poet's graduation from Bowdoin
College, and which expresses eloquently this
very thought:

“+ =* =+ nothing & too late
Till the tired heart shall cease to palpitate;
Cato learned Greek at eighty, Sophocles
‘Wrote his grand Oedipus and Simonides
Eore off the prize of verse from his compeers
When each had.numbered more than four
score years;
And Theophrastus at four score and ten
Had but begun his characters of men.
Chaucer, at Woodstock, with nightingales
At Bixty wrote the Canterbury Tales;
Goethe, at Weimar, toiling to the last,
Completed Faust when eighty years had
past.”’

INHUMAN TREATMENT OF POLES BY
SOVIET RUSSIA

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp at this point a communica-
tion which I received from Richard T.
Mokrzynski, president of the Polish Cen-
tral Council, 185 Church Street, New
Haven, Conn., and one from Joseph The-
odore Klick, secretary of the organization
of the United Polish Societies, Middle-
town, Conn.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the communications will be
printed in the REcCRD.

The communications are as follows:

Porisg CeEnTRAL COUNCIL,
New Haven Conn., March 3, 1941,
Hon. Francis T. MALONEY,
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

My Dcar SeENATOR: The members of the
Polish Central Council of New Haven have
been Inexpressibly shocked and horrified at
the Information which has reached them con-
cerning the treatment and condition of the
Poles who have been deported to the inner-
most parts of Siberia and there almost liter=-
ally left to die. Extreme cold, acute hunger,
and the onslaught of wolves and other wild
animals have been and rapidly are taking a
toll of these unfortunates who have no means
by which to clothe or feed themselves. Often
they are forced to do hard labor such as only
animals should be compelled to do. Their
situaticn is the more deplorable because of
the fact that Soviet Russia will not permit
them to receive aid either through the
agency of the Red Cross or through dona-
tions by private individuals or organizations.

It is the unanimous belief of the mem-
bers of the Polish Central Council of New
Haven that in the name of humanity some-
thing should be done to alleviate the fate of
these unfortunate people. In the hope,
therefore, that you will use your influence
In Congress to this effect, we earnestly re-
quest you to either initiate or support a
movement designed to bring pressure through
diplomatic channels upon Soviet Russia to
desist from further such deportations and
to allow aid to be sent to those already de-
ported, either through the medium of the
Red Cross or through the sending of pack-
ages of clothing and food by individuals and
organizations here in the United States. We
further request you to use your influence to
have an official or semiofficial mission sent
to Russia to investigate and report upon the
condition and treatment of those Poles who
have been deported to Siberia.

We are confident that the spirit of fair
play that exemplifies all public action on the
part of our great Government will motivate
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you to take positive and active steps to ef-
fectuate this result.
Very truly yours,

PorisH CENTRAL CoUNCIL oF NEw HAVEN,

RicHARD T. MOKRZYNSKI, President.

STanisLAw DLUZNIEWSKI, Secretary.

ORGANIZATION OF THE
UnITED POLISH SOCIETIES,

Middletown and Vieinity, March 11, 1941.
Hon. Francis T. MALONEY,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeAr SENATOR: At a meeting of the United
Polish Societies on February 26, 1941, it was
related by one of our members who had just
returned from Europe of the horrible mis-
treatment being given to the Polish citizens of
Europe. It appears that the Government of
Soviet Russia, upon taking over the Polish
territory, has Interned thousands of Poles
in concentration camps and sent thousands
of others to Siberia to suffer the miseries,
humiliation, and mistreatment not even fit
for the lowest of animals.

It was voted that I write letters to our
Connecticut Senators and Congressmen and
ask them to use whatever means are at their
disposal to alleviate this situation. Even a
conquered people has a right to be treated as
human beings.

We will be grateful to you for your cocp-
eration and indebted to you for your services.

Respectfully yours,
JosePH THEO. KLICE,
Secretary.

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE DURING
ADJOURNMENT

Under authority of the order of the
10th instant, the following reports of the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry
were submitted on the 12th instant:

By Mr. ELLENDER:

8. 326. A bill to amend sectlon 15 (g) of
the Agricultural Marketing Act, as amended,
relating to the definition of agricultural com-
modity; without amendment (Rept. No. 98).

By Mr. RUSSELL:

H.R. 3546, An act to amend the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1038, as amended,
for the purpose of regulating interstate and
foreign commerce in peanuts, and for other
purposes; with an amendment (Rept, No.
89).

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The  following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on
Claims:

8.1075. A bill for the relief of George S.
Geer; without amendment (Rept. No. 100);

H.R.3440. A bill for the relief of Edith
Platt; without amendment (Rept. No. 101);
and

H.R.3441. A bill for the relief of Daisy
Fitzpatrick, without amendment (Rept. No.
102).

By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committee on
Claims:

B.1076. A bill for the relief of Arthur A.
Schipke; without amendment (Rept. No.
103);

5. 657. A bill for the relief of certain United
Btates commissioners; with an amendment
(Rept. No. 104); and

H.R.1692. A bill for the relief of William
F. Kllewe; with an amendment (Rept. No.
105).

By Mr. TUNNELL, from the Committee on
Claims:

8.911. A bill for the relief of Willlam J.
Furey; with amendments (Rept. No. 108);

and

£5.831. A bill for the relief of Robert B.
Ayers; with amendments (Rept. No. 107).

By Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on
Claims:

5.1022, A bill for the relief of Richard
Gammon; without amendment (Rept. No.
108); and
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5.681. A bill for the relief of Arthur Edgar
Scroggin; with amendments (Rept. No. 109),

By Mr. SCHWARTZ, from the Committee
on Claims:

H.R.2703. An act for the relief of the
estate of Joe L. McQueen; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 111).

By Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on
Interstate Commerce:

H.R.533. An act to amend section 4 (f)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, to provide for extra compensation
for overtime of inspectors in charge and
radio inspectors of the Field Divislon of the
Engineering Department of the Federal Com-
munications Commission; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 110).

By Mr. BARELEY, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Executive
Papers:

Fifteen lists of records transmitted hereto-
fore to the SBenate for examination and rec-
ommendation by the Archivist of the United
States, which appeared to have no permanent
value or historical interest.

THE DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN
RATLROAD CO — RESOLUTION RE-
FORTED AND REFERRED

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, from the
Committee on Interstate Commerce:

Senate Resoclution 82, relating to the aban-
donment and dismemberment of the Denver
& Rio Grande Western Rallroad Co. be-
tween Antonito, Colo., and Santa Fe, N. Mex.
(submitted by him on February 138, 1941);
without amendment (Rept. No. 112); and,
under the rule, the resolution was referred
to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on March
11, 1941, that committee presented to the
President of the United States the fol=
lowing enrolled bills:

B.189. An act for the relief of Willlam
Boyer; and

S.251. An act for the relief of John Mul-
hern.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

As in executive session,
The following favorable committee re-
ports of nominations were submitted:

By Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on
Interstate Commerce:

Ray C. Wakefield, of California, to be a
member of the Federal Communications
Commission for the unexpired term of 7
years from July 1, 1940.

By Mr, ADAMS, from the Committee on
Public Lands and Surveys:

Joel David Wolfsohn, of Illinois, to be
Assistant Commissioner of the General Land
Office, vice Mrs. Antoinette Funk, resigned.

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

Charles M. Miller, of Arkansas, to be as-
sayer in charge of the United States Mint at
New Orleans, La., in place of Hugh T. Rippeto.

By Mr. BAILEY, from the Commitiee on
Finance:

John Bright Hill, of Wilmington, N. C,, to
be collector of customs for customs collec-
tion district No. 15, with headquarters at
Wilmington, N. C. (reappointment).

By Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on
Finance:

William H. Burke, of Little Rilver, EKans.,
to be collector of internal revenue for the
district of Kansas, to fill an existing vacancy.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRO-
DUCED

Bills and joint resclutions were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by unani-
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mous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. GILLETTE:

5.1086. A bill to permit Eoreans who have
been temporarily admitted to the United
States as students to remain in the United
States until there is a change in political con-
ditions In Chosen (Korea); to the Committee
on Immigration.

By Mr. MALONEY:

£, 1087. A bill granting an increase of pen-
glon to Martha J. Griffin; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH:

8.1088. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Agriculture to make analyses of fiber
properties, spinning tests, and other tests of
the quality of cotton samples submitted to
him; to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.

By Mr. WHEELER:

£.1089. A bill to extend the time limit for
cooperation between the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and the Farm Security Administration
in the development of farm units on public
lands under Federal reclamation projects; to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. BROWN:

8.1080. A bill to adjust certain losses oc-
cuwrring in the redemption of adjusted-serv-
ice bonds; and

5.1001. A bill authorizing the Comptroller
General of the United States to settle and
adjust the claim of the Convertible Door
Manufacturing Co.; to the Committee on
Claims,

By Mr. McNARY:

B.1082. A hill for the relief of Robert
O'Farrell; to the Committee on Claims.

5.1083. A bill to promote sustained-yield
forest management in order thereby (a) to
stabilize communities, forest industries, em-
ployment, and taxable forest wealth; (b) to
provide for a continuous and ample supply
of forest products; and (c) to secure the
benefits of forests in maintenance of water
supply and stream flow, prevention of sofl
erosion, amelioration of climate, and pres-
ervation of wildlife; to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. BONE:

B. 1094, A bill to amend section 8¢ (12) of
the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended,
relating to the approval or disapproval of
orders by cooperative assoclations on behalf
of their members; to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

B.1095. A bill to provide for the reincor-
poration of The National Woman's Relief
Corps, Auxiliary to the Grand Army of the
Republic; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. REYNOLDS:

B.1096. A bill to authorize the furnishing
of steam from the Central Heating Plant to
the District of Columbia; and

§.1097. A bill to enlarge the powers of the
property clerk of the Police Department of
the District of Columbia to dispose of prop-
erty coming into his possession; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

(Mr. HOLMAN introduced BSenate bill
1028, which was referred to the Committce
on Banking and Currency, and appears under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. JOHNSON of California:

5.1099. A bill for the relief of Leslie
Charteris (Leslie Charles Bowyer Yin) and
Patricla Ann Charteris; to the Committee on
Immigration.

8.1100. A bill to authorize the issuance of
service medals to members of the American
Expeditionary Force who participated in the
occupation of Siberia in 1918-20; to the Com-~
mittee on Military Affairs.

§.1101. A bill for the relief of Robert
Spears; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr, KILGORE:

8.1102. A bill for the relief of Rudolph
Farcher;

B.1103. A bill for the relief of Ruth Floyd
Jacokes; and
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5.1104. A bill for the rellief of William A,
Wheeler; to the Committee on Claims.

B.1105. A bill granting a pension to Anna
Marie Flautt;

S.1106. A bill granting a pension to Jull-
ette Reilley Hughes; and

§.1107. A bill granting an increase of pen-
slon to Mary M. Lewls; to the Committce on
Pensions.

By Mr. WALSH.

5.1108. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to negotiate cuntracts, and for
other purposes; and

S.1109. A bill to authorize and direct the
Becretary of War to transfer to the Secretary
of the Navy certain land known as Ward’s
Bank Training Wall and the right-of-way
adjacent to the south jetty at the entrance
to the St. Johns River, Fla., and to authorize
the Secretary of the Navy to acquire a title
in fee simple to the Ward's Bank Tralning
Wall and the south jetty property, Fla.; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma:

8.1110. A bill to amend section 1118 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended, to eliminate
the prohibition against enlistment in the
military service of the United States of any
person convicted of a felony; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

S.1111. A bill to create an Indian Claims
Commission, to provide for the powers, duties,
and functions thereof, and for other purposes;

£.1112. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act authorizing the attorney general of
the State of California to bring suit in the
Court of Claims on behalf of the Indians of
California,” approved May 18, 1928 (45 Stat.
602);

5. 1113. A bill for the relief of the Eastern
and Western Cherokees;

5. 1114, A bill to ratify a lease entered into
by certain Mission Indians of California;

8.1115. A bill in aid of the construction of
the Hulah Dam and Reservoir project, Okla-
homa;

8.11186. A bill authorizing an appropriation
for payment to the Osage Tribe of Indians
on account of their lands sold by the United
Btates;

85.1117. A bill authorizing a suit in the
Court of Claims of the United States by cer-
tain members of the Wisconsin Band of Pot-
tawatomie Indians;

S.1118. A bill to provide for the payment
of certain Creek equalization claims, and for
other purposes;

B.1119. A bill to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to effect an exchange of certain
land of the BSanta Ysabel Indian Reserva-
tion, Calif., for other land of equal value; and

5.1120. A bill for the acquisition of Indian
lands for the Central Valley project, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

(Mr. Davis introduced Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 51, which was referred to the Committee
on the Library, and appears under & separate
heading.)

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma:

B.J.Res. 52, Joint resolution defining and
classifying gratuity expenditures allowable as
offsets in favor of the United States and
against the Five Civilized Nations or Tribes
of Indians; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

RESTORATION AND MAINTENANCE OF
PURCHASING POWER OF THE DOLLAR

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. President, con-
fronted as we are by the ever mounting
national debt, the constantly augmenting
expenses of Government, and the in-
creasingly critical condition of the do-
mestic affairs of the American pecple, it
seems to me inevitable that sooner or
later the creation and control of money
is going to be recognized as of paramount
importance, and it will demand further
consideration and intensive study by the
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Congress, and reformative action by our
Government.

In my search for authoritative infor-
mation on this subject from a reliable
source, I have been directed to former
Senator Robert L. Owen, who, at my re-
quest, has addressed a letter to me which
I shall request unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp at the conclu-
sion of my remarks.

Robert L. Owen, former Senator from
Oklahoma, was a Member of this body
for 18 years, and voluntarily retired,
never having been defeated. He was
founder of the National Popular Govern-
meént League, and at present is its Presi-
dent emeritus. He was elected to the
Senate, taking his seat in 1907. Within
90 days—on the 25th of February, 1908—
he made a speech on monetary stability,
demanding the guaranty of bank de-
posits, the ability to convert United
States bonds into money, the control of
the stock exchanges, the prevention of
banks lending money for purely specu-
lative purposes on the stock exchanges,
demanding legal-tender money, and gov-
ernmental control and regulation of the
value of money. On March 25, 1908, he
urged the National Monetary Commis-
sion to study the question of banking and
currency. He demanded the establish-
ment of the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee in 1913, and was made chairman
of that committee, and framed the Fed-
eral Reserve Act, with the assistance of
his associates in the Senate, giving the
United States Government supervisory
control of the Federal Reserve System.

I ask that the letter of former Senator
Owen be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

WasHINGTON, D, C., March 12, 1941,
Hon. Rurus C. HOLMAN,
United States Senate.

My DEAR SENATOR HOLMAN: Answering your
request, I enclose a copy of my letter to Con-
gressman BRENT SpENCE, showing the loss in
national income of $247,000,000,000 from 1929
to and including 1939, under the depression
caused by mismanagement of our monetary
system. The Senate Document No, 23, Sev-
enty-sixth Congress, a study of our national
economy and banking system, sets forth quite
fully the causes and the remedy for this
condition. TUsing Loeb’s Chart of Flenty
{based upon the disinterested study of ex-
perts), our potential loss of income for the
same 10 years amounted to about $380,000,-
000,000. Loeb’s Chart of Flenty is worthy of
the study of statesmen. I also call your
attention to another book which I regard as
of vital importance in this connection. It is
Monetary Progress by Carl Strover, 1556 North
Clark Street, Chicago,

The Constitution in article I declares that
Congress shall have power to coin and reg-
ulate the value of moncy. The failure of
Congress to discharge this constitutional duty
is the greatest tragedy in the kistory of the
United States and directly respcnsible for the
terrible evils of periodic booms and depres-
sions due to indefensible expansion and in-
defensible contraction of the medium of
exchange upon whose stability the stability
of property values of all kinds Is based.

The President today calls for $7,000,000,000
of money to meet Internaticnal dangers.
There are two ways to raise this money. One
is to borrow it of private individusls and
privately owned banks and pay interest for
the loan of individual credit, or, on the other
hand, to use the national credit of 130,000,000
people and their productive power to create
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the money required without interest through
non-interest-bearing bonds deposited with
the Federal Reserve banks subject to future
amortization from taxes. It is notorious that
the interest on public debt frequenily is
equal to the debt itself before liquidaticn
takes place. The Federal Reserve banks are
public institutions with extraordinary powers
given by the Congress. This great organi-
zation should be exclusively employed in the
interests of the people of the United States
to stabilize the value of property and of serv=
ices and of employment through the stability
of the debt-paying purchasing power of the
monetary unit.

The Federal Reserve System has the power
under & congressional mandate to expand
and to contract the money supply, particu-
larly demand deposits, to the extent neces-
sary to furnish an adequate supply of the
medium of exchange without excess and
without undue lack. Its powers can thus
be employed through regulating the volume
of money to regulate the value of money, to
regulate the purchasing power of money, and
thereby regulate the value of all forms of
property and of services.

The books to which I call your attention
will abundantly set forth the proof and
statistical evidence upon which these simple
truths are based,

You must not forget that there is In
existence monetary forces that are opposed
to the congressional regulation of the value
of money, and who fill the public press and
the mails with propaganda discreetly dis-
tributed throughout the United States, which
serves the purpose of preventing congres-
sional action by confusion of thought and by
creating the impression that the matter of
regulating the value of money is difficult to
understand. It is as simple to understand
as the law of supply and demand, with its
bearing upon the exchange value of com-
modities,

It will give me pleasure to answer any
specific question which may occur to you in
your study of this problem. But I urge you
to carefully study Carl Strover's book.

When Congress performs its duty of regu-
lating the value of money, it will end unem-
ployment, double the production of com-
modities and services in the United States,
make it easy to balance the Budget by in=-
creased national income, and it will end in-
voluntary poverty in the United States and
set a standard by which the people of the
world can achieve superabundance of the
comforts and conveniences of life by follow-
ing the wise example which we know how
to establish,

Yours very respectfully,
RoBerRT L. OWEN.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, in con-
nection with this discussion, and as a step
toward accomplishing the reform which
I should like to see brought about, I in-
troduce a bill for restoring and maintain-
ing the purchasing power of the dollar,
which I ask to have appropriately re-
ferred.

The bill (8. 1098) for restoring and
maintaining the purchasing power of the
dollar was read twice by its title and re-
ferred o the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNI-
VERSARY OF ADOPTION OF BILL OF
RIGHTS

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I am in
receipt of a resolution adopted by the
House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania and con-
curred in by the Senate of the same
State, which I ask to be printed as a part
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of my remarks and referred to the Com-
mittee on the Library. This resolution
memorializes the Congress of the United
States to designate December 15, 1941,
as a national holiday commemorating the
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of
the adoption of the Bill of Rights em-
bodied in the Constitution of the United
States as the first 10 amendments. In
accordance with this resolution, I am
introducing a Senate joint resolution to
provide for the celebration of the one
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the
adoption of the Bill of Rights and for
the appointment of a commission to be
known as the Bill of Rights Sesquicen-
tennial Commission, which I also ask to
be printed as a part of my remarks and
referred to the Senate Committee on the
Library. As the resolution from the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania so ably
presents, this date, which is ordinarily
significant, assumes unusual importance
at this particular period in the history
of our Nation and of the world, when
those fundamental rights as incorpo-
rated in the Bill of Rights are threatened
by totalitarian forces abroad and their
sympathizers at home. It is proper and
fitting that we as a nation reaffirm and
remember the importance of the Bill of
Rights, which is truly the creed of our
individual rights.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, as requested by the Senator from
Pennsylvania, will be referred to the
Committee on the Library and be printed
in the Recorp under the rule and the joint
resolution introduced by him will likewise
be referred to the Committee on the
Library and printed in the REcoRrD.

The resolution adopted by the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania is as follows:

Whereas December 15, 1941, will be the
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the
adoption of the Bill of Rights embodied in the
Constitution of the United States as its first
10 amendments; and

Whereas this date which is ordinarily sig-
nificant assumes unusual importance at this
particular pericd in the history of our Nation
and of the world when those fundamental
rights are threatened by totalitarian forces
abroad and their sympathizers at home; and

Whereas the American Legion, Spanish
American War Veterans, and Veterans of the
World War, and other veterans' and patriotic
organizations and citizens have petitioned
this General Assembly to urge suitable action
to encourage the promotion of widespread
observance of the anniversary: Therefore be it

Resolved (if the senate concur), That the
general assembly memorialize the Congress
of the United States to designate December
15, 1941, as a national holiday and authorize
the appointment of a Bill of Rights Ses-
gquicentennial Commission to sponsor appro-
priate ceremonies and celebrations upon that
day; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted by the Chief Clerk of the House
to the President of the United States, each of
the presiding officers of the two branches in
Congress, and to each United States Senator
and Member from this Commonwealth.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) to
provide for the celebration of the one-
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the
adoption of the Bill of Rights as the first
10 amendments to the Constitution of
the United States, was read twice by its
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title, referred to the Committee on the
Library, and ordered to be printed in the
ReEecorp, as follows:

‘Whereas the 15th day of December, 1941, 1s
the day on which occurs the one-hundred and
fiftieth anniversary of the adoption of the
Bill of Rights as the first 10 amendments to
the Constitution of the United States; and

Whereas such day assumes unusual impor=-
tance and significance during the present
critical period in the history of our Nation
and of the world, when the fundamental
rights of free people, as set forth in such
amendments, are being threatened by totali-
tarian forces abroad and their sympathizers
at home: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That in order that the
one-hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the
adoption of the Bill of Rights as the first 10
amendments to the Constitution of the
United States may be duly commemorated,
the 15th day of December, 1941 is hereby
declared to be a national publie holiday
throughout the United States,

Bec. 2. For the purpose of providing for
appropriate ceremonies and celebraticns on
such day, there is hereby established a com-
mission to be known as the Bill of Rights
Sesquicentennial Commission (hereinafter
referred to as the “Commission”), to be com-
posed of seven commissioners, as follows:
Three persons to be appointed by the Presi-
dent of the United States, two Senators to be
appointed by the President of the Senate, and
two Members of the House of Representatives
to be appuinted by the Speaker of the House
of Representatives. The members of the
Commission shall serve without compensa-
tion, and shall select a chairman and vice
chairman from among their number. If any
vacancies occur in the membership of the
Commission, such vacancies shall be filled in
the manner provided for the original appoint-
ments.

Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the Commis-
sion to sponsor appropriate ceremonies and
celebrations to be held throughout the United
Btates on December 15, 1941, in commemora-
tion of such anniversary,

Bec. 4. The Commission is authorized to
make such expenditures for the purpose of
carrying out its functions under this joint
resolution as it may deem advisable, but no
expenditure shall be made except for the pur-
poses authorized by a majority of the mem-
bers thereof. Expenditures of the Commis-
sion shall be paid upon the presentation of
vouchers approved by the chairman of the
Commission.

Bec. 5. The authority of the Commission
under this joint resolution shall cease and
terminate on June 30, 1942, at which time
the Commission shall make a report of its
expenditures and activities under this joint
resolution to the Congress.

Sec. 6. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated the sum of $10,000, to be ex-
pended by the Commission for the purpose
cf carrying out the provisions of this joint
resolution.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion by Mr. Gurrey, the Com-
mittee on Finance was discharged from
the further consideration of the joint
resolution (S. J. Res. 22) making appli-
cable to certain coal deliveries the prices
established by the National Bituminous
Coal Commission, and it was referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

PRINTING OF LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO
THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES IN OELA-
HOMA

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted
the following resolution (S. Res. 86),
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which was referred to the Committee on
Printing:

Resolved, That the manuscript of the laws,
agreements, Executive orders, proclamations,
ete., relating to the Five Civilized Tribes,
Oklahoma, passed and proclaimed from 1890
to 1938, inclusive, to be known as Laws Re=
lating to the Five Civilized Tribes in Okla-
homa, 1890 to 1938, prepared under, Senate
Resolution 60, Beventy-fifth Congress, first
session, be printed as a Senate document, and
that there be printed 30 additional copies for
the use of the Senate Committee on Indian
Affairs and 30 additional copies for the use of
the House Committee on Indian Affairs.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON
INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted
the following. resolution (S. Res. 87),
which was referred to the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian
Affairs, or any subcommittee thereof, is au-
thorized during the Seventy-seventh Con-
gress to send for persons, books, and papers,
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenog-
rapher, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per
hundred words, t- report such hearings as
may be had on any subject before said com-
mittee, the expense thereof to be pald out of
the contingent fund of the Senate; and that
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof,
may sit during any session or recess of the
Senate.

ADDRESS BY SENATOR BANEHEAD ON
NATIONAL UNITY IN WAR AND PEACE

[Mr. BANKHEAD asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp a radio address
delivered by him on March 8, 1941, on the
subject of national unity in war and peace,
which appears in the Appendix.]

T. V. A. DAM AND FLOOD CONTROL

[Mr. NORRIS asked and obtained leave to
have printed In the Recorp an Associated
Press dispatch from Knoxville, Tenn., under
the heading *“T. V. A. set-up able to
cut flood crest,” which appears In the
Appendix.]

ELECTION ACTIVITIES OF PACIFIC COAST
UTILITIES

[Mr, NORRIS asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the ReEcorp an article entitled
“Pacific Coast Utilities Follute Elections,”
written by Albert H. Jenkins and published in
Labor, which appears in the Appendix.]

SENTIMENT OF LCS ANGELES COUNTY,
CALIF., AS TO LEASE-LEND BILL

[Mr, DOWNEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the ReEcorp a telegram from
Mrs. Charles H. Clark, of Los Angeles, Calif.,
relative to the sentiment of radio listeners
regarding the so-called lease-lend bill, which
appears in the Appendix.]

WALES AND THE WELSH—EDITORIAL
FROM THE SCRANTONIAN

[Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from
the Scrantonian of February 16, 1941, relative
to the national anthem of Wales and the
spirit of loyalty of the Welsh people, which
appears in the Appendix.]

ADDRESS ON YOUTH BY MOST REV.
JOHN A. DUFFY, D. D,

[Mr. BAEKLEY (for Mr. Meap) asked and
obtained leave to have printed in the RECORD
a radio address on youth, delivered on Feb-
ruary 22, 1941, by the Most Reverend John
A. Dufly, D, D., bishop of the diocese of Buf-
falo, which appears in the Appendix.]
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ADDRESS BY MISS DORA MAXWELL ON
CREDIT UNIONS

[Mr, BARKLEY (for Mr. Meap) asked and
obtained leave to have printed in the REcorp
an address on credit unions, delivered in
Buffalo, N. ¥., by Miss Dora Maxwell, north-
eastern representative of the Credit Unlon
National Association, which appears in the
Appendix. ]

EDITORIAL FROM SATURDAY EVENING
POST ON GOVERNMENT FINANCE

[Mr, WILEY asked and obtained leave fo
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from
the Saturday Evening Post of March 15, 1941,
entitled “The National Heap,” which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]

STATEMENT BY WALTER WHITE ON EX-
CLUSION OF NEGROES FROM DEFENGE
JOBS
[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a statement by

Walter White, secretary of the National As-

sociation for the Advancement of Colored

People, on the exclusion of Negroes Irom

defense jobs, which appears in the Ap-

pendix. |

PREMIER CHURCHILL'S STATEMENT AS

TO UNITED STATES IN WORLD WAR

[Mr. NYE asked and obtained leave to have
printed in the R=ecosp an article from
Scribner’s Commentator, entitled *“When
Churchill Said, ‘Keep Out',” and three articles
from the New York Enquirer regarding the
same matter.]

CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC WORKS
FOR THE NAVY

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the House of Rep-
resentatives announcing its action on
certain amendments of the Senate to
House bill 3155, which was read, as fol-
lows:

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
March 11, 1941,

Resolved, That the House agree to the
amendments of the Senate Nos. 1, 3,
and 4 to the bill (H. R. 3155) to authorize
the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with
the construction of certain public works, and
for other purposes; and

That the House disagree to the amend-
ment of the Senate No. 2 to said bill.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President, on be-
half of the chairman of the Committee
on Naval Affairs [Mr. WaLsul, who is
necessarily absent, I move that the Sen-
ate insist on its amendment in disagree-
ment, ask for a conference with the
House, and that the Chair appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. WaLsH,
Mr. Typings, Mr. Smrts, Mr. Davis, and
Mr. JoensoN of California conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the House of Rep-
resentatives announcing its action on
certain amendments of the Senate to
House bill 3325, which was read, as fol-
lows:

1IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
March 11, 1941.

Resolved, That House agree to the amend-
ment of the Senate No. 1 to the bill (H. R.
8325) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to proceed with the construction of certain
public works, and for other purposes; and

That the House agree to the amendment
of the Senate No. 2 to said bill with an
amendment as follows:
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In leu of the matter stricken out by said
amendment insert:

“The provisions of sectlon 8 (a) of the
act approved June 28, 1940 (Public, No. 671,
76th Cong,), shall be applicable to naval
public-works projects authorized by this and
all prior acts.”

Mr, TYDINGS. Likewise, on behalf of
the chairman of the Committee on Naval
Affairs [Mr. Warsuel, I move that the
Senate insist on its amendment in dis-
agreement, ask for a conference with the
House thereon, and that the Chair ap-
point the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Vice President appointed Mr. WaLsH,
Mr, Typines, Mr. SyrtH, Mr. Davis, and
Mr, Jounson of California conferees on
the part of the Senate.

LEASE-LEND BILL

Mr. LUCAS. Mr, President, last week
I was requested to broadcast over a na-
tional hook-up an address upon the lend-
lease bill. Just before entering upon the
address te the invisible audience a West-
ern Union boy appeared and'identified
himself and advised me that he was
charged with the responsibility of singing
a telegram to me. Like a good soldier I
acceded to the demands of this youth and
stood there and listened to the lyric tenor
voice of this messenger for about 2 or 3
minutes,

As 1 listened to the messenger and tried
to follow the contents of the jargon that
had been put down in script, I speculated
upon the type of fellow who would be
responsible for this kind of a telegram.
I wondered what kind of a man he was.
I wondered if he was a businessman. I
speculated as to whether he was truly in-
terested in this cause or whether he was
a publicity seeker, or whether he was
scmeone who was truly an American pa-
triot, or whether he was merely one of
those blundering show-offs who do things
before they think. I have been think-
ing about the matter since. I took no
pains, however, to make any investiga-
tion as to who this man in Chicago might
be, but yesterday my curiosity was satis-
fled. I received a letter from a very
prominent lawyer in the city of Chicago
telling me about this individual. I
thought perhaps I should make this state-
ment and read into the REcorp a certain
portion of this letter, showing just who
Frank E. Brightman, author of the tele-
gram, is:

This lawyer says, among other things:

I note that you were harassed by a singing
telegram; and the Chicago papers state that
it was sent by Frank E. Brightman, who paid
£8.70 therefor, and claimed he got his money's
worth. It would be interesting to know who
actually paid for this telegram, as I know
that Mr, Brightman went into bankruptecy in
1936, and that I took a judgment against him
for $2,700 last year, which remains unpaid,
and that he filed a schedule claiming no
assets,

I bring this matter to the attention of
the Senate merely that it may know just
the type of fellow and the kind of indi-
vidual who did this sort of thing—a man
who is bankrupt so far as assets are con-
cerned, a man who is a dead beat and re-
fuses to pay his honest creditors—yet he
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can find $8.70 somewhere in order to do
the thing that he did.’

Mr, President, this is just another one
of those fellows who seek a lot of pub-
licity. I want this idler, this Micawber
of song, this fat boy of the street, to know
that we of the Senate are familiar with
this type. I want the country to know
that while he was vitally concerned about
saving the Nation he followed every dis-
honorable trail to save himself from his
creditors.

AMENDMENT OF AGRICULTURAL ADJUST-
MENT ACT AS TO PEANUTS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine
morning business is closed.

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of House bill 3546.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on the motion of the Senator from
Georgia.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H.
R. 3546) to amend the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938, as amended, for the
purpose of regulating interstate and for-
eign commerce in peanuts, and for other
purposes, which had been reported from
the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry with an amendment, to strike out
all after the enacting clause and to in-
sert:

That title III of the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Act of 1938, as amended, is amended
by inserting after part V of subtitle B thereof
the following new part:

“PaRT VI—MARKETING QUOTAS—PEANUTS
“LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS

“Sec. 357. The production, marketing, and
processing of peanuts and peanut products
- employs a large number of persons and is
of national interest. The movement of pea-
nuts from producer to consumer is prepon-
derantly in interstate and foreign commerce,
and, owing to causes beyond their control
the farmers producing such commedity and
the persons engaged in the marketing and
processing thereof are unable to regulate ef-
fectively the orderly marketing of the com-
modity. As the quantity of peanuts mar-
keted in the channels of interstate and for-
eign commerce increases above the quantity
of peanuts needed for cleaning and shelling,
thg prices at which all peanuts are marketed
are depressed to low levels. These low prices
tend to cause the quantity of peanuts avail-
able for marketing in later years to be less
than normal, which in turn tends to cause
relatively high prices. This fluctuation of
prices and marketings of peanuts creates an
unstable and chaotic condition in the mar-
keting of peanuts for cleaning and shelling
and for crushing for oil in the channels of
interstate and foreign commerce. Bince these
unstable and chaotic conditions have existed
for a period cf years and are likely, without
proper regulation, to continue to exist, it is
imperative that the marketing of peanuts for
cleaning and shelling and for crushing for oil
in interstate and foreign commerce be regu-
lated in order to protect producers, handlers,
processors, and consumers.

“MARKETING QUOTAS

“Sec. 358. (a) Between July 1 and Decem-
ber 1 of each calendar year the Secretary shall
proclaim the amount of the national market-
ing quota for peanuts for the crop produced
in the next succeeding calendar year in
terms of the total quantity of peanuts which
will make available for marketing a supply
of peanuts from the crop with respect to
which the gquota is proclaimed equal to the
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average quantity of peanuts harvested for
nuts during the 5 years immediately pre-
ceding the year in which such quota is pro-
claimed, adjusted for current trends and pro-
spective demand conditions, and the quota so
proclaimed shall be in effect with respect to
such crop. The national marketing quota
for peanuts for any year shall be converted
to a national acreage allotment by dividing
such gquota by the normal yield per acre of
peanuts for the United States deterriined
by the Secretary on the basis of the average
yield per acre of peanuts in the 5 years pre-
ceding the year in which the guota is pro-
claimed, with such adjustments as may be
found necessary to correct for trends in yields
and for abnormal conditions of production
affecting ylelds in such 5 years: Provided,
That the national marketing gquota estab-
lished for the crop produced in the calendar
year 1941 shall be a quantity of peanuts suffi-
cient to provide a national acreage allotment
of not less than 1,610,000 acres, and that the
national marketing quota established for any
subsequent year shall be quantity of peanuts
sufficient to provide a national acreage allot-
ment of not less than 90 percent of that
established for the crop produced in the
calendar year 1941,

“{b) Not later than December 15 of each
calendar year the Secretary shall conduct a
referendum of farmers engaged in the pro-
duction of peanuts in the calendar year in
which the referendum is held to determine
whether such farmers are in favor of or op-
posed to marketing quotas with respect to
the crops of peanuts produced in the 8 calen-
dar years immediately following the year in
which the referendum is held, except that, if
as many as two-thirds of the farmers voting
in any referendum vote in favor of marketing
quotas, no referendum shall be held with
respect to guotas for the second and third
years of the period. The Secretary shall pro-
claim the results of the referendum within
80 days after the date of which it is held,
and, if more than one-third of the farmers
voting in the referendum vote against mar-
keting quotas, the Secretary also shall pro-
claim that marketing quotas will not be in
effect with respect to the crop of peanuts pro-
duced in the calendar year immediately fol-
lowing the calendar year in which the refer-
endum is held. Notwithstanding the provi-
slons of subsections (&) and (b) of this sec~
tion, the Becretary shall proclaim a national
marketing quota with respect to the crop
of peanuts produced in the calendar year
1941 and shall provide for the holding of a
referendum on such quota within 30 days
after the date upon which this act becomes
effective,

*(¢) The national acreage allotment shall
be apportioned among States on the basis of
the average acreage of peanuts harvested for
nuts in the 5 years preceding the year in
which the national allotment is determined,
with adjustments for trends, abnormal con-
ditions of production, and the State peanut-
acreage allotment for the crop immediately
preceding the crop for which the allotment
hereunder is established: Provided, That the
allotment established for any State for any
year subsequent to 1941 shall be not less than
90 percent of the allotment established for
such State for the crop produced in the
calendar year 1941: Provided jurther, That
for the second or third year of any 3-year
period in which marketing quotas are in ef-
fect the acreage allotment for each State
for such year shall be increased above or
decreased below the allotment for the State
for the immediately preceding year by the
same percentage as the national marketing
quota for such year is increased above or de-
creased below the national marketing quota
for the preceding year.

“(d) The Secretary shall provide for appor-
tionment of the State acreage allotment for
any State through local committees among
farms on which peanuts were grown in any
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of the 3 years immediately preceding the
year for which such allotment is determined.
Such apportionment shall be made on the
basis of the tillable acreage available for the
production of peanuts and the past acreage
of peanuts on the farm, taking into consider-
ation the peanut-acreage allotments estab-
lished for the farm under previous agricul-
tural adjustment and conservation programs.
Any acreage of peanuts harvested in excess of
the allotted acreage for any farm for any year
shall not be considered in the establishment
of the allotment for the farm until the third
year following the year in which such excess
acreage is harvested and the total increases
made In farm-acreage allotments in any year
based on such excess acreage shall not exceed
2 percent of the national acreage allotment
for such year. In the distribution of such
increase of 2 percent preference shall be given
to the claims of new producers. The amount
of the marketing quota for each farm shall
be the actual production of the farm-acreage
allotment, and no peanuts shall be marketed
under the quota for any farm other than
peanuts actually produced on the farm.

“MARKETING PENALTIES

“8ec. 350. (a) The marketing of any pea-
nuts in excess of the marketing quota for the
farm on which such peanuts are produced,
or the marketing of peanuts from any farm
for which no acreage allotment was deter-
mined, shall be subject to a penalty of 3 cents
per pound, except as provided in subsection
(b) of this section. Such penalty shall be
pald by the person who buys or otherwise
acquires the peanuts from the producer, or,
if the peanuts are marketed by the producer
through an agent, the penalty shall be paid
by such agent, and such person or agent may
deduct an amount equivalent to the penalty
from the price paid to the producer. The
Secretary may require collection of the pen-
alty upon a portion of each lot of peanuts
marketed from the farm equal to the pro-
portion which the acreage of peanuts in
excess of the farm-acreage allotment is of the
total acreage of peanuts on the farm. If the
person required to collect the penalty fails
to collect such penalty, such person and all
persons entitled to share in the peanuts mar-
keted from the farm or the proceeds thereof
shall be jointly and severally liable for the
amount of the penalty. All funds collected
pursuant to this section shall be deposited
in a special deposit account with the Treas-
urer of the United States and such amounts
as are determined, in accordance with regu-
lations prescribed by the Secretary, to be
penalties incurred shall be transferred to the
general fund of the Treasury of the United
States. Amounts collected in excess of deter-
mined penalties shall be paid to such pro-
ducers as the Secretary determines, in accord-
ance with regulations preseribed by him, bore
the burden of the payment of the amount
collected. Such special account shall be ad-
ministered by the Secretary and the basis for,
the amount of, and the producer entitled to
receive a payment from such account, when
determined in accordance with regulations
prescribed by the Secretary, shall be final and
conclusive. If, in the course of marketing,
any peanuts produced on one farm are falsely
identified by a representation that such pea-
nuts were produced on another farm, or, if
there is a failure to make a report of the
disposition of peanuts available for market-
ing from any farm, each person participating
in the false identification of the peanuts or
failing to make a report of the disposition
of such peanuts as reguired by regulations
issued by the Secretary shall be subject to a
penalty of $25 for each acre, or fraction
thereof, of peanuts harvested in excess of
the farm-acreage allotment for the farm on
which such peanuts were produced and such
penalty shall be in addition to any other
penalty due hereunder.

“(b) Payment of the penalty of 3 cents
per pound upon the marketing of peanuts as
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provided in subsection (a) above will not be
required if such excess peanuts are delivered
to and marketed through an agency or agen-
cies designated each year by the Secretary.
Any peanuts received under this subsection
by such agency shall be sold by such agency
for crushing for oil under a sales agreement
approved by the Secretary, or for cleaning
and shelling at prices not less than those
established under any peanut-diversion or
peanut-loan program operated by the Secre-
tary. For all peanuts so delivered under this
subsection producers shall be paid for the
portion of the lot constituting excess peanuts
the market value thereof for crushing for oil
as of the date of such delivery, less the esti-
mated cost of storing, handling, and selling
such peanuts. Any person who acquires pea-
nuts for crushing for oil under the provisions
of this subsection, and who uses or disposes
of such peanuts for purposes other than for
crushing into oil, shall pay a penalty of 8
cents per pound upon the peanuts so used or
disposed of and shall be guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall
be fined not more than £1,000 or imprisoned
for not more than 1 year, or both. Opera-
tions under this subsection shall be earried
on under regulations prescribed by the Sec-
retary, and the operations of any agency
designated to receive and market peanuts
may be separate from or combined with
operations of other agencies,

“{c) The provisions of this part shall not
apply to peanuts produced on any farm on
which the acreage harvested for nuts is one
acre or less.

*“{d) The word ‘peanuts’ wherever used In
this act means peanuts which are picked
and threshed by mechanical means, whether
such peanuts are picked and threshed before
or after marketing by the producer.

“(e) If, in any referendum carried out pur-
suant to subsection (b) of section 358, mar-
keting quotas with respect to peanuts are
opposed by more than one-third of the farm-
ers voting in such referendum, no peanut-
diversion program or peanut loan shall be in
effect with respect to the crop produced in
the calendar year immediately following that
in which the referendum is held. If quotas
are approved by not less than two-thirds of
the farmers voting in such referendum, either
& peanut-diversion program or a peanut-loan
program, or both, shall be in effect with re-
spect to the crops of peanuts produced in
the 3 calendar years immediately follow-
ing the year in which the referendum is
held. The Commodity Credit Corporation is
directed to make available loans upon pea-
nuts during any marketing year in which
marketing quotas are in effect, Such loans
shall be made only to producers, farmer co-
operatives, and farmer assoclations, only on
the marketing guota for each farm, at rates
not less than 52 percent and not more
than 75 percent of the parity price of
peanuis as of the beginning of the marketing
year (which parity price shall be on the basis
published by the Bureau of Agricultural
Econemics in The Agricultural Situation,
vol. 25, No. 1, January 1941), and the peanuts
shall be the sole security for such loans. If
a referendum is held in 1941 with respect to
the crop produced in 1941, the provisions of
this subsection shall apply as though such
referendum had been held in the calendar
year 1940. If a referendum is held in 1941
with respect to the crop produced in 1941,
the provisions of this subsection (e) shall
apply as though such referendum had been
held in the calendar year 1940.

“(f) There is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated, each fiscal year beginning with
the fiscal year 1841, out of any moneys in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such
sums as may be necessary for the purposes
set forth in this part and for the expenses
of administering this part.
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“(g) The provisions of this section shall
not apply to nor interfere with the inaugu-
ration or the operation of any program ap-
proved by the Secretary pursuant to authority
contained in existing law designed to estab-
lish new uses for peanuts and peanut prod-
ucts or expand markets for peanuts and
peanut products.”

SEc. 2. Paragraph (1) (B) of subsection (b)
of section 301 of subtitle A of title III of
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
as amended, is amended by inserting imme-
diately following the word “cotton” the words
“or peanuts.”

Sec. 3. Paragraph (6) of subsection (b) of
section 301 of subtitle A of title III of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as
amended, is amended by adding the follow-
ing new paragraph:

“(C) ‘Market’, In the case of peanuts,
means to dispose of peanuts, including
farmers’ stock peanuts, shelled peanuts,
cleaned peanuts, or peanuts in processed
form, by voluntary or involuntary sale, barter,
or exchange, or by gift inter vivos.”

Sec. 4. Section 361 of subtitle C of title
III of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of
1938, as amended, is amended by inserting
after the comma following the word “cotion”
the word “peanuts” and a comma,

Sec. 5. Subsections (a) and (b) of section
371 of subtitle C of title IIT of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended,
are amended by inserting after the comma
following the word “rice” the word “peanuts”
and a comma,

Sec. 6. Subsection (a) of section 373 of
subtitle C of title III of the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938, as amended, is amended
by inserting after the comma following the
word “rice” wherever it appears in the first
gentence thereof the word “peanuts” and a
comma, by striking out the word “and" fol-
lowing the word “producers” in such first
sentence; and by striking out the period at
the end of such first sentence and inserting
in lieu thereof a comma and the following:
“all brokers and dealers in peanuts, all agents
marketing peanuts for producers, or acguir-
ing peanuts for buyers and dealers, and all
peanut growers’ cooperative associations, all
persons engaged in the business of cleaning,
shelling, crushing, and salting of peanuts
and the manufacture of peanut products, and
all persons owning or operating peanut-pick-
ing or peanut-threshing machines.”

Sec. 7. Subsection (b) of section 373 of
subtitle C of title ITI of the Agricultural Ad-
Justment Act of 1938, as amended, is amended
by Inserting after the comma following the
word "“rice” the word “peanuts” and a
comma.

Sec, 8. Bection 374 of subtitle C of title
III of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of
1938, as amended, is amended by inserting
after the comma following the word “cot-
ton"” the word “peanuts” and a comma,

Sec. 9. Subsection (a) of section 375 of
subtitle C of title III of the Agricultural
Adjustment Act of 1838, as amended, is
amended by inserting after the comma fol-
lowing the word “rice” the word “peanuts”
and a comma,.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, House
bill 3546 proposes to amend the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938 for the pur-
pose of establishing marketing quotas
with respect to peanuts.

Peanuts is a $50,000,000 agricultural
crop. It is of great importance to about
14 States. Heretofore, the Department
of Agriculture has had a program under

‘section 32 of the Agricultural Adjust-

ment Act with reference to peanuts
whereby the Department has undertaken
tc handle the surplus by means of a
diversion program.
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Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. CONNALLY. Does this bill deal
entirely and only with peanuts?

Mr. RUSSELL. It affects only peanuts.

Under this diversion program, the
price of peanuts has been kept at ap-
proximately 50 percent of parity. How=-
ever, due to the fact that some sixteen
million acres have been taken out of cot-
ton under the cotton program, there has
been a very large increase in the produc-
tion of peanuts; and the Department
served notice on the producers and all
others interested in the peanut business
that after the present year the Depart-
ment would not undertake to carry on
the diversion program as it relates to
peanuts on account of the increasing
cost of the program, due to the increas-
ing production, unless marketing quotas
were put into effect.

This bill, therefore, undertakes to fix
marketing quotas, and to limit the acre-
age which may be planted to peanuts
which may find their way into the edible
trade. I may say that peanuts are also
crushed for ocil. The bill limits the
amount which may go into the edible
trade, providing a penalty of 3 cents &
pound on all peanuts producsd over and
above the allotted acreage that finds its
way into the edible trade. It provides
that in any year when the Secretary
fixes the allotments, the allotment of no
State shall be reduced by more than 5
percent of that established in the bill,
whier amounts to 1,610,000 acres, divided
between the States on the basis of the
acreage planted in each State for the
past 5 years.

Very exhaustive hearings on the bill
were held by the House committee. The
peanut producers from all of the States
engaged in that type of farming appeared
before the committee and approved the
measure we are considering. The Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry
conducted hearings on the bill for a day,
and heard representatives of the peanut
producers of each of the States approve
the terms of the measure.

It is essential, if the price of peanuts is
not to fall far below the cost of produc-
tion, that these marketing quotas be
established, and it is left to the farmers,
just as it is in the case of cotton, wheat,
corn, and the other hasic commodities.
A referendum is provided for, and unless
two-thirds of the producers of peanuts
vote in the affirmative, of course the pro-
visions of the act will not take effect.

I do not think that any lengthy expla-
nation of the measure is necessary, inas-
much as the same plan already provided
for cotton is, in essence, established by
the bill for peanuts.

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Georgia yield?

Mr., RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. DANAHER. What appears on
page 22 of the bill indicates that loans
are to be made “to producers, farmer co-
operatives, and farmer associations
* * * af rates not less than 52 per=-
cent and not more than 75 percent of the
parity price * * * as of the begin-
ning of the marketing year,” and so forth.
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Can the Senator tell us how much this
program will cost?

Mr. RUSSELL. I cannot tell, because
the cost will in large measure depend
upon the market price of peanuts.

Mr. DANAHER. Can the Senator give
us an estimate, some minimum figure,
upon which we can dwell as we contem-
plate this measure?

Mr. RUSSELL. For the last year of
which we have any record, the program
cost approximately $699,000. This year’s
program will cost more than that, on
account of the increase in acreage, and
that is why this bill is before us, to re-
strict the acreage. This year 1,900,000
acres, using round figures, were planted
to peanuts. That will be reduced to
1,610,000 acres. I am sure that the bill
will not cost nearly as much as the pro-
grams affecting other agricultural com-
medities, which are not nearly as impor-
tant, have cost.

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator.
Will the Senator yield further?

Mr. RUSSELL. Iyield.

Mr. DANAHER. Does the Senator
know how much it will cost to operate
under subsection (f), appearing on page
22, wherein we authorize to be appropri-
ated “such sums as may be necessary for
the purposes set forth in this part and for
the expenses of administering this part”
of the act?

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, that is
merely the language that is carried in all
of these agricultural bills. It is not pro-
posed to seek any appropriations for this
purpose, but to use the funds which are
alleccated under section 32 of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act, derived from the
tariff duties or any other appropriation
made available under the act.

Mr, DANAHER. As I understand the
Senator’s explanation, as cotton acreage
was withdrawn from production, peanut
production increased. If peanut produc-
tion is reduced under the operation of the
terms of the proposed act, I assume there
will be a new divergence into yet some
other crop; for example, let us assume it
might be peas, or tomatoes, or some such
preduct, which in furn would be a glut on
the market. Does not this proposal open
up a new chain in a series of surplus pro-
duction in yet other fields, hitherto un-
touched and uncontrolled by the quota
system?

Mr. RUSSELL. I doubt that we will
ever see the day when we will not be
burdened by surpluses in some kinds of
agricultural crops, because, for one thing,
it is not possible to regulate the weather.
Some years there will be favorable condi-
tions all over an entire area devoted to
the production of one eommodity, and
in other years there will be crop failures
in one section or another. But I do not
think this bill will bring about any great
transformation.

Heretofore there has been an allotment
to peanuts, under the Dcmestic Allct-
ment Act, of 1,610,000 acres, the same
amount provided in the bill before us
for marketing quotas, but the only pen-
alty that was visited on the farmer was
the loss of soil-conservation payments.
This bill provides a penalty of 3 cents a
pound on all peanuts produced in excess
of the allotment provided by the measure.
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Mr. DANAHER. Under existing law
we have applied the quota system, first to
tchacco, then to corn, to wheat, next to
cotton, finally to rice, then ultimately we
come to the present situation, and are
asked to extend it to peanuts. I am
merely wondering where we are to stop,
if we are to stop anywhere, or whether or
not there is some well-ordered plan
which weuld apply generally to this type
of production,

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator is taking
me rather far afield in that suggestion.

Mr. DANAHER. Iknow Iam.

Mr, RUSSELL. I can only say that,
so far as I am individually concerned, I
think it is going to be necessary fo re-
sort to some price-fixing and prcduction-
limiting plan for every agricultural com-
modity produced in the United States, if
we are ever to deal out even-handed jus-
tice to the farmer. But that question is
not involved in connection with this
measure, and I do not think it is exactly
relevant to the measure.

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator
for his forbearance.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yleld?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. McNARY. I think the able Sena-
tor from Connecticut is laboring under
a misapprehension, as I understand the
measure before us. I confess I have no
acquaintance with it other than from a
reading of it this morning as I found it
on my desk., This does not come within
the purview of the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Act or the Soil Conservation Act.
This does not make peanuts a basic com-
modity.

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. McNARY. It merely provides for
taking advantage of section 358 of the
Marketing Act under which no parity
payments or benefit payments are made.
Hence peanuts do not fall in the category
of wheat or cotton or rice or any of the
so-called major products mentioned in
the Soil Conservation Act. But thereisa
section in the bill which provides for a
marketing agresment, and quotas to fol-
low, and anyone who raises in excess of
the quota will not be entitled to the mar-
keting benefits. That is what the bill
provides, and it does not come within
the general provisions of the Soil Con-
servation or the Agricultural Adjustment
Act.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator from
Oregon has a record in this body in han-
dling farm legislation which will stand
for a long time, and in a few words he has
explained the pending measure much
better than the Senator from Georgia
has been able to do in four times the
length of time.

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate the kind
personal reference. Is not this a matter
which goes further than most of the mar-
keting acts, in that it makes peanuts
eligible for commodity-credit loans?

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. McNARY. And not on a parity’

basis; but there is an oscillation between
52 percent and 75 percent. That is cor-
rect, is it not?

Mr. RUSSELL. That is the provision
of the bill.
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Mr. GEORGE. Mor. President, will my
colleague yield?

Mr. RUSSELL, I yield.

Mr. GEORGE. As I understand the
bill, it also authorizes a diversion pro-
gram as well as a loan program,

Mr, RUSSELL., It does; and, as is well
known by my colleague, he being familiar
with peanut production, and living in an
area where they are produced in con-
siderable quantities, the diversion pro-
gram is much more easily adapted to any
surplus of peanuts than any loan pro-
gram; and I apprehend that the De-
partment will plan a diversion program.

Mr. GEORGE. The diversion program
may not be an exceedingly expensive
program in connection with this rather
important crop.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think there is
any question that if the bill is enacted
into law, and the program is approved
by the farmers, it will reduce the amount
it will cost the Department of Agriculture
in dealing with the peanut program next
year, because it would reduce the acreage
by about 300,000 acres.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I have re-
ceived several letters regarding the mat-
ter now under discussion, and the temper
of them has disturbed me. The curtail-
ment of cotton acreage and corn acreage
and other acreage has caused the farmers
to divert their lands to peanut growing.
One farmer from my State, in an area
which seems to be peculiarly adapted to
peanut growing, says that under the
terms of the pending bhill, as he never
grew peanuts, he could not plant them,
but would be shut cut. The State has
allotted a certain acreage, and theose who
have planted for 3 or 5 years previous
have the opportunity of availing them-
selves of this allotment, while this man
and others, who have gotten disgusted
with the manner in which cotton has been
handled, want to stop growing cotton
and plant peanuts, but under the terms
of the pending bill they would be shut
cut.

They can and they can't,
They will and they won't.
They'll be damned if they do,
And damned if they don't.

Mr. President, they are all mixed up,
their minds are confused; they do not
know what to do.

I have just been looking over the hill
to see to what extent such a condition
would prevail. On page 17, under sub-
division (d), we find the following:

The Sscretary shall provide for apportion-
ment of the State acreage allotment for any
State through local committees among farms
cn which peanuts were grown in any of the
3 years immediately preceding.

Under that provision I do not know
how a newcomer cculd receive any bene-
fits. I do not know whether he weuld be
penalized if he planted peanuts and at-
tempted to sell them on the cpen market.
I was not able to attend the meetings of
the Committee on Agriculture and hear
this measure discussed, and, if I had been
able to attend, perhaps this particular
phase of the matter would have escaped
my attention.

Mr. President, it is a very sericus thing,
especially in America, to say to a man,
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“You own land, but you cannot plant so
and so. If you do you will be penalized.”
Somehow that phase of this program
does not appeal to me. I do not plant
peanuts personally, though I may be a
“peanut politician”—a designation which
will perhaps apply to us all. It is a
serious thing that the Department of
Agriculture will allocate a certain acreage
for the entire Nation for the purpose of
the market; then break it down to a cer-
tain acreage for the State; then provide
that those who have planted 3 years
previously may enjoy the benefit of this
allotment, but no one else need apply.
I may be wrong in my judgment; I do
not know. I have not had time to study
the bill critically, but it seems to me
there ought to be some leeway allowed for
those who wish to enter upon the growing
of peanuts, without being obliged to suf-
fer any more privation than the farmers
of my class suffer.

What does the Senator from Georgia
have to say about the provision to which
I have called attention?

Mr, RUSSELL., Mr. President, I am
sure that every Member of the Senate
who has any agricultural interests what-
ever in his State knows that this prob-
lem of the new producer has heen one
of the trouble spots of the entire farm
program. We have encountered it in
connection with cotton, and we have en-
countered it in connection with every
other agricultural commodity. The lan-
guage in the bill, as it relates to the pro-
ducers of peanuts, is in substance the
same as that contained in legislation
dealing with cotton and tobacco.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if we do
in the case of peanuts what we have done
for cotton, farmers will quit; they will
not want to plant peanuts. A farmer
does not want to plant something at a
dead loss every year. For 6 or 8 years
the inertia of habit has projected us on
in cotton production. There is not a
cent in cotton production. Of course, it
may be that some large dealer in cotton
may figure on paper that there is a for-
tune in growing cotton, but that man
does not farm. When a man attempts
to grow cotton to be sold for 8 cents, 9
cents, 8914 cents, or 10 cents a pound, he
has started on the road to the poorhouse;
there is no doubt about that. Cotton
production is expensive.

Mr. President, to illustrate what I am
driving at, let me say that my overseer
wrote to an official in the Department of
Agriculture and wanted to know about
planting pepper. A large income was re-
ceived last year from the growing of
pepper. The official in the Department
wrote to my overseer and said, “I am
sorry, but you cannot plant any pepper,
because you did not plant pepper in
preceding years. Therefore you are
out.”

Though he has splendid soil for the
growing of pepper, my overseer is arbi-
trarily told that he cannot plant pepper.
If he does, what he grows will be con-
fiscated, or he will not receive any
benefits.

Mr. President, I wanted to inject this
thought in order, if it is possible, to cause
Senators to think. I am afraid most of
them would die 'of apoplexy if they
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should; but I believe it is about time for
us to get down to fundamentals and
know where we stand. The proposed
program will mean that those who have
planted peanuts for a period of 4 or 6
years before the plan goes into effect
will have a monopoly of the acreage and
the growth. I should like to have some
little encouragement held out to a young
man who is fool enough to get married
and who wants fo start on a farm. He
will not be able to plant any cotton; he
will not be able to plant any peanuts,
and, according to the trend, he will not
be able to raise any stock for fear he
will come in competition with stock
raisers who have a monopoly of stock
raising. We have put our seal on any
further expansion in the way of new
homes and new farms.

Mr. President, we should concentrate
on what to do for those who want to
plant peanuts, cotton, rice, and tobacco.
We have simply shut the door on those
who wish to engage in those forms of
agriculture. I was not aware of the situ-
ation until I read this particular portion
of the bill today. I do not know what
to do about it. Georgia is a great peanut-
producing State. I want her to receive
every bit of prcfit she can from raising
peanuts. My State is sort of arcund the
fringes in the matter of raising peanuts.
We plant a very small acreage of peanuts.

Mr. President, I tell the Senate the
problem is a serious one. Of course, we
have learned farmers in the Department
of Agriculture. They know more about
cotton than I do. I think they would
know a cotton stalk from a jimson weed;
they might; but they can tell me how to
grow cotton. One man in the Depart-
ment asked me why I did not plant the
kind of cottonseed which would produce
middling. God help us. The weather
and the manner in which it is picked
determines the grade., The man who
asked me that question did not know
that. Fortunately, I did.

Mr. President, we are sailing along, but
I do not know where we are going to end.
However, I wanted to call the attention
of the Senator from Georgia and other
Senators to the matter of acreage allot-
ment and the benefits accruing there-
from.

When the people used to support the
Government we did pretty much as we
pleased, but now that the Government
is supporting the people, the amount of
its resources is rather limited, and we
must cut the pattern according fo our
cloth. We do not have enough cloth to
go arocund.

This whole situation is puzzling to me.
I do not know how we will get out of
our difficulties. I simply wished to make
a suggestion. I know the Senator from
Georgia is as worried as I am about the
matter of denying to a man the right
to use his land, but that is what is being
done now.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, of
course, the question of the new producer,
and freezing the commedity and the land
on which it has been produced, are two
of the ocbjectionable features of the entire
agricultursl program. However, there is
no way on earth to eliminate them if we
are to have any marketing quota pro-
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gram. In this case we are faced with
two alternatives. We may either con-
tinue to plant all the peanuts we please
and sell them at the oil price, around $35
a ton, which is far below the cost of pro-
duction, or we may allow the acreage
allotment of peanuts on 1,600,000 acres
to go into the edible trade, bringing at
least half of parity, and at least the cost
of production to the farmers who pro-
duce them.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. 1 yield.

Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. I am
sorry I did not know that this bill was
coming up, because I should have liked
to ask the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry to have included beans in the
provisions of the bill. There is a very
distressing situation insofar as beans are
concerned. In Colorado the Surplus
Marketing Administration has purchased
250 cars of beans. It was thought that
that would take the surplus off the mar-
ket, and it was intended to distribute the
beans to the poor. Hundreds of cars of
beans were bought in other States, and
still there is a burdensome surplus. I
have taken the matter up with the Sur-
plus Marketing Administration in the
hope that we could obtain for the farm-
ers a loan on their beans so that they
could hold them. The administration
has turned down the request, on the
ground that unless there were acreage
control, loans would only add to the diffi-
culties.

Mr. RUSSELL. Let me say to the
Senator that the administration teok the
same position with reference to peanuts,
and that is the reason why this bill is
before us.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.
is parallel.

Mr. RUSSELL. If the Senator desires
to introduce legislation affecting the bean
industry, I am sure the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry will give him a
sympathetic hearing. However, I hope
the Senator will not delay this bill in
order to attempt to deal with beans in
the same measure.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not
want to delay the pending bill, but I do
feel that the bean growers should have
the same consideration that the peanut
growers have, because their case is exact-
ly parallel. There is distress, and we are
having great difficulty. We do not want
to be regimented either, We do not like
to have our acreage curtailed, or be told
what to do; but if we cannot sell the
beans we have, we are in such a situa-
tion that such a thing as regimentation
is much preferred to an absolutely de-
moralized market. That is precisely ocur
position,

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator has
stated the sentiments of the peanut pro-
ducers who came before the committee.
They realize that they cannot have their
cake and eaf it foo. They cannot pro-
duce unlimited quantities of peanuts and
produce them at a profit. For that rea-
son the peanut producers of the entire
Nation have joined and recommended
the passage of this bill. I know that
when the law is put into cperation there
will be a great many complaints from

Our cace
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those who say they are not receiving the
allotment they should have. There will
be complaints from the new producers
who wish to get into the prouction of
peanuts, particularly if the bill should
stabilize the price of peanuts. But,
viewing the matter in its larger aspects,
for the good of the largest number of
farmers in the States now producing
peanuts, I am confident that without
this measure the entire peanut-growing
industry will be demoralized, if not
wiped out.

Mr, WILEY.
Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. WILEY. I am wondering about
the mechanics of the bill, If a certain
number of acres were allotted, say, to a
given State, and a certain acreage were
allotted to a certain county, why could
not the bill be so framed that anyone
who wanted to grow peanuts in that
county could make application to the
committee and be treated equitably? I
think the position of the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. Smita] is sound. I
really feel that the bill should not in its
essence operate so as to create a monop-
oly for those who have previously grown
peanuts, If 50 acres of peanuts were
‘allotted to a particular country, everyone
who applied would receive his equitable
priority. 1 wonder why such a system
could not be written into the bill?

Mr., RUSSELL. Mr. President, the
.bill is not so harsh in its provisions as
one might be led to believe. It provides
that each farm shall have an allotment
of not less than one acre of peanuts.
One acre is fixed as the minimum allot-
ment. There is a provision in the bill
for new producers. Two percent of the
total quota is set up after a period of 3
years, and the bill specifically provides
that the new producers shall have prior-
ity in the distribution of 2 percent of the
total allotment. So, while the bill un-
doubtedly would prevent a new producer
from planting all the peanuts he might
choose to plant this year, under the
terms of the bill he could eventually
establish an allotment on his own lands.

With reference to awarding the acre-
age to a county and letting the county
committee distribute it without regard to
whether or not a particular farmer had
ever produced any peanuts, I cannot con-
ceive of anything that would cause more
confusion or resentment against the bill
than a provision of that kind. Of course,
in dealing with a measure of this kind we
must take into consideration the claims
of the several States. The acreage allot-
ment of each of the States is based upon
the average they have produced for the
past 5 years. The allotment goes down
to the county. When the State receives
its allotment each of the several counties
within the State is awarded its allotment
on the basis of what the county has
planted to peanuts in the past 5 years.
When we come down to the individual
farmer, the allotment is awarded to the
individual farmer on the basis of the pea-
nuts he has produced in the past 5 years;
and if we should change that system, in
effect the Government would be saying to
a man who had been producing peanuts
for many years, “You must stop produc-

Mr. President, will the
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ing peanuts.” I submit that it would be
more inequitable to make a man stop
producing peanuts than it would be to
say to someone who had never planted
any peanuts, “You cannot market your
peanuts under the terms of this act and
cause loss to farmers who have been
growing peanuts for many years.

SUGAR QUOTAS

Mr, ELLENDER. Mr, President, I
should like to call the atfention of the
Scznate to an article which appeared in
the Wall Street Journal on Wednesday,
March 12, with respect to sugar. I quote
therefrom as follows:

UNITED STATES OFFICIALS PREDICT INCREASE IN
SUGAR QUOTAS—RISE OF AT LEAST 200,000 TONS
BELIEVED NEEDED TO MEET DEMAND—MAY SET
HIGHER PRICE CEILING i

WasHINGTON.—An Increase in sugar quotas
is practlcally inevitable this year, officials of
the Department of Agriculture said yesterday.

On the basis of figures available on Cctober
30, 1940, quotas this year were reduced below
last year's final determination to 6,618,817
tons. Sugar consumption last year was raised
to over 6,800,000 tons, and by December 31
stocks were seriously depleted, sugar division
oficials said. A further reduction in sugar
stocks took place in January.

If censumption continues at the present
rate, the total for 1941 will be well above
7,000,000 tons, these officials believe, and
“there might well be a shortage by the end
of the year.”

An Increase of 200,000 tons in the quotas,
together with present stocks, might be enough
to meet this boost in consumption, although
a still larger increase may be necessary, they
sald. These officials reported that the policy
board is making a study to determine whether
or not to increase the quotas, but they would
not predict when the change will be made.

Rising sugar prices also may force the De-
partment to increase quotas. The sugar divi-
sion has interpreted the Sugar Act to mean
that supplies must be regulated so that prices
to consumers do not go above the level neces-
sary to maintain the domestic sugar industry,
Normally, officials said, this means that if the
price were to go as high as 3.656 cents a
pound—the ceiling indicated by Senator
ErLLENDER—(quotas would be Increased.

Mr. President, I am very much dis-
turbed lest the Department should take
the steps indicated in the article, I
believe that all of us would agree that
facts must have been produced to show
that there is an ample amount of sugar
available throughout the sugar-produc-
ing areas of this country, because no
later than 3 or 4 weeks ago the De-
partment of Agriculture saw fit to cut
the acreage of beet-sugar-producing
States by about 26 percent. The reason
assigned for that action was that there
was toco much carry-over of sugar. Now
there is talk about increasing the total
continental sugar quota because there is
allegedly a shortage in sugar. It is my
belief that there is no actual shortage of
sugar, but simply a theoretical shortage
caused by the inability of some off-shore
areas, particularly the Philippines, to fill
their quota allotments because of a
shortage in shipping bottoms. I con-
tend that if anything is to be done with
respect to the sugar quotas, we ought to
have a redistribution, as it were, of the
over-all quotas, so that domestic pro-
ducers of sugar would have the right to
produce and market more sugar in this
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country. Certainly, any deficiency in
these offshore quotas should be reallo-
cated to the continental producers rather
than increasing the over-all quota.

I believe, and I have contended for
this proposition ever since I have been
in the senate, that continental pro-
ducers—that is, producers of sugarcane
and sugar beets in the United States—
ought to be permitted to produce at
least 40 percent of our consumptive re-
quirements. We are faced at this time
with the situation that because the price
of sugar has gone up a few points in the
past 2 or 3 weeks, it is desired to stop
the rise in price.

When the Sugar Act of 1937 was con-
sidered, it was my understanding, and
the understanding of many Senators who
supported its enactment, that it would
produce a condition whereby raw sugar
would sell for between $3.35 and 3.65 per
hundred. To my knowledge it has never
reached that point since the fall of 1939
when war was declared in Europe. On
the contrary the price of raw sugar has
been held down, somehow, to as low as
$2.60. The price of raws was disas-
trously low during the fall of 1940 when
the Louisiana sugarcane farmers were
marketing their erop.

As I understocd the bill, just about
enough sugar was to be permitted to
enter the couniry so that, when added
to the amount we produce, the supply
would be equal fo our demand, and in
that way prices would be maintained at a
reasonable and fair level. However, it
does not seem to have worked that way.
Always more sugar than we could con-
sume has been permitted to enter the
country, and as a resulf, sugar prices
have remained at abnormally low figures.

As I have just indicated, because of
an increase in the price of sugar, a pro-
posal is now under consideration, so I
understand from this article, to let more
sugar come into the United States, in the
face of an abundance of sugar already
on hand, and a further curtailment by
the Department of continental sugar
acreage. That does not make sense,

Mr. President, I believe that under the
act 'as it is now written, if there be a
shortage of sugar, because of lack of
facilities to transport it, the Department
could well make at this time a reallcca-
tion of sugar quotas, allotting the de-
ficiencies of Hawaii and other domestic
areas to continental producers, thereby
giving the beet-sugar farmers of the
West an opportunity to plant their full
acreage this year, as they have done in
the past; and, by the same token, the
sugarcane-producing States should be
permitted, and could be permitted, to
plant and harvest more acreage in sugar-
cane. If that cannot be done under the
law then it should be amended without
delay. Certainly a reallocation of the
Philippine quota should be made in ac-
cord with the provisions of a bill spon-
sored by the distinguished Senator from
Colorado [Mr. Apams],

Last December the Department of
Agriculture fixed 6,616,817 tons as the
1840 consumptive requirements of this
country. That amcunt was distributed
according to the formula set forth in the
act, so that the domestic beet-sugar pro-
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ducers were allotted 1,549,898 tons, and
the mainland cane producers 420,167
tons. Lately, as I have just indicated,
because of the large carry-over of sugar
that the beet-producing area has on
hand, a curtailment in 1940 sugar-beet
acreage has been ordered. Colorado has
been cut, I think, about 26 percent
and—-—

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the Senator yield?

Mr, ELLENDER. Iyield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Sen-
ator has stated the case exactly. This cut
is going to bring about the closing of per-
haps four of our factories in Colorado,
with a resultant complete upset of the
whole community’s economic situation,
which in that State is built entirely
around sugar. We have built our farm-
ing and our whole community right
around the production of sugar; and yet
we shall be compelled to close perhaps
four factories and to curtail and shorten
the season for all the other factories in
Colorado.

Mr. ELLENDER. I am in sympathy
with your farmers and you can depend
on me to help to the best of my ability.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

‘Mr. ELLENDER. Iyield.

Mr. LANGER. The same situation ex-
ists in North Dakota. Our production has
been cut 17 percent.

Mr. ELLENDER. That is too bad. I
hope Senators will take serious note of the
situation. Let us get together at some
time soon and consider a bill so that con-
tinental producers will obtain at least
their just share of the sugar production
necessary to meet our requirements.
‘Why, Mr. President, under the present
Sugar Act, the little islands of Hawaii, a
group of islands you can almost jump
across, get an allotment of 938,037 tons,
and in addition to that the islands are
permitted to produce 30,430 tons for local
consumption. By the terms of the act
continental producers are denied similar
rights.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator said “the
island of Hawail.” Does he mean the
island of Hawaii or the Hawaiian Islands?

Mr, ELLENDER. I refer to the Ha-
waiian Islands as a group.

Mr. TYDINGS. Most people who go
to Hawaii go to Honolulu, which is on the
island of Oahu; but the island of Hawaii
is the largest island in the group, and it
is not so small that you can jump over it.
It is a tremendously large island. While
I am not taking issue with the Senator,
nevertheless there are a number of good
Americans living on those islands. They
have rather fertile land, and they had
that sugar business long before the Ha-
waiian Islands became part of the United
States of America. When we annex a
territory which we did not theretofore
own, along with the advantages we per-
haps must take the disadvantages, too;
otherwise, the people of the Territory
would not be so keen to ratify a treaty
of annexation if it were to be a one-way
treaty whereby we would get all the
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benefits but would not accept any of the
liabilities.

Mr. ELLENDER. I am inclined to
agree with the Senator. But they are
Americans, and there are no earthly
reasons why they should be given a pre-
ferred status in the production of sugar.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I desire to
direct the Senator's attention to what
was reported to me. I am not familiar
with the sugar business, except as I eat
sugar. Recenlly I was in Florida and I
had occasion to go near the famous
Everglades. I think one of the most com-
plete sugar factories in the country is
located there. That soil, which I was
informed was not very hard to clear up,
is anywhere from 6 feet to 15 feet deep,
and I was told that it would produce cane
of unusual perfection. I said: “Well,
why don’t you clear up this land and
expand your sugar business?”

The reply was: “The Government will
neot allow us to do so.”

Here we are importing sugar and hav-
ing the facilities for growing it, and yet
we allot our people a certain percent and
we hand out the good-neighbor things.
I suspect there are two or three “niggers”
in this woodpile.

Mr. ELLENDER, Mr, President, I
have been advocating a more equitable
distribution of sugar production for con-
tinental United States ever since I have
been in the Senate; and I believe con-
ditions today are such that Senators
ought to take heed of them, and that we
should get together sometime soon and
pass a bill to accord to our island posses-
sions referred to by the Senator from
Maryland treatment more nearly equal
to that our own continental producers
are receiving, I am not jealous of the
Hawaiian Islands and Puerto Rico, and I
want them to continue to share in our
sugar market, But they are populated
by Americans, and when we consider
that under the quota Hawaii is permitted
to devote more than 30 percent of her
cultivable land to sugarcane, and Puerto
Rico 23 percent, while the beet area is
permitted to use only about 1 percent of
its cultivable land for sugar beets, and
the Louisiana-Florida area only about 13
percent of the land that can be put into
cane, I contend that that is unjust. An
adjustmen: should be made, and now is
the time to do it.

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, prac-
tically, the situation as to the islands is
that their sugar quotas are as large as
their production and exportations have
ever been. On the other hand, as to
the beet areas, their production is being
forced down by regulations far below
what it has been. In other words, there
has been no quota taken from the islands,
but in the case of the beet areas, this
year the number of acres upon which
sugar beets may be produced is being re-
duced from 980,000 to 820,000. That re-
duction was made upon the theory that
there was in the warehouses of the United
States an abnormal carry-over of sugar,
and, in order to equalize that, the beet
areas were told, “You must cut your pro-
duction.” Yet there is no cut in the
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quotas or production of the islands; and
particularly is it true of Puerto Rico that
her sugar production has more than
doubled in recent years. Hawaiian pro-
duction has been going on about even,
but I think, as the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. Typings] knows, Hawaii is
producing almost to her maximum pro-
duction, due to her land and water sit-
uvation; so that if we were to say to
Hawaii, “There is no quota imposed upon
you,” it would not make much change in
Hawaiian sugar production.

Mr. ELLENDER. I intended to cover
that point at some other time. I do not
care to discuss the sugar situation at
length this afternoon, but I desire simply
to call attention of the Senators to this
newspaper article and the effect of the
proposal, if it should be carried through,
on our own continental farmers.

As I pointed out to the Senator from
Maryland awhile ago, in addition to the
Hawaiian Islands being allotted 938,037
tons of sugar——

Mr, TYDINGS. That is what I wanted
to refer to.

Mr. ELLENDER. They are permitted
to produce 30,410 tons of sugar for their
own domestic consumption. With re-
spect to Puerto Rico, the inhabitants of
that island are permitted to produce
797982 tons and, in addition to that
amount, are permitted to produce 69,052
tons for their own domestic consumption.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. I am not taking issue
with the Senator, What I am trying to
point out to him is, whether the division
is right or wrong, there has to be a
comprehension of the whole picture.
What I desire specifically to call to the
attention of the Senator is that of the
more than 6,000,000 short tons of sugar
used in the United States and its posses-
sions, 1,000,000 tons, in round numbers,
come from the Philippine Islands. That
is about 16 or 17 percent of the total.
The Senator knows we have already
agreed on a policy affecting the Philip-
pine Islands.

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; and as I recall,
the Senator from Maryland was the
auth.r of the bill providing for the inde-
pendence of the Philippine Islands.

Mr. TYDINGS. I was; and of course
we cannot, while thiey are still under our
flag, cut their sugar quota, for so long as
they are a part of the United States they
have a right to their proportion of sugar.
I do not say this is the right proportion,
but they are entitled to share in the gen-
eral picture.

Mr. ELLENDER. I do not deny that;
I am not questioning that, but——

Mr, TYDINGS. Let me finish. How-
ever, in 1946, unless we change our policy,
the Philippine Islands will be as foreign
to the United States as, in a sense, occu-
pied or unoccupied France may be today.
They will have no rights in our market
whatsoever unless we change che policy
we have already adopted, making them
free in 1946. When that day comes, there
is going to be a void of 1,000,000 tons of
sugar that will either have to come from
the Philippine Islands after the payment
of tariff duties to enable it to get into the
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United States, or we will have to get it
from some place in the United States or
from some place that is now supplying
sugar whnich will have to produce more.

The next thing I wish to point out to
the Senator is that of the 6,600,000 tons
produced in the United States and else-
where for our consumption, 1,869,000
tons, or nearly 30 percent, of it comes
from Cuba, which is not a part of the
United States. So long as we allow the
sugar to come in from Cuba—and I am
not saying that it should not come in
from there—then what remains must be
prorated among the people of outlying
as well as the continental parts of our
country. There is no other way it can be
done fairly.

Mr. ELLENDER. Iagree with the Sen-
ator that proration should be made, but
the difficulty is that the offshore produc-
ing areas have obtained the most of it in
comparison to the producing areas of con-
tinental United States.

Mr, TYDINGS. Cuba has most of that.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. Referring to what the
Senator from Maryland has said, if we
are going to prorate sugar, why not pro-
rate the sugar that is raised in foreign
countries and let the people of this coun-
try produce all the sugar they can?

Mr. TYDINGS. I can answer that.

Mr., NORRIS. Everybody knows that
if all those in the United States who can
produce sugarcane and beets produced all
they could, there still would be a shortage
of sugar. In other words, fundamen-
tally, we are wrong in trying to prevent
our people from producing a commodity
of which we know there is bound to be a
shortage of production in the United
States.

Mr. TYDINGS. There is a great deal
in what the Senator from Nebraska says.
However, when one attempts to go down
that road, here is what is said, “Cuba is
a great customer of American goods, and,
therefore, unless we take her sugar she
cannot buy our goods which we send
there, and of which we likewise have a
surplus;” but in these abnormal times we
have still another hurdle to get over, be-
cause we are using money and will use
more money to buy agricultural surpluses
all over Scuth America as a means of
stabilizing defense in the Western Hem-
isphere. So, in normal times, if we were
doing what the Senator from Nebraska
suggests as one possibility, that would be
one thing; but we are not only permitting
the sugar to come in now but probably
are going to buy more of that sugar as
a means of relieving them of their sur-
plus and in order to solidify the defense
of the Western Hemisphere.

Mr. NORRIS. That is just what we
have been doing,

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; and we are going
to do more of it.

Mr. NORRIS. I realize that, but it
does not seem to me to be right; indeed,
it seems to me to be fundamentally
wrong, since we have in our own country
thousands of people who are clamoring
for the right to raise beets and cane, in
order to produce sugar, but who, because
of the quota arrangement could not sell
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it if they produced it, and hence do not
plant it. So as a practical proposition,
today the beets are not planted, and there
is an allotment of the number of acres
which may be planted. If we had pro-
duced in the United States more sugar
than we could consume, I could see the
logic of prorating the amount of produc-
tion of any State, of any factory, or any
farm, but that is all out the window.
Everybody knows if every farmer in our
couniry produced without limit all the
sugar which he could produce we would
still be short more than half the sugar we
consume,

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, in
that connection, I doubt if we could pro-
duce in any event more than 50 percent
of our consumptive requirements.

Mr, NORRIS. I do not think we could
produce that much.

Mr. ELLENDER.
could.

Mr. NORRIS. We are producing about
one-third at the present time.

Mr. ELLENDER. To be exact, we are
permitted to produce about 28 percent.

Mr, NORRIS. And it is admitted by
everybody that there would be much
more produced in the United States if
the growers had the right to sell and the
right to plant it. In the western part of
this country there are thousands of
acres on which farmers prefer to raise
sugar beets to anything else. They have
the proper kind of soil and everything
there except an opportunity to plant
beets and harvest a crop, which they are
not allowed to do under the quota system.

Mr. ELLENDER. As I pointed out a
few minutes ago, Mr. President, of all the
large acreage in the West that could
produce beets for sugar, about 1 percent
of the land is now being utilized for that
purpose, whereas Puerto Rico and Ha-
waii are permitted to utilize 23 and 31
percent, respectively, of the land that is
available on those islands for the produc-
tion of sugar. The proration is out of
line and something should be done
about it.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President——

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield to the Sena-
tor from Colorado.

Mr. ADAMS. I call the Senator’s at-
tention to the fact that while the pro-
duction of sugar beets in the United
States is being restricted by our Govern-
ment, our Government is lending money
to Cuba to increase the production of
sugar in Cuba. That is hardly conso-
nant with the furthering of a basic
American industry.

The Senator from Louisiana knows
that we have an opportunity temporarily
to meet this distressing situation by rea-
son of the fact that freights probably are
not available from the Philippine Islands
for bringing in their quota; and there is
pending before the Finance Committee
a bill which would change the existing
law. The existing law provides that if
the Philippine Islands fail to market their
quota of sugar, the deficit shall be dis-
tributed not among American domestic
producers but among foreign producers.
The bill pending before the Finance Com-
mittee merely changes that arrangement
so that if there is a deficit, the deficit
shall be divided among the American

I do not think we
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producers in whom we should have the
greater interest.

I have been very hopeful that the Fi-
nance Committee would have a meeting
at an early date and take up this matter.
The subject has been taken up with the
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Harrison], and we had assurances that
there probably would be an early hearing
before the Finance Committee. Now that
the pressing matters before the Senate
have been disposed of, I understand that
the Senator from Mississippi, who is not
well, is away from the city. I sincerely
hope the senior Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Georcel, who is now in charge of
the Finance Committee, will take over
the problem of looking after the poor
stepchildren in the sugar business, and
will have a hearing and let us present
the situation, and endeavor to relieve
that pressing problem.

Mr. ELLENDER. I respectfully sug-
gest that the Finance Committee hold
hearings at once so that the Senate can
act. As the Senator from Colorado
knows, when he introduced his bill on
the subject some time ago, I advocated
its passage. I repeat that rather than
increase the over-all quota, which would
have the effect of forcing the already
low prices of sugar to drop still lower, and
making it so that {armers could not make
any money on the production of sugar,
I believe something ought to be done at
an early date to redistribute the presently
existing quota.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to
refer again to another vice that is in-
herent in the situation against which
the Senator is correctly complaining.

When the Department of Agriculture
reduces our sugar quotas this year 26
percent, that may result in a 100 percent
reduction. s is what I mean: Sugar-
beet farmers cannot raise sugar beets un-
less there are factories to process the
beets. The factories cannot run unless
they have enough acreage to make it
profitable to run. What the Department
of Agriculture has done in the State of
Michigan is to make it almost impossible
for any sugar-beet factory to run as a
result of this final curtailment of the
acreage. Therefore, the Department
makes it impossible for any farmer to
raise sugar beets. So while the curtail-
ment is a 26 percent curfailment mathe-
matically, on the face of things, it may
become a 100 percent curtailment; and
I think it is without the slightest justifi-
cation. I completely agree that a decent
consideration for agriculture ought to re-
quire the Senate to act.

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I
sympathize with the condition of the
beet growers. I am in thorough accord
with what the Senator from Michigan
has just said. My State of Louisiana
and the State of Florida have been suf-
fering in like manner for the past 3
yvears. Our production has been cur-
tailed to such an extent that it has been
extremely difficult for the average
farmer in those States to produce cane
to advantage. I do admit that the small,
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one-horse farmer has not suffered much
because of curtailment, but the medium-
sized farmer has been subjected to tre-
mendous cuts. In like manner the
large producers have suffered.

Mr. WILEY. Mr, President——

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. WILEY. It seems to me the Sen-
ator from Louisiana has correctly stated
the situation. I feel that he is right in
his conclusions. I desire to make a sug-
gestion to him, because I think it is an
equitable consideration that should go
into the picture.

We have been talking today about
sugar beets and sugar obtained from
cane, Certainly one of the primary
reasons for allotting as much sugar as
we have allotied to Hawaii and to Puerto
Rico is because they need in their eco-
nomic current the money that will come
from the sale of their sugar.

I desire to call the Senator’s attention
to the fact that in these challenging times
we are about to expend $100,000,000 in
Puerto Rico on the defense program. We
shall spend probably two or three times
that amount in Hawaii. We are sta-
tioning our fleet there, which is the same
thing as putting into that area thousands
of the best consumers in the world, who
drop their salary checks into that commu-
nity. We are taking money out of the eco-
nomic current of the West, out of States
like my own State, the State of Michigan,
and the Senator’s State of Colorado, in
order to send it to Puerto Rico and
Hawaii. Now that we have sent millions
and hundreds of millions of dollars to
those sections, it seems to me it is time
for us to think about our own folks.

In my own community, a small town of
10,000 people, the policy has resulted in
the shut-down and demolition of a sugar-
beet factory, putting out of seasonal em-
ployment 300 persons. It has meant a
loss to the community in taxation and
in wages. As a result, it seems to me we
are like the man who is always seeing
the greener pastures away off instead of
taking care, as the Scotsman says, of
“our ain folk.” “Our ain folk” should
have the first consideration.

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank the Senator,
Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. Mr, Presi-
dent——

Mr. ELLENDER. 1Iyieldto the Senator
from Idaho.

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. I have been
very much interested in the bill intro-
duced by the Senator from Colorado | Mr.
Apams] relative to the apportionment of
any excess sugar that will not come into
this country from the Philippines. A few
days ago I made a statement on the floor
of the Senate calling the attention of
the Senate to the fact that the sugar-beet
acreage of the West is being reduced,
and that as a result of that cut the price
of sugar is likely to skyrocket. Since 1
made that statement the price of sugar
has gone up. There is a considerable
surplus of sugar, but if the Philippine
sugar cannot come into this country, the
price of sugar will continue to go up.

I took up the matter with the Secretary
of Agriculture. The Secretary of Agri-
culture made the cut of the beet acreage
in January, at a time when it looked as
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though we should have a surplus of sugar
that must be disposed of in order to give
the beet growers and the cane growers a
fair price for their sugar next year. I
think his intentions on the subject were
good; but since that time boat space has
become scarce, and the cost of shipment
from the Philippines has increased, until
now—while I have not the exact figures—
instead of $6 a ton I understand it costs
$20 or $30 a ton to bring sugar in here,
if the space can be obtained at all.

Mr. ELLENDER. It costs $30 to bring
it in from the Philippines.

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. Yes.

I tock up the matter with the Secre-
tary of Agriculture, urging that he re-
scind the cut on sugar beets this year,
and stating that if we had a surplus next
fall, with the defense program we have
on, such action would simply be an in-
surance to the sugar-consuming public
that they would not have to pay exorbi-
tant prices; but I was unable to get any
results.

I have no criticism of the bill which
has been introduced for the reappor-
tionment of sugar. The point I am mak-
ing is that the farmers in the sugar-
beet areas will start to plant their beets
in about 30 days; and by simply a stroke
of the pen rescinding that cut the Sec-
retary of Agriculture could again let
us grow the amount of sugar that we
grew last year: but, I have not bheen able
to get any action on that matter. It will
not take legislation to get immediate ac-
tion on if.

As to the immediate urgency of secur-
ing legislation, I quite agree with the Sen-
ator. Last year we spent nearly all win-
ter trying to get some kinG of sugar
legislation to take care of the situation,
but we were not able to doit. All we were
able to do was to get simply an exten-
sion of the present act. At this time it
seems to me it is very important that the
persons interested in the sugar industry
get together and sponsor a program and
urge action on it, so that we can finally
get something done that will relieve the
situation.

In conclusion, I desire to add that if
the present sugar-beet policy of the ad-
ministration is continued, we shall very
probably not have any sugar industry left
in this country.

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, as I
stated a few moments ago, I intend to
go into more detail with respect to the
subject of sugar at some future time.
I rose this afternoon merely to call the
attention of Senators to the article ap-
pearing in the Wall Street Journal. I
feel that if the Department of Agricul-
ture is unable under the existing law to
make a proper distribution of this over-
all quota which was fixed by the Secre-
tary of Agriculture in December 1940,
then Congress should act at once.

There is no shortage of sugar. The
rise in price has not been due fo a
scarcity of sugar. There has been an
increase in ocean freight rates, and some
difficulty in transporting sugar to this
country from the Philippines, Hawalii,
and other off-shore areas, because of
tension in the Far East and a shortage in
shipping bottoms. But on the other
hand, there is an excess of sugar in the
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hands of continental producers, to such
an extent that acreage has been dras-
tically reduced by the Department,

I contend that if the Department takes
action, because of the apparent scarcity,
to increase the over-all quota by 200,000
tons, it will result in a decline in the
price of sugar again. I do not feel that
the Department is justified in taking
action along those lines so long as raw
sugar remains within the price range of
$3.35 to $3.65, and until the deficiency of
these off-shore areas has been reallo-
cated to our continenfal producers. I
believe the understanding we obtained
from the Department in 1937, when the
Sugar Act was passed was that the act
would have a tendency to keep the price
of raw sugar ranging from $3.35 to $3.65,
and that that price was regarded as an
equitable price to the farmers, and a
just price to the consumers.

As I have stated, I hope that instead
of increasing the quota the department
will attempt to remedy the situation by
the reallocation of che present quota, and
if additional legislation is needed, let us
get behind a bill whereby our over-all
quota can be distributed so that our own
preducers will be alloted a more equi-
table amount of sugar acreage.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Lou-
isiana a question.

Mr. ELLENDER. 1 yield.

Mr. ANDREWS. Is it not also frue
that the question of transportation en-
ters into the consideration of this mat-
ter? We do not know what is to happen
in the Far East. The Philippines fur-
nish somewhere in the neighborhood of
16 or 18 percent of the sugar consumed
in the United States, and are we not
likely to get into such a situation, in view
of what may happen in the Far East, that
there will be a tremendous sugar short-
age, the importations from the Philip-
pines all being practically cut off, and
that it will take 7 or 8 or 10 years to over-
come that shortage?

Mr. ELLENDER. If the war continues
and curtailment of continental produc-
tion is continued, of course that result
will follow. As the Senator from Mich-
igan pointed out a few minutes ago, the
further curtailment of production might
sound the death knell of beet-sugar pro-
duction in the West.

Mr, President, we in this country
could easily survive on a 40-percent sugar
ration if it became necessary, and that
is why I have advocated since 1937 that
by all means our continental sugar pro-
ducers should be permitted to produce at
least 40 percent of our requirements, and
let the rest, the 60 percent, be distributed
among offshore producers. I would, of
course, favor and advocate that our
island possessions be accorded a fair and
just allotment of sugar production.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, apro-
pos of what the Senator from Louisiana
has been discussing, I have understood
that about 80 percent of all the vessels
bringing sugar from the Philippine Is-
lands to the United States are under the
registry of countries which within the
past year have been subjugated by the
Axis Powers. So that there would be only
the few vessels which we might build or
might charter from other countries to
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bring sugar to us from the Philippines.
That is something which we cannot now
help. But I have always contended, and
I know most of my colleagues on this
floor interested in the production of
sugar have contended, that continental
United States should at some time put it-
self on a self-supply basis.

As has been said here today, about
one-third of the sugar consumed in the
United States comes from Cuba. We are
always anxious to do all we can for that
country, but it seems that if we try to
accommodate or safeguard the other
sugar-raising countries, our sugar grow-
ers will never be able, under our present
program, to become self-sustaining, as
they certainly should in order to safe-
guard this important food supply.

Sugar is a universal food. It is one of
the most important foods we consume.
It is a focd which produces energy and
is just as essential in time of war for the
soldier and the sailor as is gunpowder.

Mr. President, I hope that at the pres-
ent session some program will be pre-
sented and adopted which will be more
equitable and fair to the sugar growers
of the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. An-
DREWS in the chair). The question is on
agreeing to the amendment reported by
the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the engrossment of the
amendment and the third reading of the
bill.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill (H. R. 3546) was read the third
time and passed.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr, President, I
move that the Senate insist upon its
amendment, request a conference with
the House thereon, and that the Chair
appoint the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Alabama.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. BaANK-
HEAD, Mr. ELLENDER, Mrs. CArRawAY, Mr,
RusseLL, and Mr. AIKEN conferees on the
part of the Senate.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives by Mr. Chaffee, one of its read-
ing clerks, announced that the House had
agreed to the report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3617) mak-
ing deficiency and supplemental appro-
priations for the Army and Navy for the
national defense for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1941, and for other purposes.
FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL-

DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS—CONFER-

ENCE REPORT

Mr. ADAMS. I submit the conference
report on House bill 3617, making defi-
ciency and supplemental appropriations
for the Army and Navy for the national
defense for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1541, and for other purposes. I ask

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
port will be read.

The report was read as follows:

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
3617) “making deficlency and supplemental
appropriations for the Army and Navy for
the national defense for the fiscal year end=-
ing June 30, 1941, and for other purposes,”
having met, after full and free conference,
have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ment numbered 5.

That the House recede from its dlsagree-
ment to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, and 8, and agree
to the same.

Arva B. Apams,

CarTER GLASS,

KENNETH MCKELLAR,

CarL HAYDEN,

James F. BYRNES,

GEeraLD P, NYE,
Managers on the part of the Senate,

C. A. WoobprUM,

Louis LupLow,

J. BUELL SNYDER,

EmMMET O'NEAL,

Geo. W. JoHNSON,

JOHN TABER,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,

W. P. LAMBERTSON,
Managers on the part of the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the re-
port?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Colorado yield to me?

Mr, ADAMS. I yield.

Mr. McNARY. May we not have a
brief explanation of the report, and the
reasons for the action on the part of the
Senate conferees?

Mr. ADAMS. The appropriation bill
as it came from the House provided for
approximately $1,400,000,000, divided be-
tween the Army and the Navy. The Sen-
ate made eight amendments to the bill.
The conference committee agreed to all
but one of the amendments, and the
House has approved the action of the
conference commitiee. The amendment
on which the Senate conferees were un-
able to secure agreement was one offered
by the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr.
RusseLL] providing for the creation of a
plant site board for the selection of
sites for naval activities within the coun-
try. The House conferees would not
agree to that amendment, but all other
Senate amendments were agreed to.

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate the Senator from Colorado and
the other Senate conferees on having
gained such an overwhelming victory, I
regret that the only casualty sustained in
the conference was the amendment which
I offered, and which was unanimously
approved by the Senate.

Mr. President, the amendment merely
provided that none of the funds which
were appropriated in the bill for the use
of the Navy for the construction of fac-
tories and industries, should be expended
unless the site had been selected and
approved by a board composed of the
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Director of the Office of Production Man-
agement, Mr. Knudsen, the Associate Di-
rector, Mr. Hillman, and the Agricultural
Commissioner of the National Defense
Advisory Commission, who happens to
be Mr. Chester C. Davis. I was not
wedded to the language of the amend-
ment, and I apprehended that the con-
ferees would perhaps go into the matter
and change the language of the amend-
ment with respect to the creation of that
committee. But I do regret that the
Congress has been so swept off its feet
by the hysteria of the defense movement
that we continue to appropriate hun-
dreds of millions of dollars, and turn the
money over to the departments of the
Government, who are in turn working in
some nebulous, uncertain way with the
Office of Production Management in the
location of these plants,

Mr. President, there will come a day
of reckoning at some time concerning the
manner of the expenditure of these
funds. Ihope there will be no waste, and
I am sure that every effort is being made
which can possibly be made to prevent
any graft, or prevent any of these funds
being used for purposes for which they
were not intended to be used. But I do
know that there should be somewhere in
this Government an agency to which the’
Members of the Congress and the people
of the United States can go and discuss
the question of locating these sites.

Mr. President, I happened to notice a
publication which the Defense Commis-
sion issues weekly which stated that in 1
week these departments had provided for
the enlargement or construction of 285
different industries, producing everything
from cords and ropes to the highest and
most specialized instruments, such as
compasses, field glasses, and other very

Aimportant but highly specialized prod-

ucts that are essential in modern-day
warfare. I know that many mistakes are
being made in the location of these in-
dustries. They are all being piled up
and centralized in sections which already
have the major part of the industries of
the country, and certain other sections of
the country are receiving absolutely no
consideration, and there is no place to
which the Representatives from those
sections can go to discuss these matters.
Today we find the greatest “buck pass-
ing” contest in the world going on be-
tween the War Department and the Navy
Department and the Defense Commis-
sion as to who does have any authorita-
tive say-so with respect to the location of
these plants.

The very least we could have done was
to create some board with authority so
that people who have been woefully dis-
criminated against would at least have a
place to go and present their problem.
As it is now, there is not a Senator who
knows where to go to discuss the location
of these plants which are being paid for
by all the taxpayers of the United States.

Mr. President, as I said, what is being
done is to continue to pile industries on
top of each other in sections which today
already have most of the industries of
the country. From States such as my
State, and 15 or 20 other States of the
Nation, all the skilled labor we have is
being drawn out. When the program is
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completed we shall have an economic
problem and a relief problem in connec-
tion with these stranded populations
which are being piled into these areas
now, that will make the unemployment
problem in 1933 and 1934 look like a Sun-
day-school picnic at which everyone had
a full basket.

Mr. President, I do not know who was
back of all the opposition to my amend-
ment, but I do know that the officials in
the Office of Production Management
and the officials in the War Department
and the Navy Department ought to wel-
come having some committee charged
with responsibility for handling this im-
portant matter,

Mr. President, even though the amend-
ment has been lost in conference I do
not intend to stop the fight, and I shall
offer similar amendments to other ap-
propriation bills providing hundreds of
millions of dollars for the building of
every kind of factory on earth that any-
one in the War Department and the
Navy Department can even think of.
The people of the United States are en-
titled to have some place to go to submit
their problems. Those persons in the
Government who are reaping all the
glory of the great work they claim to be
doing in preparing for defense ought to
be willing to accept the responsibility for
the location of these factories.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I want
the Senator from Georgia to know that
a very earnest effort was made to keep
his amendment in the bill. The House
conferees were quite insistent. There
was general agreement on the part of
the conferees on both sides that the basic
contention of the Senator from Georgia
was sound and that there should be some
source both of responsibility and of
information. The House conferees in-
sisted that the form in which the amend-
ment was presented would not meet the
situation, and they supplemented that
statement by pointing out that this is a
deficiency bill, which contemplates only
the control of expenditures up to the end
of the fiscal year, It was the understand-
ing that an effort would be made to work
out a program along the lines and for
the purposes which the Senator from
Georgia has in mind. Representative
WoopruMm, who was chairman of the
House conferees, said he would be very
glad to make a statement on the floor of
the House along that line at the time the
conference report was taken up. The
House conferees agreed to cooperate in
that respect. I can only say to the Sen-
ator from Georgia that we regret that we
were not able to retain his amendment.

Mr. BARKLEY., Mr. President, I sup-
ported the Senator’s amendment, and I
am sorry it was eliminated, but it seems
to me an effort should be made to have
a general provision applying to all appro-
priations affecting defense, so that it
would not be necessary to put such a pro-
vision in each separate biil.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have
introduced a general bill, but the Senator
from Kentucky knows the difficulty we
are encountering in seeking to secure the
passage of such legislation. Practically
all the funds for defense are being pro-
vided in deficiency appropriations. I am
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not impressed with the argument that

because this is a deficiency appropriation -

the proviso should not be inserted, be-
cause it happens that all the funds that
have been appropriated for the construc-
tion of factories all over the United
States, running into billions of dollars,
have been carried in supplemental bills
and in deficiency bills. Only very small
amounts have been carried in regular de-
partmental appropriation bills.

This is one of the unfortunate cases in
which everybody agrees with the theory
of the proposition that in a democracy
there should be some responsible agency
to determine every detail of the expendi-
ture of such huge sums of money. Ev-
eryone favors it but votes against it when
it is presented in the conference report,
but no one has cffered anything in sub-
stitution for it.

I intend to continue to carry on this
fight.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I am glad
to hear the Senator from Georgia say
that he will carry on the fight. I am not
thinking simply in terms of today or to-
morrew when I think of what centrali-
zation is doing to our country. I am
also thinking in terms of what our prob-
Jem will be tomorrow, or 10 years from
now, when the dove of peace comes over
the horizon.

Some of us in Washington see the
menace of centralization, not only in
power but that form of centralization
which drains the hinterland of men who
should be producers in their own sec-
tions and who should be spending their
money there. All over this country
there are communities which have been
drained of individuals who have been
called into other sections. The best ex-
ample of centralization in America to-
day is the city of Washington. There
are communities throughout the land
which would be prosperous if they could
have the pay rolls of their residents who
have come to this city. The result is
that in many communities the economic
current has become stagnant, and as a
result the economic problems have mul-
tiplied manyfcld. Business values have
gone away down. Homes which in
Washington cost $15,000 to $20,000 can
be duplicated in many communities
throughout this land for $2,000, $3,000,
or $4,000. Homes are lying idle, taxes
are unpaid, and businesses are unable to
carry on because we have drained into
the eastern part of the country not
thousands or tens of thousands but hun-
dreds of thousands of people who should
be back home.

It is said it is necessary for defense.
That is a superficial view of defense. As
I have said, the lifeblood of many com-
munities has become stagnant and
business values have gone, all hecause of
the lack of vision. Not by centralization
but by decentralization can we get the
lifeblood of those communities back to
normal, and, what is more, Mr. Presi-
dent, get the production which this
country now needs. It is production that
we need. We know that we shall ap-
propriate $7,000,000,000. That does not
fool Hitler. The only thing Hitler is
afraid of is production; and we cannot
get production without going back to
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some basic rules. First, we had better
get back to work. I think that was sug-
gested by the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. SmrteH]. Next, we cannot pro-
duce in a 40-hour week what England
produces by working the week around.
Not by centralization but by decentrali-
zation can we maintain values—mate-
rial, economic, and spiritual.

This is not theory. England, in her
magnificent program whereby she not
only rejuvenated the spirit of the nation
but multiplied her efficiency and her pro-
duction many hundredfold, has seen the
imperative need of decentralization.

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain
the Senate long, but I wish to say that
in speaking of decentralization I do not
consider simply human values. I con-
sider also material values. I do not con-
sider simply the matter of men coming
to Washington. I consider the need of
putting factories all over the land. Eng-
land did so. If she had not done so, she
would be out of the running today.

A few days ago I had occasion to talk
to the head of one of the departments.
The Government has taken materials
away from factories in my State, claim-
ing that such action is necessary in the
defense program. That material fur-
nished jobs for men. In one commu-
nity, because material has been taken
away from it, 300 men are out of work.
Three hundred men out of work means
what? Unless some substitute can be
found, it means bankruptey in that com-
munity. The monthly checks of those
300 men determine the economic health
or sickness of the community.

I said to the head of one department,
“The Government is taking material
away from the local community but is
not putting anything in its place. Have
you ever thought of the need of sending
some expert out there to cooperate with
Jocal industries to see what those indus-
tries can turn to?” No; the authorities
have not thought of that. I asked, “Do
you not think there is an obligation on
the part of the Government to do some-
thing of the kind?”

What is this thing called defense? Is
it simply guns and airplanes? No. The
main things in defense are the courage
and morale of the people. When we take
the bread out of the mouths of the people
so that they cannot eat, and take their
economic sustenance away from them,
there is not much morale left. So we
had better think in terms of building the
Nation.

Mr. President, I rose simply to second
the efforts of the distinguished Senator
from Georgia when he spoke about cen-
tralization in the East.

My State of 3,100,000 people has not
had one project put into it. We have
had some war materials in some of the
factories. There we are in the great
Middle West region, right at the top of
the backbone of America, For 10 years
our farmers have been going down, down,
and down, and we have not been able to
solve their problem. Now we are taking
out of my State, to put into communities
on the eastern seaboard, men who once
helped to consume dairy products. Our
consumers are going away from us and
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the economic current is being lessened—
and that is called defense. We had bet-
ter do a little thinking, and we had better
get a bird’s-eye view of the meaning of
defense.

Mr. President, when the amendment
suggested by the Senator from Georgia,
or a bill embodying the same idea, comes
before us, I shall be for it 100 percent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Brown in the chair). The question is on
agreeing to the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

CONFIRMATION OF NOMINATIONS OF
POSTMASTERS

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there
are only two nominations on the Execu-
tive Calendar. As in executive session, I
ask that they be confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the nomina-
tion of Ruby G. Holt to be postmaster at
Qil Center, N. Mex., and the nomination
of Arthus F. Ellis to be postmaster at
Cambridge Springs, Pa., were confirmed.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER as in exec-
utive session, laid before the Senate mes-
sages from the President of the United
States submitting sundry nominations,
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(For nominations this day received, sce
the end of Senate proceedings.)

ABANDONMENT OF BERANCH OF DENVER &
RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD CO.

Mr. BYRNES, from the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate, to which was re-
ferred Senate Resolution 82, relating to
the abandonment and dismemberment
of the Denver & Rio Grande Western
Railroad Co., reported it with an amend-
ment.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, early today Senate Resolution 82,
authorizing an investigation by the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce of the
proposed abandonment of the branch of
the Denver & Rio Grande Western Rail-
road Co. between Antonito, Colo., and
Santa Fe, N. Mex., was reported favorably
by the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce, and was then referred to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contin-
gent Expenses of the Senate. That
committee has now reported the resolu-
tion with an amendment, and I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection

There being no cobjection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

The amendment of the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate was, on page 3, line
2, after the word “exceed”, to strike out
“$5,000” and to insert “$3,000”, so as to
make the resolution read:

Whereas authentic reports indicate that
all of the pertinent facts were not disclosed
in the hearing before the Interstate Com-
merce Commission following which an order
was entered on January 22, 1941, by a division
of the Interstate Commerce Commission or-
dering the abandonment of the narrow-gage
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railroad between Antonito, Colo.,, and Santa

. Fe, N, Mex,; and

Whereas national defense, with which the
American people are vitally concerned, de-
mands that this railrcad line be not aban-
doned but that it remain serviceable during
the present emergency for the transportation
of military supplies: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce, or any duly authorized sub-
committee thereof, is authorized and directed
to make and to report to the Senate the re-
sults of a thorough and complete investiga-
tion of the proposed abandonment and all
pertinent facts, including the practices, the
methods, and acts or omissions to act, of the
Denver & Rio Grande Western Ralilroad Co.
in the operation of the narrow-gage branch
of said the Denver & Rio Grande Western
Railroad Co. between Antonito, Colo, and
Santa Fe, N. Mex.

The Committee on Interstate Commerce,
or any duly authorized subcommittee thereof,
is authorized and directed to obtaln such
facts as other Government agencies may
have, and to secure the assistance of other
Government agencies in the Investigation
hereby authorized.

For the purposes of this resolution the
committee, or any duly authorized subcomnr-
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such
hearings, to sit and act at such times and
places, either in the District of Columbia or
elsewhere, during the sessions, recesses, and
adjourned periods of the Senate in the Sev-
enty-seventh and subsequent Congresses, to
employ such experts and clerical, steno-
graphic, and other assistants, to require by
subpena or otherwise the attendance of such
witnesses and the production and impound-
ing of such books, papers, and documents,
to administer such oaths, and to take such
testimony and to make such expenditures as
it deems advisable. The cost of stenographic
services to report such hearings shall not be
in excess of 25 cents per hundred words.
The expenses of the committee, which shall
not exceed $3,000, shall be paid frcm the con-
tingent fund cf the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, I think
this is the resolution the purpose of
which was stated to me by the able Sen-
ator from Kentucky, the majority leader.

Mr. BARKLEY. The resolution pro-
vides for the gathering of information
by the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce concerning the proposed abandon-
ment of a branch of the Denver & Rio
Grande Western Railroad.

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment reported by the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed
to.

The preamble was agreed to.

UNITED STATES BASES IN THE WEST
INDIES

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I see pres-
ent on the floor of the Senate the Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr, Typines], who is
chairman of the Committee on Terri-
tories and Insular Affairs, and who, I
suppose, has information on an issue in
which I have deep interest, and in which
I know cother Senators have, as well.
There has been a great deal of consid-
eration and much talk concerning the
possibility of the United States taking or
receiving possession of certain British
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possessions in the Atlantic. I wonder if
the Senator from Maryland in his studies
has found any objections to the thought
of exchanging for the favors we are show-
ing Great Britain, or of receiving in
exchange therefor, some of her island
possessions. It has cccurred to me that
perhaps there is an inheritance that
might be ours in these islands if we were
to pursue that course. I am extremely
anxious to know what is the thought of
the Senator from Maryland on that score.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, there
has been a great deal of general talk
and, without wishing to reflect on any-
one, I might say loose talk, about acquir-
inz all the islands in the West Indies.
With respect to Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands, the former of which we
acquired in the war with Spain, and the
latter shortly before our entry into the
World War, I know the Senator is aware
that when we acquired them we not only
sought the land but actually we acquired
the populations as well. The cost to
bring those populations up to something
like an American standard of living has
been tremendous. The figure—I venture
to say that the amount which it has
been necessary for our Government fo
pour out in order to sustain those con-
gested areas which have come under the
American flag runs into the hundreds of
millions of dollars.

In the islands where we have bases,
such as Bermuda, Trinidad, and in other
islands that have so far been designated,
it would be a fine thing if we owned, as
American territory, the property upon
whic™ the base itself rests—not the whole
island and the whole population of the
island, but only that part of the island
where our port and base are located. ff
we owned that in fee simple, if that were
American territory, I should say that
would be a wholesome thing, and that
the exchange would be a fine one. But
to take over all the Bahama Islands
would mean, in my humble judgment,
that we would take over a population
which in many respects would become
a charge on the Treasury of the United
States.

Further than that, such possessions
would be very difficult of administration.
There is nothing that I know of in our
Government more difficult of adminis-
tration than the affairs of Puerto Rico
and the Virgin Islands. First of all,
Puerto Rico has the most congested pop-
ulation in the Western Hemisphere. I
have forgotten what it is, but I think it is
approximately 450 people to a square
mile. One is never out of sound of a
voice or out of sight of a person while he
is on that island. In the Virgin Islands
we have had a great deal of trouble.
Governors do not hold their tenure of
office very long in either of these two
places, and it is very difficult for them
to be popular with personnel. Not long
ago, following a violent insurrection, in
an attempt by some of the inhabitants
to set up a free country in Puerto Rico it
became necessary to conduct a trial.

So the question of taking over the West
Indies in toto, for example, in exchange
for the aid we will give to Great Britain,
does not afford as promising and rosy a
prospect as it would seem at first blush.
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If we could own in fee simple, and
have under American sovereignty, in-
stead of leasing for 99 years, the
bases which we will actually occupy on
those islands, in my judgment that would
be a wholesome thing. I hope that will
come to pass, because we will expend
many million dollars on the particular
part of each island on which there is a
base; and therefore to own the location
in fee simple would be better than to
control it under lease.

Mr. NYE. Mr, President, before the
Senator from Maryland concludes his
discussion of that phase of the subject, I
should like to ask a question.

Mr. TYDINGS. I will come back to it,
Mr. President, but I do not want to forget
what I am about to say. There is another
angle to consider. How about the people
living in the West Indies? They may not
want to become American citizens; they
may prefer to remain subjects of the
British Crown. They are entitled to a
hearing, too, because, after all, they are
people. We must not assume, as quite
often we do, that the problem is simply
one of acquiring real estate. We would
acquire not only real estate, but all the
debts and the human problems and disa-
bilities that go with congested tropical
islands which have very little in the way
of wealth.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. Nye] stated that he
desired to ask a question.

Mr. NYE. The Senator from Mary-
land has answered the guestion I had in
mind.

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield to the Senator
from Wisconsin.

Mr. WILEY. Is not this really the
desideratum that we should own under
the American flag those islands which
the Army and the Navy decide are neces-
sary for national defense?

Mr. TYDINGS. As the Senator asks
the question, I do not believe I can an-
swer in the affirmative. I would answer
in the affirmative if the question were
framed something like this: Should we
not own that part of the island or islands
where we now have a base leased from
Great Britain?

For example, consider Bermuda. We
do not have to have the whole island.
We want a certain part of it. All the
inhabitants of that part will be moved
off. So if just that part were United
States soil, I believe it would be advisa-
ble, because there we would have the
land, with none of the problems of popu-
lation—and the same thing would be
true with respect to the other islands.

However, it seems to me that taking
over an entire island, such as Jamaica,
with all its human problems, merely in
order to get a port in Jamaica, is of
questionable wisdom, a matter which
should have more consideration than we
have ever given it in the generalities of
debate on the fioor of the Senate.

Mr. WILEY. I appreciate fully the
factors which are involved in the Sena-
tor’s statement. I think my question
applied to islands the Army and Navy
decided were necessary for our defense.
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Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator means
merely the portions of the islands used
for bases?

Mr. WILEY. If the Army and Navy
officials decided that was all that was
necessary, yes; but if they felt, from the
strategic standpoint and as a matter of
life insurance to America it was neces-
sary to have more than that, then, it
seems to me we should not only have
title in fee, but the island should become
part of the United States soil in that
respect. That is what the Senator
means, does he not?

Mr. TYDINGS. I think, as the Sena-
tor says, if the Army and Navy officers
were to say that we needed a whole
island, that might be such a case that
we should have that one island in toto,
but generally, particularly in the case of
the large islands, I should not look with
favor, unless the Army and Navy
strongly urged otherwise, upon doing
more than acquiring in fee the portions
of certain islands we are actually going
to use for bases.

Now, let us go back to an hour ago,
when we had here a debate on the floor
about sugar. The Senator from Louisi-
ana and various other Senators com-
plained about how the islands of Cuba
and Hawaii and Puerto Rico and others
were making inroads on the possible
sugar production of American farmers.
If we should take over an island such as
Jamaica or many other of the West
India islands we would acquire very good
farming territory, so that we would have
an agricultural problem as well as a
human problem of need, because the
people of the islands must produce things
which already, to some extent, we pro-
duce in our own country. So I think it
is very wise before any of us are carried
away with the idea that we want the West
India Islands in toto to examine a little
more carefully into the matter and con-
sider what it is we do want. In my
humble judgment, what the Army and
the Navy and the present administration
want is not all the West India Islands,
but certain parts of the West India Is-
lands, which we already have leased for
99 years, upon which land, sea, and air
bases may be constructed. If we can get
that, in my judgment, we shall have got-
ten what we want without taking over
liabilities and problems which are more
ramified than any of us can possibly
imagine.

I should like to see us own these bases
in fee simple, that is, that part of the
islands on which we are actually going
to build forts or airfields or naval bases,
even though they are only small portions
of the islands in question.

Mr. WILEY. And have them under
the jurisdiction of America.

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes, have them under
the jurisdiction of America. I am not,
however, in favor of holding a pistol at
the breast of England and forcing her to
divest herself of her property in toto. I
do not believe our request for bases and
ports for the Army and Navy and Air
Force in the West Indies is unreasonable.
I think, on the other hand, in view of
what we are doing here every day, that
the British would feel that our request
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is reasonable, and we have already dem-
onstrated that it is reasonable. But I
should like it to go further, so that when
we are spending hundreds of millions of
dollars to build these air bases and naval
bases and land bases we would own the
land itself in fee simple, provided the
English would, without too much disa-
greement, consent to transfer it to us.
Have I answered the Senator's question?

Mr. NYE. The Senator has done so
most fully.

Mr. TYDINGS. Inconclusion, I mere-
ly wish to say that there is much more
to acquiring the West Indies than the
mere acquisition of valuable land that
might be used for air, naval, or land
bases. There is the population question,
the economic question, the question of
governmental administration, and, final-
ly, the overlapping in certain of these
areas of agricultural production which is
similar to that already being prorated
and cut down in the United States
proper.

Mr. NYE. Ithank the Senator.
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE SCHWERT,

OF NEW YORK

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair lays before the Senate a resolution
coming over from the House of Repre-
sentatives, which will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 141
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
UNITED STATES,
March 12, 1941.

Resolved, That the House has heard with
profound sorrow of the death of Hon. Fius
L. Scawert, a Representative from the State
of New York.

Resolved, That a corrmittee of four Mems=-
bers of the House with such Members of the
Senate as may be joined be appointed to
attend the funeral.

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the
House be authorized and directed to take
such steps as may be necessary for canying
out the provision of these resolutions, and
that the necessary expenses in connection
therewith be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate
these resolutions to the Senate and transmit
8 copy thereof to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That ts a further mark of respect
the House do now adjourn.

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr, President, on be-
half of the junior Senator from New
York [Mr. Mesp], I send forward a reso=-
lution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 88) was considered and
unanimously agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow the announcement of the
death of Hon. Prus L. ScawerT, late a Rep=-
resentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of two Sen=-
ators be appointed by the Presiding Officer
to join the committee appointed on the
part of the House of Representatives to at=
tend the funeral of the deceased Repre-
sentative.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate
these resolutions to the House of Representa-
tives and transmit a copy thereof to the
family of the deceased,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the second resolving clause, the Chair
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. appoints as the committee on the part of
the Senate to attend the funeral of the
late Representative the Senators from
New York [Mr. WaeNer and Mr. MEap].

Mr. BARKLEY. As a further mark
of respect to the memory of the deceased
Member of the House of Representatives,
I move that the Senate adjourn until 12
o’clock noon on Monday next.

The motion was unanimously agreed
to; and (at 2 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.)
the Senate adjourned until Monday,
March 17, 1941, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 13, 1941:

SELECTIVE SERVICE

Brig. Gen. E. L. Compere to be State Di-
rector of Selective Service for the State of
Arkansas, under provisions of section 10 (a)
of the Belective Tralning and Service Act of
1940. The compensation to be paid General
Compere will be in excess of 5,000 per annum,
in accordance with his rank as brigadier gen-
;?Item the National Guard of the United

ates.

APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES

TO AIR CORPS

. Second Lt. Robert Royce Gideon, Jr., Cav-
alry (first lieutenant, Army of the United
Btates), with rank from June 12, 1839,
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy

Capt. Roy W. Ryden to be a rear admiral
in the Navy, to rank from the lst day of
October 1836,

The foilowing named lieutenants to be
lfeutenant commanders in the Navy, to rank
from the date stated opposite their names:

Valery Havard, Jr.,, November 23, 1940.

Mannert L. Abele, December 1, 1940.

Gerald D. Zurmuehlen, December 1, 1940,

Lt. (Jr. Gr.) Jack C. Titus to be a lleutenant
in the Navy, to rank - from the lst day of
October 1840.

The following named ensigns to be lieu-
tenants (junior grade) in the Navy, to rank
from the 3d day of June 1840:

John 8. Slaughter

John D. Miller

Francis C. Rydeen

Gordon G. Matheson

The following named commanders to be
commanders in the Navy, to rank from the
date stated opposite their names, to correct
the date of rank as previously nominated and
confirmed:

Arnold J. Isbell, July 1, 1940,

Nealy A. Chapin, July 13, 1840,

Arthur DeL. Ayrault, August 1, 1940.

Danlel V. Gallery, Jr,, August 16, 1940,

Norman O. Schwien, September 1, 1940,

Charles J. Maguire, October 1, 1940.

Willlam L. Rees, November 1, 1940,

Jesse H. Carter, November 23, 1940,

Pay Director Frederick G. Pyne to be a
pay director in the Navy with the rank of
rear admiral, to rank from the 16th day of
October 1930.

The following-named assistant paymasters
to be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy,
with the rank of lleutenant, to rank from
the date stated opposite their names:

Albert F. Ryan, Jr., November 23, 1940.

Donald O. Lacey, January 1, 1941.

The following-named electriclans to be
chief electriclans in the Navy, to rank with
but after ensign, from the 15th day of De-
cember 1940:

Edwin H. Wallace

Earl W. Sloan

Radio Electrician James A. Mets to be a
chief radio electriclan in the Navy, to rank

with but after ensign, from the 20th day of
October 1940.

Machinist Morris Schoenberg to be a chief
machinist in the Navy to rank with but after
ensign, from the 20th day of October, 1940.

Machinist O. Reynoelds to be a chief
machinist in the Navy, to rank with but after
ensign, from the 1st day of November, 1940.

The following-named captains to be cap-
tains Iin the Navy, to rank from the date
stated opposite theilr names, to correct the
date of rank as previously nominated and
confirmed:

Francis E. M. Whiting, July 1, 1939,

William H. P. Blandy, August 1, 1939,

Thomas 8. McCloy, August 1, 1939,

Lyell St. L. Pamperin, August 1, 1939.

Herbert R. Hein, August 1, 1939,

George B. Ashe, August 1, 1939.

Robert P, Hinrichs, August 1, 1930,

Pat Buchanan, August 1, 1939,

Carlos A. Bailey, August 1, 1939.

Wallace B. Phillips, August 1, 1939,

Harry D. McHenry, August 1, 1939.

Eugene T. Oates, August 1, 1939.

Robert B. Simons, September 23, 1939,

Robert M. Hinckley, September 23, 1939.

Samuel J. Zeigler, Jr., November 1, 1939,

Rivers J. Carstarphen, November 1, 1939.

Virgil C. Griffin, Jr., November 1, 1939,

Benjamin Perlman, November 1, 1939.

Alfred E. Montgomery, November 1, 1939,

James C. Clark, November 1, 1939,

Robert A. Hall, November 1, 1939.

Guy C. Hitcheock, November 1, 1939,

Anton B, Anderson, November 1, 1839.

Schuyler Mills, November 1, 1939,

Robert S. Haggart, December 8, 1939.

Clarence Gulbranson, December 8, 1939,

Carroll M, Hall, December 8, 1939.

Campbell D. Edgar, December 8, 1939,

Ingram C. Sowell, December 29, 1939,

Paul 8. Theiss, December 29, 1939.

Charles S. Alden, December 29, 1939,

Otto M. Forster, December 29, 1939,

James C. Jones, Jr., January 1, 1940,

Daniel E, Barbey, February 1, 1940.

Elmer L. Woodside, April 1, 1940,

Glenn B. Davis, April 13, 1940.

Palmer H. Dunbar, Jr., May 1, 1940,

Thomas M. Shock, May 1, 1940.

Adolph V. S. Pickhardt, May 29, 1940,

George D. Hull, June 1, 1940.

The following-named commanders to be
commanders in the Navy, to rank from Au-
gust 1, 1939, to correct the date of rank as
previously nominated and confirmed:
Raymond E. Farns- Laurence Bennett

worth Sumner C. Cheever
Norman E. Millar Lewis R. McDowell
Hermann P. Enicker- Abel C. J. Sabalot

bocker Calvin M. Bolster
Scott E. Peck Henry 5. Nielson
Cornelius V. 8. Enox Marion E. Crist
Emil B. Perry William H. Galbraith

Karl Schmidt Alexander J. Couble
Harvey R. Bowes Warner W. Angerer
John B. McGovern Walter H. Roberts
Joseph W. McColl, Jr. Robert D. Threshie
Thomas J. Bay Lewis Corman
Paul L. Mather Robert E. Melling
Floyd J. Nuber Robert E. Robinson, Jr,
Jackson R. Tate Frederick C. Sachse
Arthur W. Peterson Karl J. Christoph
Clarence H. Pike Jack E. Hurft
Benjamin C, Purring- John P. Vetter
ton Harold C. Fitz
Anton L, Mare Royal W. Abbott
John D. Murphy Rockwell J, Townzend
Cyril E. Taylor Richard R. Hartung
The following-named commanders to be
commanders in the Navy, to rank from the
date stated opposite their names, to correct
the date of rank as previously nominated
and confirmed:
Alph O. R. Bergesen, September 1, 1939,
Maurice E. Curts, September 23, 1939.
Jerome F. Donovan, Jr., November 1, 1939.
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Jennings B. Dow, November 1, 1939.
Dixwell Eetcham, November 1, 1939,

Cato D. Glover, Jr.,

November 1, 1939,

Harold P, Fick, November 1, 1930.

John F. Crowe, Jr., November 1, 1939.
John E. Gingrich, November 1, 1939.
Faul W. Steinhagen, November 1, 1939.
Francis P. Old, November 1, 1939,
Forrest M. O'Leary, December 8, 1939,
Benjamin P, Ward, December 8, 1939,
John F. Rees, December 8, 1839,
Charles B. McVay 3d, December 8, 1939.
James B. Carter, December 20, 1939,
John B. Mallard, December 29, 1939,
James L. Wyatt, December 20, 1930,

The following-named lieutenant command-
ers to be lieutenant commanders in the Navy,
to rank from the 1st day of August 18639, to
correct the date of rank as previously nomi=-
nated and confirmed:

Frederick N. Kivette
Jesse C. Sowell

Ira E. Hobbs
Edward L. Schleif
William O. Gallery
Harold O. Larson
Harry F. Miller
John O. Lambrecht
Thomas Burrowes
Donald C. Varian
Harry H. Henderson
Charles S, Weeks
Kenneth C. Hurd
William L. Wright
Rex 8. Caldwell
John H. Griffin
Rusezell 8. Smith
Albert E. Jarrell
Howard T. Orville
Oliver F. Naquin
Thomas H. Tonseth

Willlam L. Benson
Waldeman N. Chris=
tensen
Everett E. Mann
Hunter Wood, Jr.
John J, Laffan
Joseph H. Wellings
William R. Headden
Barton E. Bacon, Jr.
Paul C. Crosley
James M. Hicks
George J. Dufek
Edward L. Beck
George A. Leahey, Jr.
William A. New
William H. Standley,
Jr.
Frank P. Tibbitts
Fred R. Stickney
Warren P. Mowatt

The following-named lieutenant command=
ers to be lieutenant commanders in the Navy,
to rank from the 23d day of September 1939,
to correct the date of rank as previously nom=
inated and confirmed:
Willlam E. Verge
Roy W. Lajeunesse
Charles A. Ferriter

The following-named lieutenant com=
manders to be lieutenant commanders in the
Navy to rank from the 1st day of November
1939, to correct the date of rank as previ=
ously nominated and confirmed:

Lermond H. Miller Willlam H. Truesdell
Alwin D, EKramer William W. Graham,
Richard H. Gingras Jr.

George E. Fee John F. Goodwin
Douglas E. Smith Cornelius M. Sullivan
Harry A. Simms Fremont B. Eggers
John D. Reppy Adolph Hede

Glenn M. Cox Reuben T. Thornton,
Herbert P. Rice Jr.

Carleton C. Hoffner Walter 8. Mayer, Jr.
Lee F. Sugnet Linwood S. Howeth
Warren W. Johnson George F. O'Keefe
William L. Turney Herman E. Schieke
James H. Carrington Cecil L. Blackwell
Malcolm D. Sylvester Harry L. Ferguson, Jr.
Roland B, Vanasse Aubrey B. Leggett
Watson T. Singer Alexander C. Thoring-
John G. Blanche, Jr. ton

Raymond R. Lyons

The following-named lieutenant command-
ers to be lieutenant commanders in the Navy,
to rank from the date stated opposite their
names to correct the date of rank as pre=-
viously nominated and confirmed:

Joseph M. Carson, December 8, 1939.

William S. Howard, Jr., December 8, 1939,

Hamilton L. Stone, December 8, 1939.

John B. Brown, December 8, 1939.

Willlam 8. Veeder, December 29, 1939.

Joseph H. Nevins, Jr., December 29, 1939.

Thomas C. Parker, December 29, 1939.

The following-named lieutenants to be
lieutenants in the Navy to rank from the
1st day of August 1939, to correct the date

Philip 8. Creasor
William P. McGirr
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of rank as previously nominated and con-

firmed:

Paul H. Groulefl
Joseph C. Wylie, Jr.
Anthony H. Dropp
Francis M. Douglass
William L. Richards
Francis D. Foley
Beott K. Glbson
Paul H. Harrington
William M. Ryon
William I. Bull
Levering Smith
William R. Wilson
Leon S. Kintberger
John R, Leeds
Thomas M. Fleck
John Munholland
Louis J. Kirn
William B, Short, Jr.
Earl T. Hydeman
John R. Van Evera

Charles C. Gold
Stephen M. Archer
Theodcre H. White
Richard V. Gregory
John M. Grider
Earl P. Finney, Jr.
Alfred L. Cope
Richard C. Williams,
Jr.,
Robert H. Kerr
Edwin C. Woodward
Max Silverstein
Charles M. SBugarman
Charles J. Oden'hal,

|
Robert E. Vandling
Ray M. Pitts

Jack I. Bandy
Travis R. Leverett
Norman E. Blaisdell

The following-named lieutenants to be

lieutenants in the Navy, to rank from the
date stated opposite their names to correct
the date of rank as previously nominated
and confirmed:

Willilam T. Zink, Jr., SBeptember 1, 1939.

Willlam P. Schroeder, September 8, 1939.

George E. Hughes, September 23, 1939,

Ernest M. Snowden, September 23, 1939.

Maximilian G. Schmidt, September 23, 1939,

Alvin W. Slayden, September 23, 1839.

Herbert J. Campbell, September 23, 1939.

George W. Kehl, September 27, 1939,

John R. Splers, October 1, 1939.

John Corry, October 1, 1939

Ralph M. Wilson, October 1, 1939,

Jacob C. Myers, October 1, 1939.

Wallace H. Weston, October 1, 1939,

Paul E. Emrick, October 1, 1939,

Robert O. Beer, October 1, 1839.

Daniel L. Carroll, Jr., October 1, 1939.

The following-named lieutenants to be
lieutenants in the Navy, to rank from the
1st day of November 1939, to correct the date
of rank as previously nominated and con-
firmed: :
William L. Tagg
William Outerson
John D, Andrew
Robert C. Young
William A. Stuart
Alfred R. Matter
William E. Eenna
Bruce McCandless
Robert J. C. Maulsby
William R. Cox
Burdette E. Close

Samuel F. Quarles
Willlam H. Grover-
man, Jr.
Edwin C. Asman
Frank D, Latta
William W. Vanous
Jchn 8. Lewis
Charles 8. Hutchings
Thomas D. F. Langen
Marcus W. William-
son

Allen B. Adams, Jr.
Richard S, Craighill
Mason J. Hamilton
Salem A. Van Every,

George W. Pressey
Robert P. Walker
Theodore S. Lank
Harmon T. Utter

Jr, George O. Hobhs
James G. Crailg, Jr. John H. S. Johnson
Henry C. DeLong Daniel C. Goodman
George R. Luker

The following-named Illeutenants to be
lieutenants in the Navy to rank from the
date stated opposite thelr names, to correct
the date of rank as previously nominated
and confirmed:

George E. Plerce, December 8, 1939,

Max C. Mather, December 8, 1939.

Daniel 5. Gothie, December 8, 1939,

Jack W. Wintle, December 8, 1839.

Charles F. Brindupke, December 29, 1939,

Alton E. Parker, December 28, 1930.

Arthur H. Vorpahl, December 28, 1939.

Paymaster Philip White to be a paymaster
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant com-
mander, to rank from the 1st day of Novem-
ber 1939, to correct the date of rank as pre-
vicusly nominated and confirmed.

Passed Assistant Paymaster Hugh L. Hen-
~drick to be a passed assistant paymaster in
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, to
rank from the 23d day of September 1939, to
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correct the date of rank as previously nomi-
nated and confirmed.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominafions confirmed by
the Senate March 13, 1941:
POSTMASTERS
NEW MEXICO
Ruby G. Holt, Oil Center.
PENNSYLVANIA
Arthur F. Elils, Cambridge Springs.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TaurspAY, MarcH 13, 1941

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont-
gomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Grant unto us, cur Father in heaven,
that faith in Thee, that hope through
Thee, and inspiration by Thee by which
we shall grow into the fullness of those
virtues which are highest and best. We
pray that the divine truth may inspire
knowledge, fidelity, obedience, and honor
that will lead us to carry in ourselves a
rich portion of the Spirit from above,
enabling us to cultivate those experiences
which shall indeed make us worthy to be
called the sons of God. We rejoice that
at the center of power, high above sight,
high above sense, and high above human
understanding are eternal light and
peace, the cause of that rest which is the
purest, the divinest, and the most com-
passionate. Ever blessed Lord, be very
gracious to our President, our Speaker,
and the Congress and through them
grant that Thy will may be established
throughout the world. In the holy name
of our Saviour. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-

-terday was read and approved.
FTOURTH NATIONAL DEFENSE SUPPLE-

MENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the bill (H. R. 3617) making deficiency
and supplemental appropriations for the
Army and Navy for the national defense
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941,
and for other purposes, and ask unani-
mous consent that the statement may be
read in lieu of the report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
3617) “making deficiency and supplemental
appropriations for the Army and Navy for
the national defense for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1941, and for other purposes,”
having met, after full and free conference,
have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to thelr respective Houses as follows:
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That the Senate recede from its amend-
ment numbered 5.

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, and 8; and agree
to the same.

C. A. WoobrUM,
Louis LuprLow,

J. BUELL SNYDER,
EmMET O'NEAL,

Geo. W, JOHNSON,
Joun TABER,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,

W. P. LAMBERTSON,
Managers on the part of the House.
Arva B. ApAms,

CarTER GLASS,
KenNNETH McKELLAR,
CARL HAYDEN,
James F. BYRNES,
GeraLp P. NYE,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT
The managers on the part of the House at
the conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the
Scnate to the bill (H. R. 3617) “Making defi-

ciency and supplemental appropriations for

the Army and Navy for the national defense
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, and
for other purposes”, submit the following

statement in explanation of the effect of the

action agreed upon and recommended in the
accompanying conference report as to each
of such amendments, namely:

Nos. 1 and 2: Appropriates $71,000, as pro-
posed by the Senate, instead of $11,000, as
proposed by the House, for Fleet Training for
the Navy.

Nos. 3 and 4: Provide for 40 passenger au-
tomobiles at $600 each for the Navy, as pro-
vided by the Senate, instead of 36 such
vehicles, at $600 each, as provided by the
House.

No. 5: Strikes out the amendment, inserted
by the Senate, proposing the creation of a
Plant Site Board to pass upon the size and
location of industrial facilities for the Navy.

No. 6: Appropriates $125.,000 as proposed by
the Senate for salaries and expenses of na-
tional-defense activities of the Civil SBervice
Commission,

No. 7: Inserts the section, proposed by the
Senate, prohibiting the use of funds in the
bill to pay the salary or wages of any person
who advocates, or who is a member of an
organization that advocates, the overthrow
of the Government of the United States by
force or violence. This section is identical
with similar provision made by the House In
the First Deficiency Appropriation Bill, 1941,
passed by the House on March Tth last,

C. A. WoopruM,

Louis LubLow,

J. BUELL SNYDER,

EmMET O'NEAL,

GEeo. W. JOHNSON,

JoHun TABER,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,

W. P. LAMBERTSON,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, this is a complete report by the
conferees on the fourth supplemental
national-defense appropriation bill, 1941,
and the House managers’ statement,
which has just been read from the desk,
explains what the conferees have done.

There are one or two more or less
small amendments inserted by the Sen-
ate which were concurred in by the
House, including a small additional
amount for the Civil Service Commission
and the reinsertion of an item of $60,000
for the Navy which had been stricken out
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by the House. The principal matter—
and possibly except for which the bill
would not have been sent to conference—
is amendment No. 5, put in by the Senate
and known as the Russell amendment.
Amendment No. 5 sought to set up a
Plant Sitc Board, composed of the Di-
rector General and the Associate Direc-
tor General of the Office of Production
Management and the Agricultural Com-
missioner of the National Defense Ad-
visory Commission, whose duty would be
to pass on the location and size of all
industrial facilities provided in appro-
priations in the bill for the Navy. The
reason for this amendment, so the con-
ferees were told, was that there had been
considerable difficully experienced by
members of both bodies in finding any-
one in these departments who had defi-
nite authority, who were supposed to
make final decision and who did make
final decisions, and to whom they might
go for definite and specific information
about these projects. This complaint
seemed to be quite general among Mem-
bers of both bodies, and therefore this
amendment setting up a Plant Site
Board, as contained in Senate amend-
ment No. 5, was put in by the Senate.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia.
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. RICH. From the statement we
had this morning on the naval appro-
priations it appears that there was a
plant being built in San Francisco at a
cost of $4,500,000 or $5,000,000, and as
soon as the emergency is over they have
contracted to destroy these buildings.
Do you not think they ought to have a
commission of this kind, so that if any
plant of this sort is built and could be
used in the future for some other pur-
pose, they would not have to make a
contract whereby they would destroy such
a plant before it had even been put into
operation?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The par-
ticular project which the gentleman re-
fers to.is one where they wanted to build
a shipbuilding plant on some property
owned by a railroed, and the railroad
would need the property and did not want
to give it up, and would not turn it over
to the Government unless there was a
provision whereby, when the Government
finished with it they would remove the
buildings from that site.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia.
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. The kind of a board they
proposed to set up was a board composed
of Sidney Hillman and a couple more
about like that. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania would not suggest that the
House should agree to that kind of a
performance?

Mr. RICH. The only thing I may say
here is that I do not agree with many of
the Board, but lef me call the gentleman’s
attention to this fact. When these ap-
propriation bills leave the House, as
mountainous as they are and as tremen-
dous a burden as they are on the people

Yes; I

I yield
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of the country, they then go to the Senate
and the Senate increases them, Is not
that the fact?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. They
often insert additional items, I will say to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. The fact is the Senate
hikes every appropriation bill that we
pass here in the House, and by the time
it gets through the Senate it is always
larger.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Of
course, the gentleman knows that such
items could not stay there unless the
House finally agreed to them.

Mr. RICH. Now the gentleman is get-
ting to the point that I want to make.
Why in the world does not the House of
Representatives try to cut down in view
of the fact that we were informed this
morning that by the time we get through
with the appropriations for 1941 and 1942
we will have appropriated about $28,000,-
000,000? I ask the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, Where are you going to get that
money?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I will tell
the gentleman that if these defense ex-
penditures accomplish what we mean for
them to accomplish—saving this country
from war—it will be the best money the
Congress ever spent.

Mr, RICH. This Congress is only stick-
ing its nose under the tent, so that you
are going to get into war before you get
through with it.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I think
we are sticking more under somebody else
when we come to the dictators over there
and when they look at these expenditures.
Mr. Speaker, so far as the Senate amend-
ment is concerned, the Senate conferees
agreed to yield, and the amendment went
out of the bill. It was recognized, how-
ever, that perhaps some action of some
kind ought to be taken by the regular
committee when we come to consider an-
other bill, providing some means in these
departments whereby some person or di-
vision may have definite and specific in-
formation, and I stated to the conferees
of the Senate that I would make a state-
ment of that kind on the floor of the
House today.

Mr, TABER rose.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Does the
gentleman desire time?

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I do not
believe I care to say very much. The dif-
ference involved between the House and
the Senate is only $187,400, and they were
for items that the pressure of things
right now seem to make it necessary for
us to yield in respect to. It is not very
much, considered with the totals.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, before the
gentleman moves the previous question,
will he yield further?

Mr, WOODRUM of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. RICH. I do not want the gentle-
man from Virginia to think that I am
personally making reference to him, be-
cause I think this administration has the
most capable man in the House that they
could get to assume these burdens here.

Mr., WOODRUM of Virginia. Would
the gentleman like a little more time?
[Laughter,] I would be very glad to yield
to him,
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Mr. RICH. Idonot see how the gentle-
man stands up under it, I do not know
how he does it.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move the previcus guestion.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the conference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

NAVY DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1942

Mr. SCRUGHAM, from the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, reported the bill
H. R. 3981 (Rept. No. 247), making ap-
propriations for the Navy Department
and the Naval Service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1942, and for other pur-
poses, which was read a first and second
time, and together with the accompany-
ing report, referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the
Union and ordered printed.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
all points of order on the bill.

TIME IN WHICH TO FILE REPORT

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Banking and Currency have until mid-
night, tonight to file a report upon the
bill S. 262.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the right to object.
What bill is this?

Mr. STEAGALL. So that the gentle-
man may understand, it is the bill that
deals with the cotton-storage problem.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Are
minority views to be filed at the same
time?

Mr. STEAGALL. 1 do not know
whether the minority intend filing views
or not; but if .they do, I ask unanimous
:?smmt that they have until that time

0.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo
th> request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama?

There was no objection.

LEASE-LEND BILL

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 1 minute and extend my re-
marks in the REcorD.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, the so-called lease-lend bill has
been approved by the Congress. The
act has been signed by the President. It
is now the law of the land.

President Roosevelt is now vested with
powers unparalleled in the history of
this Nation. He is vested with powers
vastly greater than ever were entrusted
to any other President in the history of
this Nation. He gets those powers at the
beginning of his precedent-shattering
third term. The destiny, the economic
and social security, the lives, the health,
and the happiness of the men, women,
and children of this great Nation now
depend entirely upon the desires, the
judgment, the discretion, and the tem-
p:ﬁ of one man—Franklin Delano Roose-
velt.
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Thus in a few short months has a
completely new chapter been written into
the history of a people and a counfry
which began as a free Nation.

I voted against the original so-called
lease-lend bill. I voted against it be-
cause I believed it would be an act of
abdication by the Congress, because it
would clothe one man with vastly more
powers than a good man would want or
a bad man should have, because such
vast powers vested in one man, no mat-
ter how sincere he might be, could be
ruinous to a nation and a people if that
man should be sincerely mistaken.

I voted against the bill as it came back
to the House of Representatives as
amended in the Senate. I did so because
I was convinced that the bill was not
changed in its essentially dangerous
character, that the Senate amendments
did not cure its inherent evils, that the
bill still vested all the power in one in-
dividual that was intended in the original
measure.

I have no apologies to offer for my
votes against this measure.

The Congress of the United States has
seen fit to adopt this policy of thus abdi-
cating its powers, and of clothing the
President with vastly new and enlarged
powers to embroil us in war, to give away
our national defense mechanism, to hand
over to other nations billions of dollars
worth of our materials, and finally to
determine the fate of this Nation.

Since the act is the law of the land,
since the Congress has seen fit to adopt
this poliey, it now becomes not only the
duty, but the part of wisdom for all citi-
zens wholeheartedly to earnestly and
without reservation get behind the Presi-
dent of the United States as Commander
in Chief of the Army and Navy, and as
the individual who has been vested with
such enormous powers, in order to help
him exercise these unparalleled powers
wisely.

Every man, woman, and child in this
Nation had better pray from now on that
the President does exercise these powers
wisely.

Wholehearted, unreserved support of
this new policy and of the President,
wholehearted and unreserved unity in an
effort to take our Nation through these
perilous times without becoming involved
in armed conflict, if possible, must now
be the foremost objective of all our peo-
ple. This wholehearted support and
unity of purpose and action do not mean,
however—yet, at least—blind acqui-
escence in anything proposed, or in any
action contemplated, by the Chief Execu-
tive, if such action is dangerous to the
welfare of the Nation. Suech support and
such unity do not mean that honest crit-
icism must be silenced; that the lips of
honest and sincere men must henceforth
be sealed; that the two-party system
must disappear from our American way
of life; that a complete censorship under
a pall of absolute secrecy shall descend
upon all the acts of the Government
while the people are kept in the darkness
of ignorance concerning them.

Even earnest, sincere men can be mis-
taken. In this case, mistakes could be
utterly tragic and disastrous to this Na-
tion and its people.
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The American people must now co-
operate to their fullest capacity and
ability, but that cooperation must not be
the cooperation of a driven people. It
must be the cooperation of a free and in-
formed people if this Nation is to survive
and constitutional government is to live.
[Applause.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. EATON. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous ccnsent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp
and insert a newspaper article dealing
with the defense activities in the great
State of New Jersey.

The SPEAKER. Is there obhjection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include a short
newspaper article.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr, PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, on Tues-
day of this week, when the House con-
sidered the lend-lease bill, I was absent
because of a sudden indisposition caused
by an absecessed tooth. I was not able to
b: in the Capitol Building that day. Had
I been present I would have voted for the
passage of the lend-lease bill, with the
Senate amendments. I regret that my
name is not in the roll of honor of those
in this House who voted on final passage
for H. R. 1776, which I have consistently
supported both by vote and by speech.
I know we are taking a desperate chance,
but we are doing what seems necessary to
assure that Anglo-Saxon ecivilization,
which has meant so much to the human
race, shall not pass from the face of this
earth. [Applause.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my remarks in
the Recorp and include an editorial ap-
pearing in the San Francisco Examiner
under the caption “Dies committee,
Permanent need of group seen.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.-

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Recorp and include therein an
address delivered before the Daughters of
the American Revolution by Dr. R. J.
Dorsey.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, by spending $132,000,000 to pur-
chase the capital stock of the central Fed-
deral Re2serve banks from the private
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member banks Congress would do the
following things for the American people:

First. Acquire an aceumulated surplus
of $183,850,000 now held by these banks.

Second. Reduce the public debt imme-
diately by $2,184,000,000, the amount of
United States bonds now held by the cen-
tral banks, and bought with credit on the
books of the banks created for that pur-
pose,

Third. Restore to Congress its consti-
tutional duty and right to issue the Na-
tion’s money and regulate its value. The
Federal Reserve banks are now the bank
of issue of America. As such they should
be—they should always have been—an
agency of Congress and the property of
the American people.

Fourth. Place our Nation in the posi-
tion of being able to answer the problem
of interest-bearing public debt.

Fifth. Silence once and for all the
charge that international banking inter-
ests are in any way influencing the policy
of our country.

Sixth. Finally, the purchase by Con-
gress of the 12 central banks would mean
that the Nation could earn its way out
of debt. At present the Federal Reserve
Board from time to time purchases out-
standing Government bonds from mem-
ber banks in order to expand the volume
of money and credit in circulation, The
Board buys these bonds with credit on its
books. It buys them because an expan-
sion of production and business has indi-
cated a need and justification for more
actively circulating money and credit. If
the central banks belonged to the Gov-
ernment, then when the Board bought
bonds they would belong to an agency of
the Government and would in effect have
been retired without the necessity of any
tax revenues being used to do so. Inter-
est upon such bonds would, of course, be
saved. Hence by increasing their pro-
duction the people of the Nation would,
if only the 12 central banks were a Gov-
ernment institution, be able to earn their
way out of debt.

If Congress does not do this, we will
have to account to the Nation for our
failure to do it. We will have to tell our
people why we marshaled all other re-
sources for national defense but left con-
trol of the Nation’s own credit in private
hands. We will have to tell them why we
failed to take this constructive action,
even when the welfare of a nation was at
stake. We will have to tell them we de-
liberately decided to afflict them with an
interest-bearing debt when we might by
a simple act have avoided doing so.

The success of our defense program, the
protection of our Nation’s future against
a gigantic public debt, and consequent
probable inflation, and, above all, the
establishment of a means whereby, with-
out increase in debt, we can keep our
active monetary supply in line with our
power to produce—all these depend on
constructive action on this matter.

EXTENSION OF REMARKES

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks and
include a short clipping recently appear-
ing in the Washington Post, entitled
“What Washington Would Do if He Were
Here.”
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. GUYER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks and include a resolution passed
by the Legislature of Kansas,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include a brief press report on
the new Navy cook book.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
and include a brief statement by Dr.
Robert A. Millikan.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
and include a short editorial on Ameri-
canism, from the Shreveport Times of
March 11.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

INTEREST-BEARING BONDS CAUSE TAX-
PAYERS TO PAY $2 FOR EVERY $1 BOR-
ROWED
Mr. PATMAN, Mr., Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House

for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objiection.

Mr. PATMAN, Mr, Speaker, if a State
borrows money it is perfectly all right
for the State to pay interest, because a
State does not have the power to create
money. But it is not right for the sover-
eign Government of the United States to
issue interest-bearing bonds because it
is unnecessary, and when we appropriate
$7,000,000,000 for national defense or
to aid England we will, if we pursue the
old custom, not only have to pay the
$7,000,000,000, but we will also pay $7,-
000,000,000 in interest, or $14,000,000,000
in all. One-half of that is absolutely
wasteful, extravagant, and unnecessary.
Instead of having a debt of $65,000,000,-
000 at the end of this year we will have a
debt of $130,000,000,000 on account of the
interest. So there is no reason for the
people paying interest on the obligations
when the sovereign Government itself
has the right to create the very money
that they issue bonds to acquire.
DEFINITE PROPOSAL TO SAVE $2,000,000,000 A

YEAR TO BE DISCUSSED

So I ask that you give the question
serious and careful consideration at this
time.

Next Saturday night, March 15, 7:30 to
7:45 p. m., eastern standard time, I expect
to discuss over the Mutual Broadcasting
System radio hook-up, a definite pro-
posal which, if adopted, will save the
taxpayers $2,000,000,000 a year in inter-
est charges and will thereby enable us
to pay the entire $65,000,000,000 public
debt in 25 years.

[Here the gavel fell.]
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that my colleague the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DirxseN]
may be permitted to extend his own
remarks in the Recorp on the mine-
inspection bill.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered. :

There was no objection.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
and include therein a joint resolution
from the General Assembly of the State
of Illinois.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no chjection.

MANUFACTURERS' SALES TAX

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I am
introducing today a bill providing for a
manufacturers’ sales tax, which will be a
substitute, partial or whole, for the prop-
erty tax. This bill, if enacted into law,
will reduce the farm awners' and home
owners’ taxes to the extent of at least
two-thirds of what they are now paying.
I believe it will go further in solving the
plight of the farmer and home owner
than any legisl:tion thus far enacted.
Our tax system, so far as the farmer is
concerned, is still in the “horse and
buggy” days. You know he cannot hand
his taxes on. It is time that it be stream-
lined so to place the tax burden upon
those best able to bear it. The bill I am
introducing in substance is following the
Canadian system for raising revenue for
the Dominion. I hope the Members of
Congress will give this bill serious
thought. I have spent years in studying
some plan to relieve the farmer and
home owners of the disproportionate
burden of taxes they are required to
bear, and this seems to me to be the
best answer to the problem. I will at a
later date try to explain this bill in its
entirety. The first bill of its kind was
introduced by the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts in 1935. My bill is an amend-
ment of his bill. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include therein a statement
on the bill H. R. 1776.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. CLEVENGER
and Mr. Corree of Washington were
granted permission to extend their own
remarks in the REcorp.)

BLAKELY MOUNTAIN DAM AND RESERVOIR

Mr. NORRELL, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for one-
half minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.
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Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, for the
past 2 years I have been trying in every
way to get the reservoir and dam con-
structed at Blakely Mountain,

I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD
by including Senate Resolution No. 5 of
the State legislature with reference to
this subject.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the REcorp and to include there=-
in an editorial from the Jackson (Mich.)
Citizen Patriot.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent fo extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and to include therein a
statement by the Interior Department,
Bureau of Reclamation, concerning the
Grand Coulee Dam,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re=
marks in the ReEcorp and to include there-
in an article from the Evening Star.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

MINE INSPECTION BILL

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 135 and ask for ifs
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resclution 135

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the consideration of H. R. 2082, a bill re-
lating to certain inspections and investiga-
tions in coal mines for the purpose of ob=
talning information relating to health and
safety conditions, accidents, and occupa-
tional diseases therein, and for other pur-
poses. That after general debate, which shall
be confined to the bill and continue not to
exceed 1 hour, to be equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Mines
and Mining, the bill shall be read for amend=
ment under the 5-minute rule. At the con-
clusion of the reading of the bill for amend-
ment the Committee shall rise and report the
same to the House with such amendments as
may have been adopted, and the previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit, with or without
instructions.

DEMAGOGUERY OR PATRIOTISM?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to a question of personal privilege,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Michigan will state his personal privi-
lege,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to a question of personal privilege. On
the 28th of January 1941 there appeared
in the Grand Rapids Herald, published
at Grand Rapids, Mich., with a circula-
tion throughout western and northern
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Michigan, an article which, in part, is as
follows:

Sharp protest of the labor attitude of Con-
gressman CLARE HorFmAN (Republican), of
Allegan, and a suggestion that he be removed
from office were voiced Monday by the Grand
Rapids Federation of Labor (A. F. of L.).

In a resolution drawn up by a committee
appointed to investigate Horrman's alleged
antilabor attitude and passed by the union,
the organization called HoFFMAN & reaction=-
ary demagogue, and urged that his constitu-
ents remove him and seek a new Representa-
tive.

The resolution read, in part:

“Your committee is of the opinion that
Congressman HorFFman, of Allegan, is of that
type of reactionary demagogue whose minds
still live apparently in the old oxcart days;
who fail to realize that the Civil War 1s over
and that slavery no longer exists in this
country. * * *

“Is his patriotism real and sincere, or is it
Just flag-waving and blatant oratory? Your
committee is of the opinion that we should
hold in contempt men the likes of Mr. Horr-
MAN. » L] L]

“We feel that the constituents of Mr.
HorrmanN would be better off if they removed
him from office and sought the type of Rep-
resentative they are entitled to.”

This article reflects upon the integrity
and the patriotism in his official capacity
of the Member from the Fourth Con-
gressional District of Michigan, and
raises the question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels that
that part of the resolution which asks:

Is his patriotism real and sincere or just
flag-waving and blatant oratory?

does raise the question of privilege.

Mr. HOFFMAN. How about the reac-
tionary demagogue part?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has al-
ready stated that the gentleman has
raised a question of personal privilege,
~and the Chair quoted at least enough of
the resolution to sustain the Chair’s
opinion.

Mr. HOFFMAN. My only purpose in
making the inquiry was that I did not
want to be held out of order in replying
to the charge that I am a reactionary
demagogue.

The SPEAEKER. The Chair will be
rather liberal with the gentleman.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, from
contéemporary correspondence and news-
paper articles, it is quite evident that this
resclution of the Grand Rapids local of
the Michigan Federation of Post Office
Clerks, division of the National Federa-
tion of Post Office Clerks, grew out of
H. R. 1408 and H. R. 1814, the first intro-
duced on the 6th of January and the
second on the 10th of January, both hav-
ing been offered in the prior session of
Congress,

H. R. 1408 was an attempt to provide
legislation for a more equal distribution
of the cost of national defense. It was,
however, by certain groups construed as
an attempt to reduce the salaries of
Federal employees. Typical of the com-
plaints received is this one from Stephen
C. Fenwick, vice president of the Michi-
gan Federation of Post Office Clerks, divi-
sion of the National Federation of Post
Office Clerks, where the resolution to
which reference has been made origi-
nated. Vice President Fenwick wrote me
as follows:
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JANUARY 17, 1941,
Hon. Crare E. HOFFMAN,
Member of Congress,
Washington, D. C.

Dear CoNGRESSMAN HorFrMaAN: It is In-
explicable to clerks in the Post Office Depart-
ment to comprehend the fundamental rea-
sons for your introduction of H. R. 1408.
Your stated purpose to effect a saving for
the Government to offset the defense de-
mands boomerangs on all Government
employees,

The men in the ranks of the Service are
proud of the position they have maintained
in promoting the Service to its high peak In
efficiency. We have been commended by the
Postmaster General for our cooperation in
handling a larger volume of mail at a decided
saving to the Department. And for this you
would reduce our salaries at a time when
the cost of living is multiplying.

Paradoxical as it may seem, that is your
position, Mr. HorFrMAN, You are waving the
flag of patriotism, but you are reviving that
hatred of the Revolution that free men shall
not tolerate unfair taxes. If Government
emplcyees are your pet prejudice, if you can-
not be falr—Iit will be better for liberty and
justice that you do not aspire to the halls of
government. Your position 1is untenable,
you have not the confidence of an electorate.

In fairness, I ask you to reconsider H. R.
1408,

Bincerely,
SterHEN C. FENWICK.

I replied to him as follows:

Dear Mr. FENwIcK: Certainly glad to have
yours of the 17th,

Our people want to extend aid to Great
Britain. I presume you do. That cannot be
dene except as we all make a sacrifice—you
know that just as well as I do.

No one is reducing your salary. Do you
realize that Federal employees get their
money every month; that they have prac-
tically no loss of time; that they get 45 days’
pay each year for days they are not working;
that people in private industry are subject
year in and year out to deductions and with-
drawals?

Are you so unpatriotic that {if it is necessary
to defend ourselves by extending aid to Great
Britain you, an employee always sure of his
job, always sure of his pay check, will agree
you are not willing to pay your fair share of
defending the country?

The bill which I introduced imposed a tax
upon everyone with an income of more than
$1,000. Why should you and other postal
employees be exempt? Now please answer me,
Under the bill I introduced the tax ranges
from 10 percent on salarles of $1,000 up to 356
percent on salaries of 10,000 and over, and
it hits everyone alike.

Just why should you squeal when you are
asked to contribute no more than everyone
else receiving equal compensation must pay?

Read this letter at the next meeting of your
organization and give me an answer. I
should think you would be ashamed of your=-
self trying to shirk your share of the burden.

Every 2 years I have to fight for my job.
Your job runs on automatically. Every 2
years I have to spend a rather large sum in a
campaign. Your job Is yours for life, or until
you reach a certain age. Now, brother, what
is your kick anyway?

Sincerely yours,
CLARE E. HOFFMAN,

Mr. Fenwick evidently is a patriotic
gentleman who believes in fair play for,
to my letter of the 22d, he made the fol-
lowing reply on January 27, 1941:

Dear MR. HoFFMAN: I am very glad that you
answered my letter, for it allows me an oppor-
tunity to continue this correspondence. You
were very carrect in censuring the attitude I
bhad assumed that your bill, H. R. 1408, was
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directed principally toward Government
workers.

Mr. Horrman, the articles that I had read
concerning your bill emphasized this pcint:
H, R. 1408 is a pay cut for Government em-
ployees. Under the spur of the moment,
without reading the text of your bill, I wrote
the letter to you. I have taken time today
to read the full text of your bill, and while
I may not agree with you on the necessity of
the measure, I sincerely wish to amend my
position,

For those passages of my letter in which I
caustically berated you for exercising preju-
dice against Government workers I sincerely
apologize. Far be it from me to insist that
a Congressman in his honest attempts to
establish his concepts of legislation, that for
this he should be censured. I realize, Mr.
HorrFMAN, that my position and not yours is
untenable.

I am happy to assure you that the letter
stating your position in the matter will re-
celve the publicity you request. I also wish
to assure you that my friends in the Service
will be pleased to know that the previous ar-
ticles we read were in error as to your position.

I am very regretful that I erred in following
the information, and I wish to assure you
that you have my respect and admiration for
the letter you sent me. I shall be very
pleased to hear from you and hope that this
unauspicious beginning may result in an un-
derstanding friendship.

Bincerely yours,
C. FENWICK,

It is regrettable that a greater number
of those who criticize us are not equally
willing to reconsider their first conclu-
sions relating to Congressmen and their
activities,

H. R. 1814 of which this resolution of
the American Federation of Labor at
Grand Rapids complains does not in any
way prohibit strikes. It does not in any
way interfere with the right of collective
bargaining. It does not affect any pro-
vision of the N. L. R. A., the wage-hour,
or any other so-called labor legislation.
The bill does provide that it shall be un-
lawful to require any person performing
services or furnishing materials in con-
nection with any work or contract af-
fecting in any degree the national-de-
fense program to either pay a fee or
join an organization as a condition prec-
edent to furnishing materials or ren-
dering services. In short, the bill, if it
became a law, would give protection to
any man, whether he belonged to a union
or whether he did not belong to a union,
to work for, or furnish materials to, his
Government in connection with the na-
tional-defense program.

Now, I ask you as one Member to
another, and I ask you, you the offi-
cials of the C. 1. O, and you the
officers and agents of the A, F. of L,
whether a man who stands on the floor
of Congress, representing his people,
union men and nonunion men, is a
demagogue, a tricky politician, when he
offers legislation which would enable a
man to earn a livelihood for himself and
his family without paying or being re-
quired to pay for a work permit from a
union organization?

NATIONAL DEFENSE OR COLLLECTION OF DUES?
PATRIOTISM OR UNIONISM?

We are asked to appropriate $7,000,-
000,000 for aid to Britain and national de-
fense, and Congress will undoubtedly do
it. We are extremely generous with
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other people’s money. Because of the
propaganda which has swept the coun-
try, we have lost all sense of value.

Our hard-working constituents, the
clerk and merchant behind the counter,
the workman at his bench, the profes-
sional man, the farmer toiling from sun-
rise to sunset, each and all working to
pay the tax which we so quickly vote
upon him, must be amazed when they
learn that we permit the whole program
to be delayed by the representatives of
unicn organizations.

Loyal union men are aghast at the lack
of patriotism, at the greed, of their offi-
cials who stand in the way of the Nation's
efforts and insist that we shall have de-
fense only when and if their demands
are met.

The press yesterday carried the state-
ment that 32 strikes were holding up pro-
duction in defense industries. Why talk
about patriotism, about sacrifice; why
appropriate billions of dollars so that aid
to England may be extended, so that pro-
duction for national defense may be in-
creased and accelerated; why boast of
the power of our Navy, of our Army, of
our ability to, if necessity demands, de-
stroy the Axis Powers, when here at home,
because of the strangling grip of a few
politicians in high places, the Army and
Navy are unable to cope successfully with
a minority pressure group headed by
greedy racketeering union officials and
red Communists stalling for Stalin?

Why grow eloguent in behalf of the
democracies, so-called, of the Old World,
while Stalin's emissaries throughout the
country and 14 business agents of the
A. F. of L. here in Washington defy the
Navy, hurl challenge at the Army, and
successfully stop work on Government
projects?

Neither group would last 15 minutes if
politicians who control the Army and the
Navy would get their dirty, traitorous
fingers from the throats of Army and
Navy officials.

Here in Washington, almost within the
shadow of the Capitol itself, these busi-
ness agents who place loyalty to their
union above loyalty to their country have
stopped the work on the Medical Center
at Walter Reed Hospital.

The work there has been divided into
three parts. Skinker & Garrett have
been awarded the contract for the super-
structure on seventeen 63-men barracks.
The Army itself is building the mess hall
and some other buildings. Sam Merando
Co. has the contract for the construction
of the neuropsychiatric ward.

Sam Merando is the head of the Mer-
ando Co. Sam was born here in Wash-
ington, of Italian parents, and proud in-
deed would I be to have him as a son.
Slender, slight of stature, I wish you could
have seen him last Saturday, when, in
the ofiices of the Washington Building
Trades Council, on Connecticut Avenue,
like a true American, unafraid, he faced
across the room 14 business agents of the
A. F. of L., 13 of them “big buys,” all of
them “tough guys,” each and every one
of them by his attitude stamping himself
as a man who placed his private interest
above his country’s need, and told them
he had a contract with his Government
to complete defense work and defied them
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to stop him; and to our shame be it said
that Mr. Sheehan, contact man for the
Conciliation Service, uttered neither pro-
test nor offered aid.

The spokesman for the 14 business
agents said to Sam and his contractors—
in substance—over here on the other side
of the room—there were 8 of them—*“you
will either have every man on this job,
Skinker & Garrett’s men, the Army’s
men”—over whom Sam has no control—
“and your men pay dues to the A. F. of
L., every man who works on the job from
the foundation to the shingles on the
roof, or the job won't go on.” Sam stood
up and said, “All right; I have a contract
with my Government to complete this
job, and you fellows can go”—to that
place I will not name—*“if you wish, but
the job is going on;” and the job, thanks
to Sam, is going on, union wages are paid,
all laws are obeyed, and no man pays the
A, F. of L. for the right to work. I say
more praise to Sam. [Applause.]

Oh, for more Americans like Sam
Merando, who will insist that the God-
given right, the Constitution-guaranteed
right to work, shall not be taken from
any American citizen. Do we intend to
let Sam Merando and his subcontractors
fight alone? Do we intend to desert them
and leave them to the tender mercies of
the A. F. of L. and its business agents?

The A. F. of L. business agents have de-
manded that all of the employees of the
Merando Co. and of the seven subcon-
tractors working under it shall buy work
permits of the A. F. of L. Sam and his
subcontractors—and all praise to them—
have stood their ground, and, because
they did, last week the union teamsters
refused to deliver material to Merando,
and the business agent of the teamsters,
who recently escaped indictment because
the Supreme Court held that the provi-
sions of the antitrust law did not apply
to labor unions, made the announcement
that no material would be delivered to
the Merando Co. nor to Skinker & Gar-
rett until the Merando Co. and its sub-
contractors compelled their employees
to join the A. F. of L.

Think of it. Here are 14 business
agents of the A. P. of L. who demand,
without protest from a single Govern-
ment official, from either the conciliation
service, from the office of Secretary of
Labor Perkins or the Department of Jus-
tice, that Merando and his subcontractors
régrce their employees to join the A. F.

L.

That demand is a demand that Me-
rando and the subcontractors violate the
express provisions of the N. L. R. A. Yet
it is made, not by an employer but by
officials of a labor union.

Turn that thought over in your mind.
The law which this Congress passed to
forward the cause of collective bargain-
ing, to protect employees, is being used by
the very organization which sponsored it,
for its own selfish purpose and, in its
drive for members and for the collection
of dues, it is asking that the law which
it begged Congress to enact be violated.
Neither principle, respect for the law, nor
patriotism stands in the way of these
men.

Skinker & Garrett belong to the Mas-
ter Builders Association of Washington,
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who deal with the unions. Skinker &
Garrett operate a closed A. F. of L. shop.

Now, note what the American Federa-
tion of Labor is doing to them. The
American Federation of Labor cannot
call a strike on that part of the work
which is being constructed by the Army.
It cannot call a strike against the Me-
rando Co. But, to stop construction on
the whole job, the American Federation
of Labor calls a strike on its own closed
shop part of the work and throws pickets
around the whole job. The American
Federation pulls its men off the Skinkner
and Garrett job because Merando, work-
ing more than 300 feet away, on an en-
tirely separate and distinct part of the
job, a part which has no physical eon-
nection whatever with the work of Skink-
ner and Garrett, employs men who are
not willing to pay the union $57.50 to
exercise their right to work.

The American Federation of Labor
business agents, like all tyrants drunk
with power, penalize the company which
has submitted to their demands. It
throws a picket line around the company
which employs none but members of the
American Federation of Labor, and the
picket in front of the Merando job wears
a placard, “Merando”—and they print
the word in red—“unfair to American
Federation of Labor.”

Sam Merando not only defies the
American Federation of Labor but he
makes them look ridiculous. The Ameri-
can Federation of Labor picket appearing
to Sam to be lonesome, Sam puts on a
picket of his own to keep him company.
Sam’s picket carries a sign on which is
printed, “American Federation of Labor
untrair to Merando and this defense proj-
ec ."

The photographers flocked around;
there was laughter and there were jeers,
and the American Federation of Lahor
pulled off its picket. In the Washington
News of this noon you will find a picture
of Sam's picket, but the American Fed-
eration of Labor picket had disappeared.
The American Federation of Labor could
not stand the publicity; the disclosure of
its unpatriotic efforts.

Yesterday I charged that there was a
rumor that the War Department was
considering calling upon Skinker and
Garrett to complete their contract or get
off the job. The Evening Star carried the
statement that “At the War Department
it is denied this afternoon that any such
move was anticipated.”

Well, the Army called upon Penner
Corporation, a contractor at Wright
Field, at Dayton, Ohio, to complete its
contract or take the consequences. The
Army officer in charge of the Chicago
crdnance district called upon Allis-
Chalmers to assume responsibility for
the delay at its plant, and I challenge
the Army officials to let me call from the
‘War Department and cross-examine wit-
nesses to ascertain whether or not they
have not had under consideration such
a move. If they have not been contem-
plating such a course, then they are not
performing their patriotic duty.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from West Virginia,
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Mr. RANDOLPH., The gentleman
mentioned the Allis-Chalmers strike.
That strike is now going into its eighth
week while $45,000,000 of defense orders
are being held up.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Why is it going into
that eighth week? Tell me. Do you
know? I think you know. I will tell you
why it is going into the eighth week. It
is because Sidney Hillman, the paid agent
of the C. I. O, the vice president of the
C. 1. O., the man who draws his pay from
the Garment Workers Union, is on the
Defense Council, but serving in the inter-
ests of the C.1. O. He has not the nerve
to tell his man John Owen, who is mis-
interpreting the agreement signed by the
union and by the company. That agree-
ment does not mean that Allis-Chalmers
has to submit to a closed shop. That is
why that strike is continuing, and we
will have those strikes all over this land
of ours in all of these defense industries
Jjust as long as you have on that Defense
Council a man who is more interested in
an organizing drive than he is in national
defense.

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. Does the gentleman mean
to say that the Army is trying to force
the contractors off the Medical Center
job who employ nonunion labor and is
telling them either to go to work or get
off the job? In other words, they are
trying to force them to take on union
men?

Mr. HOFFMAN. The Army, asit hasa
right to do, is calling upon the contractor
to proceed with his job and the contractor
cannot proceed with his job as long as
the A. F. of L. men tie it up. Here is
what they are doing. It is not the offi-
cials, it is not the Quartermaster out here
at the Medical Center, who is to blame,
it is not the Quartermasters who are en-
gaged in this other construction work, it
is not the officials of the Navy who are at
fault, It is the dirty, traitorous politi-
cians higher up, maybe not more than a
half-dozen, who block this thing, and if
you will call in your Army officials before
your Military Affairs Committee and go
right through from the bottom up you
will find that what I am charging is ab-
solutely true.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from West Virginia.

Mr. RANDOLPH. May I say that, in
my opinion, the continuation of the strike
at the Allis-Chalmers factory is inde-
fensible, and that such strikes through-
out America, whether in the District of
Columbia or in any of our States, are
indefensible when defense contracts are
at steke. May I say further that, in my
opinion, when Mr. Hillman states that
the strike situation is front page and is
not critical, he is not making an accurate
statement. I have supported legislation
to aid labor, and will continue to do so.
I speak as a friend and not as an enemy
of the worker. The Congress of the
United States has the highest respon-
sibility at a time like this to see that we
bring appropriate action to cover a very
serious situation. [Applause.]
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Mr. HOFFMAN. That is fine, and
that applause which came from the
Democratic side is welcome, but it does
not mean a thing unless you bring in a
bill to stop the practice. What is the
use? Do you want defense? Do you
want aid to Britain? You are going to
tax the people of this country $7,000,-
000,000 for national defense. Do we lack
either the ability or the courage to rem-
edy the trouble? Which is it? Or is it
both? Which isit, gentlemen? Isitthe
ability or the courage to bring out a bill?
It would not take us 48 hours to pass
legislation here to stop it. What is it we
lack? Do we not know how, or do we
lack the courage? Are you afraid of the
labor unions and their votes? Why do
you sit here? Join up on this side.
There ought to be enough patriotic Mem-
bers of Congress to stop this thing, which
we all admit is ruinous and is interfering
with national defense—may in the end
destroy us as it destroyed France.

Why talk of sending aid to Britain to
destroy the Axis Powers when here in
Washington the Army, engaged in build-
ing a mess hall and other buildings, is
told by an American Federation of Labor
teamsters’ union that it will not deliver
needed material to continue with the job?

The fault does not lie with the quar-
termaster in charge of construction at
the Medical Center. The responsibility
for the humiliation forced upon the Army
because of the open, notorious defiance
by the A. F. of L. teamsters lies directly
on the shoulders of a few, a very few,
labor politicians and high Government
officials.

The union teamsters have refused to
deliver cement to Merando. They have
refused to deliver steel to the Army itself,
The Army and Merando have both been
forced to send out their own trucks to
cbtain the necessary material to carry on
the work, and now the threat is by these
union organizers that the A. F. of L. men
who make the brick, who fabricate the
steel, will be called out on strike to gain
their point.

When the folks at home learn, as they
will learn, if they do not already know,
that we are appropriating billions upon
billions of dollars for this task; that we
are permitiing an organized group, as
well as Communists, to close production
in factories throughout the land and that
here in Washington the condition to
which I have just referred exists and that
we must be fully cognizant of it, what
will be their opinion of cur intelligence,
our ability, our courage or lack of it?

When our home folks know of the ex-
isting situation, will they not be driven
to the conclusion that each and every one
of us who sits here in this Hall days after
day is either lacking in ability or in
courage, because of our failure to remedy
the situation?

Earlier this week, the House in its wis-
dom voted down a resolution to appoint
a committee to investigate the progress
of our national-defense activities, It is
matter of common knowledge that the
opposition of certain committees, which
thought that their prerogatives were he-
ing interfered with, had much to do with
the defeat of that resolution.
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Is it not about time that we lay aside
our personal ambitions, our petty jeal-
ousies and consider again the public
need?

It is true, too, that some Members, be-
fore the vote was taken, were called from
the floor by representatives of labor
unions, and that both the C. I, O. and
the A. F. of L. opposed the passage of
that resolution. Perhaps some Members
yielded to the arguments of these unions,
desiring to please the local affiliates of
these organizations.

To obviate that difficulty, to lay bare
before the public the whole disgraceful
situation, I am offering today a resolu-
tion to appoint a committee to investi-
gate the activities of the labor unions
here in the Distriect of Columbia. The
activities of the committee, by the reso-
lution itself, are limited to the District—
this for the reason that it was thought
that Members might feel more free to
vote for an investigation to expose groups
and racketeering here in the Nation's
Capital, if such investigation did not
touch their home districts.

When that resolution has been re-
ferred to the Rules Committee, I will ask
for a hearing and endeavor to get a rule
to place before the House an opportunity
to vote on the question of learning for
ourselves who has been selling work per-
mits, how much money has been collected
for that purpose, how long the men who
have paid have as a rule remained on
the job, what has become of the money
and why it is that here in America men
cannot work until they have bought a
work permit from other than a Govern-
ment agency.

This resolution of the Grand Rapids
A. F. of L. charges that I am a “reaction-
ary demagogue.” I care nothing about
their charge nor about the publication of
it. As a matter of fact, it gives me an
opportunity to speak on the floor of the
House and to expose some of the un-
patriotic, racketeering methods and prac-
tices of some of their affiliates, who
at the present time are hanging like vul-
tures and hyenas on the outskirts of the
national-defense program, seeking an op-
portunity to pick the bones of honest,
patriotic American workers.

If the Grand Rapids local of the A. F.
of L. wishes—and apparently it does—to
stand back of the practices of some union
organizers and racketeers who have been
exposed in the public press, who are
seeking to fatten their pockethooks by
shaving the pay check of fellow workers,
that is their privilege. As for me, I want
none of it.

You and the people of the country who
may be interested are the ultimate
judges; not the biased, the prejudiced,
the self-seeking officials who mislead the
members of their organization into
strikes against defense industries,

Let us have a few definitions of a
demagogue. A demagogue is—

A speaker who seeks to make capital of
soclal discontent and gain political influence.

One gkilled in arousing the prejudices and
passions of the populace by rhetorical, sensa=
tional charges, specious arguments, catch-
words, cajolery, ete., especlally a political
speaker or leader who seeks thus to make cap=-

ital of social discontent and incite the popu-
lace, usually in the name of some popular
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cause, in order to gain political influence or
office.

An orator or leader who seeks to influence
the people by pandering to thelr prejudices
and passions,

An unprincipled politician,

A leader of the moh,

Now, I leave it to you and to those
who may care to take cognizance of the
controversy whether I am a demagogue
or whether those who passed this resolu-
tion come nearer to adopting the prac-
tices of a demagogue.

Is a man a demagogue because in the
Halls of Congress he protests against the
practices of requiring American citizens
who are in need, who must work if they
would live, to pay a fee when the pay-
ment of that fee will work a hardship
upon them or their families?

Is a man a demagogue because in the
Halls of Congress and wherever he may
be heard he insists that the father of the
boy who has been conscripted and sent
to a camp for training shall have the
right to work in that camp to build a
shelter for his son?

Is 2 man a demagogue who urges his
fellow Members of Congress to end the
practices of greedy collectors who stand
outside the gates of our Army canton-
ments or with the Government's permis-
sion roam throughout those cantonments
demanding the discharge of every Amer-
ican citizen, no matter how needy, who
refuses to pay the sum demanded by the
union agent?

Am I a demagogue because here in the
well of the House I demand that Sidney
Hillman, the paid agent of the union,
the vice president of the C. I. O., cease
his coercive activities, which have for
their purpose the compelling of all em-
ployees of the Allis-Chalmers, all em-
ployees of the Ford Motor Co., to join a
union? And that union the union of
which Hillman is vice president? Is
Hillman working for the Government or
the union which pays him?

Is a man a demagogue when, know-
ing that the National Labor Relations
Act provides that no coercion or intimi-
dation shall be used by employers to force
employees to join a union, he protests
against the efforts of officers of one union
to compel employees, members of an-
other union, to forsake their organiza-
tion and join a different union?

Is a man a demagogue when he pro-
tests the action of Sidney Hillman in his
efforts to force the employees of the Ford
Motor Co. into the C. I. O. by demand-
ing that the War Department withhold
contracts from the Ford companies?

Is a man a demagogue who protests
when employees of the Allis-Chalmers
Co. are kept from their work by picket
lines and the question of a settlement
and the ending of the strike is submitted
by a ballot which reads:

Shall the bargaining committee’'s recom-
mendation to reject the company's propo-
sals and to give the bargaining committee

the right to call a strike be rejected? Yes
or no.

Is a man a demagogue because he pro-
tests when pickets at Gary, Ind., keep
men and women from their jobs, beat up
girls, and defy officers charged with the
enforcement of the law?
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks and to
insert in the Recorp two advertisements
from the newspapers of Gary and two
letters and a reply.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I wish you would
read the Recorp tomorrow and defer-
mine whether a man is a demagogue
when he chooses patriotism rather than
unionism;: whether we shall have in this
country national defense or whether we
shall have men joining the unions at the
request, or rather, at the demand, of
these fellows.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield for a question.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. With regard to what I un-
derstood the gentleman to say a few
minutes ago concerning the strike at the
Walter Reed Hospital, may I ask if it is
in the power of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs to make an investigation of
that situation?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Representatives of
that committee said so here the other
day. They would not let the Cox com-
mittee be created because they are doing
that work themselves. That is all right
with me; I do not care who does it.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. What does
the gentleman think of the Secretary of
Labor, Madam Perkins’' statement that
the C. I, O. has a right to strike and that
it is paramount to the welfare and safety
of the Nation?

Mr. HOFFMAN. We all have an
answer to that.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes.

Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman,
of course, is objecting, probably rightly
50, to the use—

Mr. HOFFMAN. Just probably?

Mr. EBERHARTER. That is just my
opinion, and, of course, I am not speak-
ing for the House as a whole; but I
thought it might be well to have the
House have the exact definition of a
demagogue; and if the gentleman will
permit me, I will read it from the dic-
tionary.

Mr, HOFFMAN. You do not need to,
because I am going to put it in the
Recorp. You do not need to take my
time.

Mr. EBERHARTER. I think it would
be helpful to the Members of the House.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Everybody can read
the dictionary and the Bible, too, if they
wish, Anybody who does not understand
what a demagogue is may read the defi-
nition I put in.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Mr. BSpeaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Under the pro-
visions of the lease-lend bill, is it not
the gentleman’s opinion that the powers
conferred upon the President, if he de-
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sired to use them, could settle this whole
situation?

Mr, HOFFMAN. Beyond doubt, much
of our trouble could be settled if the
President would make one—just one—of
his fireside chats and speak in favor of
the enforcement of law, of the right of a
man to work. If the President would
say, in unequivocal language, that these
undermining and unpatriotic interfer-
ences with our national-defense program,
with aid to England, must cease, and that
he proposed to see to it that they did
cease, that would end practically all of
our trouble.

In my judgment, if the law-enforce-
ment officers of the United States would
take a firm stand against violence, we
would have but little trouble. I think we
should amend the restraint-of-trade acts,
the Clayton and the Sherman acts, re-
quested by the Attorney General, so that
conspiracies such as are going on in
Washington today can be, and will be
:aken care of by the Department of Jus-

ice.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. My question is,
Does the gentleman not think the Presi-
dent could, under these powers that have
been granted to him?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Oh, he is the chief
law-enforcement officer. If he had the
patriotism and the courage of a Cleve-
land, of a Coolidge, he could end all this.
He does not need even this last act. If
he would perform his duty under the Con-
stitution to insure due process of law, the
protection of property, the exercise by
every man of the right to work, given by
the Constitution, we would not have this
trouble.

Is a man a demagogue because he
breaks into speech when law-enforce-
ment has broken down to such an extent
that independent workers at Gary, Ind,,
insert in the Post Tribune of that city, on
March 7, 1941, an ad which reads:

ATTENTION AMERICANS

Defenseless girls have been slugged, mis-
treated, and deprived of the God-given right
to walk peacefully along an American high-
way. Womanhood is being crucified by a die-
tator who snarls that “you join—or elsel”
And you, Mister Nonunion American, may be
next. Where is your pride, your decency, your
honor, your American love of freedom, and of
Justice and equality for all? Wake up be-
fore it is too late. Organize with the honest,
decent law-abiding citizens of Gary to pro-
tect womanhood. Protect your sacred right
to work and to live in peace. Protect your

America against traitorous interference with
national defense.

An organization is being perfected by loyal
Americans to protect their rights. For fur-
ther information consult any of the follow-
ing:

(1) Any nonunion worker at Gary Works
Roll Shop.

(2) Cecil Cole, 304 Harrison Street, Gary,

(3} Any maintenance electrical engineer,
Gary Works,

(4) Any of t.he courageous tin-mill girls
who were sl

ugged
(6) E. J. Freundt box 748, Gary, Ind,

Is a man a demagogue because he does
not agree with the sentiment of Van A.
Bittner, who, on the 28th of February, at
the Bethlehem plant, boastfully stated
that the Government “did not believe we
could close the plant, but we did”?
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Is a2 man a demagogue because he be-
lieves from the bottom of his heart that
no individual, no organization, should he
able to block our defense program? Be-
cause he believes in the necessity of, and
offers and urges the passage of, legisla-
tion which will forward our national de-
fense?

Is 2 man a demagogue just because he
refuses to remain silent when wreckers
like Bittner, with their goon squads, defy
the courts, violate the laws, beat up
workers, and, in spite of the Government,
shut down production in industries pro-
ducing the materials which we need for
adequate national defense?

Is a man a demagogue who, when he
learns from the public press that vio-
lence and rioting at the Lackawanna
plant of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation
was so great that all available Buffalo
police, squad cars, and men, were called
to the scene—when he learns that the
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, the only
adequate source of the Government for
heavy armor plate, has been compelled,
because of the viclence of the C. 1. O,, to
ask for governmental intervention in or-

* der that its work may go on, calls upon
Members of Congress to enact legislation
which will end the activities of those who
are making it impossible for us fto
carry on?

Is a man a demagogue because he in-
sists that the policy of those who, at
Fort Sheridan and at the Great Lakes
Naval Trainimg Station, will not permit
American citizens to work as carpenters
until they have paid $122 initiation fee,
deny employment to laborers until they
have paid $42, be ended?

Is a man a demagogue because he does
not sit silent when C. I. O. pickets tie
up the Government’s source of tin at
‘the Calumet-Illinois Corporation in Gary
and block the gates of other plants?

Is a man a demagogue when he joins
the Undersecretary of War and seeks to
curb strikes in defense industries after
that official has declared that the strikes
-are causing rearmament officials as much
concern as would a shortage of basic
materials?

Is a man a demagogue because he does
not agree with the policy of R. J. Thomas
of the U. A. W. A.-C. I. O., who unpatriot-
ically intending to hold up work on na-
tional-defense material, said on January
13, before the Genesee County Bar As-
sociation—

I won't guarantee to anyone there won't
be a strike at Ford's. I'm going to try to
cause one.

Is a man a demagogue because he in-
sists that this same R. J. Thomas get a
dose of law enforcement when he at-
tempts to carry out the threat made when
he said—

I'm going to do everything I can to stop
production at the Ford Motor Co.

That was his statement on January 29,
1941,

Who is this man, R. J. Thomas, who
threatens to stop the production which
will give the Army the tanks and cars it
needs? Is he the paid agent of Hitler,
or is he working in behalf of the Com-
munists, or is he just a common grafting
racketeer, a parasite living on the dues
collected from honest workingmen?
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Is a man a demagogue because he can-
not go along with Frankensteen, who is
now doing what he can to keep the Allis-
Chalmers plant closed and who said on
another occasion that Ford would “either
recognize the union or he won’t build au-
tomobiles,” this when we know that Ford
is building automobiles for the Army as
well as for commercial buyers?

Is a man a demagcgue when he pro-
tests the leadership of Powers Hapgood,
who again is making trouble in industries
producing for national defense, when he
remembers that Hapgood was a moving
spirit in an organization which John L.
Lewis said was “doing its dirtiest to cap-
ture the United Mine Workers and to
transform this union into a Communist
organization”? Hapgood, the man whom
Lewis himself characterized as a “fakir,
a traitor to the unions, a purveyor of
every falsehood, slander, and deception.”

Is a man a demagogue because he asks
for legislation which will prevent slow-
downs, when he knows that at the Inter-
national Harvester Co. strike one of the
union organizers and leaders—1I think it
was Bittner—stated that even though the
strike was settled there would shortly
after the settlement be a slow-down?

Is a man a demagogue because he con-

tends that here in Washington we should

have legislation which will enable those
working at the Medical Center and the
Army as well, which is doing a part of
the work, to get the material needed to
continue construction?

Is a man a demagogue because he does
not join hands with those who insist that
no man can work for his Government,
in defense of his home and fireside, until
he has paid the C. I. O. or the A. F. of L.?
Has the time come when unionism is
more important than patriotism? When
membership in a union is required as a
condition precedent to rendering service
to the country?

Is a man a demagogue because he asks
for legislation which will enable the Navy,
whose demands were defied at Detroit,
which will enable the Army, whose rea-
sonable requests are denied here by labor
organizers, to successfully combat those
unpatriotic demands?

Is a man a demagogue because he in-
sists that the biblical admonition that no
man can serve two masters shall be ap-
plied here in Washington and that Sid-
ney Hillman be required to decide
whether he will serve the C. 1. O. or the
Federal Government; to make his choice
between the master who pays him and
the one who asks his unswerving loyalty?

Is a man a demagogue because he
claims that the C. I. O. has no right, at
Milwaukee, -in the Allis-Chalmers con-
troversy to demand that that company
viclate the law by discharging employees
because they belong to the A. F. of L.?
Or condemns the demand of the A. F,
of L. at Wright Field, in Dayton, Ohio,
that the contractors there be compelled
to refuse to accept the work of four
C. I. O. electricians who have been em-
ployed in New York on subcontract work?

Is he a demagogue because he joins an
Army officer who testified that the cost
at Fort Meade had been increased by 40
percent because of poor leadership, in-
efficient workers, in asking that we have
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more efficiency, less domination by
unions?

Is a man a demagogue because he pro-
tests when men on relief are denied work
as carpenters unless they kick in $57.50
for a work permit?

Is he a demagogue because he says
it is un-American, unpatriotic, when
C. 1. O. men refuse to cut logs into lum-
ber, A, F. of L. teamsters refuse to deliver
finished lumber to Army cantonments,
for the erection of buildings necessary to
protect draftees and enlisted men from a
flu epidemic?

Is a Member of Congress a demagogue
when he joins the C. I. O. in protesting
that the A. F. of L. is racketeering when
it collects $350,000 from workers at Fort
Grant, Rockford, Ill., for work permits
and dues?

Is a man a demagogue because he ob-
jects to the activities of these unions
when he learns from the Labor Depart-
ment figures that, during the last half
of 1940, 3,904,922 man-days were lost be-
cause of strikes? That the increase for
the last half was 1,500,000 man-days over
those lost during the first half of the
year.

Day before yesterday at St. Louis, Mo.,
the largest small-arms plant now under
construction, a $117,000,000 project, was
tied up when A. F. of L. building laborers
were called out on strike because Earl
Jennings, business agent of Local 42, was
denied a permanent permit to enter the
project at will.

Stowell, superintendent of the Fruco
Construction Co., said that, under Gov-
ernment order, permanent passes to the
grounds are limited to the officials and
men actually engaged on the job. When
he was not able to get the rule modified
as requested by the union, they pulled off
their men.

Stowell said that when he referred the
union demand to the Army officials at
St. Louis they took the matter up with
Washington, and “the final order came
through that business agents would have
to obtain special passes every time they
desired to come on the job.” ;

What right has a business agent on a
Government small-arms plant job? With
the unions infested with Communists, it
is about time that we here in Washington
demonstrate to these unions and their
business agents that Uncle Sam is en-
gaged in a defense program; that we will
not tolerate for one moment their unrea-
sonable demands; that we make them
realize that they are servants of the Re-
public and that the defense program was
not devised to afford them a source of
Trevenue.

The task of Congress is not half com-
pleted. We shall follow in the disastrous
footsteps of France if we fail to put our
house in order. Her army, heralded as
the best, her fortifications proclaimed to
be the strongest in all the world, were
swept away as is dust before a hurricane,

To meet the mighty blast of a united,
powerful foe was a people torn by selfish
groups, their every effort rendered futile
by lack of devotion to the common good,
to France as a nation,

Here in America, while we add to the
taxpayer’s burden, mortgage our Nation's
future, conscript the youth of the land,
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and prepare a devil’s brew which we com-
pel our people to drink, we protect and
further the cause of those whose activities
hinder and delay both national defense
and aid to Britain.

Mr. Speaker, I could go on all after-
noon, and cite instances of sabotage.
I shall not bore the Members further, but
I say this, that just as long as I am here
and can get the floor, every day or every
other day, at least two or three times a
week, you gentlemen on the Democratic
side are going to have this matter called
to your attention, and it is going to de-
lay your progress once in a while on some
legislative program unless you take it in
hand and solve the situation. I know
that you are patriotic, that you have the
ability, but I do not know why in God’s
name we have fussed along and dodged
this issue as long as we have.

Mr. PATRICK. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HOFFMAN. Yes.

Mr. PATRICK. I want to state to the
gentleman that I do not think there is
any demogoguery in the position that he
has taken here, in the fight that he has
been making along that line, that ought
to be talked through. [Applause.]

Mr. HOFFMAN., That is fine. I love
that, and I hope the home folks will get
it, but over and above that, may I not
appeal to the gentleman, and to his asso-
ciates to really do something about that,
to get us out a bill, and come on and
join with us in the fight to save America
for Americans—get your committee to
bring a bill on the floor of the House and
get a roll call upon it, and I believe we
will not find 50 men who will vote against
it. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

INVESTIGATIONS IN COAL MINES

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Illinois for 1 hour,

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from New York
[Mr, FisH].

Mr, Speaker, it is to be regretted that
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HorF-
man] dees not use his great ability in be-
half of legislation rather than to contin-
uously harp upon organized labor,

I fear that the gentleman is suffering
from “open shopnitis.” While I agree
that there are some abuses on the part
of some unions, I feel that these labor
organizations on the whole have per-
formed a great deal for the cause of labor;
and though I dislike to observe strikes
at this time, the labor organizations
should not be held responsible at every
turn for bringing them about. Strikes
are to be deplored, and as a friend of or-
ganized labor I again urge that the or-
ganizations and factions cease their bick-
erings and to take advice from the level-
headed men of their organizations in
striving to eliminate frictions in the fu-
ture. It has taken years to build up these
organizations, and it will be deplorable
indeed if, due to the acts of a few unions,
the advantages they have gained will be
taken from them,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr, SABATH. I cannot yield. I feel
that the two large labor organizations
should get together to eliminate friction
and jurisdictional disputes. I think it
would be most helpful and beneficial; but
as to legislation, only a few days ago——

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order the gentleman from
Illinois is not speaking to the rule.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Illinois will proceed in order.

Mr. SABATH. Mr., Speaker, I shall
proceed in order, and I think I am. For
the present I shall not say anything con-
cerning the United States Chamber of
Commerce and the United States Manu-
facturers Association having passed reso-
Iutions and gone on record against any
legislation in respect to strikes, or against
labor organizations; but in view of the
fact that I wish to bring before the
House the bill H, R. 2082 which this rule
that I have reported makes in order, let
me state that this legislation has been
sought for many years. Unfortunately,
last session, due to the press of defense
legislation, it was impossible for me as
chairman of the Committee on Rules to
report a rule for ifs consideration. Even
though 215 Members of the House at that
session had signed a petition to discharge
the committee from further considera-
tion, which under the rules of the House
called for the consideration of the bill by
the House itself, it was too late in the
session to consider the measure.

Therefore I am glad that the Com-
mittee on Rules has been able at this
time and so early in the session to report
a rule for this deserving and meritorious
bill. This action was made possible when
the members of the Committee on Mines
and Mining appeared before the Rules
Committee and agreed to eliminate sec-
tion 2 of the bill to which objections had
been interposed as originally reported by
their committee and to insert in lieu
thereof the following:

The BSecretary of the Interlor, acting
through the United States Bureau of Mines,
is further authorized and empowered to make
or cause to be made the inspections provided
for in section 1 of this act at other than an-
nual intervals at any time in his discretion
when the making of such inspections or in-
vestigations in the mine concerned will be
in furtherance of the purposes of this act.

The agreement of the Committee on
Mines and Mining to submit the amend-
ment as & committee amendment from
the floor enabled the Committee on Rules
to take expeditious action the following
day in reporting out the rule and I am
happy that we have the bill before us for
consideration today.

Mr. Speaker, H. R. 2082 provides for
the inspection of coal mines annually
under the direction of the Bureau of
Mines. The purpose of these inspec-
tions is' to obtain information as to
health and safety conditions, to ascer-
tain the causes of accidents involving in-
jury or loss of life, and the causes of
occupational diseases. The bill provides
that it shall be the duty of the Bureau
of Mines to prepare studies and statis-
tics of these conditions and to report
to the Congress and to the Bureau of
the Census. It further provides that the
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Department shall cooperate with State
agencies and shall utilize their services,
and shall furnish them with their ma-
terials and reports. The bill, in brief,
merely provides the right of inspection,
recommendation, and report. I shall
leave to the able chairman of the Com=-
mittee on Mines and Mining, and to the
sponsor of the bill, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. FLANNERY ], to explain
in detail the provisions of the bill,

Before I conclude I must state that Mr,
FrLanNNERY, and the Democratic whip, Mr.
Boranp, and the chairman of the com-
mittee, Mr. SmitH, of West Virginia, and
the other gentleman from West Virginia,
Mr, RanpoLPH, and a great many oth-
ers, have been endeavoring for a long
time to obtain action on this legisla=-
tion, and I feel that they are entitled
to the thanks of the House, which can
now legislate for these thousands and
thousands of men who have been sub-
jected to hardships and have suffered
tremendously in years gone by. The
inspection which is provided for in this
bill will eliminate from 1,500 to 3,000
deaths in mines in the United States,
and will afford protection to thousands’
of others from ravaging diseases.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SABATH, Yes.

Mr., MARTIN of Massachusetts. This
bill comes in with a unanimous report?

Mr, SABATH. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The
gentleman from Illinois in giving credit
to those responsible happened to mention
all Democrats. I suppose, in view of the
fact that the bill comes in with a unani-
mous report, some others on that com-
mittee may have had something to do
with it.

Mr. SABATH. Yes; but the others
were most insistent and persisted that
action be taken.

Mr., MARTIN of Massachusetts. The
gentleman tried to be fair, I know.

Mr., SABATH. I said it was a unani=
mous report. The objection to section
2 came from the Democratic side. Some
Members on the Democratic side ob-
jected to that. I am always appreciative
of the minority whenever they join the
majority on legislation that is helpful
and beneficial to the country and to the
preservation of life.

I shall not detain the House, this being
a unanimous report. I do not think there
will be any objection to the rule what-
ever,

Mr. SCHULTE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, SABATH. I yield.

Mr. SCHULTE. Does not the gentle-
man think that a great deal of credit
should go to our colleague from Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. FLANNERY, because of his un-
tiring efforts in bringing this to the at-
tention of the country?

Mr. SABATH. I have so stated. The
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ScHULTE]
is also entitled to some credif, because he
was one of those who has importuned me
to grant a rule. I could mention many
other names.
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Mr. Speaker, I now yield 30 minutes to
the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Fisul, who, I know, will also advocate the
passage of this broad and liberal rule that
will give Members a chance to offer
amendments and improve the hill, if that
is possible. [Applause.]

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, this is a
humane and humanitarian piece of legis-
lation aimed to safeguard the lives of
American miners by providing for in-
spection of safety and health conditions
in the mines throughout the Nation. It
comes to the House with a unanimous
report from the Committee on Mines and
Mining and also from the Committee on
Rules. Republicans and Democrats are
united on both of those committees in
favor of this legislation.

However, I do not believe it is quite fair
to the membership of the House or to the
public or to these who work in the mines
to try to make out that this bill will put
an end to these tragic accidents that
have been occurring for years, and par-
ticularly during the last year.

Approximately 1,500 miners lost their
lives in tragic accidents last year. The
purpose of this bill is to empower the
Federal Government, through the De-
partment of the Interior in cooperation
with the Bureau of Mines to investigate
safety and health conditions in the coal
mines and make recommendations. The
bill provides no authority or power to en-
force those recommendations. It is
hoped that the inspections and the
recommendations will be made in coop-
eration with the various State mine-in-
spection bureaus and that if anything is
wrong, the people of America will be
advised and that the searchlight of piti-
less publicity will be directed against un-
safe and unhealthy conditions that en-
danger the lives of those who work below
the ground.

Mr, Speaker, I want it distinctly under-
stood that this is a unanimous re-
port and that it is not a political one;
that both parties are combined to fur-
ther this humane legislation which has
for its main purpose the safeguarding
and protecting of the lives of the miners.
It simply provides for Federal inspection
and recommendation.

We do not want it to go out throughout
the country that this bill is more than it
really is. All it does is to provide for in-
spections and recommendations. It will
not prevent accidents or guarantee that
there will not be any future explosions
and accidents. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 10 minutes to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JENKINS].,

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
I appreciate very much this opportunity
to say a few words in favor of this mine-
inspection bill which is a very worthy
piece of legislation. The life and safety
of human beings is one of the first re-
sponsibilities of government. Ours truly
is a Government for the people.

Anyone will be surprised when he looks
into the matter to find that coal is pro-
duced in so few localities in the United
States and in such a small area as com-
pared to the total area. I dare say of the
48 States there is not 1 pound of coal
preduced in more than half of them.
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About 90 percent of all the coal produced
in the country is produced in 10 States.
Pennsylvania is the greatest producer of
coal of any of the States. West Virginia
is next, while Kentucky is third, Illinois
is fourth, and Ohio is fifth. Tennessee,
Alabama, Colorado, Indiana, and Michi-
gan also produce some coal. The coal
produced cutside of these States named
is a negligible quantity in comparison to
the total amount produced.

In my great State of Ohio, coal is pro-
duced only in probably 20 of the 88 coun-
ties, but in these counties where coal is
produced practically all of the great trag-
edies happen. Mr. FisH, the distin-
guished gentleman from New York, who
has just preceded me, stated that there
is no chance that the passage of this bill
will prevent all these great accidents.
We do not claim that it will prevent all
such accidents but if it will prevent one
accident such as the one that occurred
in my district at Millfield, Ohio, about 10
years ago, it will have justified itself
many times over. OF, as far as that goes,
if it will save the life of one man it is
worth our consideration.

While there will be no serious chjec-
tions to this bill, if any are advanced
they will be in one of two categories.
Someone may say that this bill will be
an additional cost to the Government as
it is an additional activity of the Govern-
ment. Let me answer that argument. It
is an additional activity of the Govern-
ment, but it is so insignificant from the
standpoint of its expense that that is no
argument against the measure. The
committee has so amended the bill now
that it provides it must be administered
by the Bureau of Mines. This will pre-
vent setting up a new agency, and the
only expense will be the actual expense of
carrying the benefits of the law to the
people. In behalf of the Bureau of Mines
let e say there is no finer activity of the
Government. It has done a wonderful
work and it can be trusted to do a good
job in this instance. The same may be
said of the bureaus of mines in the
various States. Pennsylvania, no doubt,
has a fine operating organization. Ohio
has a fine operating organization. These
State organizations can be depended
upon to cooperate with the Federal agen-
cy to the fullest extent. In spite of
the fact that Ohio has a fine organi-
zation, Ohio had 4 or 5 terrific acci-
dents within the last few years. Only
about 8 years ago in my distriet I wit-
nessed the terrible scene of seeing 80
bodies brought out of a mine as a re-
sult of a terrific accident for which not
one of those poor men was responsible.
They were not responsible for it in any
way. That was a scene that I shall never
forget. The sight of 80 bodies lying in
rows in the empty loft of a store was one
that would shock the most stout-hearted.
Then to witness the anguish of the wives
and children of those whose lives had
been snuffed out was a trying ordeal. I
hope that I shall never have to see such a
sight again, What was the cause of this
terrible disaster? It cannot be placed on
the shoulders of the dead. It did not
happen as the direct willful negligence of
the operating company. This accident
happened in one of the largest and most
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modernly equipped mines in Ohio. It is
one of the hazards of the most hazardous
industry in the country. There were
probably 800 or a thousand men em-
ployed in that mine. They were down
under the surface of the earth prchably
400 feet, and a great explosion tock place.
They had no warning. They were busy
earnirg a living for their families. They
had a right to put their faith in the mine
owners and in their State and National
Governments that they would be protect-
ed, and until we, as their representatives
in the State and Mational Governments,
do our utmost to protect them, we have
not done our full duty. In an effort to do
my full duty I propose to do all I can to
secure the passage of this bill. These men
had no means of escape; they had no
chance to save their lives. They call upon
us from their graves to see to it that
others are not sacrificed as they were.

The scene that I have described is only
one of many similar disasters. Just last
year another terrible disaster happened
at St. Clairsville, within probably 75
miles of where the one happened that I
have just described. A few months ago
another accident happened in that com-
munity that, although it did not result in
the death of as many miners, it was ter-
rible in that for days they were unable
to recover the bodies of those who had
died at their post of duty.

Mr. Speaker, in all solemnity and all
seriousness, I again repeat that if we can
here teday do something that will save
the life of one miner or prevent any one
of these great disasters that will happen
in spite of the greatest care, we will have
done a good day’s work.

Now, let us see if the State organiza-
tions are sufficient. I maintain that they
do fine work. Probably the greatest dis-
asters have been the result of conditions
beyond the experience of the inspectors.
In other words, quite frequertly an acci-
dent will happen from new causes. If we
can get the cooperation of the best minds
in the Federal service and of the best
minds in the State service and furnish
them with proper equipment I am sure
we will show a lessening of these dis-
asters,

I remember an accident that happened
near my city where one Monday morning
80 men went down to work in a shaft 600
feet below the surface of the earth. Each
and every one of those 80 men was
asphyxiated and had to be brought out
by rescue crews. Thanks, however, to the
skill and efficiency of the rescue crews,
they were able to save the lives of every
one of those 80 men.

But a goodly number of them are draw-
ing State compensation because of their
injuries, and will continue to draw as
long as they live. They did not draw
any compensation for some time as it
had not bzen determined what was the
cause of the accident. No blame was
attached on the company for any willful
or careless negligence. Still the men had
been injured and were entitled to con-
sideration. I tock up this with the
Workmen'’s Ccmpcensation Department of
the State of Ohio to determine what was
the real cause of the injury. We had a
great fight to convince the department
that this accident was one for which com-
pensation was allowable, After months
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of hearings—mostly medical—we were
able to show that although this was such
an accident as to be beyond the experi-
ence of people generally, still it was
one over which the men had no control,
and they should be compensated. We
were able to show that these men were
afflicted by reason of a poisonous gas
caused by the burning of rubbish down
in the mine at a monthly or semiyearly
clean-up of the debris in the mine, and
by reason of the failure of the fan oper-
ator to start the air fan soon enough
in the morning before the men took
their places at work. The doctors
showed that carbon monoxide and car-
bon dioxide had been generated by
that great bonfire of rubbish, and that
the men suffered by the failure to re-
move that gas. That accident gave rea-
sons for the mine disaster experts to
be on the lookout in the future that
such an accident should not occur again.
The ordinary workman does not know the
difference between carbon monoxide and
carbon dioxide, but the gases are equally
poisonous, and one kills or injures just
as effectively as the other. While it did
not make any difference to the miner
which it was caused him the suffering or
loss of his health, still it did make a big
difference in knowing how to prevent like
occurrences, and how to deal with them
when they occur in the future. That
mine, well equipped as it was, was not
equipped to show the difference between
earbon monoxide and carbon dioxide, but
surely the Bureau of Mines here in
Washington is equipped and qualified to
make such a determination if it should
ever be necessary. Those who work in
mines live in constant terror of these ter-
rible gas explosions, and we hope that
they can be prevented.

In this connection it is interesting to
compare the mining of today with mining
of 40 years ago. Forty years ago more
people worked in the mines than work in
the mines today, but they had fewer acci-
dents and fewer fatalities then than now.
Why? Iwill tell you why. We produced
coal by different methods in those days.
Today it is produced mechanically; today
it is produced by high explosives; today
it is produced by crews working day and
night; today it is produced by crews of
men, each doing a different part of the
job. They work under high pressure.
We have one group of men doing one
thing—another group doing another
thing. In a modern mine you will see
men going in and coming out at all hours
of the day—some technically equipped,
some skilled in every respect, and others
who do the manual work. So mining
has gotten to be quite a science. Engi-
neers, technical men, chemical men, and
men skilled in all trades must he em-
ployed in carrying on the work. It is
often that this high-pressured mechani-
cal way of mining is the cause of the
production of conditions from which
these explosions occur. The equipment
intended to provide pure air does not
have time to do its work after one turn
has worked until another comes on.

Now I want to compliment those on
the committee who were wise enough to
suggest that this bill be put together
under terms that would admit of the
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finest administration. There need be no
jealousy—no lack of cooperation between
the State agencies and the Federal agen-
cies under this law. The Federal agency
need not project itself unnecessarily or
unduly into the functions and provinces
of the State organizations, and I am sure
they will not; but whenever 50 or 75
men are trapped in a mine and no one
knows just what do, I do not think it
wouid be improper in the least to have a
delegation from the Bureau uf Mines in
Washington hasten by airplane or the
fastest means of transportation available
to the place of the disaster to assist in
saving the lives of those who need assist-
ance. The most hazardous work is that
of mining, and mining requires more
courage on the part of a workman than
any other line of employment.

How many peoble have been killed in
mine accidents in the last 40 years? I
heard Mr. John L. Lewis testify before
our Ways and Means Commitiee 3 or 4
years ago that 79,900 miners had been
fatally injured in the past 37 years and
14 times as many had been injured, many
of them injured terribly and .perma-
nently. I dare say that by today there
have been 90,000 fatal accidents in the
mines of the country. When you think
of 90,000 people having been killed in
the small area of the few States in this
country where coal is mined you can see
that the fatality is terrific in proportion
to other industries. Then, you must add
to that 14 times that number to give you
an idea of the terrible toll of life and
happiness this industry takes. The kind
of injuries the miners suffer are most
distressing, injuries that come from ex-
plosions—blindness and disfiguration
frequently the result. And then there
are the injuries that come from the
breathing of these poisonous gases that
bring about such a decrasia of blood
from which the miner never recovers.
He might possibly recover to the point
of being able to walk around but never
to the point of being able to engage in
gainful employment.

I want to compliment those who with
myself have been responsible for this bill
and bringing it to the floor. From my
district will come fo you assurances that
your work is greatly appreciated. To
those of you who support this measure
I can bring assurance that you will have
the eternal gratitude of the man who
goes down into the pits of darkness and
danger to bring to you the coal that
brings to you and your family warmth
and safety. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Fappis].

Mr, FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, I am glad
indeed that the Federal Government is at
last going to undertake supervision of
the mines throughout the United States
in order that something may be done to
coordinate the work of the various States
to prevent the disastrous catastrophes
which menace the lives of all those who
go down into the bowels of the earth to
earn their daily bread. Anyone who has
ever been around a pit mouth following
a mine disaster and watched the anxious,
sorrowful, prayerful crowd of women,
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children, and friends gathered around
there, wondering each time a body is
brought up whether their loved ones
would be brought up dead or alive, or,
indeed, wondering many times if they
would ever be brought up at all, can
appreciate what this bill does.

It certainly is encouraging for us to
believe here that something is about to
be done that will tend to eliminate these
accidents, which occur from a great
many causes. They occur because of
unguarded wires, because of insufficient
hangers on these wires, because of ex-
posed electrical equipment, because of
inadequate track bonding, because of
loose rock and poor timbering, black-
damp, foul air, lack of rock dusting, be-
cause of the lack of proper braddish
work, and a great many other causes.
In my district, in drilling for natural
gas, we quite frequently strike wells
which produce as much as 500,000 cubie
feet of natural gas daily. This gas, when
properly mixed with air, is highly ex-
plosive.

With the coming of mechanical equip-
ment, electricity is coming into more
universal use in the mines, and this is
a contributory cause of a great many of
the disastrous explosions in the mines,
partly because the sparks from this elec-
tricity 1aay ignite the gases almost
always to be found in mines, Then, too,
this machinery makes a great amount
of coal dust which, if not properly rock
dusted, is highly explosive. In the past
a great many operators, a great many
districts, and a great many States have
cooperated in mining laws and have en-
forced them most loyally, but this should
be required to be uniform throughout the
Nation, because if one company, district,
or State goes to the expense of putting
in the most adequate and the most far-
reaching safety measures it puts that
company, State, or district under a dif-
ferential as against those States, dis-
tricts, or companies that do not comply
with all of the precautionary measures.
This is, therefore, an attempt to bring
about a uniform procedure in this mat-
ter and will result in a more even dis-
tribution of the costs of production.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the com-
mittee on bringing in this piece of legis-
lation. I congratulate everyone who has
been active in forwarding it; and I want
to express the sincere hope that no Mem-
ber in this House will feel called upon
to vole against the measure which is
designed to prevent the unnecessary loss
of life in the mining industry.

This legislation does not interfere with
the mining regulations of the various
States but attempts to make sure that
they work in a more efficient manner. I
believe the bill is so framed as to pre-
clude it being prostituted to any un-
worthy purpose.

I hope the bill will pass. [Applause.]

Mr, FISH, Mr. Speaker, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr, JENNINGS].

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, this
measure is fair both to the operators and
to the miners. The mining of coal is a
basic industry, vital to the life of the
people from the standpoint of its use in
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their homes for heating purposes, in their
industry, and in our national defense.

The mining of coal is a hazardous call-
ing, one of the most hazardous callings
in which men who labor must engage.
This is due to the nature of the opera-
tion. It involves the removal from un-
derneath the surface of the earth of the
coal that is mined, which is a progres-
sive operation. As the coal is withdrawn,
the support of the overlying top is with-
drawn and in order to make the opera-
tion safe, the top must be properly and
continuously supported by timbers prop-
erly set. In addition to that, in order to
carry a proper amount of pure air to
those engaged in the operation, airways
must parallel the entries of the mine as
the operation proceeds underneath the
mountain and underneath the earth.

Most of the coal in large mines is un-
dercut with mining machines, which op-
eration produces a large amount of fine
dust. The circulating-air currents sus-
pend this dust in the air, and, as a result,
much of it settles upon the props and
sides of the mine and is suspended in
these circulating-air currents. Many of
the accidents which occur in mines are
caused by falling slate and coal, due to
a failure to adequately timber the top.
The most devastating loss of life grows
out of the periodic explosions in the mines
of the country.

In my district in 1902 there occurred
an explosion in the Fraterville mine
which cost the lives of 184 men and boys.
Again in 1911 in the Cross Mountain
mine in Anderson County an explesion
occurred which cost the lives of 84 men
and boys., Within the history of the min-
ing business of this country more than
84,000 lives of those who go down into
the bowels of the earth have been lost,
and more than 500,000 men and boys bave
been maimed and crippled in mine acci-
dents.

I know about these operations because
they are carried on in a number of the
counties of my district. Most of the mine
explosions that occur are in reality dust
explosions. The dust accumulates, and
then a pocket of gas is formed, which is
ignited by a spark from a wire or from
the light of a miner’s lamp, which pro-
duces a gas explosion and this in turn
operates as a percussion cap, expleding
the mine dust itself that has accumu-
lated in the mine. The devastating after-
math of an explosion is due to the crea-
tion of poisonous and deadly gases and
by fire which results from the explosion,
and, as has just been stated on the floor
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr., JEN-
Kins], a mine accident is one of the most
disastrous things that may kefall men
who work.

This measure is not a police measure,
it is not in any sense regulatory; it simply
gives the Bureau of Mines the right to
select from qualified lists men who have
had engineering experience and who are
qualified as mining engineers, and who
have had as much as 5 years’ under-
ground experience in mining to conduct
annual examination of mines throughout
the country and other examinations when
they are necessary. The purpose of this
investigation is to ascertain the kind of
methods that are employed in the mines
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and to detect dangerous practices and
dangerous conditions.

Mr. Speaker, last year 1,420 miners lost
their lives in mine accidents in this coun-
try. That cannot be explained, in my
opinion, upecn any other hypothesis or
theory than that there must be some
mines in operation which are inherently
dangerous, because I know the operators
do not want to see this loss of life. They
are humanitarian men in sympathy with
their employees and anxious to safeguard
their life and limb. The operators and
the men are friends. Many operators be-
gan life as coal miners.

In addition, the operator has an incen-
tive to carry on his mining operations in
a safe and lawful manner because of the
fact that in each of the States where coal
mining is conducted there is on the stat-
ute books a workmen's compensation
law which makes the operator liable to
any injured employee regardless of the
negligence of that employee, unless it was
willful and akin almost to an attempt to
commit suicide. So there is the incen-
tive to the operator to carry on a safe
operation not only from a humanitarian
standpoint but because he knows that if
an accident happens resulting in injury
or death he must respond in damages in
an amount fixed by the workmen’s com-
pensation law, regardless of the contrib-
utory negligence of the injured party or
regardless of the negligence of a fellow
servant.

This bill is designed to enable the Bu-
reau of Mines to send experienced mining
engineers, experienced miners, into every
coal mine in the country to investigate
and report the facts. This investigation
will disclose the conditions and methods
of operation, and will result in everybody
connected with the operation being on
tiptoes all the time in an effort to con-
duct the operation in the safest manner
possible,

I found out last year from the head of
the Bureau of Mines that the Bureau has
in its employ and had at that time only
24 mine inspectors. There are more than
6,000 coal mines in active operation in
the United States, so that you can see the
utter futility and impossibility of an ade-
quate inspection being made by the Bu-
reau of Mines with only 24 inspectors.

In each coal-mining State, and in mine
especially, we have a very far-reaching
regulatory statute with respect to the
inspection of mines. It has teeth in it.
It gives the State mine inspzctor the
right, through court proceedings, to shut
down any mine which his investigation
shows to be dangerous, and, in addition,
our Tennessee mining law requlres that
coal-mine opzrators employ a certificated
mine foremen who daily is required to go
into the mines and make an inspection.

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan, Mr,
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan., Is it
not true that under the provisions of the
Guffey Coal Act the Commission han-
dling the activities under that particular
piece of legislation already has the power
to do everything this proposed bill would
permit anyone to do?

Mr. JENNINGS. I do not think so. I
was under that impression, but upon in-

2231

vestigation I have found that the Bitu-
minous Coal Commission has taken no
step, in the face of these widespread mine
disasters, to set on foot any movement to
inspect mines.

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Does
not that legislation, however, give the
Commission the right to do that if it sees
fit to do so?

Mr. JENNINGS. I think it does, but I
do not think it goes as far as this bill.
Under the law at this time, the repre-
sentatives of the Bureau of Mines have
no right to go into a coal mine to conduct
an inspection over the protest of the
owner,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 additional minutes to the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield to the gentle=-
man from Michigan.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Imay say
to the gentleman that at no time in the
testimony before our committee was it
admitted that any Federal bureau in-
spector had ever been denied admittance
to a mine in the last 15 or 20 years.

Mr. JENNINGS. I am not saying that
anyone has been denied the right to
enter a mine, but I am saying that under
the law as it is now the inspector does
not have the right to enter the mine,
nor has the Bureau of Mines the right
to publicize and open to the public the
findings made by their employees as a
result of their inspections.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. We recognize the
fact that under the Guffey Coal Act the
authority is there to make the inspec-
tions, but we who represent practical
miners do not want administrative offi-
cials to conduct inspections; we want
actual miners such a; are employed by
the Bureau of Mines.

Mr. JENNINGS. That is right. What
would men who have never been in a
coal mine know about whether it was a
safe or unsafe operation?

Mr. FLANNERY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENNINGS. 1 yield to the gentle-
mar from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FLANNERY. Is it not a fact that
the Guffey Coal Act has no reference
:vhg.tever to the huge anthracite indus-

1y?

Mr. JENNINGS. That is also true.

In addition to the inherent danger of
the operation and the vast numbers of
casualties that are suffered as a result of
this danger, there are certain occupa-
tional diseases that go hand-in-hand
with the mining of coal, such as anthra-
cosis, silicosis, and occupational pneu-
monia.

I know the coal miners. I have lived
among them. There is no finer body of
men in this country than those who go
down into the mines and bring forth
coal from the bowels of the earth. They
are fine citizens, and they are patriotic.
I mentioned a few days ago on the floor
of this House and I want to mention

Mr.
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gzain that in Morley, a little mining
town in Campbell County in my district,
where there are only 20 families, 40 of
their boys of military age, old enough to
get into the armed services of the coun-
try, have volunteered. They did the
same thing in the World War. One of
the outstanding herces of that war was
Bob Slover, a coal miner of Coal Creek,
who when his battalion was held up by
machine-gun fire and a number of squads
that had been sent against the German
machine gunner had been killed, finally
got permission from his captain to crawl
out on his belly through no-man's land,
and being a squirrel shooter from the
mountains of Anderson County, before
it was over with he had shot the last
German machine gunner out of the trees
from which they were dealing death to
our foreces. The coal miners are a patri-
otic people and they are in need of this
legislation.

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. Is it not a fact
that the mining industry is the most
hazardous one, and is it not also a fact
that it requires more courage to follow
mining than any other occupation?

Mr. JENNINGS. Absolutely. A man
engaged in excavating coal has his life
constantly in his hands, for the reason
that in the very nature of the operation
he is constantly rendering a safe place
dangerous. He is taking the coal from
beneath the roof of the mine, and as he
progresses we have what we call horse-
backs and kettles, pieces of slate that
are up in the top and that fall without
any warning. The work must be con-
ducted by men skilled in the calling, and
it must be conducted under the constant
supervision of men who know the haz-
ards incident to coal mining. This meas-
ure is designed to preserve the health of
coal miners and to save them and their
loved ones from a recurrence of the dis-
asters that in 1940 cost the lives of 1,420
coal miners. I favor its passage and
shall vote for it. It is an enlightened
and humane measure that will result in
benefit to the mine owners and to the
cozal miners and to all the people of this
country.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield to the gentle-
man.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Is it nota fact that
once you are & miner you are always a
miner?

Mr, JENNINGS. Yes; when they once
get into that calling they are inclined to
stick to it. They go in a mine on a hot
day and find it cool, and they go in on a
cold day and find the temperature just
what they want it to be. They are a
people peculiar unto themselves. They
do not like to do anything but dig coal
when once they have entered that call-
ing, and, as I said awhile ago, we have
no finer or more patriotic body of men
beneath the flag than the men who mine
our coal, and this is a needed step which
will throw around them the protection
of the law and which will give them a
Nation-wide and a uniform inspection,
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and also an ascertainment of facts which
will lead, if necessary, to the enactment
of legislation which will make their call-
ing a safer one. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp, ancd include therein a
statement made before our committee by
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. VIin-
SON1.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Georgia?

There was no objection.

INVESTIGATION OF MINES

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, when I
mentioned some of the gentlemen who
have been after me to report out this
bill I failed to mention the gentleman
from West Virginia [Mr. Ramsay], as
being among that number, and I now
take pleasure in yielding to him 6 min-
utes.

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr, Speaker, coming
from the State that produces more bi-
tuminous coal than any other State in
the Union, of course I would naturally be
for this bill. I am for it because I
believe it will be a great benefit not only
to the miners but to the operators and
cwners of the mines. Of course, we have
our own mining laws in West Virginia
and they are good ones, too, but our
mining laws are not adequate to meet
the situation of taking care of the mines
properly. Probably our laws are like the
laws of the rest of the States in that they
only require for their mine inspectors an
experience of so many years of working
in the mines, probably 8 years, and I
submit that this is not sufficient to make
a real mine inspector. I have always
advocated that a mine inspector should
be a mining engineer. This bill pro-
vides for the inspector to be a mining
engineer appointed by the Government
and I believe that one reason alone is
sufficient reason for the enactment of
this legislation.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan, Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSAY. I only have 5 minutes.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan., I shall
not take any of the gentleman’s time. I
simply want to make the observation, if
I may, that the bill we are at present
considering does not provide that mining
engineers shall make these inspections,
but I may say to the gentleman that I
intend to offer that as an amendment to
the bill because I agree with the gentle~
man from West Virginia.

Mr. RAMSAY. I certainly appreciate
that.

Of course, we all know that the miners
have the most hazardous occupation of
any men employees in our couutr,v.
While we have been considering this bill
in the Congress there have been explo-
sions that have occasioned the death of
some four or five hundred men. So you
can see the importance of such legisla-
tion. This legislation would not guar-
antee safety in the mines, nor can any
other similar legislation. Mining is a
hazardous occupation. Sometimes there
are as many as 1,500 men working per-
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haps 1,500 feet down in the bowels of the
earth and, probably, back from any open-
ing in that mine 8 or 10 miles and when
an explosion occurs, you can see what
little chance there is for any of these
men ever reaching the surface. They
have to go through the black damp,
through the gases that have accumulated
and caused by the explosion and then
come back to the opening of the mine,
either to the drift mouth or to the shaft
opening. Therefore it is a hazardous
occupation.

I do not regard this bill as a challenge
to the mine owners, neither is it a chal-
lenge to the State mining officers. It is
an offer of aid, an offer not only to the
miners, but to the State officers and to
the operators of all the skill and all the
knowledge that our Federal mining ex-
perts may have. We owe this to them
and we owe it to every man who offers
his services to delve down into the earth
and bring out these treasures for the
American people. We could not operate
the industry of this country and we could
not live in this country without their
work. It is a necessary work and they
are entitled to everything we can offer
them in the way of aid and advice in
order to make these mines not only safe
for the men who work there, but safe for
the employers as well, [Applause.]

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
THOM].

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, the State of
Ohio has 25,000 coal miners, and I know
that they will rejoice over the passage of
this coal inspection bill. At first glance
there may be some criticism, as this seems
to be a duplication of effort. We all know
that the States have their own mine in-
spection services, maintained by the State
governments, but I believe that in a thing
that affects so closely human life, some
duplication will be helpful. A multiplicity
of counsel will not be harmful. One in-
spection service will check the other in
assuring safety to the workers.

I am very optimistic about the future
of the operation of mines with respect to
accidents, for the reason that we now
have on the statute books the Guffey Coal
Act, under which a fair price is insured
for the sale of coal by the mine owners.
In the past the coal mining industry has
been by and large not a profitable busi-
ness. It has been beset with deficits, and
possibly some of the accidents have come
about through financial inability of the
owners properly to equip the mines with
safety devices. But under the Guffey
Coal Act, assured as the mine owners are
of the cost of production of their prod-
ucts, there is no reason why there should
be any future parsimony in providing
the necessary safeguards in the mines,
That is one of the great things that
ought to flow from the Guffey Act.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. THOM. Yes.

Mr. RANDOLPH. On the point of the
Coal Stabilization Act, that is, the Guffey
measure, of course we know that it is
vitally necessary that that be kept in op-
eration. It expiresin April, and certainly
this Congress cannot allow the advan-
tages of that act to be discontinued.



1941

Mr. THOM. I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

Now for a few pertinent facts about
what happened in the State of Ohio in
1940: We had two disastrous coal-mine
explosions. The first occurred at Neffs,
Ohio, in which 100 persons lost their
lives; and after that terrible accident
an Ohio coal miner, whose name I shall
insert in this REcorp because it is worthy
of being preserved in the REcorp. D.
Cunningham, secretary of Local 283 of
the United Mine Workers of America,
wrote a letter on behalf of the miners
in a mine located near Cadiz, Ohio, the
Nelms mine. In that letter Mr. Cun-
ningham asked for joint inspection by
the Federal and State Governments of
his particular coal mine, and in the letter
he stated that it was the feeling of the
miners there that dangerous conditions
existed, and that preventive measures
were far from adequate.

That request was directed to both the
State mine division in Ohio and the
Bureau of Mines in the city of Wash-
ington. The Bureau of Mines in Wash-
ington responded with the statement
that it could no! participate in an inspec-
tion of this mine unless it was invited to
do so by the State division of mines.
That invitation was never forthcoming.
The Ohio Division of Mines responded by
saying that the thing was so urgent that
it could not spare the time to invite the
cooperation of the Bureau of Mines in
Washington. What happened? I am
sorry to say that the same thing that
occurred in that mine at Neffs, Ohio,
occurred in November of last year at the
Nelms mine in Harrison County, costing
the lives of some 30 men. If joint in-
spection had been made, perhaps Canger-
ous conditions would have been elimi-
nated and lives saved.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from Ohio has expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to a real coal operator, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY].

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the oper-
ation of coal mines is my business. I
have been in it for 30 years in some ca-
pacity, from a laborer to an executive
position, to an owner. I firmly believe
that this piece of legislation is an es-
sential thing to promote the safety of
the miner. It is a great step in that di-
rection. The operation of mines is en-
tirely different from that of any other
industry. Mining operations are all car-
ried on underground, in dark subter-
ranean passages, where the men are not
groured together, where they work in
two's or three’s. Therefore, inspections
and investigations become a paramount
issue, because their activities are not sub-
ject to Lhe scrutiny of their fellowmen
and foremen except when those foremen
enter the place in which they work. I
have been a firm believer in, and I think
experience will prove, that the increase of
efficient inspections decreases the fre-
quency of accidents, This is what this
bill will do. It will increase the inspec-
tions.

It has another great purpose. It will
bring, in an efficient and adequate man-
ner, to the operators and to the miners, a
vast fund of scientific and engineering
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information which is in the hands of the
Bureau of Mines, which is not freely ac-
cessible to the operators and miners to-
day unless they request it. Here it will
be brought to them by these inspectors
and by these investigators, It is a mat-
ter of education and dissemination of in-
formation.

There is not a State nor a mining com-
pany that has the laboratory facilities
for carrying on the scientific experiments
that are necessary to carry on this pro-
gram successfully. Over many years, the
Bureau of Mines has done this work and
has accumulated most valuable informa-
tion. It is our duty to see that this same
information is carried to the mines,

Many years ago when coal mining be-
gan in this country, it was done in a
haphazard fashion with no attention
paid to engineering and scientific prin-
ciples involved. Today many mining op-
erations are carried on in the same way,
haphazardly. Even in the mines that
are using the best scientific skill, there
are large portions of them that are min-
ing coal which was developed with hap-
hazard methods and these portions pre-
sent additional hazards. In later years,
of course, the larger and more wealthy
mining companies developed their mines
along sound engineering principles,
using the best equipment and the
most advanced safety methods. But
there still remains much that could and
should be done even in these mines. The
great number of accidents that occur
indicate that great improvements can be
made. The great majority of mines are
owned and operated by smaller com-
panies that do not possess the organiza-
tion to study sufficiently nor with the
complete knowledge that which is es-
sential for the reduction of accidents.
Many of them are under economic pres-
sure and cannot do the things which are
necessary for low-accident rate. The
responsibility for low cost is placed upon
the operating officials in the mine and in
order to bring about this, they are in-
clined to “cut the corners” and increase
the hazards.

Federal inspection and investigation
of mines cannot nor will not bring about
the elimination of all accidents, but as
time goes on and the activities of the
Bureau continue to become more effec-
tive with the scientific experimental
work, gradual reduction in the accident
rate will be apparent. [Applause.]

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield the remainder of the time on this
side, 1 minute, to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Van Zanptl.

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, it is
an honor and a privilege to represent
the Twenty-third Congressional District
of Pennsylvania, situated in the heart of
the bituminous-coal fields of the great
EKeystone State. Mr, Speaker, I intend
to vote for H. R. 2082 in the interest of
human life.

The mining industry in Pennsylvania
is over 100 years of age and to date more
than 13,000,000,000 of tons of anthracite
and bituminous coal have been mined in
our State, This amount of coal, if taken
from a single opening having dimensions
8 feet by 20 feet, would form a tunnel
400,000 miles in length. It is authorita-
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tively stated that mine gas, commonly
called fire-damp, expelled from the mines
in Pennsylvania each year equals one-
half the volume of all natural gas used
in the United States for heating, lighting,
and every other purpose.

Mr. Speaker, during the Seventy-sixth
Congress the so-called Neely mine-in-
spection bill died in committee. The
present bill, H. R. 2082, introduced on
January 13, 1941, is similar in some re-
spects, but is a modification of the Neely
bill to such an extent that today it ap-
pears the membership of this House is
unanimous in their support of it.

During the calendar year 1940, 1,420
coal miners lost their lives in mine acci-
dents. If the provisions of this bill will
be instrumental in saving one human life,
congressional approval will have been
more than justified.

We who live in the great coal fields of
Pennsylvania are alive to the hazards
that confront the coal miner., We know
him as a patriotic American citizen and
one who loves his home.

To me this bill is nothing more than a
mandate from the coal miners of the Na-
tion that every possible precaution he
given them in the pursuit of their haz-
ardous occupation.

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I want to
emphasize my whole-hearted approval of
this humane legislation and urge my col-
;%zhgzues to join me in support of H. R.

Mr, SABATH. Mr, Speaker, I yield
the balance of the time on this side to the
gentleman from Florida [Mr, PETERSON],
who was chairman of the committee
that investigated some of these unfor-
tunate mine disasters in our country.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
place in the Recorp at this point an edi-
torial from the New York Times and to
revise and extend the remarks I shall
make in connection with this matter.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The editorial is as follows:

THE HUMAN COST OF COAL

Between July 1938 and the end of January
of this year coal-mine disasters in the 6
States of Eentucky, West Virginia, Ohlo,
Pennsylvania, Arkansas, and Tennessee took
the lives of 310 men. Many others were in-
jured. The list is probably not complete.
Certainly, no one who can imagine these
tragedies—who can visualize what happens
underground and what takes place at the
pit mouth as the dead and wounded are
carried out—would oppose any honest at-
tempt to prevent mine accidents.

The principal way to prevent them is to
use constant vigilance. Experience has
shown that this cannot be assured except
by outside Inspection by a governmental
agency. It has also shown that State in-
spection is inadequate. To remedy this sit-
uation the Flannery bill, which has been
reported out of the House Committee on
Mines and Mining, authorizes the United
States Bureau of Mines to make “annual
or necessary inspections” as to health and
safety conditions in coal mines. These in-
spections may be made other than annually
when an accident has occurred, or on peti-
tion of the majority of workers in a given
mine or the request of their authorized rep-
resentative. The findings will be reported
to Congress and made available to the public.
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There may be details of the bill which
need amendment. The principle is sound.
Coal mining is inextricably linked with in-
terstate commerce. Safety in the mines is
properly a Federal concern. There can be
no good argument, in law or in humanity,
against any measure which will reduce the
risks and hardships inherent in the essen-
tial and heroic occupation of mining coal.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, this particular bill is more or
less a composite bill embodying the ideas
of many, after hearings. As stated by the
chairman of the Committee on Rules, I
was chairman of a subcommittee that
investigated the disaster at St. Clairsville,
Ohio. Men familiar with the industry
today have portrayed to you the dangers
in mining and the horrors of those disas-
ters, and of the need for inspection.

The bills which had previously been
before the committee embodied various
things that are not in this particular
bill. Some of us desired to pursue a sort
of middle ground, one that would provide
for adequate inspection and yet not con-
flict with the jurisdiction of State mining
authorities, and to secure full coopera-
tion between the Federal and State au-
thorities rather than conflict therewith.

When the new bill was drafted, as I
have stated, it embodied new features
which eliminated many of the objections
in previous bills. I felt, and other mem-
bers of the committee felt, that we should
definitely place this under one of the old
established agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment—namely, the Bureau of Mines—
instead of setting up a new bureau, and
the committee still further amended the
bill. There will be offered to the House,
with the approval of the committee, ver-
biage throughout the bill definitely fixing
the duties and responsibilities of the in-
spection upon the United States Bureau
of Mines.

I have heard that there has been some
criticism of the chairman of this commit-
tee because of delays. No such criticism
is well founded. He appointed a subcom-
mittee. Complete studies and hearings
were held. He has been an active, splen-
did chairman. He has been fair in deal-
ing with this one great problem. I pay
tribute to him, the distinguished chair-
man of the Mines and Mining Commit-
tee, the gentleman from West Virginia
[Mr. SmrrH].

The bill that is before you today creates
no new bureau but fixes the responsibility
in the United States Bureau of Mines, an
old established Bureau, which has the
respect and confidence both of the work-
ers and of the operators. We feel that
the bill as now reported is one which is
worthy of your support. I hope the rule
will be adopted, and from the sentiment
expressed here today I feel that this biil
is what we might term a “middle-of-the-
road bill.” Members from coal-mining
districts have been diligent to present to
the Congress a bill which would safe-
guard the lives of men working in the
districts.

I come from a district that has no coal
mines. I try to look at the matter dis-
passionately and at long range. I am
always fearful of invasion of States’
rights and presented a number of amend-
ments which were adopted. I believe
that in embodying the ideas presented
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from all sides the committee has worked
out a bill which it can present to the
Congress with complete confidence.

Mr, MURDOCK. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. I yield to
my good friend the distinguished gentle-
man from Arizona.

Mr. MURDOCEK. It has been brought
out, has it not, that the bill which we
present today is an entirely different bill
from that which was before the commit-
tee last session?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Entirely
different. It eliminates certain conflicts
with the State mining authorities. It
fixes the responsibility not in a new
agency but in an old established agency.
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2082), re-
lating to certain inspections and investi-
gations in coal mines for the purpose of
obtaining information relating to health
and safety conditions, accidents, and oc-
cupational diseases therein, and for other
purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the consid-
eration of the bill H. R. 2082, investiga-
tions in coal mines, with Mr. CoFrFee of
‘Washington in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from West Virginia [Mr. SmitH] is en-
titled to 30 minutes and the gentleman
from California [Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT] is
entitled to 30 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the au-
thor of the bill, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Frasneryl. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. FLANNERY. Mr. Chairman, at
the outset, as the sponsor of this bill, I
want to express my appreciation to the
members of both the Committee on Mines
and Mining and the Committee on Rules
for the conscientious and earnest con-
sideration which the problem has re-
ceived, and so that there may be no mis-
understanding, I might add from the
Members on both sides of the House.

The history of this legislation has
been fraught with many unhappy differ-
ences in the past. There was a bill pre-
viously before the Congress, the story of
which is well known to every one of us.
The bill presented here, sponsored by
me, is a new bill and it has had new con-
sideration. The chairman of the Com-
mittee on Mines and Mining was very
fair and very generous and very earnest,
and the entire membership of his com-
mittee has worked in a spirit of coopera-
tion, aid, and assistance. As a result we
have before the House today what I con-
ceive to be a fair bill which treats the
problem in the most effective fashion in
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which it can be handled at the present
time., I should like to explain the bill
very briefly.

The bill provides annual or necessary
inspections of coal mines by the Bureau
of Mines for the purpose, first, of discov-
ering the causes of accidents; second, to
prepare and distribute information, and
third to report to the Congress and to
the Bureau of the Census. I said acci-
dents, but I include also occupational
diseases. Under the bill the inspection
may be made annually or at the discre-
tion of the Bureau of Mines. The Bu-
reau will be then authorized for the first
time by law to enter into the mine work-
ings and make such inspections, and the
law imposes the obligation upon the op-
erator to afford that permission. The
only regulation in the bill is that refusal
on the part of the operator to permit
such an inspection to be made is made a
misdemeanor and is punishable by a
fine of not more than $500 or not more
than 90 days in jail. That is the only
regulation contained in the bill,

There are no standards of safety de-
scribed.

There is no conflict with State author-
ity, there is no division of authority, there
is no division of jurisdiction. The States
are not relieved of the responsibility of
regulating mines and mining, but for the
first time in the history of this industry
light is let into the dark, dim, under-
ground recesses of the mines, and the
Bureau may bring before the American
public the conditions they find actually
to exist. Any operator who objects to
this, it would seem to me, is unreasonable
or, it might be inferred, has something to
hide; but in any event, the Bureau having
made this inspection under the law, as I
have said, shall report to the Congress,
shall report to the Bureau of the Census,
and may publish its findings.

In order to insure the positions of the
States in the problem it is provided in the
bill that there shall be cooperation with
the State mining inspectors, and the bill
also provides that State agencies may be
utilized in the carrying out of the work,
There is one phase of this proposed leg-
islation to which no reference has been
made to which I should like to call your
attention briefly.

An advisory committee without pay
may be set up representing the operators
and the miners. Another provision I re-
gard as important is that these inspee-
tors shall come under the civil service
and shall be, as the bill provides, mining
engineers.

[Here the gavel fell.]

3 TH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 additional minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania,

Mr, DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNERY. I yield.

Mr. DONDERO. What becomes of the
State laws so far as they affect the in-
spection of mines, if this bill is enacted?

Mr. FLANNERY. The State laws are
the laws under which the mines shall
still be governed and the laws with which
they must comply,

Mr. DONDERO. What becomes of
those laws in the event the pending bill
is passed? Would they be superseded?
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Mr. FLANNERY. I tried to explain
that painstakingly. They are not super-
seded. There is no conflict of authority,
there is no regulation whatsoever in this
act. We have carefully avoided that.

The conditions have been very
thoroughly discussed and I am not going
to dilate on them at any great length.
It has been explained that there were
approximately 1,500 deaths last year and
the ratio of nonfatal accidents to fatal
accidents is 50 to 1, but nothing has
been said of occupational disease, “min-
ers’ asthma.” Let me assure you it is
pathetic to see these men aged and
broken before they reach 50, men whose
lungs have been filled with coal dust.
They suffer a condition of asthma which
leaves them helpless in their middle
years—industrial waste. They are casu-
alties of the industry and incurable. It
is a condition for which there are no sta-
tistics.

We all agree with the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Fisul that this bill does
not guarantee there will be no more ac-
cidents, but as someone has said, if it
saves one life or if it improves conditions
so that accidents are lessened or elim-
inated to any degree, it will have been
a great success. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I am supporting this bill and will vote for
the same.

The Committee on Mines and Mining
has given a great deal of thought and
study to this measure, and, in my opin-
ion, has made a workable measure of the
same, and it should prove of benefit to
the coal miner, coal operator, and the
general public,

In its original form there were many
objections to the bill, but as the result of
the deliberations and care with which
the measure has been amended, all
parties concerned are in complete ac-
cord, and the bill was reported in its
final form unanimously by the Commit-
tee on Mines and Mining.

The amended bill places the responsi-
bility of mine inspections and recom-
mendations for safety measures on the
United States Bureau of Mines, a bu-
reau of the Government that is held in
high esteem by the public, and is com-
pletely qualified to take charge of the
important subject of safety measures for
the protection of mine workers. The bill
as now drawn does not give the oppor-
" tunity to scatter authority through va-
rious bureaus of the Government. The
coal-mining industry presents many haz-
ards that baffie science and the best of
endeavors to prevent mine accidents.
The opportunity that this measure gives
to the Bureau of Mines to make studies
and apply its facilities to the subject
should produce results that will make
coal-mining operations safer and at the
same time prevent great property loss.
Perhaps nothing is more appalling than
coal-mine accidents, and I believe that
this bill will render a marked service for
the protection of those who earn their
daily bread working in coal mines and
also give the operators the benefit of the
studies that can be made by no other
agency in this subject as ably as by the
Federal Bureau of Mines,
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The amendments that will be offered
to perfect the measure were unanimously
agreed upon by the Committee on Mines
and Mining of the House, and I urge the
adoption of the measure by the House,
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.l

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. BRADLEY].

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, as the chairman of our sub-
committee has told you, our subcommit-
tee last year held hearings on this legis-
lation for a period of 5 weeks or longer
and made an effort to be eminently fair
in considering this legislation which is so
important. May I say to the members of
the committee right now that in so do-
ing we realized that not only our sub-
committee but the entire Committee on
Mines and Mining in the House were un-
der constant pressure not only from the
miners, represented by the United Mine
Workers, but also from the operators
group. I think that this bill today brings
to you, as the chairman of the subcom-
mittee has said, as the result of that in-
vestigation, a middle-of-the-road bill, as
pointed out to you by the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. PETeErRson]. Every member
of that subcommittee approached this
important problem with the idea of try-
ing to promote safety in the mines and
with an open mind absolutely. The
chairman of the full committee and the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Mines
and Mining are to be congratulated on
their fairness and on their diligence in
trying to bring forth a bill which helps
rather than hinders everybody in the
mining industry.

We must remember that when the last
bill was brought before us in the Seventy-
sixth Congress the statement was made
by certain people in this country that
that bill was designed not solely to pro-
mote safety and healthy conditions in
mines but to regulate and supervise the
mining industry. Our committee felt
that we should bring in legislation to the
House which would not be designed to
regulate and supervise the mining in-
dustry but which would accomplish, if
possible, an improvement in the safe op-
erating conditions of the mines. This
bill is the result of that effort.

Mr. FLANNERY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I yield
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania,

Mr. FLANNERY. Has there been any
effort on the part of the sponsor of this
bill in that direction?

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. With re-
spect to regulation and supervision, there
certainly has not been. This bill is de-
signed solely to promote safety in the
mines. I intend to support the legislation
because we have put the responsibility in
the hands of the Bureau of Mines where
it belongs. In view of some statements
which perhaps may have been mislead-
ing this afternoon, may I tell you some
of the work that has been done by the
Bureau of Mines. I am going to give you
some facts and figures, if I have the time,
to substantiate this claim.

We must realize that the Bureau of
Mines today has been getting an annual
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appropriation of approximately $350,000
to promote health and safety in the
mines. With that they have been able to
put in the field only 60 men, 30 of whom
are competent mining engineers or min-
ing inspectors—technicians, if you
please—and 30 of whom are safety edu-
cators, one might say, or instructors in
safety and in safe practices.

I want to get it clearly before you that
only 60 men are now in the field sent out
by the Bureau of Mines Health and Safety
Department. In the State of Pennsyl-
vania alone they have an annual appro-
priation of approximately $400,000 and
they have 50 men in the field to cover
that one State. These 60 men in the
Bureau of Mines, as has been pointed
out earlier, are charged with promoting
safety in some 6,000 to 10,000 coal mines
in the United States, while the 50 men
in the Pennsylvania department are
charged with responsibility only for that
State,

‘What will be needed in the way of ap-
propriations when this bill goes through?
It is estimated by the Bureau of Mines
that it will require some $2,600,000 annu-
ally to make this bill effective. It will
require a staff of approximately 300 men
in the field. I would be remis in my duty
if I did not point out to the country right
now that you must not expect any pan=
acea to come from this bill overnight, be-
cause these inspectors must be trained
men of long experience. It will require
one full year at least to train these addi-
tional fieldmen, regardless of their com-
petency when employed as inspectors.
Conditions in mining change all over the
country from State to State and mine to
mine, and these men must constantly
educate themselves in learning the causes
of disasters in every unfortunate acci-
dent that occurs in this country. This
they can only do by studying voluminous
reports on various accidents as they oc-
cur in various parts of the Nation, under
various conditions and from many vari-
ous causes.

Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan, Iyield to
the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Why
should the Federal Government assume
this burden that apparently should be
borne by the respective States?

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I will
answer the gentleman in this way. While
I fully appreciate the fact that many
States have been accomplishing splendid
work with their State mining services,
still, I believe the Federal Bureau of
Mines has better facilities for conducting
investigations and better laboratory fa-
cilities for going into the causes of acci-
dents and explosions.

In justification of the expenditure of
$2,600,000, may I say that the indisput-
able figures issued by the Bureau of
Mines show that for the 32 years the Bu-
reau has been in operation it has been
responsible for saving at least 1,000 lives
a year. If you value a life at $5,000, and
that is a mighty small valuation, there
is a saving of $5,000,000 a year in cost to
the operators. At least there is that
much tangible saving in compensation.
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In addition, on the average, there have
been some 50,000 nonfatal accidents pre-
vented per year. If you estimate the cost
of these at $100 each to the operators,
there is an additional saving of $5,000,-
000 a year there, or a total saving to the
operators of over $320,000,000 over the
past 32 years.

As to the value of this Bureau to the
workers, the average age of the workers
who have been killed in the mines is 35
years. Let us assume that the worker
should have a normal expectancy of at
least; 20 years more of working life. As-
sume that his average wage will amount
to $1,000 a year. The Bureau of Mines
then has been responsible for saving to
each man whose life it has saved, and
to his family, some $20,000 of income.
Over a 32-year period this amounts to a
total of $640,000,000 saved to the miners
themselves and a total to the Nation and
to the industry of nearly $1,000,000,000
over the past 32 years. Who will deny
$2,500,000 a year to the Bureau of Mines?
[Applause.]

It is an undisputed fact that the oper-
ators and miners alike—and even some
State officials—who appeared before our
subcommittee last year joined in recom-
mending increased appropriations for the
Bureau of Mines for its Safety and
Health Division.

If this bill does nothing more than to
insure adequate appropriations for the
Bureau of Mines to continue its humani-
tarian efforts to bring about more healthy
working conditions and safer operating
conditions in the mining industry of this
country, certainly the vote of every Mem-
ber of this House is justified in favor of
this particular bill.

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have previ-
ously stated, our committee last year was
made the target of much abuse from
various sources, and much misleading in-
formation was then given out to the pub-
lic, and much misinformation is still be-
ing given out to the public, which would
lead one to believe that safety in mining
is on the decline, when, as a matter of
fact, the records compiled by the Federal
Bureau of Mines prove conclusively that
conditions are constantly being improved
in the mining industry and accidents are
decreasing, rather than increasing, as a
general thing, despite the unfortunate
set-back of 1940, Let us therefore look
at the record. I call your attention to
table No. 1, which I include in my re-
marks at this point and which lists the
number of men killed in coal and metal
mines in the United States from the year
1906 to the year 1940.

TaBLE 1.—Number of men killed in coal and
metal mines in the United States

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

TasLe 1.—Number of men killed in coal and
_ metal mines in the United States—Con.

Anthra- | Bitumi-
Yo | "ite | Tnous” | Allooat | Mota
m mines

547 1,448 1,995 230
300 1,084 1, 084 344
509 1,953 2,462 367
406 1,906 2,402 418
400 1, 2,234 371
433 2, 065 2, 518 430
489 1,742 2,231 352
447 1,720 2,176 273
482 1,7 2,187 350
444 1,618 2,063 271
383 1,080 1,463 158
249 95 1,207 107
231 833 1,064 a5
2608 938 1,226 116
274 868 1,242 164
244 1,088 1,342 199
215 1,198 1,413 219
205 830 1,105 156
211 86 1,078 m
1182 | 11,238 | 11,420 )

1 Not available.

- Estimate,

You will note that in the 5-year period
preceding the establishment of the Bu-
reau of Mines, namely from 1906 to 1910,
there was an average of 2,658 miners
killed per year. And you will note, as
shown by table 2, which I shall include
shortly, that the fatality rate during this
5-year period was 5.89 persons killed per
million tons of coal produced. Now, let
us jump down the table a bit. Let us
take the year 1918, during the last World
War, when there were 678,000,000 tons of
coal produced, and we note that in that
year, there was a total of 2,580 fatalities,
with a fatality rate of 3.80 deaths per
million tons of coal produced. Let us
jump down to 1923 when there were 2,462
persons killed with a fatality rate of 3.74,
and approximately 658,000,000 tons of

coal produced. Look at 1929, the famous.

year of prosperity, when there were 2,187
fatalities with a rate of 3.59, and, inci-
dentally, you will notice in that year that
there were only some 609,000,000 tons
produced. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, let
us look at the record for the last 4 years,
when some measure of prosperity had re-
turned to the country, and we will note
that our accidents have materially re-
duced, as has the fatality rate. As a mat-
ter of fact, you will note that the rate in
1939 was the lowest in the history of the
country, and at this point I might say,
also, that had it not been for the six major
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TasLe 2—Fatalities and fatality rates per
. million tons of coal mined, 1906-38, in=
clusive—Continued

Number o!f | Deaths per -
Yenr fatalities (an- | million tons E?gﬂﬂi"pﬂm
thracite plus | of coal pro- bituminous)
bituminous) duced i
2, 542 573 450, 807, 263
i8] A
2.7 g 57
2,454 4. 78 513, 525, 477
2,269 4.2 531, 3£ 457
2,228 3.77 | 580, 175
2,696 4,14 651, 402, 374
2, 580 3. 80 ﬂ'ﬂ", 211, 904
2,323 4.19 353, 052, 250
2,272 3. 45 658, 204, 632
1, 995 3.04 E06, 345, 401
1,084 4,16 476, 951, 121
2, 462 3.74 I..'u, DUJ. 671
2,402 4. 20 571, 613, 400
o E
pa| b |
2 23 .73 | 507 858,016
3 i 350 | 0% t0 e
- - J ‘
2,083 3.8 536, 911, 136
1, 463 3.31 441, 750, 978
1, 207 3.36 354, 505, 003
1, 064 .78 353,171, 877
1,222 2,03 4186, 536, 313
1,242 2025 424, 632, 005
1,342 g... 73 491, 138, 762
1,413 . 83 403, 702, 028
1,105 2.79 | 1305, 696, 632
1,078 12,41 | 1448, 131, 000
11, 420 12,82 | 1503,331,000
1 Tentative, as estimated 1940, by W. W. Adams,

Employment Statistics Section, Bureau of Mines.
These figures are likely to vary but slightly from the
final figures which will not be available for several
months.

Mr., Chairman, the figures clearly
prove that the major disasters in the coal
industry do not by far represent the total
fatalities in this industry. It is true, of
course, by reason of their very spectacu-
lar nature, that these major catastrophes
do receive considerable publicity, which,
unfortunately, is only natural; and, as a
matter of fact, it is the unfortunate ma-
jor accidents which have occurred in the
past year, which undoubtedly caused so
much totally unjust criticism to be heaped
upon our committee, and particularly
upon our esteem chairman of the Mines
and Mining Committee, Mr. JoE SMITH,
of West Virginia. But let us look at the
record of the major disasters in coal
mines of the United States for 1906 to
1940, which I include at this point;

TaBLE 3.—Major disasters in coal mines of the
United States, 1906—40, inclusive

Anthra- | Bitumi-
All coal | Metai
Year t:{lt]gs nl:?:t:; mines | mines
557 1,581 5 L R
708 2, 534 St
678 1, 767 P B SRR
567 2,075 ROARL L
601 2 220 2,821 =
(99 1,957 2, 656 685
601 1,818 2,419 61
618 2,167 2,785 633
505 1, 850 2,454 559
536 | 1,683 | 2,29
565 1,671 2,226
582 2,114 2, 695
551 2,029 2, 580
6356 1,682 2,33
491 1,780 2,272

accidents of 1940 that year would have Maxi
been the safest by far in the history of Number | oy
coal mining in this country; and even in- = h‘[ﬂmhﬁ Nun}her {atalities | fAtalities
cluding those major catastrophes, you will Scstae | intaatties| Do [ DY
note that the 1940 rate was materially anajor | major
lower than ever achieved prior to the year disaster
1931. And soIsay to you that the Bureau
of Mines has been accomplishing very 4 o 3 A
worth-while results and there has been 11 348 31.6 154
material progress made in the reduction }g ﬁ %f ﬁgg
of fatal accidents in the United States; 15 413 2.5 123
and when fatal accidents are reduced, 13 254 19.5 81
nonfatal accidents are reduced in a like o4 [ s =
manner, 11 262 2.8 112
TasLe 2.—Fatalities and fatality rales per 1!1) %‘5{‘3 %? 1-‘;'2
million tons of coal mined, 1906-38, in- 4 54 13.5 21
clusive 9 201 22.3 o2
8 61 7.6 12
Number of | Death 8 :ﬁ: 190 %
umber ol saths per : 35 .
Year |fatolitics (an- mri]!imil Coiie E;"r';glag’rfﬁ; 11 301 7.4 120
thraeite plus | of coal pro- 10 449 44.9 171
bituminous) | ~ duced | Pituminous) 1 270 19.3 8
18 348 2.7 91
9 162 18.0 97
2,138 5.27| 405,055 883 14 326 2.3 195
3,242 6.78 | 477,802, 536 7 151 21.6 61
2, 446 6.07 | 409,300, 857 12 225 187 7




1941

TasLe 3.—Major disasters in coal mines of the
United States, 1906—40, inclusive—Con.

Nun}ber lr\g:xr;
Number | Number 2 fatalities
Year of major o tatali:les in any
disasters | fatalities | TR0 | ~one
disaster | Jmajor
disaster
I s 6 56 9.3 28
2 6 145 4.1 3
1 7 7.0 7
2 22 1L0 17
4 a5 8.7 13
& a7 7.4 10
i} 101 16.8 34
5 78 15. 6 45
2 33 16. & ot
1 [ L 6 276 46.0 a1

We will note that a tremendous reduc-
tion has been made, both in the number
of major disasters, the number of fatali-
ties, and, aside from last year, in the
number of fatalities per major disaster.
As a matter of fact, I think everyone will
agree with me that the record of the past
10 years has been one of outstanding
accomplishment.

The question naturally arises as to just
what may have caused the alarming in-
crease in major catastrophes last year,
which took the lives of 276 miners. We
know that explosions are the principal
cause of most major disasters, and the
fact that nearly” all of the worst coal-
mine-explosion disasters of the past 4
years, and especially last year, have been
in mechanized loading or so-called
mechanized mines is significant. In 1940,
213 of those fatalities occurred in mech-
anized mines; or, in other words, nearly
more than three-fourths of the fatalities
for major coal-mine disasters in 1940
came from mines which produced less
than one-third of the country’s coal
Yet it is significant that none of the
major explesions during these past 4
years have cccurred in the mechanized
mines in Illinois and Wyoming, where
mechanization was first established on a
large scale, and whence comes the largest
output of coal from these mechanical
mines. This would prove that while
mechanization itself may be increasingly
more hazardous, nevertheless, by proper
precautions, proper inspection, proper
regulation of ventilation, blasting and
ignition agencies, as well as in the safe
handling of the increased dust hazard
by wetting or rock dusting, these mines
can be operated equally as safely as any
other mine,

Mr. Chairman, prior to coming to Con-
gress, I had been for a number of years
closely associated with safety work in an
industry allied to mining. Because of
that association, I am thoroughly con-
vinced that one cannot legislate safety.
Safety can be brought about best by co-
operation of everyone concerned with
safety, by education of the workers, and
the instilling in the workers a safety con-
sciousness. The constant study of the
causes of accidents leads to the improve-
ment of safety devices and the creation
of safer operating equipment. The study
of every accident invariably brings about
some determination of the cause and a
possible preventative remedy. Inspec-
tion is required and education is required
to see that similar causes are located else-
where and where possible preventative
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measures employed to eliminate a repeti-
tion of an accident. I think we are all
agreed that no one seeks to cause acci-
dents and everyone hopes to avoid acci-
dents. However, try as we might, acci-
dents are bound to occur. We can never
hope to eliminate them, but we can hope
to prevent them, and I repeat that the
first step in preventing accidents is to
make everyone connected with the in-
dustry safety conscious.

The Bureau of Mines can and does
study all new safety appliances and make
their recommendation to the operators
and place their stamp of approval upon
machinery and other mining equipment
which they deem to be safe. I know from
experience that this information readily
is made available to the operator, and,
likewise, I know that in many instances
these recommendations are promptly put
into practice.

Likewise, I know from experience the
Bureau of Mines has been doing splendid
work in safety education. However, Mr.
Chairman, unfortunately they have not
been receiving the proper cooperation
from the miners themselves, and in this
I think that the miners’ representatives
have not been as fully cooperative as
they might to inspire in their member-
ship a desire to acquire safety conscicus-
ness. I have been told that on numerous
occasions the Bureau of Mines has made
safety lectures, and even courses, in safety
practice available to the miners only to
have a disappointingly small attendance
at these meetings. Surely no one should
be more interested in his own safety than
the miner himself, and the leaders of
these miners are very much remiss in
their duty when they do not go out of
their way to help instill a safety con-
sciousness in the men themselves.

The Bureau of Mines, and many op-
erators, to my knowledge, issue safety
bulletins acquainting their men with safe
operating practices. In too many in-
stances this information is not read by
the men, but there is one publication
which every miner in this Nation reads,
and reads constantly, and that is the
official publication of the United Mine
Workers. I ask, then, why the editors
of this publication, and the officials of
the United Mine Workers, have not been
in the past more safety conscious them-
selves and contributed more to the pub-
lication of safety and safety practices in
their official journal. I am glad to re-
port, Mr. Chairman, that I understand
the United Mine Workers have been do-
ing this recently, and I sincerely hope this
practice will continue on an ever-in-
creasing scale. Likewise, I sincerely
hope that after the passage of this legis-
lation, that the leaders of the miners
themselves will encourage greater at-
tendance at these safety lectures and
safety courses. The motion pictures are,
perhaps, one of the finest ways to put
across a safety lecture that I know of,
and I sincerely hope that the Bureau of
Mines will enlarge their scope in this
field. It is an unfortunate fact—but a
fact nevertheless—that safety must be
sold to the public, to the operator, to the
miner, perhaps even to the Congress.
Only one interested in safety realizes the
absolute truth of that statement.
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In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me
call your attention, and the attention of
the membership, to one thing more.
Everyone realizes that whenever an in-
spection is made of a piece of operating
equipment, that equipment usually must
be shut down and taken out of produc-
tion as well as its feeder units. Likewise,
when an inspection is made of any part
of a mine, production must cease in that
part of the mine. I feel that adequate
inspection, be it by a Federal or State
inspector or by the mine boss himself, is
absolutely necessary if we are to improve
safe operating conditions. However, I
caution you, it is conceivably possible
that too frequent inspections can border
on the badger game, and used as a
weapon to compleiely stifie production.
This would be a tragedy at this time
when we realize that 90 percent of our
defense industry is energized by coal.
When we had our hearings last year on
the bill then before us, the danger was
frequently pointed out that an ever-
enlarging inspection service might be
created, and in fact was contemplated,
by which it might be possible to seriously
hinder our coal production in this coun-
try, due to too frequent and unnecessary
inspections.

This undesirable possibility has been
eliminated from this bill in that it is rea-
sonable to assume that the Director of the
Bureau of Mines will exercise his discre-
tionary powers granted under this hill, to
see to it that inspections are not made
when not necessary. As a matter of fact,
it would be physically impossible for the
Bureau of Mines to make such “too fre-
quent inspections” with the staff of in-
spectors contemplated under this legisla-
tion. I know that this was not the
intention of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. FLaANNERY] when he drafted
this bill. This explains his readiness and
his willingness to amend section 2, as will
be done later this afternoon. But I am
disturbed, Mr. Chairman, by the following
demand, submitted by the international
policy committee of the United Mine
Workers of America to the operators’
committee, with whom they are now in
conference in New York, under date of
March 11, and which reads as follows:

The mine workers propose that in this con-
tract there be written a clause that will give
the right to a safety committee of mine work-
ers to inspect any mining operation, and when
dangerous and menacing conditions are found
to authorize the men to refrain from work
until eonclusive inspection and findings are
made by the State and Federal authorities.
In addition, this clause shall permit the inter-
national union, United Mine Workers of
Amerlca, to authorize mourning perlods for
the dead in our industry, during which period
such coal production shall cease.

Mr. Chairman, if the miners insist upon
that clause being written into the con-
tract now being negotiated, then I fail to
see why they should insist, as they are,
upon the passage of this bill. Likewise, if
that clause is agreed to, then I sincerely
hope that the miners will exercise good
judgment—and I do not wish to impugn
anyone’s motives—in not demanding
more inspections by the officials of the
Federal Bureau of Mines than they can
adequately provide. You can readily see
that in passing this bill today, and if this
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clause is agreed to, that you are setting
up the legislative machinery for provid-
ing for one or more Federal inspectors
for every single mine in the United States,
if you carry this point to absurdity. I
know that that is not the desire of this
Congress in giving its approval to this
legislation.

After all, let us use judgment in safety,
as in all else, for the welfare of our fellow
man, [Applause.]

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr, Ran-
poLpH], a member of the committee,

Mr. RANDOLPH, Mr, Chairman, I
think it appropriate to say that the prin-
ciple of this legislation was first em-
bodied in the bill presented by the pres-
ent distinguished Governor of West Vir-
ginia, M. M. Neely, then a Member of the
Senate of the United States, I think it
also appropriate that it is another West
Virginian, our own sincere chairman of
the Committee on Mines and Mining,
who brings this measure with a unani-
mous committee report to the floor of the
House.

Let us remember that during the Sev-
enty-fifth Congress this measure, in dif-
ferent form but with the same principle
embodied in it, passed the Senate of the
United States unanimously. There was
8 sincere effort by Members of this body
to bring the measure to the floor during
the last session. At one time or another
there were as many as 215 Members of
this House who signed the petition which
was on the Speaker’s desk.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Somers] has spoken about his shortcom-
ings. May I say that I am certain that
one of those is not that he is not fair, be-
cause I have found him, as I have found
the chairman of our committee, desir-
ous of bringing out legislation which will
in the last analysis aid in the solution of
what we know as a very serious problem
in the mining industry of the United
States,

I believe that on both sides of the aisle
we should remember that in the final
stages of the consideration of this legis-
lation the Republican members and the
Democratic members sat all day long,
from morning until evening, refining this
measure, which comes today very logi-
cally, may I say also, under the sponsor-
ship of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. FLannNERY], who has given a great
deal of study to this subject.

In the United States there are ap-
proximately 437,000 bituminous - coal
miners and approximately 93,000 an-
thracite-coal miners, making a total of
some 530,000 coal miners in the United
States. The figures of 1939, which are
the last authentic ones we have, indicate
that in the State of West Virginia at
the present time there are about 104,000
bituminous-coal miners.

That mountain domain is first in the
production of bituminous coal in the
United States. In 1940 we had a tonnage
of approximately 127,000,000 that was
brought from the earth to the surface
to go into industry, commerce, and busi-
ness; to turn the wheels of an America
that we know increasingly today is being
tuned to our national-defense program.
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Coal is playing a vital part in the
defense industries of the country. Coal
certainly is basic in times like these. Any
action this Congress can take looking to-
ward the increased safety and health of
the men who labor in the mines, those
individuals who go beneath the surface
of the earth to work in highly hazardous
employment, will be commendable,

As has been said, in 1940 about 1,400
coal miners lost their lives, This figure
was larger than that in the year 1939.

In taking my seat, I once again com-
pliment the chairman of the House Com-
mittee on Mines and Mining and all
those who have worked with him, in-
cluding the present sponsor of the bill.
There is brought to this House a measure
which we know ultimately will be for the
benefit of those who labor in the mines
and of the mine owners themselves.
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
New York [Mr, Fisu].

Mr. FISH. Mr, Chairman, the need
for this legislation can best be shown by
reading this Associated Press clipping
from this afternoon'’s paper:

Revioc, PA, March 13—Four men were
killed early today by an explosion in the
Monroe Coal Mine Co.'s mine in this western
Pennsylvanla community a few miles from
Johnstown.

State Mine Inspector William Lamont
tentatively attributed the explosion to an
accumulation of gas.

I hope the bill before us will be passed
unanimously and enacted into law with-
out delay. The need for this type of legis-
lation must be apparent to all, [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia, Mr,
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from West Virginia [Mr. KeE].,

Mr. KEE., Mr. Chairman, the State of
West Virginia is interested intensely in
this hill. West Virginia produces more
bituminous coal each year than any other
State in the Union. At the same time it
has been argued that West Virginia, pos-
sibly, has the best coal-mining inspection
laws now in existence, although our
friends in Pennsylvania have a splendid
system of coal-mine inspection.

When this bill was first introduced in
May 1939, the argument then used against
the measure was that it called merely for
a duplication of service already provided
by the laws of the different States of the
Union in which there were coal mines.
At that time, I am frank to say, I thought
there was virtue in this argument. I
have since revised my opinion. The bill
calls for cooperation in a service, not du-
plication.

The bill was passed by the Senate but
was immediately held up in the House
committee for many, many months.

If there is any objection I would urge
against anything in connection with this
measure at the present time, it would be
the objection that it was not enacted and
written into law within a very short time
after it was introduced in the House and
within a short time after it was passed by
the Senate. I have no criticism, however,
to offer of the Mines and Mining Com-
mittee of the House. I believe the chair-
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man and the members of that committee
have been diligent and I recognize the
difficulties under which they have la-
bored. We are grateful today that they
have succeeded in getting this bill to the
floor and I congratulate them upon the
result of their labors. I wish to comment,
however, upon events which oeccurred
shortly after the measure was proposed.

After this bill was introduced in May
1939, and within a pericd of 14 months,
in my State and the States of Kentucky,
Ohio, and Pennsylvania, we had a succes-
sion of mine disasters which clearly indi-
cated the pressing need for the passage
of this legislation or some other cura-
tive and preventative legislation of like
character. In my congressional district
in the State of West Virginia, within 30
miles from my home town on January 1,
1940, there was an explosion in the mines
at Bartley, McDowell County, in which
there were 91 miners Kkilled, leaving 70
widows and 154 orphan children. In
Kentucky, just a few days or weeks be-
fore, at a place called Providence, there
was an explosion in which 28 miners
were killed, leaving 23 widows and 50
children without anyone to take care of
them except, possibly, the charity of the
State. At Willow Grove, Ohio, on March
16, 1940, while this bill was in commit-
tee, there were 72 men killed, leaving 59
widows and 117 children. At Portage,
Pa., on July 15, 1940, there was an ex-
plosion in which 63 men were killed, leav-
ing 34 widows and 108 children. And
I could go on and on and call your atten-
tion to other disasters in this industry,
some of which might have been obviated
by an inspection such as is provided for
in this bill.

Upon the record is the appalling fact
that within 14 months after the intro-
duction of this bill, and while it was
pending, and while we were debating the
advisability of enacting it into law, we
had accidents in which over 400 miners
were killed; and these unfortunate men
left 186 widows and 429 children to be
taken care of by the workmen’s compen-
sation laws of the States in which these
accidents occured, or, failing this, to be
clothed and fed by charity,

I cannot say—no man can say—to
what extent the accidents I have men-
tioned would have been prevented had
the pending act been in operation and
the mines involved had bheen subject to
Federal inspection. I do say, however,
that if this act will serve to prevent in
any one year just one accident of the
magnitude of any I have mentioned, then
its passage will have been fully justified.

There has really been but one argu-
ment ever urged against this measure.
It has been urged that this act will simply
provide for a duplication of the service
already rendered by the State mine in-
spectors. This argument is without
foundation. The pending bill specifically
provides that the Federal inspectors shall
cooperate with the inspection service of
the State. Under its terms the State
mine inspection service will continue to
function independently of Federal con-
trol. Once each year, however, or at
such other times as a condition or emer-
gency may justify it, the State serviece
will be called upon to cooperate with



1941

Federal authorities in the inspection of a
mine. There will be neither usurpation
nor conflict of authority.

Mr. Chairman, men who go down into
the depths of our coal mines to earn a
living for themselves and their wives and
children are entitled to every safeguard
that we can by law throw around them.
Under the best of conditions their lives
are filled with dangers and hardship. In
these later years we of this Congress have
been doing much to make the living con-
ditions of the miners and their families
better and happier. We have still far to
go. Right now, however, in addition to
what we may have done to improve the
miner’s condition outside the mine, let us
pass this bill and improve his chance for
life inside the mine. I hope, Mr. Chair-
man, this bill will be enacted into law.
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
1 yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Lanpis].

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, the coal
mining industry has been marked with a
great loss of life because of hazardous
conditions, Most of the mine accidents
in the coal mines are caused by the fall
of rock and the explosion of gas and coal
dust collected in the underground work-
ings. Former accidents are attributed
generally to a lack of support, a lack of
ventilation, a lack of rock dust and a lack
of proper mine inspection. Despite every-
thing that has been done by the United
States Bureau of Mines and State min-
ing rules and regulations, there were six
major explosions in the United States last
year. Fourteen hundred twenty miners
lost their lives and there were 45,000 in-
juries in 1940.

The accident record of the coal mines
of the United States in 1940 is one which
must be given serious thought and rela-
tively quick action if the coal mining in-
dustry of this country is to be saved the
stigma of a national scandal.

The United States Bureau of Mines has
been handicapped in years past. By en-
acting this mine inspection bill, we will
give the Bureau of Mines authority and
an adequate number of inspectors and
engineers to complete the job.

As a former member of the mine rescue
team in the State of Indiana and as a
representative from the Indiana coal
mining section, I believe a bill of this kind
will help reduce the loss of life and the
number of accidents in the coal mining
industry, and I am happy to accord legis-
lation of this nature my wholehearted
cooperetion and support.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. Yes.

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has
made a cplendid statement. In Indiana
we have a very splendid mine inspection
law. In the event of the passage of this
bill and its beccming law, would that con-
flict with the operation of our law in the
State of Indiana?

Mr. LANDIS, It would not conflict at
all.

Mr, SPRINGER. And upon whom
would the responsibility of carrying out
the provisions of this law fall?
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Mr. LANDIS. The responsibility would
fall upon the United States Bureau of
Mines to make annual inspections.

Mr., SMITH of Ohio. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LANDIS. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Do I understand
the gentleman to say that in the event
this bill becomes law and in the event of
a mining accident, the responsibility for
that accident would be placed at the door
of the Bureau of Mines or the Interior
Department?

Mr. LANDIS. Not the responsibility,
but the Bureau of Mines will have the
equipment, and it will have the right kind
of mine inspectors and mining engineers,
and it will take the responsibility of going
into the mines and seeing that they are
inspected at least once a year,

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. Let us put this
proposition. Suppose a mine is inspected
by both the United States Bureau of
Mines and by the State mine inspectors.
An explosion oceurs or an accident takes
place. Then we will suppose action is
brought against the corporation owning
the mine and it is decided by the court
that there has been inadequate inspec-
tion. Upon which department, the Fed-
eral or the State department, will fall the
responsibility for inadequate inspection?

Mr, LANDIS. I believe the United
States Bureau of Mines will only be re-
sponsible for making annual inspections
and reports on its findings.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Is there any-
thing in this bill which would indicate
that that responsibility will fall upon the
Federal Bureau of Mines?

Mr, LANDIS. The authority to inspect.
The Bureau of Mines are fully equipped
and they know their business, and it is
better to use a bureau with experience
than some other department of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. FLANNERY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, . Xes.

Mr. FLANNERY. Might it not be said
with propriety that responsibility would
lie with the agency that is responsible for
enforcement, which is the State, inas-
much as the Federal Bureau of Mines is
there in an advisory capacity?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Then no respon-
cibility whatscever would fall on the Fed-
eral Bureau of Mines? It is merely acting
in an advisory capacity?

Mr. LANDIS. That is right.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has expired.

Mr, ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I yield the gentleman 1 minute more,

Mr. HARNESS. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. Yes.

Mr. HARNESS. The gentleman is on
the Mining Committee?

Mr. LANDIS. Yes.

Mr. HARNESS. And has given a great
deal of study to this legislation. Is it
not a fact that labor organizations other
than the coal miners have endorsed and
are sponsoring this legislation?

Mr. LANDIS. Speaking for Indiana,
all of the labor organizations in Indiana
that I have contacted are willing to co-
operate in this legislation. [Applause.]
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has expired.

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. MurDocK].

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the REcoRD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr, Chairman, as a
member of the House Mines and Mining
Committee, I was pleased to favor this
measure in the committee and am glad
to support it now in final passage. It
has been quite properly pointed out that
this bill is very different from the bill
which we had before the committee in
the Seventy-sixth Congress and I think
that difference has been made clear. I
fear some Members may feel, inasmuch
as this is a middle-of-the-road measure,
it is not all that is to be desired. I
think the gentleman was correct in say-
ing that it is a compromise or a middle-
of-the-road measure, and in my judg-
ment it has benefited by a change of
character.

Some years ago Congress gave more
money to the Bureau of Mines for their
work than we have been doing in recent
years, and during those former years of
greater congressional generosity the Bu-
reau did a splendid safety work, largely
educational in character. Recent cur-
tailment of appropriations to that won-
derful agency of the Government resulted
I think in loss of life. As I view this
measure it seeks to restore the Bureau's
effectiveness which was lessened by a
false economy.

It is true that we are a bit slow when
we consider the casualties in 1939 and
1940, but now, at the beginning of this
great defense program in which coal
plays so large a part, I think this bill
comes somewhat timely to prevent many
accidents and casualties such as have oe-
currec during the last 2 or 3 years. I
hope the House will see fit to pass the
bill at once and unanimously.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of thsa
gentleman from Arizona has expired.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I yield the gentleman 1 addi-
tinal minut.e

Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr, MURDOCK. I yield.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. The
gentleman realizes, dces he not, that
safety in mining has been increasing
each year due to the splendid work of
the Bureau of Mines?

Mr., MURDOCK. Yes, viewed over a
long period, but perhaps of late years
its possible effectiveness Lias been lowered
by smaller appropriations.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. While it
is true there were five major disasters
in 1840, were it not for those disasters
1940 would have been the safest year in
the history of mining in this country.
Incidentally, the month of January this
year has the greatest safety record ever
recorded in the mining industry.

Mr. MURDOCK. It ic the educational
feature embodied in this bill, placing the
responsibility on the Bureau of Mines,
that will still further increase that
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safety record. That is one benefit of
this measure.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. The
gentleman agrees, then, that safety is
pretty much a question of education and
cooperation rather than legislation?

Mr, MURDOCK. I think that is the
sentiment of the committee and is em-
bodied in the measure. [Applause.]

[Fere the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. FENTON].

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, having
been born and raised in the anthracite
coal region of Pennsylvania, having
worked in the coal mines myself, my
friends and relatives all being mine work-
ers or dependent on coal mining for a
living, it is but natural that I am in favor
of any legislation that will benefit them.

I am not going to attempt to tell the
membership of this House about the
hazards of coal mining. All of you know
very well that it is the most hazardous
of all occupations. All of you know the
terrible calamities that have occurred in
the past year or 18 months, with the ac-
companying toll of death, its resultant
increase of widows and orphans, the
hardships preduced financially and eco-
nomically by all concerned.

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of any
constructive legislation that will assist
and help those who have to go into the
bowels of the earth to mine coal. They
are entitled to the best laws we can give
to assure a limiting of the death and ac-
cident rate to a minimum; to raise the
standards of safety and health; to pre-
vent, or at least try to prevent, anthra-
cosis, commonly called miner's asthma.
I am sure that any of you who are famil-
iar with this terrible disease will agree
that it is a worthwhile effort. As a phy-
sician I have been called upon to ftreat
injured miners and victims of asthma.
No other occupation causing traumatic
injuries produces the crippled conditions
that come from the coal mines. Only
war itself preduces injuries that approxi-
mate those of the mines. I have had ex-
perience with both.

I represent the Thirteenth Congres-
sional District of Pennsylvania, a district
whose entire population is dependent
upon anthracite coal mining. I come
from a State whose mining laws are ac-
knowledged as the best in the United
States. The mine inspectors and their
examination are unsurpassed. We do
not say that the enactment of this bill
will eliminate all accidents, but if it will
save one life or reduce other accidents,
nonfatal accidents, it will have done a
good job. We all have confidence in the
United States Bureau of Mines.

I am sure the Bureau of Mines with its
capable Director, Dr. Sayers, will coop-
erate with the various State mining
heads. Therefore I appeal to the mem-
bership to support us in passing H. R.
2082.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, FENTON. I yield.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I think the gentle-
man would want to bring to the com-

mittee the feeling that in the adminis- .

tration of this new program not so-called
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politically appointed inspectors but men
who have qualified by their training and
experience will be appointed.

Mr, FENTON. That is correct. I just
want to call attention to the news item
that my colleague from New York [Mr,
Fisul reported, where four men were
killed early today by an explosion in the
Monroe Coal Mine Co.’s mine in western
Pennsylvania. Perhaps this is another
reason why this bill should be enacted.
Revloc is only a mile or two from the
home town of our colleague from Penn-
sylvania, Mr. TIBBOTT.

I am sure that the mining industry as
a whole will appreciate the enactment
of this bill. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. WINTER].

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Chairman, I could
spend the 5 minutes allotted to me in
talking to you about the hazards of coal
mining and telling you about how many
widows and children I have seen stand-
ing at the mouth of a mine. It is fine for
you gentlemen to get up here and make
speeches of that kind. I do not blame
you for it. I can do the same thing. I
have been a coal miner in my early days.
I come from district No. 14 of the United
Mine Workers of America in the State
of Kansas. I want to say to you here
and now there is a great deal more to
this situation than passing legislation
and sending somebody into a mine to in-
spect it, and especially as it is under this
bill. I do not want to be misunderstood.
I am for this bill; I am going to vote for
it: but I am voting for it knowing when
I do that it is not going to stop one single
solitary explosion in a mine or prevent
thc death of one single coal miner unless
the coal miners themselves and the oper-
ators are willing to cooperate and work
with the Bureau of Mines and follow out
their findings and their suggestions. I
happen to know that coal miner after
coal miner has had an opportunity in
the United States to go to meetings held
by the Bureau of Mines, to study and to
read and to learn something about the
hazardous conditions under which they
are working and the manner in which
they can protect themselves. But do
they go? No. If you doubt my state-
ment on that get in touch with the Bu-
reau of Mines and find out how many
meetings they have attempted to hold in
various places and you will find that they
have advertised such meetings, sent
highly paid experts from the Bureau of
Mines to these meetings, capable of ex-
plaining conditions to the coal miners,
and only two or three out of possibly five
or six hundred working in the mine would
show up to find out what they could learn
to help protect their own lives.

I have been a coal miner. I have
worked in the coal mines and I say to you
that I know whereof I speak, that a great
many of the accidents in these coal mines
are caused by the carelessness of the men
working in the mines. Until that condi-
tion is changed and until a condition is
brought about where the coal miner can

be made to realize the seriousness of the -

conditions under which he is working,
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you will never stop these explosions by
passing legislation.

Let me impress upon you that we are
embarking upon something that is going
to be a colossal undertaking unless we
insist on close cooperation between the
various State mine-inspection bureaus
and the Federal Bureau of Mines. Un-
le:s this is done we shall see every State
mine-inspection department start to dis-
integrate. This bill provides that very
cooperation, and I sincerely trust that
Members on this floor and Members of
the House generally will see to it and
insist that their State mine-inspection
bureaus are kept intact and that they
cooperate with the Federal Bureau of
Mines.

In the British Isles, Great Britain,
there are 2,000 coal mines. You could
set Great Britain within the four bound-
ary lines of the State of Kansas and have
a lot left over. Let me remind you, how-
ever, that Great Britain has a force of
160 inspectors to inspect the mines in
that compact district where the same
atmospheric condition affects ail the
mines and where the mines are all about
the same depth, where the mines produce
the same kind of coal. These mines are,
as I say, in one small, compact district,
whereas in this country 26 States produce
coal, and there are from 6,000 to 10,000
coal mines. It is costing Great Britain
$1,500,000 a year to inspect the mines in
that one little territory. What is it
going to do to us if we let these State laws
get away from us? We have many State
bureaus that are competent, and they are
doing a good job. They can do this work
as well as the Federal Bureau of Mines,
and I am sure if we will all keep in mind
the necessity of maintaining the State
mine bureaus and the necessity of coop-
eration between State and Federal agen-
cies we can and will prevent mine acci-
dents from happening; but unless we do
the miners are not going to be any better
off than they are today simply by the
passing of this bill,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman,
I yield the remainder of my time to the
gentleman from Montana [Mr. O'Con-
NOR],

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Montana is recognized for 3%z
minutes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I
know a little about this matter. Iliveina
district where we have many coal mines.
I want to see those miners have every
protection and security that is possible,
I also want to call your attention to
the major disasters that occurred last
year. It was stated today that there
were 5 major explosions and accidents
during the year 1940. Let me correct
that statement by saying that in the
first 11 months of the year 1940 5
major explosions occurred in coal mines
throughout the U.ited States with a
fatality list of 267 men. This of itself
should be enough to move this Congress
to enact this legislation.

The Committee on Mines and Mining
is certainly to be congratulated for
bringing this bill before the House for
consideration. I feel that it should be
passed without a dissenting vote, and



1941

I hope it will be passed without a dis-
senting vote. I believe it to be one of
the most humanitarian measures that
has ever been brought before us for con-
sideration. These men go down into
mines that are thousands of feet deep.
They take their lives in their hands from
the moment they enter those cages and
are lowered to the places where they
perform their daily tasks. This bill will
not be excessively expensive for the rea-
sons which appear in the report to which
I call your attention. The following in
the report of the committee covers the
case as to administration:

The bill does not contemplate the estab-
lishment of & Federal inspection system
superseding or duplicating the work of loecal
safety ageneles in those States which have
established adequate inspection systems of
their own, but on the contrary it provides
for full and complete cooperation with these
agencies to the end that there may be no
wasteful overlapping of effort.

Mr. Chairman, I am for this bill and
will vote for it, as I think it will help to
safeguard the lives of our coal miners.
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield the remainder of my
time to the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. EpMIsTON].

"Mr. EDMISTON. Mzy. Chairman, in
answer to the charge particularly empha-
sized in the last session of Congress of
duplication of services by the Pederal
Bureau of Mines as against the existing
State mine departments in the various
States, there occurred to me one point
that I do not believe has thus far been
brought out. Coal mining is the basic
industry of West Virginia. The mine in-
spectors of West Virginia learned the
mining industry by working in the mines
of their own State. They are then by
the Governor of the State appointed as
State mine inspectors. With all due re-
spect to thece men, many very high class,
honest men, it is more or less human that
if a man is inspecting his boss' mine,
under whom he Iearned his profession, he
is not going to be very tough on the boss.
Federal inspectors will secure their posi-
tfons under civil service. I believe they
will do a more efficient job than the State
inspectors. I am, however, happy to see
this bill on the floor today and with ap-
parently no opposition to ifs passage,
when in the last session of Congress,
although our distinguished present Gov-
ernor of West Virginia, then our United
States Senator from West Virginia, se-
cured its passage in the Senate by unani-
mous consent, we were never able to get a
vote on the measure in this body.

I am mighty glad that it is in this posi-
tion, because my colleague, the distin-
guishred chairman of the Committee on
Mines and Mining [Mr. SmitH of West
Virginial was eriticized and misunder-
stood about this same legislatien in the
last sessionr of Congress, and I am happy
to see it being passed almost by unani-
mous consent under his direetion.

A few days ago in this House we voted
funds and the Speaker appointed a com-
niittee to investigate the recent air aeci-
dents that have happened in our country.
The same condition exists in our mining
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industry in this country. I believe there
are too many unnecessary accidents in
our mining industry, that supervision by
the United States Bureau of Mines will
greatly remedy the situation, and that
the industry will go ahead and prosper
with many less acecidents.

I want to leave another thought with
you. We talk about expansion of the
Federal Bureau of Mines, but I think it
should be expanded. As has been said
before, the State of West Virginia pro-
duces more bituminous coal than any
other State in the Union, yet there is not
a branch office of the United States
Bureau of Mines in all the State of West
Virginia. There is ample opportunity for
excellent work by these skilled men of
the United States Department of Mines
to function where the coal is being mined.
In the new Federal building, nearing
completion in Mount Hope, W. Va., space
has been provided for a branch of the
United States Department of Mines. I
have called on the Appropriation Com-
mittee to provide funds for this office and
shall again appear before that committee
in the very near future with more evi-
dence of the necessity for this branch.
The location in Mount Hope has been ap-
proved by all of the coal associations in
that seetion of West Virginia. There is
plenty of safety work to be done in all
the territory swrrounding Mount Hope.
The United States Bureau of Mines has
asked for this station. The quarters will
soon be available and I feel sure that
Congress will provide the necessary funds
in the Interior Department appropria-
tion bill so that this most important sta-
tion, in the heart of the world’s biggest
and best coal field, may start functioning
in the near future in Mount Hope, W. Va.

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex-~
pired. The Clerk will read the bill fer
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior is hereby authorized and em-
powered to make or cause to be made annual
inspections and investigations in coal mines
the products of which regularly enter com-
merce or the operations of which substan-
tially affect commerce—

(a) For the purpose of obtaining infor-
mation relating to health and safety condi-
tions in such mines, the causes of accidents
involving bodily injury or loss of life in such
mines, or the causes of occupational diseases
originating in such mines.

(b) For the purpose of obtaining informa-
tion relating to health and safety conditions
in such mines, the causes of accidents in-
volving bodily iInjury or loss of life in such
mines, or the eauses of occupational diseases
originating in such mines, as a basis for de-
termining the most effective manner in which
the publie funds made available for the pro-
tection or advancement of health or safety
in coal mines, and for the prevention or re-
lief of accidents or occupational diseases
therein may be expended for the accomplish-
ment of such objects.

(e} For the purpose of obtaining infor-
mation relating to health and safety eondi-
tions in such mines, the causes of accidents
involving bedily injury or loss of life in such
mines, or the causes of occupational diseases
originating in such mines, as a basis for the
preparation and dissemination of reports,
studies, statistics, and other educational ma-
terials pertaining to the protection or ad-
vancement of health or safety in coal mines
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and to the prevention ar relef of accidents or
ocecupational diseases in coal mines.

(d) For the purpose of cbiaining informa-
tion relating to accidents involving bodily in-
Jury or less of life in sueh mines or relating
to occupational diseases originating in such
mines, to be transmitted to the Bureau of the
Census for use in connection with the prep-
aration and compilation of the various census
reports.

(e} For the purpose of obtaining informa-
tion relating to health and safety conditions
in such mines, the causes of accidents in-
volving bodily injury or less of life in such
mines, or the causes of occupational diseases
originating in such mines, to be transmitted
to the Congress for its consideration in con-
nectfon with legislative matters involving
health and safety conditions, accidents, or
occupational diseases in coal mines.

(f) The Secretary of the Interior, or any
agency of government which he may use in
carrying out the provisions of this act, shall
cooperate with the Bureau of Mines, or other
safety agency, in the respective Btates and
Territories, and shall report the acts of him-
self, or such agencies, to the State and Ter-
ritorial bureaus or safety agencies. He, or
such agency of government as may be used
by him, shall give notice of all inspee-
tions to such State or Territorial bureaus or
agencies and afford an opportunity for their
representatives to assist in such inspeetions.
All inspections made by the Secretary of the
Interior, or any agency of government which
he may use, shall not be in viclation of any
State, Territorial, or Federal law,

Mr. MOSER (interrupting the reading
of section 1). Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
permit the Clerk to conclude the reading
of section 1 of the bill.

iII'I‘I-ua Clerk continued the reading of the
bill.

Mr. MOSER (interrupting the reading
of section 1). Mr. Chairman, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it,

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I had
intended to offer an amendment. If we
are going to proceed with the reading of
the bill beyond the point where I asked
to strike out the last word, we will have
passed that point.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
have an opportunity to offer an amend-
ment after the Clerk reads section 1.

The Clerk concluded the reading of
section 1 of the bilL

The Clerk read the following committee
amendments:

Page 1, line 3, affer the word “Interior”,
insert “acting through the United States
Bureau of Mines.”

Page 1, line 5, after the word “annual”,
insert “or necessary.”

Page 2, line 5, after the word “mines”, in-
sert “whenever such health or safety con-
ditions, accident, or occupational diseases
burden or obstruct commerce or threaten to
burden or obstruct commerce.”

Page 3, strike out lines 17 to 24,

Page 4, strike out lines 1 to 5, all of sub-
section (f).

The committee amendments were
agreed to. .

Mr, MOSER. Mr, Chairman, I offer an
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Moser: Page 2,
line 15, after “prevention”, strike out “or
relief.”
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Page 8, line 1, strike out *or relief”; line
2, after ‘‘diseases”, insert “among"; after
“coal”, change "mines” to “miners.”

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, the loose
construction of the language in this bill
is something that we did give considera-
tion to in the Committee on Mines and
Mining last year, and wherever the word
“relief,” as applied in the bill that we
kept in that committee was contained,
among other objectives it obviously was
calculated that the bill instead of pre-
venting accidents in mines and protect-
ing the safety of the men who go into
the bowels of the earth and mine coal
for the comfort of mankind and the
utility of industry was intended for
other purposes.

In the month of December, when we
were in recess, with that in view, I took
the Keller bill and made some changes,
which I handed to the distinguished
chairman, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. Smite], expecting him to in-
troduce it, which he did not do, and
introduced the original Neely bill, as I
understand it; whereupon I introduced
the altered bill myself, and it happened
to be introduced on the same day that
my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Frannery] introduced this bill. That
bill is H. R. 2090.

Now, in the verbiage and language of
a bill of tt..s kind, we all know, we all
understand, and I know that the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, Congressman
FrLannery will readily understand that a
coal mine is not afflicted with a disease
and that occupational diseases are not a
part of the real estate and physical
property of a coal mine. So I feel that
the term “relief” in that bill does not
belong in there. I feel that with the
Workmen's Compensation Acts that are
enacted and in operation in the different
States, relief is no part of this bill and
should not be a part of this bill, the
same as I feel that occupational diseases
are not a realty affliction, for which I be-
lieve my neighbor and colleague and
good friend, Dr. FENTON, can find a nos-
trum. I think we should confine it to
the men who dig the coal, and I trust
the committee will adopt these two
amendments.

Mr. FLANNERY. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, after an accident the
Bureau of Mines comes in and assists in
locating the bodies, removing the bodies,
clearing debris and cooperating insofar
as possible with the State agency. That
is the thought considered in connection
with the use of the word “relief.”

With reference to the other cmend-
ment, anyone who has had any contact
with the mining industry knows that
anthracosis and industrial pneumcnia
are very common in their effects upon
the constitution and are very devastat-
ing and widespread in the industry. I
respectfully submit that it is an impor-
tant part of the bill, and the amendment
offered by the gentleman should be de-
feated. [Applause.l

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania,
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The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. Moser) there
were—ayes 4, noes 52,

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec, 2. The Secretary of the Interior is
further authorized and empowered to make
or cause to be made the Inspections and
investigations provided for in section 1 of
this act at other than annual intervals in
either of the following situations:

(a) Upon the occurrence of an accident
Involving bodily injury or loss of life in a
mine subject to the provisions of section 1;

(b) Upon the submission to the Secretary
of the Interior of a petition signed by a
majority of the underground workers in a
mine subject to the provisions of section 1,
or signed by the authorized employee repre-
sentatives of a majority of the underground
workers in such a mine, or signed by the
collective-bargaining representative of a ma-
Jority of the underground workers in such
mine;
if the circumstances of the accident or the
facts disclosed in the petition indicate that
the making of such inspections or investi-
gations In the mine concerned will be in
furtherance of the purposes of this act.

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I offer a committee amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr.
Smrre of West Virginia: On page 4, begin-
ning in line 6, strike out all of section 2 and
insert the following:

“Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior, act-
ing through the United States Bureau of
Mines, is further authorized and empowered
to make or cause to be made the inspections
and Investigations provided for in section 1
of this act at other than annual intervals
at any time in his discretion when the mak-
ing of such inspections or investigations in
the mine concerned will be in furtherance of
the purposes of this act.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to pay a tribute
to the distinguished gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. Smara], against
whom vituperation and abuse was hurled
with a number of invectives last year be-
cause that bill remained in the Commit-
tee on Mines and Mining. The bill was
ostensibly designed for other purposes.
As I mentioned a minute ago, it was not
a bill that was calculated to be of benefit
to the peopie whom I believe the entire
Congress would be willing to benefit and
help and relieve in any case of distress.

After the distinguished gentleman from
New York [Mr. Somers] presented the
report of the subcommittee I went to the
executive session of the committee, hav-
ing given to the chairman of the commit-
tee, the gentleman from West Virginia
[Mr, Smite], the assurance that I would
move to report the bill out. There was
opposition to the acceptance of the re-
port as filed by the gentleman from New
York as chairman of the subcommittee,
but it was adopted. Immediately a mem-
ber of the committee moved to report the
bill out with the recommendation that it
pass. On that the committee dead-
locked. The same gentleman immedi-
ately moved to report the bill out without
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the recommendation that it pass, and the
committee again deadlocked.

The gentleman from West Virginia
[Mr, SmiTH] in no way merits the invee-
tives that were hurled in his direction,
nor does any member of the subcom-
mittee that was headed by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SoMERs], nor does
any member of the Committee on Mines
and Mining, nor does any Member of the
Congress of the United States. None of
them is in any degree responsible, as
was abusively charged by John L. Lewis
in some of the intemperate and ill-ad-
vised letters he sent to Members of Con-
gress stating that the Members of the
Congress of the United States are re-
sponsible for the butchery that continues
in the coal mines. That kind of letter
came to us.

I served as a member of the Committee
on Mines and Mining without having so-
licited membership thereon. I was taken
off the Committee on Mines and Mining
without resigning or requesting that I be
taken off that committee. I know that
a great many Members of the House are
under the delusion that once you are on
a committee you can stay on it until you
resign or go to another committee of
your own choice. That was my delusion,
until I found that I had been taken off
the committee. I feel that I know ex-
actly where in Pennsylvania politics to
put my finger on the pulse of that situa-
tion. However, that is something with
which T do not propose to burden the
House as a matter of any imposition on
my part. Having been placed on that
committee without my solicitation, I
would have as cheerfully resigned. The
opportunity to resign is a courtesy that
I believed was accorded to every Mem-
ber of the House until removal was forced
on me in a manner that I resented, for
prejudiced reasons.

In absolving the gentleman from West
Virginia [Mr. SmitH], however, may I say
that pressure came from an unnamed
source in this House to keep that bill in
committee. As a member of the com-
mittee, I assure you that effort was not
given any consideration by the mem-
bers, as far as I was able to observe, and
that pressure did not come from the
chairman of the Committee on Mines
and Mining,

I have acted in good faith in offering
an amendment which I felt should clarify
the language. The committee has- de-
cided against me, and I abide by the
will of the majority. [Applause.]

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr, Chairman, I
move to strike out the last two words.

Mr. Chairman, I am for the passage of
this legislation today for two reasons.
First, I believe it should pass on its merits.
E&cond, I am interested in its sponsor-

p.

In 1918, when I was discharged from
the Army of the United States, I was em-
ployed for a time in Carlisle, Pa. Soon
after my arrival I hung my hat in a
boarding house operated by a charming
old lady whom we knew as Mother
Schenck. A fellow boarder of mine was
a young student then studying law in
Dickenson College. We often discussed
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the pros and cons of the day. I meet
him here today on the floor of this House
for the first time in 23 years. He is a
Democrat; I am a Republican, His name
is HarorLp FLANNERY, sponsor of H. R.
2082. Good luck to you, Harold! [Ap-
plause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior, or any
duly authorized representative of the Secre-
tary, shall be entitled to admission to any
coal mine the products of which regularly
enter commerce or the operations of which
substantially affect commerce, for the pur-
pose of making any inspection or investiga-
tion authorized under section 1 or section 2
of this act.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page B, line 1, after “Interior”, insert “act-
ing through the United States Bureau of
Mines.”

Line 3, strike out *“the Secretary” and in-
sert “such Bureau."

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 4. Any owner, lessee, agent, manager,
superintendent, or other person baving con-
‘trol or supervision of any coal mine subject
to the provisions of section 1 or section 2 of
this act who willfully refuses to admit the
Secretary of the Interior, or any duly author-
ized representative of the Secretary, to such
mine, pursuant to the provisions of section 3
of this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor
and, upon conviction thereof, shall be pun-
ished by a fine not exceeding $500 or by im-
prisonment not exceeding 60 days, or by both.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 5, line 12, strike out “willfully.”

Line 13, after “Interior”, insert “acting
through the United States Bureau of Mines.”

Line 14, strike out “the Secretary” and
insert “such Bureau.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

Mr. HEALEY. Mr. Chairman, I am
very happy to note the spirit with which
this legislation is being received by the
House this afternoon. Apparently, there
is little if any opposition to this just and
humane measure,

The coal miners are engaged in an
occupation which is, perhaps, the most
hazardous of any occupation followed by
mankind. It is high time that Congress
should insist that something be done for
the thousands of workers engaged in this
industry toward the elimination of some
of the hazards of their occupation. This
bill which makes it possible for the Bu-
reau of Mines to inspect the mines, to
make reports of unsafe and dangerous
conditions, and further to recommend to
Congress legislation for the improvement
of dangerous, unsafe, and hazardous con-
ditions.

The fatalities in this industry are
really appalling, some 1,400 men lost
their lives last year, something like 60,000
men suffered disabling and crippling in-
juries. I am gratified that Congress has
at last realized that something should
be done about such a situation. I want
to pa ytribute to the author of this bill,
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
PLANNERY ], who has worked so arduously
in this session of Congress and in the
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last session also to bring about the en-
actment of this legislation for the pro-
tection for the thousands of men en-
gaged in this hazardous work.

Mr. Chairman, I understand the aver-
age earnings of coal miners are less than
$1,000 a year. When one takes into con-
sideration the dangers they are con-
fronted with in this occupation every day
in the year we cannot escape the conclu-
sion that they are not overpaid.

Mr, O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEALEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Montana.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I would like to call
the gentleman’s attention to this fact:
The coal miners do not work the year
round. In other words, their jobs are
seasonal and if they get high wages or
what appear to be high wages, in the
end they do not receive what you would
call really high wages, because they are
not employed every day.

Mr. HEALEY. I just referred to the
fact that the average earnings of the
men engaged in this occupation is less
than $1,000 a year.

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is because it is
a seasonal occupation.

Mr. HEALEY. That is true, or because
they are not employed

[Here the gavel fell.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 5. Every owner, lessee, agent, manager,
superintendent, or other person having con-
trol or supervision of any coal mine the prod-
ucts of which regularly enter commerce or the
operations of which substantially affect com-
merce shall furnish to the Secretary of the
Interior, or to any duly authorized represent-
ative of the Secretary, upon request, complete
and correct information to the best of his
knowledge concerning any or all accidents in-
volving bodily injury or loss of life which oc-
curred in such mine during the calendar year
in which the request is made or during the
preceding calendar year.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 5, line 24, after the word “Interior”,
insert "“acting through the United States
Bureau of Mines.”

On page 6, line 1, strike out the words “the
Becretary” and insert “such Bureau.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Bec, 6. The Secretary of the Interior is
hereby authorized and directed—

' {a) To report annuall:r to the Congress,
either in sun or detailed form, the in-
formation ohtamad by him under this act, to-
gether with such findings and comments
thereon and such recommendations for legis-
lative action as he may deem proper;

{b) To compile, analyze, and publish,
either in or detailed form, the infor-
mation obtained by him under this act, to-
gether with such findings concerning the
causes of unhealthy or unsafe conditions, ac-
cidents, or occupational diseases in coal mines,
and such recommendations for the preven-
tion or amelioration of unhealthy or unsafe
conditions, accidents, or occupational diseases
in coal mines as he may deem proper;

(c) To prepare and disseminate reports,
studies, statistics, and other educational ma-
terials pertaining to the protection or ad-
vancement of health or safety in coal mines
and to the prevention or relief of accidents
or occupational diseases in coal mines;
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(d) To expend the funds made available to
him for the protection or advancement of
health or safety in coal mines, and for the
prevention or rellef of accidents or occupa-
Uonal diseases therein, in such lawful man-
ner as he may deem most effective in the light
of the information obtained under this act to
promote the accomplishment of the objects
for which such funds are granted;

(e) To transmit to the Director of the Cen-
sus, either in summary or detailed form, the
information obtained by him under this act,
for use in connection with the preparation
and compilation of the various Census re-
ports; and

(f) To make available for public inspection,
in summary and detailed form, the informa-
tion obtained under this act immediately
upon the acquisition of such information.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 6, line 7, after the word *“Interior",
insert “acting through the United States
Bureau of Mines.”

Page 7, strike out lines 14, 15, and 16, and
insert:

*{f) To make available for public inspec-
tion, either in summary or detailed form, the
information obtained under this act, as soon
as practicable after the acquisition of such
information.”

The committee amendment was agreed

.The Clerk read as follows:

Bec. 7. The Secretary of the Interior shall
devolve the execution of the provisions of this
act upon any of the existing bureaus or
agencies under the Department of the In-
terior, or may create such mnew offices or
agencies thereunder as he may deem advisable
for the execution of the provisions of this
act. In the execution of the provisions of
this act, the Secretary of the Interior may
also utilize the services of any other instru-
mentality or agency of the Federal Govern-
ment, or of any State or Territorial Govern-
ment, authorized to make investigations or
inspections pertaining to health or safety in
coal mines, if the agency or instrumentality
consents to such utilization. The Secretary
of the Interior may reimburse any such Fed-
eral agency or instrumentality for the serv-
ices rendered by it out of any funds made
available to him for the execution of the
provisions of this act.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

FPage 8, strike out lines 21 to 25, on page 7,
and line 1 to line 11, on page B, and insert;

“Sec. 1. The execution of the provisions of
this act shall devolve upon the United States
Bureau of Mines and the Secretary of the
Interior may designate other bureaus or of-
fices in the Department of the Interior to
cooperate with the United States Bureau of
Mines for such purpose. In order to pro-
mote sound and effective coordination of
Federal and local activities within the field
covered by this act, the secretary of the In-
terior, and the several bureaus and offices
under his jurisdiction, shall cooperate with
the official mine inspection or safety agencies
of the ceveral States and Territories, and, with
the consent of the proper authorities thereof,
may utilize the services of such agencies in
connection with the administration of this
act. Copies of all findings, recommendations,
reports, studies, statistics and information
made public under the authority of clauses
(b), (¢), and (f) of section 6 of this act shall,
whenever practicable, be furnished any coop-
erating State or Territorial agency which
may request the same.”

The committee amendment was agreed
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The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 8. The Secretary of the Interior may,
in his discretion, create and establish an
advisory committee to exercise consultative
functions, when required by the Secretary, in
connection with the administration of this
act. The sald committee shall be composed
of representatives of coal-mine owners and
of representatives of coal-mine workers in
equal number. The members of said com-
mittee shall be appointed by the Secretary
of the Interior without regard to the civil-
service laws, and shall receive such compen-
sation for their services as the Secretary may
fix, not to exceed 810 for each day actually
spent in the work of the committee, together
with such necessary traveling and other ex-
penses as may be allowed by the Secretary.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 9, line 5, after the word “Interior,”
insert “acting through the United States
Bureau of Mines",;

In line 7, after the word “committee” insert
“composed of not more than six members;”

In line 15 after the word *“laws" strike out
the remainder of line 15 and all of lines 16,
17, 18, and 19.

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 9. The Becretary of the Interior shall
have authority to appoint, subject to the civil-
service laws, such officers and employees as
he may deem requisite for the administration
of this act; to fix, subject to the Classification
Act of 1923, as amended, the compensation of
officers and employees so appointed; and
to prescribe the powers, duties, and respon-
sibilities of all officers and employees engaged
in the administration of this act: Provided,
however, That in the selection of persons for
appointment as coal-mine inspectors under
this act, the basic qualification shall be the
practical experience of the applicant in the
mining of coal; and in detalling coal-mine in-
spectors to the inspection and investigation

of individual mines, the basic qualification

of such inspectors shall be their previous
practical experience in the work of mining
coal in the State, district, or region where
such inspections are to be made.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 10, line 8, after the word “however"”
strike out the remainder of the line and all
of lines 4, 5, and 6 and insert: “That in the
selection of persons for appointment as coal-
mine inspectors any inspector employed shall
be an accredited engineer or the equivalent
thereto with the baslc gqualification of 6
years' practical experience in the mining of
coal.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
agreeing to the committee amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment to the committee amendment which
I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BrabLEY of
Michigan to the committee amendment:
Page 10, line 8, after the word “accredited”
insert the word “mining.”

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan., Mr,
Chairman, I shall not take much of the
time allotted to me under the 5-minute
rule, more than to say that this amend-
ment will elarify the wording of the bill.
This is a mine-inspection bill, devoted to
mine safety., Obviously the man who is
g trained mining engineer should be em-
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ployed for this work. The provision “or
the equivalent” permits the judicious
employment of the mechanical, electri-
cal, or civil, or other trained engineer
who by force of circumstances has,
through experience, qualified himself for
the job.

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, the committee accepts the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
agreeing to the amendment to the com-
mittee amendment,

The amendment to the committee
amendment was agreed to.

The committee amendment as amended
was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: Page 10, line 12,
after the word “mines”, strike out “the basic
qualification of such inspectors shall be"” and
insert “due consideration shall be given *o0.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 10. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such
sums as may be necessary for the due execu-
tion of this act.

Sec. 11. For the purposes of this act, the
term ‘“‘commerce” means trade, traffic, com-
merce, transportation, or communication be-
tween any State, Territory, possession, or the
District of Columbia and any other State,
Territory, or possession of the United States,
or between any State, Territory, possession,
or the District of Columbia and any foreign
country, or wholly within any Territory, pos-
session, or the District of Columbia, or be-
tween points in the same State if passing
through any other State or through any Ter-
ritory, possession, or the District of Columbia
or through any foreign country. For the
purposes of this act, the words “practical
experience” as applied to qualifications of
inspectors and as used in section 9 shall be
construed to mean or include 10 years' ex-
perience in a coal mine, 6 years of which
shall have been spent in cutting or mining
of coal at the face.

With the following committee amend-
ment:
Page 11, line 6, after the word “country”,

strike out the remainder of line 68 and all of
lines 7, 8, 9, and 10.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
agreeing to the committee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed
to

= l'll‘he Clerk concluded the reading of the
ill.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee will rise.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Corree of Washington, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee had had under consid-
eration the bill H. R. 2082, relating to
certain inspections and investigations in
coal mines for the purpose of obtaining
information relating to health and safety
conditions, accidents, and occupational
diseases therein, and for other purposes;
and, under House Resolution 135, he re-
ported the sane back to the House with
sundry amendments adopted in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered. Is a sepa-
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rate vote demanded upon any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put them
en gross. The question is on agreeing
to the amendments.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now is
on the engrossment and third reading of
the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be
engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

DEFENSE HOUSING

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Crarx] has been called away on an ex-
tremely important matter to his district,
and on his behalf, I call up House Reso-
lution 137, which I send to the desk and
ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 137

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop=
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to
move that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of H. R. 3486,
a bill to authorize' an appropriation of an
additional $150,000,000 for defense housing.
That after general debate, which shall be
confined to the bill and shall continue not
to exceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on Pub=-
lic Bulldings and Grounds, the bill shall be
read for amendment under the 5-minute
rule. At the conclusion of the reading of
the bill for amendment the committee shall
rise and report the same to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted,
and the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the bill and amendments
thereto to final passage without intervening
motion except one motion to recommit, with
or without instructions.

Mr, SABATH. Mr, Speaker, I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. FisH].

This is an open rule that makes in
order k. R. 3486, to authorize an appro-
priation of an additional $150,000,000 for
defense housing. At the last session the
House passed by nearly a unanimous
vote a bill that authorized the appropria-
tion of $150,000,000 for this purpose, but
due to the fact that so many new plants
have been ordered to be built in sections
far removed from densely populated dis-
tricts, it becomes necessary to provide
housing for thousands of workers. I am
pleased to state that due to the aid and
assistance of gentlemen on the left, the
committee has reported the rule, and
that very little time will be used either on
the rule or the bill, because an agreement
has been reached whereby some of the
objectionable features have been elimi-
nated. The Rules Committee spent about
6 or 8 days before reporting the rule,
They did not wish to do anything that
would be displeasing to the committee
that reported the bill; but to enable the
Rules Committee to report the hill, we
were obliged to obtain a great deal of
information that was sought by nearly
every member of the Committee on Rules.

I am indeed grateful to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Fisa] and to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HALLECK],
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minority members of the Committee on
Rules, in cooperating in reporting this
rule out. I feel that some may regard
the work of the Committee on Rules as
an encroachment on the prerogatives or
legislative function of the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds, but the
members of my committee felt it neces-
sary, as I have stated, to obtain all in-
formation on the best possible housing,
on its economic construction, and, at the
same time, to receive assurances that
sufficient rentals would be obtained from
those who are to have the benefit of these
housing facilities.

We had before us gentlemen who are
in charge of this construction and gen-
tlemen who have made the recommenda-
tions and allocations. I am pleased to
say that nearly every member of the
Rules Committee, after listening to those
splendid gentlemen—NMr. Carmody, Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Works Agency;
Mr. Palmer, Housing Coordinator; and
Mr. Melick, of the Public Buildings Ad-
ministration; and others—were satisfied
that those gentlemen are endeavoring to
do a splendid job to provide proper hous-
ing for these hundreds of thousands of
wage earners in various sections of the
country.

I feel, in view of the agreement
reached on the part of the chairman of
the committee which reported the bill,
and in view of the agreement on the part
of all members of the Rules Committee,
that the resolution will receive the unan-
imous approval of the House. It is an
open rule. Opportunity will be given,
and I understand the chairman of the
committee has agreed to offer a certain
:lxlil:endment which will be satisfactory to

In view of that, I shall conclude my
statement in the hope that the rule will
be speedily adopted and that the 2 hours
provided for general debate will not be
used, because of the arrangements and
agreements that have been entered into
eliminating the objectionable features,

I reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, this rule
comes in with a practically unanimous
report from the Committee on Rules and
from the committee which had the bill
under consideration. It simply in-
creases from $150,000,000 to $300,000,000
the amount of money to be spent on
housing to help the national-defense
program.

There are many communities, Mr.
Speaker, in which new defense works
have been set up, where they do not
have sufficient housing facilities to take
care of the workers. Therefore this is
an emergency measure fo provide houses
and homes where workers who have been
assembled in these big plants, shipyards,
and manufacturing units can bring their
families to live.

The part that I like particularly is that
it provides for homes, for family homes
and not for large apartment houses,
which, in my opinion, are generally un-
satisfactory. This bill calls for the
building of small inexpensive homes.
Where you have home owners you de-
velop Americanism and taxpayers, and
a bulwark to communism, socialism,
and radicalism. I would like to see an
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enlarged program to build American
homes, for I know of no better way to
combat the spread of communism than
by creating home owners in America.

Mr. Speaker, the only opposition that
I heard of to the bill was based upon
that section that provided for electric
refrigerators in these houses.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. 1 yield.

Mr. SABATH. I wish to inform the
gentleman, if he has not been informed,
it has been agreed upon that an amend-
ment will be offered to strike that out.

Mr. FISH. Yes; I understand. The
only opposition to the bill urged before
the Rules Committee was the fact that
the bill provided for electric refrigerators
in these homes. Most of the members
of the committee were of the opinion that
that was highly improper; that it was
unnecessary; and that if it was done it
would create a situation that amounted
to unfair competition with homes and
private houses for rent in the community.
I am glad, as a member of the Rules
Committee, that an agreement has been
reached, after very lengthy consideration,
extending into days and even weeks, to
strike out this provision and to eliminate
these electric refrigerators, which many
Members of the Congress themselves
cannot afford and do not have in their
own homes. It was a justifiable com-
plaint that we should not appropriate
money for expensive refrigerators in
these houses to be rented at $20 a month
as it would be unfair to the local com-
munities and home owners there, because
their rents would be ruined if new houses
were built by the Government provided
with electric refrigerators and other mod-
ern appliances which the people of those
communities do not have.

I hope now that there will be no op-
position to the bill. It is a defense meas-
ure, and if those homes are created it
will promote Americanism and create ad-
ditional taxpayers in the Nation.

I now yield to the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr. HaLLECK], a very hard working
and industrious member of the Rules

Committee, 10 minutes, and more if he

wants it. [Applause.]

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, as has
been suggested, I think we are all very
much agreed on this proposal and con-
vinced that it should be adopted. So
possibly, under those circumstances, no
one should take the time of the House
to discuss the proposal or what it seeks
to do. On the other hand, I am con-
vinced that at times some of these mat-
ters should be talked about and some
discussion should be had and something
should be put into the Recorp as to what
the program is and what has been ac-
complished under the act and what it
seeks to do in the future, because it is
yvet a matter of some importance to me
that we proceed to authorize an appro-
priation of another $150,000,000 out of the
Treasury of the United States.

Just the other day we had before the
House a resolution seeking to set up a
committee of Members of this House to
investigate into the progress and effi-
ciency of the over-all defense or war
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effort now being carried on by the coun-
try. I undertook to say a few things
about that proposal. One of the things
I suggested was that every legislative
committee of the House has not only the
right but the duty to audit the perform-
ance of the agencies operating under it,
to see to it that the functions of govern-
ment which have been delegated by it in
legislation that it has presented to the
House are carried out in line with the
will of the Congress. So I believe the
legislative committee having this bill in
charge should assume a continuing re-
sponsibility for the carrying out of the
work under it. 3

Back in September and October of 1940
the Congress enacted what has since be-
come known as the Lanham Act. That
act authorized the appropriation of
money for, and provided for the setting
up of, an administration to build defense
housing, to build houses at such loca-
tions as might be necessary to accom-
modate workers or laborers in defense in-
dustries, and to house regular enlisted
personnel, noncommissioned officers, as-
signed to permanent and regular estab-
lishments of the Army and Navy.

When we passed that act we had in
mind some of the experiences of World
War I. The Government did not go into
the construction of houses then as it is
now going into such construction, but
our experience at that time proved that
the carrying on of defense industry, the
manufacturing of necessary war mate-
rials, was seriously handicapped by the
lack of goed housing or sufficient hous-
ing. As a result, men did not go there
to work, or if they did go there to work
they soon became dissatisfied because of
inadequate housing. This resulted in an
immense labor turn-over and seriously
affected the efficiency of the industries
involved,

This act seeks to build houses when it
becomes apparent that they must be
built. It recognizes that first of all pri-
vate capital should be encouraged to
come in and build houses if it can pos-
sibly see its way clear to do so. Then
the other day we relaxed the provisions of
title VI of the Federal Housing Act to
the end that the Government might co-
operate with private capital in building
these houses in sc me locations where they
would be needed. But even after that is
done we find there are some of these in-
dustries so temporary in nature that it is
absolutely impossible to bring about the
construction of houses except by the di-
rect use of money out of the United States
Treasury.

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HALLECK. I yield.

Mr. HARNESS. I wonder if any in=-
vestigation has been made of the pro-
gram thus far as to whether or not the
houses that have been constructed under
the act are permanent in nature.

Mr. HALLECK. The Rules Committee,
as the chairman has said, conducted
hearings for several days. We had be-
fore us the different people' who have
charge of this program. They told us that
the type of house being built is 24 by 30
feet in dimension, does not have a base-
ment, that it is heated by a furnace on the
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ground floor, that all houses have been
of frame construction except in two loca-
tions where they used brick. I believe the
houses generally are being built in such
manner as to make them permanent
structures.

Mr. HARNESS. Under this program
are these houses sold to the workers on
coniract or are they just made available
to them for rent?

Mr. HALLECK. The houses are nof
sold to the workers, and I do not believe
there is any provision in the act that
would permit a worker to buy one of
them, The provision is for the renting
of the properties. As to whether or not
they would be purchased I do not know
because the same consideration of the
temporary character of the work or the
length of time work will be available
might prevent a worker from buying one
of the houses.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HALLECK. I yield.

Mr.SABATH. The evidence presented
to the committee also showed that some
prefabricated houses would be built in
certain localities far removed from
centers where housing can be had. These
are intended for use where housing will
be used for a short space of time and then
they can be moved to some other place.
The cost for such housing would be
limited.

Mr. HALLECK, As the chairman of
the Rules Committee states, that is being
done in some places.

We appropriated originally $150,000,000
for this program. They have allocated
the larger part of the money—I do not
remember the exact figures—to make
provision for something like 33,000 fam-
ily-type homes and 2,445 units for singie
persons. Out of that larger figure, 4,904
houses will be built for the accommoda-
tion of enlisted noncommissioned per-
sonnel of the Army and the Navy.

This bill seeks the authorization of
$150,000,000 more money. They seek to
build with this money upward of 44,000
additional family units, 1,400 single
units, and about 9,500 units for enlisted
personnel.

There is no question but what there is
need for defense housing of this sort.
Private housing, it has been shown, can-
not take up all of the slack. The ques-
tion was raised in the Rules Committee,
and it came into my mind too, as to just
what is the responsibility of the United
States Government to take money cut
of its Treasury and build homes in which
workers are to live. Normally I do not
think there would be any responsibility.
The responsibility flows directly from the
absolute necessity of doing this sort of
building.
ers into the factories and keep them
there so they can carry on the work, they
must have reasonably adequate housing.
The thought occurred to me that, inas-
much as we draft men for the Army, put
them in tents, and give them $1 a day,
why shouldswe build houses for defense
workers? The obvious answer, of course,
is that we do not draft men to work in
these factories; they come there volun-
tarily and can leave voluntarily. Ex-
cept as the conditions meet their re-

If we are to bring the work-
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quirements, they are just not going to
come. The need originally is determined
by the Division of Defense Housing
Coordination, headed by Mr. Charles F.
Palmer, who appeared before our com-
mittee. He has been in charge, along
with the Administrator, Mr. Carmody,
and his staff, of the carrying out of the
program. In order that it may be in
the Recorp, I for one believe that while
this program is necessary as a part of
our defense or war effort, it ought not
to be administered in a wishy-washy,
carefree manner, Rather should it be
administered in a hard-boiled manner
and according to the necessities of na-
tional defense.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman 10 additional minutes.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, it should
be definitely determined first of all
whether or not the housing is necessary.
I can understand why any worker would
rather have a nice new home for his
family in which to live in preference to
some other quarters ihat might be avail-
able in the community and which may
not be as desirable. But we are in a
tremendous effort that demands the best
that is in every one of us, and I do not
believe that in the administration of this
act anything should be sought but the
absolute minimum requirements, and I do
not think anything beyond this will be
asked by the Congress, by the country, or
by the laboring people of the country
either.

If we reach the conclusion that the
houses must be built, then, of course, the
question comes along, What sort of houses
should we build? The bill itself fixes a
limit of $3,000, which I think has been
very effective. An amendment will be
offered here today which will tend to
keep down some of the things that have
been characterized by some as frills, I
am frank to confess that in my own home
I want an ice box, a refrigerator, and an
electric or gas range. When I am home
in Rensselaer, I buy them myself as part
of my furniture; but when I come to
Washington and rent a house here, they
are in the house. Whether it is a part
of the house or a part of the furniture
that one moves in, I do not know, but
certainly if the needs of the defense effort
can be met without this added expendi-
ture, then the Government should be
saved this expenditure wherever possible.

After we get these houses built, how
about rents? I want this administration
to charge rents that are fair and reason-
able and clearly adequate. The law says
that they shall have regard to the ability
of the occupant to pay, which would have
to do with his salary. It has been in-
dicated in the committee they had in
mind some sort of a rule that the rent
would represent roughly 20 percent of a
man’s income. I do not know whether
it should be that sort of a rule or a rule
which would provide that a man drawing
a good salary shall pay at least 10, 12,
or 15 percent of the cost of the house,
which is what most of us have to do who
rent a place, but be that as it may, I
think the rents should be fair and ade-
quate.

I do not think we ought to be concerned

this program with any aspect of the
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problem that has to do with the socializa-
tion of housing. I do not believe in the
socialization of housing and would not
want to see such housing paraded under
the guise of this program. Right here
may I say that I was very much impressed
with the ability and character of Mr.
Palmer, the Defense Housing Coordina-
tor, who appeared before us, and I was
likewise favorably impressed with Mr.
John Carmody, the Housing Administra-
tor. I want them to know that as one
Member of Congress I stand with them
in what I believe is their sincere and
earnest desire to administer this whole
program in a businesslike way to the end
that it will cost us as little as possible and
that when we get through we will not
have too many headaches following the
program, because in this as in a great
many other things involved in this tre-
mendous effort, we see economic disloca-
tions that cannot be helped. We are
undoubtedly building houses in places
where one of these days there will not be
much use for these houses, assuming that
the war does not go on forever, and I am
convinced it is not going on forever.
Some attention should be paid to ulti-
mate consequences; for instance, to the
matter of selling the houses or working
them in with the housing program in the
particular community in which they are
located after the defense effort is con-
cluded. How much attention should be
paid to that now as against the necessi-
ties of the moment which demand that
the jcb he done aquickly I would not un-
dertake to say, but I think the adminis-
trators in charge of this program ought
to keep those matters in mind. They
ought to be looking ahead to the time
when we will try to get some money back
from the houses, or try to work them in
with a slum-clearance program, when
permanent uses for them can be found.
In connection with carrying out this
program, I asked Mr. Palmer if he did
not feel that there should be a growing
national patriotism and unity in the
country, the development of something
of a spirit of sacrifice, the development
of a spirit that makes us willing to
undergo some hardships and inconveni-
ence in order to carry on the program
that is now before the country. He said
he felt so, and he referred to some of his
observations in foreign lands, where,
whether we like it or not, some of these
people have developed something of that
sort of a spirit. That same sort of spirit
can again be kindled in this country, in
my opinion. We are starting in with a
debt aggregating close to $50,000,000,000,
and it will be added to as we go along day
after day, week after week, and inevi-
tably so. But as we go along with that
program every one of us should con-
stantly keep before us the idea of cutting
out wherever possible unnecessary ex-
penditures, avoiding the use of things
that are not absolutely necessary to the
success of the program, because, as I in-
timated a moment ago, when we get
through defeating the threat of totali-
tarianism from without, we will again
be at grips with the threat of that sys-
tem from within, and we ought to pre-
serve every possible bit of strength. We
ought to develop, if you please, in the
hearts and minds of as many of our peo-
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ple as we may a growing desire to think
more about what the individual can do
for the Government and the country and
a little less about what the Government
and the country ought to do for them. I
believe that the men who are working in
these plants are ready to go along with
that sort of a program. They will be de-
manding homes, and they will be the
ones who will know first of all where the
homes are needed and how many are
needed, but they should not be too im-
patient with a Government that seeks to
be a little conservative and a little care-
ful, as I believe the administrators in
charge of this program are going to be.

I thank you for bearing with me and
listening to me.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALLECK. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Was information
furnished to the Committee on Rules con-
cerning how many houses have already
been constructed, not allocated but com-
pletely constructed?

Mr, HALLECK. There have not been
very many as yet completely constructed.
I believe I saw somewhere a figure that
possibly upward of 2,000 had been either
completed or were very rapidly nearing
completion. Possibly the chairman of the
committee can say.

Mr. LANHAM. I would say in that re-
gard that, of course, this law was not
passed until the middle of last October,
and all the organization and planning
had to be done. The houses are in the
course of construction, in the main, and
relatively few of them, necessarily, have
been completed within that time. The
statement has been made by those who
do construct these houses through the
Public Buildings Administration that
they are in a position now for the con-
struction to proceed very rapidly, because
all of that preliminary work has been
done.

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am just won-
dering whether the chairman is satisfied
that they have really been expediting
this work. I have heard that they were a
little bit slow in providing homes for the
defense workers. I wonder whether the
committee is satisfied that they are really
expediting the program.

Mr. LANHAM. May I say to the gen-
tleman in that regard that before con-
struction can be authorized a very careful
survey must be made of all available
housing, also a survey of what private
capital will do toward furnishing this
housing, in order that we may not build
any more than necessary. Of course, it
takes a little time for that investigation
t6 be made, but considering that, and
considering the fact that they have had
to organize a plan and get started, I think
they have made a very good record and
are in a position now to continue that
work at much greater speed.

Mr. HALLECK. If the chairman will
permit me to supplement his statement,
which I believe is a very satisfactory an-
swer, may I say that they also make some
determination as to the available labor
supply. You may build a new plant in a
given location and there may be a lot of
people right there, living in homes at that
spot, who could come in and work, so that
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has to be determined. You have to de-
termine first of all how many new work-
ers are coming in, then what housing
facilities will be available for them. It
does necessarily take some time. I do
not believe, however, that any particular
defense project has as yet bheen seriously
handicapped by any failure to carry on
this program expeditiously.

[Here the gavel fell.l

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 additional minutes to the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALLECEK. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hold in my hand
a statement for the week ending March
8, 1941, issued by the Federal Works
Agency, Information Division, Defense
Housing Construction Bulletin, which
states that the total estimated construc-
tion cost of units under contract is $75,-
448,063; total dwelling units approved to
date, 51,242; total dwelling units under
contract 23,847. I assume this refers to
this program.

Mr. HALLLECK. Perhaps I did not
catch it definitely, but there are numer-
ous agencies that are taking part in the
defense-housing program. I believe the
Maritime Commission has built some
houses, the Army has built some houses,
and the Navy has built some houses.
Different agencies are involved.

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman
might state that Mr. Palmer told the
Rules Committee about that, and he
counted for the Rules Committee, 13
agencies that are engaging in this hous-
ing program.

Mr. HALLECEK. Yes. Maybe they are
not, actually building houses. The F. H.
A, for instance, is a part of the whole
defense housing picture.

Mr. CRAWFORD. These are the
projects under the Federal Works Ad-
ministrator; defense housing.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALLECK. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. When we con-
seript soldiers and send the members of
the National Guard and Reserve officers
into camps, we give them a place to sleep,
but if they are so human as still to want
to have their families near them, we tell
their families to look out for themselves.
Can the genileman explain how we
justify putting up homes for the families
of volunteer defense workers while we
extend no such arrangements to the
families of conscripts?

Mr. HALLECK. I believe the gentle-
man touches on a matter I touched on
briefly in my statement. It goes back to
the old argument we had about the pay-
ing of the bonus and the question of the
man drafted in the Army to serve at a
dollar a day while the man working in
the shipyards got $15 a day. As I see it
the only answer is, first, that we draft
men for the Army and do not con-
seript labor to work in the industries.
We operate, as far as our industry is
concerned, on the system of private en-
terprise. I am hopeful, for one, that the
job can continue to be done that way,
and done efficiently and well. Secondly,
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we just have to get the men to work in
these locations. If a man does not want
to come there and work without his
family or a decent place in which to live,
he will not come. Therefore, the gun is
not built for the man who is in the Army.
However, I am frank to confess that the
question the gentleman poses strikes at
the sense of fairness of any person who
has thought about this problem at all.
LANHAM

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
Mr, HALLECK. I yield to the gentle-

man from Texas.

Mr. LANHAM. I may say to the gen-
tleman, furthermore, that, of course,
some houses are built for the families of
noncommissioned officers and enlisted
men, However, let m. call to the atten-
tion of the gentleman the fact that the
most of the boys who are in the camps
for the period of training of a year are
single men. These dwellings are being
built for industrial workers where the
facilities cannot otherwise be provided, at
places like shipyards, where they are go-
ing to be working for several years be-
cause the shipbuilding program neces-
sarily takes considerable time.

Mr. HALLECK. If I may intervene,
may I say that the houses that are built
as a part of the permanent establishment
of the Army are for the regular enlisted
personnel and are not in connection with
cantonments and camps where the
drafted personnel are serving.

Mr. LANHAM. In addition, we do not
give these houses to anybody. They are
built to be rented at a proper rental and
sold, the money to recoup the Govern-
ment. It is not a matter of giving these
houses to the industrial workers.

Mr, VORYS of Ohio., There is nothing
in the law, is there, that requires that
they should be sold or rented at a reas-
onable figure?

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, there is.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. In the old law,
the Coordinator is given authority to do
as he pleases about that.

Mr. HALLECK. No, not that.

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman is
wrong. It provides for fair rentals and
fair disposition of the property after the
period of the emergency is over. The
gentleman is wrong in each particular
and the law so provides.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Indiana has again expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. COoLMER].

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, after lis-
tening to the distinguished gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. HarLeEck], I do not
know that there is much that I could add
to what has already been said. In fact,
had I known he was going to make that
speech I do not think I would have asked
for the time. I think he has covered the
situation very well and very fairly and
very forcefully and said many of the
things that I would like to have said and
which I shall not repeat. As he so aptly
said, we have come to the conclusion,
after careful consideration, that defense
housing is necessary. I realize, as you do,
that the question raised by the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Vorysl, naturally arises
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in cne’s mind. Why should the Govern-
ment prepare houses for defense workers
when it does not for soldiers? The gentle-
man from Indiana has answered that
most fairly and appropriately, but I would
like to add this to what he has said.
While it is incumbent upon the Govern-
ment in this emergency to provide hous-
ing, I do not think it is incumbent upon
the Government to provide luxurious
housing for these defense workers. As a
matter of fact, after some calculation
and after discussing this matter on nu-
merous occasions with Messrs. Carmody,
Palmer, and the others in charge of the
administration of this law, I see no rea-
son why the Government should not re-
coup most, if not all, of the money that it
puts cut on this defense project. To be-
gin with, most of the houses will be oc-
cupied by men who draw comparatively
big wages in the industrial and ship-
building plants. Most of the workers in
the munition plants, the shipbuilding
plants, and other similar industries draw
anywhere from $5 to $25 a day in salary.
I think it would be wrong, I think it
would be unjust to the taxpayer for the
Government to furnish houses to these
people and rent them for a nominal rent-
al. There is no reason why the Govern-
ment should not get a minimum of $25,
and in many instances they ought to get
$40, as a rental for a house that cost the
Government anywhere from $2500 to
$4,000. You will find that in every one
of these towns where these projects are
being constructed the private owners of
property are getting such rentals for
similar properties, if not inferior proper-
ties, to those which the Government is
building,

There has been some criticism of the
Committee on Rules for going into this
legislative feature of this measure. I
have heard rumors about the floor that
the Rules Committee was going beyond
its jurisdiction in this matter. Asa mem-
ber of that committee I do not think that
is true and I differ most forcefully with
that contention. I think the Rules Com-
mittee has done a fine piece of work on
this legislation. We have elicited much
information that has been helpful not
only to the country, but to the adminis-
tration of the legislation. Congress al-
ways intends that these matters shall be
administered fairly and that they shall
be administered to the best interests of
the country.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentleman from Mississippi 2 addi-
tional minutes.

Mr. COLMER. And we find that
sometimes we get these theories in the
administration of the Government and
the work is done upon a theoretical
rather than a practical basis. For in-
stance, there has been a lot in the news-
papers and otherwise about the guestion
of refrigerating units, gas ranges and
stoves, as has already been mentioned
here. As a result of that investigation,
if you want to call it an investigation,
by the Rules Committee, there has come
an amendment which will be offered by
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
‘mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds
that will take care of that situation. In
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other words, we found that Mr. Carmody
and Mr. Palmer were most cooperative
and that they were perfectly willing that
the intent of Congress should be carried
out, and while I think it is necessary that
they have some discretion in the admin-
istration of this law, yet we have been
successful in having such an amendment
agreed upon which will be offered here
so that the so-called frills will be cut out
of the houses that are built in the future
for administrative purposes.

Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker,
that the sooner the American people
realize the great emergency that fdces
this country and the sooner we get down
to the ground and basic work that is
necessary to be done to meet the emer-
gency, the better off this country is going
to be. It is absolutely necessary that we
get down to the basic facts and prepare
this Government for the emergency that
is coming, leaving aside the frills of a
more abundant life for another day.
[Applause.]

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I de-
sire to insert herein the following state-
ment which I made today before the
Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds:

Chairman Lanham and members of the
committee, I have been, as you are aware,
intensely interested in this housing legisla-
tion from its very Inception. Likewise, I

‘am keenly interested in the bill now before

the committee for consideration. While I
have been convinced all along that it is
necessary for the Government, if it is to
make a good job of this defense program, to
provide adeguate housing facilities for the
workers in our industrial plants where the
local communities do not have sufficient
housing, I have nevertheless pointed out re-
peatedly that these houses should be simple
and comfortable; that they should be built
with the idea that they might eventually have
to be dismantled as surplusage upon the
housing market. In other words, Mr.. Chair-
man, it has been my thought all along that
since it is necessary to construct these houses
due to the large influx of workers in the in-
dustrial defense plants they should be eco-
nomically constructed with the idea always
in view that the Government could get its
investment back, or as much of its invest-
ment as possible, during the emergency.
With this in mind I have protested vigorously
against the Inclusion of such luxurious and
unaccustomed articles in unfurnished houses
as electric refrigerators, ranges, etc. In most
of the communities where these houses are
built it is not customary for unfurnished
houses to be rented with such equipment.
There are many reasons why this should not
be done, foremost among which is the fact
peointed out before that many of these houses
will have to be dismantled and the Govern-
ment will, therefore, lose money on its invest-
ment,

Moreover, I might add that I think such a
practice is wrong in view of the discrimina-
tion between men drafted into the Army and
the industrial workers. For instance, when
a man is drafted into the Army he gets the
nomiral pay of $30 per month; in many in-
stances lives in a tent with the crudest kind
of heating apparatus; and foregoes the lux-
uries of civil life. Then why should an in-
dustrial worker who receives from five to
twenty dollars a day be furnished with such
luxuries by the Government? I am happy
to say that after conferring with the Coor-
dinator of Defense Housing and the Federal
Works Agency Adminlistrator, and. their as-
slstants, we have succeeded in getting a state-
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ment from these gentlemen that such pracs
tice in the future will not be followed except
in the rarest instances.

RENTAL

In line with this thought, Mr. Chairman,
I think that the Government should by all
means require an adequate rental fee to be
paid. In this respect I am assured by these
public officials who will have charge of this
matter that it is their purpose to charge
approximately 20 percent of the income. I
once thought of proposing an amendment
that would set out an adequate yardstick for
such rental, but after mature reflection I
found that this would be a rather difficult
thing to do, and that, in the final analysis,
some discretion should be left to the Admin-
istrator. However, I do think that a house
which costs the Government around $3,000
should not be rented for less than $25 to
$30 per month.

BALE OF HOUSES

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, I think there
should be written into this legislation some
provision whereby the industrial worker
could purchase these houses from the Gov-
ernment, if in fact such power is not already
given. Even if the worker were allowed to
purchase his house upon a monthly basis in
lieu of rent, we would be making much prog-
ress toward the solution of this prcblem.
Many of these workers could easily afford to
pay from $30 to $60 a month toward the retire-
ment of the purchase price of the house,
America is a Nation of home owners. Nothing
would contribute more toward a happy
worker than the fact that he was purchasing
his own home. Of course, it is not necessary
to mention that this would go a long way
toward making him a better citizen of the
community in addition to giving him the
pride of ownership of his own home.

EQUALITY OF PROVISIONS TO ALL APPROPRIATIONS

And now, Mr. Chalrman, I desire to call
your attention to a most vital matter. It
will be recalled that in the haste to get some
of this work under construction prior to the
passage of H. R. 10412, the original Lanham
Act, there was attached to a House national-
defense appropriation bill in the Senate an
amendment which authorized the expendi-
ture of $100,000,000 for the construction of
defense houses. This was the first legisla-
tion of this kind. I understand that all of
this money has been allocated and that the
houses thereby authorized to be constructed
are in various stages of construction. Bub-
sequently, the original Lanham Act, H. R.
10412, authorizing an additional $150,000,000
for this purpose of construction of defense
houses, was carefully considered by this com-
mittee, reported out, and passed by the Con-
gress. Under the provisions of that bill,
which was much more carefully considered
and better written than the Senate amend-
ment, provisions were made for the payment
by the Government to overburdened munici-
palities for a certain percentage of the money
thus appropriated to assist these municipali-
ties in caring for the additional burdens of
administration occasioned by the construc-
tion of new town sites within their borders.
This was a very wise provision. And while
it did not go as far as the legislation now
under consideration, it nevertheless con-
tributed to the relief of the situation. But,
unfortunately, the municipalities in which
these houses were constructed under the pro-
visions of the Senate amendment referred
to were eligible for none of these benefits
provided under the first Lanham Act., Of
course this inequality, injustice, and dis-
crimination was never intended by the Con-
gress. But it was just one of those things
that resulted from hasty lezislation. This
inequality and injustice is one that should
be remedied in this legislation and one, I
am sure, that the Congress would readily
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agree should be remedied. To that end, Mr.
Chalrman, 1 have prepared an amendment
which I am submitting for your consideration
to cover that situation. I feel sure that it
will be adopted as it should be.

H. R, 3488

In coneclusion, Mr. Chairman and mem-
bers of the committee, permit me to say that
I think the committee is doing a very fine
and splendid piece of work in the legislation
now under consideration. It so happens that
in my own community of Pascagoula, Miss.,
and in the municipality of Hattiesburg,
Miss.—within my congressional district—
there are located a large shipbuilding indus-
try and a large Army cantonment, respec-
tively. Pascagoula was a town of approxi-
mately 6,000 people, and Hattiesburg a town
of approximately 20,000 prior to the advent
of the shipbuilding industry and the Army
cantonment. As a result of the shipbullding
industry at Pascagoula the population has
almost doubled, while at Hattiesburg approxi-
mately 60,000 soldiers have moved into the
Army cantonment. It does not reguire much
imagination to realize the additioral tax and
burden that have been placed upon these
small communities by the influx of so many
people. The construction of additional hous-
ing units, streets, lighting, sewerage, police
and fire protection, school equipment, and
additional personnel required to maintain
and operate them is all out of proportion
with the ability of the communities to
finance. The need for some such legislation
as this to take care of the unusual activ-
ities and the abnormal conditions produced
by such a situation is apparent.

In my own home town of Pascagoula, for
instance, where 700 additional houses are
being built—practically doubling the amount
of houses already there—the city is met with
an almost insurmountable obstacle in the
question of financing additional facilities.
As an illustration, the city has just recently
completed a $300,000 school bullding at the
expense of the Ilocal taxpayers. It was
thought that this building, together with the
others already there, would take care of the
school situation for 20 years. But now the
enrollment will practically double itself when
the houses are finished. The same situation
prevails at Hattiesburg, as well as in many
other small communities where defense In-
dustry and Army cantonments have appeared
like mushrooms overnight. It is eobvious
that some Federal assistance is essential to
the orderly procedure of community life.

Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, I move
the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the recolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, T move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 3486) to authorize an
appropriation of an additional $150,000,-
000 for defense housing.

The motion was agreed fo.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the consid-
sideration of the bill H. R. 3486, with Mr.
Smare of Virginia in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent the first reading
of the bill was dispensed with.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may use, and I
promise to be very brief, because I think
there has been very good discussion of
the pending measure by those who have
spoken under the rule.
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Mr. HOLMES. Under the division of
time, 1 hour is alloted to this side, is
it not?

Mr. LANHAM. That is correct.
gentleman has 1 hour,

Of course, Mr. Chairman, we all de-
plore the necessity which makes it in-
cumbent upon us in these frying times
to authorize large expenditures of money,
but that necessity does exist, and it is
a very tremendous one.

With reference to the matter of de-
fense housing, it has been very much
enhanced in these times as contradis-
tinguished from the time when this coun-
try was actually at war. In the World
War we were preparing soldiers to go
abroad to foreign fields. We were doing
relatively little from the standpoint of
the preparation of our own country for
defense and little or nothing from the
standpoint of furnishing munitions of
war to our Allies across the sea. Our
efforts now are devoted primarily to
preparation for our own defense. This
involves great expansion of our indus-
trial operations—industrial operations
which have taken workers from many
fields and transported them to different
fields; taken them from one kind of work
not connected with national defense and
transferred them fo labor primarily con-
nected with national defence. Yet in
spite of the fact that the obligation upon
us in this regard has been very much
muitiplied by the seriousness of the
times in which we are living, I should
like to call attention to the further fact
that even in the World War we appro-
priated $175,000,000 for defense housing
and an additional $20,000,000 for the
transportation of workers to the various
projects where they were employed, So
by comparison the amounts that we ex-
pend now in this extended program are
not so considerable as at first sight they
appear. These houses are being built
for the purpose of renting them to in-
dustrial workers in congested defense
areas and for a fair rental.

The rentals, as set forth before the
Committee on Rules and before the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
indicate that they are going to be fair. I
should like to say in that connection
with reference to an inquiry that was
prepounded by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr, Vorys] that it is impossible to fix
an absclute standard of rentals, because
theze buildings are not all of the same
class, in the first place, and the workers
who will live in them do not all receive the
same compensation, in the second place.
Some of these buildings are located in
relatively isclated rural aress, where in-
dustries like powder plants are being con-
structed, and the dwelling units are pre-
fabricated with the thought that they
will be subsequenfly moved away. Others
are in suburban areas of cities, where
adequate housing is not available, and
where they are intended to be sold later
to become a permanent part of such cities
and towns and occupied by those who
will reside permanently in those localities.
So you cannot do otherwise than say, as
we say in the law, which law has been
very generously commended throughout
the United States, that fair rentals shall
be established in accordance with the

The

2249

ability of those who occupy the dwellings.

The statement was made before the
Committee on Rules that the general ba-
sis for charging such rentals is that of 20
percent of the income of the tenant who
occupies the dwelling.

Much bhas been said about the matter
of refrigerators and stoves in a great
many of these family dwelling units.
They were justified by the Administrator
on several different grounds. The men
who are to live in these defense areas,
who will work in these projects, are not
low-paid workers; they are well-paid
workers and are accustomed to living in
a very decent manner. The Administra-
tor made the statement that he could
get an increased rental for these build-
ings in certain instances where these
facilities were available and that when
the emergency period had ended he could
sell the houses for more money if they
had such facilities in them.

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield.

Mr, GORE. In the amendment which
it has been suggested the gentleman pro-
poses to offer, has the gentleman taken
into consideration the possibility of the
Government making better disposition,
more equitable disposition of the prop-
erties, by the inclusion of theze facilities
in certain cities where it is the accus-
tomed practice to have them?

Mr. LANHAM. The amendment, of
course, provides a certain leeway, and
necessarily so. Some of these houses are
built for families of noncommissioned
officers; and, insofar as having these ar-
ticles in the houses that are built for
them is concerned, no objection has been
made by anybody; and in certain par-
ticular instances it is a matter of geod
sound economy for them fo be included.
Although it may at first blush seem that
they are putting in frills and extrava-
gances for the type of homes occupied by
the men who receive wages of the kind
these skilled workers receive, you usually
find such homes provided with accessories
of this sort; and may I say, furthermore,
with reference to some of the things that
are being used that formerly were expen-
sive—for instance, bronze fittings—it is a
fact that such furniture now is cheaper
than with the old-fashioned type of fit-
tings; and in the case of chromium-
plated accessories they today can be
hought cheaper than the old-fashioned
brass. I believe it will be found that the
Administrator has been working on a
sound, reasonable, businesslike basis when
we really understand the particulars of
thece various cases.

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield further?

Mr. LANHAM. T yield.

Mr. GORE. We all, of course, want
economy practiced, but there is the pos-
sibility of being penny-wise and pound-

* foolish. Was evidence presented to the

gentleman’s committee to show that in
the rental of these projects they could
get an increase in rent as a result of
having these fixtures which would give
a fair return from the investment?

Mr. LANHAM. That statement was
made to the committee by the Adminis-
trator., He stated also that it was the
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intention to put them only in those
places where by the differential in rent
they could be paid for and where it
would enable the sale of the property at
a higher price after the emergency ends.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. . I yield.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
understand some 9,400 units have bzen
built for families of noncommissioned
officers near Army posts and Navy posts.

Mr. LANHAM. Quite a number have
been constructed, but the great majority
of the dwelling units have been for in-
dustrial workers in the defense areas.
There have bzen a number of the kind
to which the gentlewoman refers.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
know some have been constructed near
Fort Devins, in my district.

Mr. LANHAM. And I think there has
been no objection to having refrigerators
in the houses that were built for the par-
ticular men to whom the gentlewoman
refers.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
have not heard any complaint from any-
one.

Mr. LANHAM. There has been no ob-
jection from anyone about that.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I wonder if the
gentleman would point out to the Com-
mittee whether any of these units are to
be built on Government reservations.

Mr. LANHAM. This is not a canton-
ment proposition; they will be built off
Government reservations.

Mr. MAGNUSON, Is not this after all
an effort merely to give the workmen an
opportunity to have a decent place to live
similar to what we did under the Federal
Housing Authority when we would give
the worker the chance to borrow money
from the bank to build a home; only in
this case the question of time will not let
that course be followed?

Mr. LANHAM. It must be borne in
mind that the Government is not giving
these buildings to any workers. The Gov-
ernment is building these units to be
rented with the idea in mind of recouping
for the Government later by sale as much
of this investment as may be possible.

Mr. MAGNUSON. One further ques-
tion. Earlier in the debate on this bill
the statement was made in connection
with refrigerators that we should not for-
get the little man on the corner who sells
refrigerators. Certainly we do not want
to forget him. Certainly the people would
buy refrigerators from him to put in these
houses, but it must also be borne in mind
that the Government itself will buy the
refrigerators from the little man on the
corner to put in these houses, just as they
buy things in every community where the
Government engages in this type of oper-
ation. The man on the corner who sells

refrigerators will get the business whether

the Government buys the refrigerators or
the workman buys them. As a matter of
fact, the man on the corner would have
better business and be more sure of get-
ting his money back from the Govern-
ment than he would from the worker.

Mrs., NORTON. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
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Mr. LANHAM. I yield.

Mrs. NORTON. Recently a committee
of workers came to me complaining bit-
terly of the housing conditions they had
to endure. They told me, among other
things, that one of the chief sources of
trouble and having much to do with
strikes are these poor housing conditions.
This bill should go far toward helping
that particular condition. I am heartily
in favor of this bill.

Mr. LANHAM. And may I say to the
gentlewoman from New Jersey that, in
view of the increased cost of materials
and in view of the limitation in the law
of $3,000 as an average for these dwell-
ings, they are not going to be mansions.
The object is to have decent dwellings,
and the administration has not exceeded
the limitations that have been laid down
in the law.

Mr. HEALEY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts,

Mr. HEALEY. Do I understand that
the gentleman is to offer an amendment
which will eliminate the furnishing of
Frigidaires in these homes?

Mr. LANHAM. I will read the amend-
ment, which seems to be agreeable to
those who have made complaint with ref-
erence to the matter. It still allows for
proper leeway:

Provided, That all items of cost shall be
separately estimated with a view toward econ-
omy, and that no movable equipment shall
be installed In such units unless the Admin-
istrator shall in any particular case deem such
installation to be in the public interest.

After the hearings that have been held
by the Committee on Rules and by the
Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, I am sure that they will be in-
stalled only in those instances where it
is sound economically, and where there
i? a practical reason for their installa-
tion.

Mr. HEALEY. That does repose dis-
cretion in the Administrator to install
these accessories?

Mr. LANHAM. It does, necessarily so,
because it is generally agreed that there
are some of these dwellings in which they
should be placed.

Mr. HEALEY. Does not the gentle-
man himself concede that from the
standpoint of health it would be wise to
install refrigerators, particularly electric
refrigerators, and from the standpoint of
cost and economy?

Mr. LANHAM. May I say to the gen-
tleman I think it is a very good idea to
have the kind of refrigerator installed
in these various homes that will use the
fuel that is provided in those localities.
For instance, it has been brought to my
attention that many Army officers who
move from one tour of duty to another
own their own furniture but they do not
own their own ice boxes and they do not
own their own stoves, because they may
live on one tour at a place where elec-
tricity is used, they may live on another
tour at a place where gas is used, and on
still another tour where coal or wood will
have to be used, and there can be no
standard equipment to meet the various
conditions under which they live.

Mr. HEALEY. Just one further ques-

tion. Stoves and refrigerators have be-
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come recognized as necessary appurte-
nances and particularly in the instance
the gentleman just referred to. But
there are many of these defense workers
who will have the same difficulty.

Mr. LANHAM. It may also be said
that where these defense workers are
living in certain areas now in their own
homes, and they have labor which will
keep them self-supporting, yet they are
more needed now in defense areas where
these industries have been established,
there must be some inducement when
they are making a living at home to get
them to go out to these isolated regions,
in many cases, where they do not have
the conveniences that they have in their
own dwellings. This is a matter of ad-
ministration and it is thought that in a
great many of these cases it is sound
economy to have certain fixtures and
that they can be paid for by the dif-
ferential in rent, and also the values will
be enhanced so that the sale value will
be increased when the emergency has
ended.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. In the hearings
before the gentleman’s committee, was
there any evidence that any of these de-
fense installations were placed in com-
munities that did not want them? Was
not the evidence that these defense in-
stallations in isolated communities,
wherever they were, were the result of a
lobby, so to speak, by the community that
wanted them there? Was there any evi-
dence of any defense plant that is located
in a community that did not want it, that
was not seeking it?

Mr. LANHAM. As far as I am con-
cerned, I do not know of any under this
Iaw. Before any defense housing for in-
dustrial workers is authorized in any lo-
cality, there is a very intense, careful in-
vestigation made-in that locality of sev-
eral things. In the first place, what
available housing is there? How many
workers will have to be brought in?
What labor is available in the locality?
To what extent can private capital be in-
duced to do the necessary building?
They make a very careful and a very com-
plete investigation in that regard. It is
not until the need is absolutely shown
that the Federal Government’s money
goes into the building of these defense
housing projects.

Mr. HALLECK. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana,

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Palmer stated
before the Rules Committee:

We have, of course, recelved one or two
protests that we have scheduled our housing
In cases where private housing could do the
job. By far the greater number of protests,
however, have been on the other side of the

ledger. That is, that we have not scheduled
enough housing.

Mr. LANHAM. Of course, it is abso-
lutely impossible to suppose that a de-
fense measure of this size and character
could be administered without some pro-
test from some places.

Mr. BROOKS Will the gentleman
yield?
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Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Louisiana.

Mr, BROOKS. AsIunderstand it, this
bill does not cover the projects commonly
known as defense housing for noncom-
missioned officers; is that correct, or does
this cover that?

Mr. LANHAM. A small part of it does
cover the case of noncommissioned offi-
cers, but the great bulk of this appropria-
tion is for industrial workers.

Mr. BROOKS. In the case of housing
projects for noncommissioned officers, is
it not the intent that the housing will be
used continuously, even after the emer-
gency, by the Army, and that it is neces-
sary for Army purposes?

Mr. LANHAM. The provisions in the
law are rather broad as to the disposition
that may finally be made of the property.
It provides the property shall all be dis-
posed of when the emergency has passed.
It will be sold or disposed of in some way
in accordance with the circumstances of
each particular case. It may be that it
will be advisable to leave some dwellings
in relative close proximity to Army cen-
ters or Navy centers, but that is a matter
that will have to be determined with ref-
erence to administration. This is differ-
entiated from various other housing au-
thorities, in that we are not doing this for
the purpose of slum clearance, we are
not doing this for the purpose of provid-
ing permanent dwellings for low-income
groups; we are doing it for the purpose of
providing temporary dwellings for a
group of relatively high-income people
who are called into these defense areas,
and we rent the property to them, and
then we shall sell it when it has served
its purpose.

Mr. BROOEKS. There was in the 1940
census a special census taken of the hous-
ing facilities throughout the Nation. Is
the census of 1940 used? Does the De-
partment make a special census to find
out whether or not a community really
needs a housing project, or does it rely
on the original 1940 census?

Mr. LANHAM. They make their own
survey and have various local surveys
made. If the gentleman could have heard
the testimony before the Committee on
Rules I think he would find that every
member of the Committee on Rules will
testify that they make a very thorough
investigation themselves.

Mr. BROOKS. It is independent of
the census of 1940?

Mr. LANHAM. Absolutely so.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Connecticut.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There was a sug-
gestion here this afternoon that the aver-
age cost of these houses would be about
$3,000.

Mr. LANHAM. The law provides that
the average cost shall not be above that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was also sug-
gested that the yardstick for the rent of
these homes will be about one-fifth of the
worker's pay.

Mr. LANHAM. Not as a universal
yardstick.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But that is an
average, It has also been stated here this
afternoon that some of the men are earn-
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ing between $250 and $300 a month,
which in my locality is way high, Is the
man in the low brackets going to be
frozen out from renting these houses be-
cause the man in the higher brackets may
be a better investment?

Mr. LANHAM. No.

Mr, FITZGERALD. I can see that if
the Government rented one of these
houses to a man earning $100 to $150 a
week he would be a better investment
than the man who was earning $35 a
week, and the latter would not have an
opportunity to rent one of these houses.

Mr. LANHAM. We are not discrimi-
nating against the man of low income
and low wages. It is for that very reason
that we cannot establish one standard for
all these dwellings, regardless of the in-
come of the tenant or the temporary or
permanent nature of the house. How-
ever, in those sections where buildings of
a certain class are constructed, the work-
ers who will occupy them will probably
be receiving relatively the same wages,
and there could be an average rental.

Mr. FITZGERALD, In a shipyard, for
instance, various rates of wages are paid.
In a locality where one of these housing
projects is being built, wages would be
paid that would run from 50 cents an
hour to a dollar or $1.25 an hour, What
guaranty is the man getting 50 cents an
hour going to have under this bill that he
can rent one of these houses?

Mr. LANHAM. I believe the gentle-
man will find that in the administration
of the law an effort will be made to take
care of all the industrial workers in the
congested defense areas where there is not
local housing already available and where
private capital will not furnish it.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield to me to clarify the
answer to that question?

Mr., LANHAM. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana.

Mr, HALLECK. Either Mr, Palmer or
Mr. Carmody testified that, if they used
this 20-percent scale, the really high-
paid worker would be paying probably a
higher rent than would be justified for
that particular house, so he would go out
into the town and make his own arrange-
ments for housing, and therefore the op-
eration would take care of the very
fellow about whom the gentleman is
speaking—the man who is drawing the
least amount of pay.

Mr, FITZGERALD. What if he is lo-
cated in a locality where he cannot go
out and hire the house of his choice, and
instead has to take one of these houses?

Mr. HALLECK. There may be a few
locations where these houses will be the
only houses, but that cannot be said to
be true of Boston or Philadelphia or
places like that, in which the majority
of these houses are being built.

Mr, FITZGERALD. I am just raising
the question that perhaps some pro-
vision should be made to protect the low-
wage earner who is located in one of
these localities and earning possibly 50
or 60 cents an hour. He should be guar-
anteed a place to live in, too. The man
earning $1 or $1.25 an hour can generally
go out and, if homes are available, rent
one of them from its owner. What I fear
is that the man in the low brackets will
be frozen out of this program.
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Mr. LANHAM. I feel very sure the
gentleman will find that in the admin-
istration of the program it will all be
taken care of properly.

Mr. HAINES, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HAINES. I simply want to bear
out what the gentleman said a moment
ago in reference to the census. Last
week I had a group of manufacturers
come here from the city of York. They
believe they are in need of houses. They
were advised that before any attempt
would be made to build the houses, a
survey would have to be completed by
their own department to find out
whether or not there was actual need.
May I ask the gentleman whether under
this bill it is proposed to erect permanent
homes or only temporary homes?

Mr. LANHAM. We propose to erect
each kind. In certain isclated rural
areas where there is a temporary project
and there would be no need for the
houses after the project had done the
work scheduled for it, of cocurse those
homes will be temporary and will prob-
ably be prefabricated and portable so
they can be taken somewhere else and
sold to the best advantage; whereas in
certain areas in towns and cities or in
the suburbs of towns or cities, where
there is the likelihood that there will be
permanent occupants of the homes, they
will be permanent, and they will be sold.

Mr. HAINES. Will opportunity be
given to local industrial leaders to con-
tribute to the building of these homes
under this bill?

Mr, LANHAM. I do not know that I
quite understand the gentleman.

Mr. HAINES. Will opportunity be
given for the local men to make a con-
tribution? For example, the Govern-
ment would give 10 or 20 percent, and
then the ownership would go to the
industrial leaders who built the homes?

Mr. LANHAM. Not under this bill.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. That is under
F.H. A e

Mr., LANHAM. That may be true
under some legislation, but that is not
true under this.

Mr. HAINES. Under F. H. A, you can
only give 80 percent for homes that are
purchased.

Mr. EBERHARTER.
raised to 90 percent.

Mr, HAINES. I thought perhaps this
bill would cover the case where they
might acquire 90 percent on homes that
are rented,

Mr. LANHAM. No; this is of a differ-
ent character, where the Government
goes in absolutely and builds the houses
and rents them and sells them afterward.

Mr. HAINES. There is no contribu-
tion on the part of local men?

Mr. LANHAM. No; no contribution.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to ask one
or two questions with reference to the
amendment. Does the record clearly
show that this equipment, refrigeration
and stoves, particularly, when installed
by the Government at the time the house

That has been
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is constructed, can be purchased and in-
stalled at that time at a much lower cost
per unit than if bought by the individual?

Mr. LANHAM. The testimony is to the
effect that the:' have bought these re-
frigerators at a cost of $562 each, which
certainly is a very reasonable cost for a
refrigerator, and it would not take much
of a differential in rent fo pay for it.

Mr. CRAWFORD. And perhaps at
one-half of what it would cost the indi-
vidual if he had to install it in the house.

Mr. LANHAM. I think that is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is there anything
in the amendment which would prohibit
the Administrator from proceeding on
that basis if the Administrator finds that
it is in keeping with the general pro-
gram?

Mr. LANHAM. May I read the
amendment to the gentleman:

That all items of cost shall be separately
estimated with & view toward economy, and
that no movable equipment shall be installed
in such units unless the Administrator shall
in any particular case deem such Installa-
tion to be in the public interest.

If the tenant is going to go to the Ad-
ministrator and say, “I would like to have
these facilities, and I would like to pay
more rent in order to get them,” I think,
perhaps, there would be no difficulty.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In that case it
would be possible for him to put them in.

Mr. LANHAM. I think that would be
in the public interest because the Gov-
ernment would get the money back. I
think this allows a reasonable discretion
to the Administrator, and I think, by all
means, the Administrator should be al-
lowed a reasonable discrefion.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I agree with the
chairman in that respect. Reference
was made by the gentleman from In-
diana, I believe, to galvanized iron versus
copper or brass piping. I know that in
certain localities where defense housing
is being provided the water condifions are
such that within 3 to 5 years galvanized
piping will absolutely be eaten up and
of no utility whatsoever. There is not
anything in the bill that will prohibit the
Administration from using copper or
brass piping in such cases, is there?

Mr. LANHAM. The only limitation 'in
the law is with reference to the average
cost, of the dwelling, and I think it should
be so because circumstances differ so in
the various places that what is feasible in
one place, naturally, may not be feasible
in another. What costs less in one place
might cost more in another.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I agree with the
chairman in that approach fe the
matter.

Mr. LANHAM. I had not intended, Mr,
Chairman, to consume so much time, but
I have been very glad to give such in-
formation as I could in response to these
questions.

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. McGREGOR].

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, as
a member of the committee I first want to
pay my respects to one of the finest chair-
men it has been my privilege to serve
under in my short years in the legisla-
ture, the distinguished gentleman from
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Texas [Mr. Lawaam], who presides over
this particular committee. [Applause.]

I want to say personally that I am
heartily in accord with this bill. I do
want to correct, however, an impression
that might be created in the committee
by my very distinguished and good friend
and colleague, the gentleman from Ohio,
Congressman Vorys, who, most of the
time, is 99.44 percent correct, but at this
particular time he is using up a portion of
that fifty-six one-hundredths percent
wherein he is wrong, because this bill spe-
cifically gives to the Administrator the
right to sell and to collect rent. I want to
state that the evidence before this Com-
mittee will show that the committee very
carefully looked into the matter, that we
were not donating anything to anyone,
and in reality a portion of this is going to
be paid back to this Government. How-
ever, we do not want to kid ourselves that
we are going to get all this money back,
but I know of no portion of the defense
program where we expect to get all our
money back. We have an emergency
where we must have these workers in
these various localities in order to rush
forward our defense program. Represent-
atives of various localities have appeared
before our committee and I believe I am
correct in saying that there never has
appeared before the committee, one indi-
vidual or one group of individuals, rep-
resenting any group or organization that
is opposed to this measure. This is due
to the faet that we are not going into
competition with their own private real-
estate agencies. So I say to you that we
do consider that we are engaged in a
portion of the defense program when we
are asking for the passage of this bill,
and even though we may not pay back
dollar for dollar the money invested, yet
the money we lose will be very small in
comparison with the necessity for speed
in our defense program.

I trust that the Commitiee will carry
the consideration of this bill to a success-
ful conclusion. [Applause.]

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. RUTHERFORD].

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Mr. Chairman,
I was in the same position as the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr. NicuoLs] on
this proposition. When it first came to
my attention I did not see quite eye to eye
with some of the other members of the
committee. As I gave the matter some
consideration, I realized that conditions
today are entirely different from what
they were in the last war, and that we
have to provide suitable housing for the
men to work in the munitions and the
powder plants if we want them to go
there to work, and after listening to
Mr. Carmody, the Administrator of this
affair, I was convinced that the adminis-
tration is in fine hands. I believe that if
the other departments and agencies of
the Government had men like Mr. Car-
mody there would be no objection or
criticism of their work. He is one of the
finest administrators in the service of the
Government today, and I have the ut-
most confidence that if this bill is passed
and the money advanced, it will be ad-
ministered in a way that will be satisfac-
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tory not only to Congress but to the
people of the country. [Applause.]

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. MICHENER].

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, I
rise just to make this observation: A
few days ago Congress authorized $100,-
000,000 additional to provide more hous-
ing for the national-defense program.
That was under the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration, and the money will be fur-
nished by local lending agencies—the
Government to insure the loans, Today
we are adding another $150,000,000 to a
bill which but a few weeks ago granted
$150,000,000 to furnish housing for this
same purpose. That makes $400,000,000
within the last few weeks. All this for
defense housing. And the thing that
distresses me is the fact that Members
of Congress pay so little attention to
these vast appropriations. There are but
a few Members present; apparently there
is no interest. I believe this particular
appropriation is necessary. I so believe
because I have heard the proof as a
member of the Rules Committee. How-
ever, because a committee so recommends
is no reason why the Congress—the 435
Members representing their people—
should leave to committees entirely the
power to expend billions of the tax-
payers’ money just because the appro-
priation is labeled national defense. I
sat through days of hearings in the Com-
mittee on Rules. I believe those hearings
were profitable. I believe these admin-
istrators learned the views of Congress
on defense housing. I believe these ad-
ministrators—some of whom have been
bitten by the bug of uplift, the more
abundant life, and social reform—find it
rather difficult to differentiate between
the days when the Congress and the
country had lots of money and the days
when we must borrow every dollar that
we spend, and need every dollar that we
can borrow for national defense.

I know that Mr. Carmody is a good
man and I know that Mr. Palmer is a
good man, but it is almighty difficult for
Mr. Carmody acting today on one of
these Pederal housing wuplift projects
and acting tomorrow on a necessary de-
fense project to distinguish between
Juxury and essentials. They mean well,
but social reform dreams have no place
in the picture at the moment. Congress
should be on guard throughout the entire
time that these vast sums are being ex-
pended, and Congress should never be
criticized because it inguires inte the
question of the necessity for and the ad-
visability of the spending of sums asked
for by the administration or by any
agency of the Government. It is our
duty, it is our function. Our grip on the
purse strings is about the last vestige of
power retained by the Congress. When
we give the President the $7,000,000,000
he asks for in the defense program where
will our control be then?

I doubt whether many here realize that
this same Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds has been holding hearings,
and that within the next few days this
same committee is going before the Com-.
mit{ee on Rules to ask for a rule for at
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least $150,000,000 more, and for what?
To furnish the “facilities” for the housing
we are authorizing today. This bill
builds the houses. Within 10 days we
are going to be authorizing the school=
houses to go with the houses. We are
going to be providing possibly swimming

pools to go with the houses, that is if

the uplifters have their way. We are
going to be authorizing more hundreds
of millions of borrowed money. It is
not to impede national defense that some
of us call attention to these facts. Our
motto must be billions for national de-
fense but not one cent for waste, ex-
travagance, or luxury. We cannot justify
providing all the comforts of life for the
highly paid defense worker while the boys
carrying the guns and wearing the uni-
form work for $30 a month, 24 hours a
day, and possibly live in tents.

I am not criticizing, but I am calling
upon the Congress to assume its full re-
sponsibility, come out of its lethargy and
by close scrutiny guarantee to the tax-
payer a dollar value for every dollar
spent, and perform the functions of the
body which must keep control of the
purse strings of the Government.
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask
that the Clerk read the bill.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted ete., That section 3 of the
act entitled “An act to expedite the provision
of housing in connection with national de-
fense, and for other purposes,” approved Oc-
tober 14, 1940, is amended by striking out
*$150,000,000" and inserting in lieu thereof
*$300,000,000."

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr. LAN-
mAaMm: Page 1, line 7, after "$300,000,000",
strike out the perlod, insert a colon, and add
the following: “Provided, That all items of
cost shall be separately estimated with a view
toward economy, and that no movable equip-
ment shall be installed in any such units
unless the Administrator shall in any par-
ticular case deem such installation to be in
the public interest.”

" The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee will rise.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Smita of Virginia, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee had had under consideration
the bill H. R. 3486, and pursuant to House
Resolution 137, he reported the same back
to the House with an amendment adopted
in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time and was read the
third time.

" The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.
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The bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia, Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
it shall be in order at any time to con-
sider the bill appropriating money to
carry out the purpose of H. R. 1776 as a
general appropriation bill; that debate
on the bill be equally divided and con-
trolled by myself and the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Taserl, and confined to
the bill, and that said debate shall be
concluded not later than the close of
the day on which it is taken up.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, in explanation of that, I would
like to say that if this consent is granted
it is the purpose of the committee to
call up the bill on Tuesday, have the
debate Tuesday afternoon, and consider
the bill under the general rules of the
House for amendment on Wednesday.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, the primary object
of having the bill treated as a general
appropriation bill would be to have the
bill read for amendment by paragraphs,
so that as to each individual item amend-
ments might be in order rather than to
have the whole thing read at one time
and considered at one time. It gives a
fairer opportunity for anyone who has
an amendment which they want to offer
in that way.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. It is all
to be considered just like general appro-
priation bills are considered, with all
rights of the Members fully protected. .

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right
to object, is this the $7,000,000,000 bill?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is
correct.

Mr. MICHENER. Is it the purpose to
bring the bill in as a unit or covering
authorizations and the appropriation of
$7,000,000,000, or is this bill to be split
up and only such amounts be authorized
and appropriated for at this time as have
been justified before the committee?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. It is the
purpose to bring in such amounts as may
be justified in the hearings before the
committee, but complete frankness com-
pels me to say it will be for the total
amount of $7,000,000,000 cash.

Mr. MICHENER. In other words,
there will be justification for certain
items and a blank check to the Executive
for the $7,000,000,000?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Well,
not a blank check. Under the terms of
the lease-lend bill the funds will be
handled by the President through the
regular departments of the Government.
It will conform exactly to the terms of
the lease-lend bill which has become law.

Mr. TABER. Is it not the understand-
ing that these articles will all be procured
through the regular bureaus, depart-
ments, and set-ups of the Army and
Navy?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia, That is
correct.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re-
serving the right to object, Mr, Speaker,
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there has been a general expectation that
this bill would be taken up on Wednes-
day. Several people have left town with
that expectation.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Well,
general debate will be taken up on Tues-
day and the bill would go over until
Wednesday.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The
vote on the bill would not come until
Wednesday?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is
correct.

Mr. TABER. Not even a vote on an
amendment?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is
correct.

Mr. TABER. And, if the gentleman
will yield further, is it not the purpose
of the gentleman to permit the debate
to continue just as long throughout the
evening as anyone is prepared to talk,
so that we may have the full day available
for debate?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. And a
night session if the House wishes to have
it, so far as I am concerned.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. There
will be nothing but debate the first day
the bill is considered.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is
correct.

Mr. TABER. Debate, however, to be
confined to the bill,

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is
correct.

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. MICHENER. And if this request
is not granted, nothing will be gained,
because a rule will be granted.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia.
correct.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia?

There was no objection,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah., Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the REcorp and to in-
clude therein an address delivered by
Rudger Clawson, president of the Twelve
Apostles of the Mormon Church on Sun-
day evening, March 9, at the Washington
Chapel, where memorial services for the
late Senator Reed Smoot were held.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own re=-
marks in the Recorp and to include
therein certain excerpts.

The SPEAKER. Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. KILBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein a letter from Mr. E. B. Crosby,
Director of the National Seaway Council.

The SPEAKER, Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. KILBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr, BrapLEY] may have

That Is
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permission to revise and extend the re-
marks he made this afternoon on the
mine inspection bill and to include there-
in certain tables and statistics on mines
and mining prepared by the United
States Bureau of Mines.

. The SPEAKER. Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

(Mr. Foranp and Mr. Hearey asked
and were given permission to revise and
extend their remarks.)

Mr., MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and to in-
clude therein a leiter written to me by
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LaRRA-
Bee]l, chairman of the Committee on
Education, in reply to a letter by Mr.
Aubrey Williams of January 29, 1941.

The SPEAEER. Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent fo extend my
remarks and to include therein a short
letter sent to me by Robert W. Dunn,
executive secretary of the Labor Re-
search Association.

The SPEAKER. Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr, HorFMaN]l may be
permitted to extend the remarks he made
this afternoon and to include therein
certain excerpts.

The SPEAKER. Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

HOWARD O. HUNTER

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, the ill-clad,
ili-fed, ill-housed, and the “forgotten
man of 1932” are about to be subjected
to another abuse. The President has
nominated Howard O. Hunter as Ad-
ministrator of the Work Projects Admin-
istration. Let us see what the Wash-
ington Post says about his qualifications.
I assume that since the Government
spends millions of dollars a year for pub-
licity, the Post story is based on what
Mr. Hunter’s publicity hounds are using
to gild his lily. Here is what the Post
indicates that Mr. Hunter says about
himself; here is what he has to brag
about: Twenty years a social worker,
mixed with a finger now and then in the
community chest. He was born in
sunny Georgia and educated in the Peli-
can State; he attached himself to the
relief activities during the tender years
of the New Deal’s quest for the “forgotten
man.” Under the maladministration of
the Colenel House of World War No. II,
Harry Hopkins, he rose to a high place
in the administration of emergency relief,
When Aubre; Williams became patron
saint of Stokowski's orchestras, as
N. Y. A, Administrator, Hunter stepped
into Williams’ shoes as Deputy Adminis-
. trator of W. P. A, With deep regret I
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call to the attention of the public, the
Senate of the United States, and the poor
victims on the W. P. A. rolls the record
of Mr. Hunter as Deputy Administrator
of W.P. A,

Read House Report No. 2187 of the
W. P. A. subcommittee:

The investigation has divulged many past
deeds. Some were known to W. P, A, authori-
ties and nothing was done about them. Some
were not known to them, and W. P. A. au-
thorities disputed the findings or defended
the practice. * * * The category runs all
the way from minor abuses to major offenses.

Mr. Speaker, Howard Hunter was
Deputy Administrator at the time these
major offenses were committed.

The hearings further show that, in
some unexplained way, Hunter managed
to make New Orleans—his home from
an early age—for holidays, footbhall
games, and the like. I quote further
from the report:

The worst situation which the subcommit-
tee's investigation encountered was in the
State of Louistapa, * * * It Is incompre-
hensible that FPederal officials, at least in
Louisiana, were not cognizant of the waste
and diversion and misapplication of public
funds that were taking place there.

Mr. Speaker, if there is any justifica-
tion for Hunter’s charging per diem ex-
penses and traveling expenses to Louisi-
ana, there certainly is no excuse for the
maladministration of W. P. A, in that
State,

The record shows that Hunter’s official
travel led the way to Kentucky for the
annual derby, and to other places in the
United States where important sporting
events took place, including the sunny
clime of Florida at times when the cold
blasts of winter, hail, and snow cut short
his northern sojourns.

Mr. Speaker, if there is any doubt that
Howard Hunter has not picked up the
worst practices of maladministration that
have ever been conceived by the chief of
all maladministrators, Harry Hopkins,
read volume 3, page 578 and the following
of the hearings before the House W. P, A,
subcommittee, Here, in part, is what
the hearings show: Hunfer spent 1,416%4
days as a traveler between August 1, 1934,
and January 31, 1940—71.59 percenf of
the time. How much did he collect?
Per diem and traveling expenses, $8,-
558.48; and he expended $9,172.17 for
transportation; making a total of $17,-
730.65 for the period; and that is not all,
Mr. Speaker. He drew a fat, handsome
salary during this period.

And that is not all, Mr. Speaker. He
issued Government transportation re-
guests for the transportation of his secre-
tary, and the General Accounting Office
deducted $1,764.42 from his expense ac-
counts for the cost of her travel. Then,
when these matters were brought to the
attention of the W. P. A. subcommittee,
Mr. Hunter explained that his secretary
was, in faet, his wife, and claimed that
she worked for W. P. A. without compen-
sation; which, in the absence of a special
provision in the relief laws, Mr. Speaker,
is a violation of the general law.

Mr. Speaker, this man who spent the
greater part of his time for 5% years
traveling at Government expense, in
search for the “forgotten man,” cannot,
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as W. P. A. Administrator, be expected
ever to find him. After 8 long years of
search for the ill-clad, the ill-housed, and
the ill-fed, certainly Howard O. Hunter
is not the man to continue the search.

The SPEAKER. Under the previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr, REecE] is recognized for
30 minutes.

ANDREW JOHNSON

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr, Speak-
er, one of the monumental privileges of
membership in the House of Representa-
tives is the fact that every now and then
we are accorded opportunities of undoing
miscarriages of justice and righting
great wrong.

Seventy-three years ago, on March 13,
1668, there occurred under this dome one
of the most disgraceful events in the
whole history of the world.

This afternoon I would like to briefly
recall to your attention that tragic biot
on the pages of our history and to beseech
the aid of my colleagues in reminding
the Nation of one of our greatest citizens
and patriots.

On that Black Friday of which I
spoke—a day of swirling snow and
almost night-like gloom, thousands of
people converged on the Capitol, strug-
gling and jostling to get inside. It was
like a Roman holiday with the Senate
floor for an arena.

Long before noon the galleries and
corridors were thronged with a motley
crowd. The elite of Washington jostled
elbows with petty politicians, discharged
soldiers, emancipated slaves, and curious
visitors. Overhead and on the side walls
gas lights flickered and danced in the
drafts, casting weird shadows over the
kaleidoscopie scene.

There was tension and apprehension
written on every face. This was one of
the most solemn days in the history of
the Nation, and the seething mass of
humanity was not insensible to the
tragedy and drama they had come fto
witness.

Cynosure of all eyes was the crowded
diplomatic section, filled with brilliantly
garbed, bejewelled, medalled, and rib-
boned men and women, representatives
of most of the nations of the earth.

In the press section famous writers
and artists of the day nervously waited
and stared at the sea of faces, so expres-
sive of all the gamut of human emotions.
There was Thomas Nast with his vitriolie
pencil, the pungent Horace Greeley,
eager young Georges Clemenceau, later
destined to become the Tiger of France
but then only a humble news reporter.
There were other men whose reporis
were to inflame the entire country.

Down on the Senate floor, America's
greatest tragedy was now unfolding. Im-
peachment proceedings were being
brought against Andrew Johnson, seven-
teenth President of the United States, by
a little cabal of black-hearted men,
whose names today are anathema to all
fair-minded men.

At the time their motives were obscure
and cloaked under the false garb of loy-
alty and patriotism to a Nation bleeding
from the hidesus wounds of civil war
and the problems of reconstruction.
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Thank God! History now reveals that
cabal as character assassins whose only
motives were revenge for fancied wrongs,
greed for power, and the extortion of
gold and power from the prostrate
South.

They are dead and long since gone
today but their infamy will ever live after
them. Because of their unwillingness to
compromise, they were more responsible
than any other group for the horrors and
sufferings of the Civil War and the
drawn-out travail of reconstruction.

You can instantly weigh them by one
of the heinous accusations they brought
that day—“that said Andrew Johnson
had conspired with Booth and Davis to
have Lincoln murdered that he might
become President.”

Of that hideous, soul-searing charge,
one historian wrote:

No accusation more deliberately concocted
or more wantonly false, in all the annals of
mankind, is elsewhere recorded.

To bring such a despicable charge, the
cabal stooped to perjured testimony from
convicted criminals already in the Dis-
triet jail. Eleven hundred dollars of
Government money and the promise of
a pardon was paid for “evidence” known
to be false.

Small wonder, Mr. Speaker, that for
any parallel of cruelty one must compare
the trial of Andrew Johnson with that
of Jesus.

The difference is that Christ was
crucified in the flesh and His agony
was comparatively short-lived. Andrew
Johnson, noble patriot that he was, suf-
fered mental cruciation that lasted the
rest of his life.

In the long, drawn-out days of the 1m-
peachment trial Johnson lived life’s
darkest moments. Lampooned, satirized,
dubbed drunkard and even illegitimate,
it is small wonder he questioned whether
he had a single friend left on earth.

But friends he did have and they must
have numbered millions. Thousands of
ex-soldiers offered to pour into Washing-
ton and fight for him and the principles
he stood for.

Many former officers from both the
Northern and Southern Armies offered to
raise full regiments and march to his de-
fense. You can read hundreds of their
wires and letters in the Library of Con-
gress today. It is no exaggeration to say
that we came ever so close to a second
civil war during that trial. Only John-
son’s courage and coolness kept many
well-meaning hotheads in check.

Longfellow, in his poem The Spanish
Student, wrote that, “Out of suffering
cometh strength.”

If that be true, then we have the secret
of Johnson's strength, for no man in our
whole history ever suffered more for this
country than did he. That suffering was
not the agony of a day or a month. It
lasted for years, but never once did his
proud body falter before herculean odds;
never once did he quail before mobs who
sought his very life nor from treacherous
groups who tried to steal his honor.

No man has a right to judge Andrew John-
son in any respect who has not suffered as
much and done as much as he for the Na-
tlon's sake—
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declared Lincoln, in June 1864, in answer
to critics. Later on both Lincoln and
Stanton asked the same question of the
country:

What man in America has done more for
the Nation’s life than Andrew Johnson?

What man indeed?

Yet March 13, 1868, was to find this
foremost patriot of America brought to
bay by a rabid pack of radicals, masquer-
ading as men anointed to save the Na-
tion. Only the presence of stately Chief
Justice Chase kept the impeachment trial
from being an utter travesty on justice.
As it was, Johnson was shown less con-
sideration and respect for his constitu-
tional rights than the vilest eriminal who
ever entered the dock.

Originally called to start on March 5,
Johnson was allowed only 7 days in
which to prepare answer to the 11
charges—9 of them based on an alleged
violation of the Tenure of Office Act—an
act forbidding the President to remove
any appointee who had been approved
by the Senate.

Flimsy, baseless, and conceived in des-
peration, those charges have been termed
the “products of diseased minds.” Un-
able to find any real basis for impeach-
ment, the cabal fell back on abuse.
“Traitor,” “murderer,” “drunkard,” “Ne-
ro,” “usurper,” “apostate,” were only a
few of their hydrophobic utterances.

One instance, Mr. Speaker, clearly re-
veals the despicableness of Johnson’s ac-
cusers. Benjamin Wade, elected head of
the Senate when Johnson left to assume
Lincoln’s office, would succeed Johnson
as President if he were successfully im-
peached,

Yet, not withstanding his interested
position, Wade was, by a majority ruling,
permitted to vote and make charges
against Johnson. With brazen effron-
tery he cried out “Guilty” when the roll
was called on the final day.

Let me give you a few highlights of the
terrible issues and events leading up to
this infamous proceeding.

For more than half a century histo-
rians maligned Johnson and held him up
to posterity for everything that he was
not, They questioned his parentage, his
habits, and his motives. Falsely they
dubbed him drunkard.. _

One thing they consistently forgot:
Johnson was probably every inch as great
as any President we have ever had. Even
Lincoln does not hold peership over him
for service to the Nation.

Lincoln, whose place Johnson suc-
ceeded to, was the most ridiculed man in
our history. But for Booth's bullet, he
would undoubtedly have been mentally
torn to pieces by the radicals in Congress
in his reconstruction program. Assassi-
nation, however, made him a legendary
figure, and even his enemies were hushed
by the Nation’s grief,

There is every indication as we study
more intimate pages of history than fall
to casual eyes, that many of Lincoln’s
policies were the result of Andrew John-
son's influence, Lincoln was a lonely,
suspicious man, but he had a profound
belief in Johnson. He knew he was above
price and almost fanatical in his respect
for the Constitution.
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The two men had first met in Congress
during the stirring days when the first
rumble of the approaching Civil War was
heard. Lincoln became impressed with
Johnson’s stand on State rights and his
views on slavery and secession. More
than any other man in the Nation, Lin-
coln knew that Johnson had staved off
war for years and that they both stood
alike on the question of the inviolability
of the Union.

As Senator and later as Lincoln’s mili-
tary governor of Tennessee during the
Civil War, not only the President but the
entire country were enabled to take the
ex-tailor's true measure.

Those military governorship days were
the most trying and dangerous of his life.
For 4 years there was a price on his head
and often he was harried like a wild
beast. Time and again, he missed am-
bush by seconds. Obliged to leave
Greeneville, his family were forced to re-
main behind.

They were harassed and annoyed and
would have starved but for food smug-
gled to them by loyal mountaineers.
Their home was seized and condemned,
being used first as a hospital for Con-
federate officers and then as a brothel
for colored troops.

Years passed ere Johnson saw his fam-
ily again. In fact, the war was over and
he was President ere the reunion became
possible. By then, his noble wife was
dying of tuberculosis. Rich literary re-
wards await the writer who tells the
world about her noble sacrifices.

It was this placing of country and
Union above self and party that earned
him Lincoln’s respect and the love of a
vast majority of the voters. They knew
he was fearless and above reproach. The
very multiplicity of his enemies proved
his nobility, for the world has not time to
hate men of lesser caliber.

As he laid his plans for a second term
in the White House, Lincoln wisely and
shrewdly chose Johnson for his running
mate. Able to control the Republican
Convention, it was no impossible thing
;nﬁ have a Democrat selected to run with

m,

A life-long Democrat whose patron
saint had been his namesake, Andrew
Jackson, Johnson nevertheless had ideals
which he placed higher than party. Al-
though he perhaps would have fiercely
denied it, fate proves that party was but
a springboard toward his destiny.

His decisions were ever based on what
was best for the masses, according to the
Constitution. “I am no party man,
bound by no party platform, and will vote
as I please,” he once thundered out in
the Senate, while opposing Federal aid
to the Pacific Railroad,

It was this liberalism of Johnson and
his refusal to be moved or swayed by sec-
tionalism which created so many ene-
mies for him, Then, too, the disbanding
of the old Whig Party brought scores of
his former political opponents into the
ranks of the Democrats but this new
alinement did not reconcile them to him,

Poor Andrew Johnson! Slated to don
Lincoln’s mantle, he was also destined by
fate to drink the bitter cup of hemlock
life would have held up to Lincoln’s lips
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had he lived to fight for his reconstruc-
tion plan.

The Great Emancipator’s body was not
yet cold before the radicals started their
campaign against his successor. His
body was not yet in the grave ere they
were scheming their villainous machina-
tions.

Although many books have been writ-
ten on the causes behind the quarrel be-
tween Johnson and the radical group in
Congress it is possible to boil it all down
to a few sentences.

The North fought the Civil War on the
theory no State had a right to secede
from the Union. Neither Lincoln nor
Johnson ever deviated in the slightest
from this theory. Reconstruction would
have been a simple thing had the radicals
shared this view. All that was needed
was an application of the Golden Rule.

It was the viewpoint of the cabal the
Southern States had left the Union and
should now be treated as conquered ter-
ritories. They must be made to don sack-
cloth and ashes, be ruled by military gov-
ernors, and their leaders be hanged for
treason. Also, there was the question of
damages. The radicals demanded suf-
frage for all Negroes. They also pro-
posed to break up the old plantations and
present small farms to all the new voters,

That, in substance, was the casus belli
which led up to impeachment charges
against the tailor President.

Looking back today, it is very plainly
to be seen that but for Andrew Johnson’s
bulldog courage and his unchangeable be-
lief in the sanctity of the Constitution,
this mighty Nation of ours today might
easily have become a group of small coun-
tries with all the squabbles and hatreds
so continuously present in Europe.

Johnson believed in suffrage for the
Negro but he held it to be a matter of
State rights.

It took 2 years of misrule in the South
under the reign of the carpetbagger to
convince the North that great mistakes
had been made.

To a visiting delegation from Virginia
in 1868 he outlined his views.

I want the people of the world to know that
1 stand where I did of old, battling for the
Constitution and the Union of these United
States. While I dread the disintegration of
the States, I am especially opposed to cen-
tralization or consolidation of power here,
under whatever guise or name, and if
issue is forced, I shall fight to the end.

Perhaps it is well Andrew Johnson is
not alive today. He might not like some
of the changes time has wrought.

Some of you might not agree with him
on his bitter opposition to centralization
of power in the Federal Government, but
you cannot help but admire him for the
stand he took. Nor can anyone help but
admire his unflinching courage nor the
way he hewed his way upward through
trials that would have felled dozens of
weaker men.,

His whole life is proof of our democ-
racy—that the humblest and lowest
amongst us can rise up to our highest of-
fice, provided we are willing to pay the
price in hard work and possess the req-
uisite qualifications.

In many respects Johnson'’s life paral-
lels that of Lincoln. Born December 29,
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1808, in a humble cottage in Raleigh,
N. C., dire poverty and wretchedness were
his lot for many years. His father was
porter of an inn, his mother the maid of
all work.

At the age of 3 his father gave his life
to rescue three prominent citizens from
drowning. That they were wealthy made
no difference in the heroic struggle of
Mrs. Johnson to keep herself and two tiny
sons alive. By 1822 the struggle became
too much, and young Andy, then 14, and
his brother were bound out to a tailor,
Two years later he was a fugitive from
justice, having run away from his master.

By March 1827, after many bitter eco-
nomic ups and downs, he was established
in his own tailor shop in Greeneville,
Tenn. Two months later he was married
to the noble girl whose influence on his
life was to be as great as that of his
mother on Lincoln.

Marriage was the making of Johnson.
Not yet 22, he was rough, uneducated,
fiery, tactless, and inclined to bitterness
toward those whom he recognized as be-
longing to a superior social strata. From
earliest manhood, his whole life was to be
a fight for the lowly, underprivileged
classes to whom he claimed proud alle-
giance.

Elizabeth McCardle Johnson, his young
bride, taught him to read and write and
fed his dreams. Soon his tailor shop
became a mecca for those who liked a
political argument. He joined an eve-
ning debating class in a nearby college.
A thirst for education burned in him like
an all-consuming fire. He spent 50 cents
a day from his tiny income to have read
to him as he worked the outstanding ora-
tions of famous Englishmen.

Although looked upon as an upstart
by the town’s aristocrats, he was soon a
successful candidate for alderman and
then mayor. Andrew Jackson, his name-
sake, became his patron saint, and a
friendship sprang up between them
which was to forever shape and influence
his life. Often, in later years, he was
compared and likened to Jackson in flat-
tering terms.

Not the least of the influences which
were molding Johnson at this time were
the hills and mountains of eastern Ten-
nessee. He never lost an opportunity to
commune with nature, and, like the
psalmist of old, “to lift up his eyes to
the hills from whence cometh strength.”

It was on the return from one of these
excursions that he wrote the paragraph
which was to forever define his planned
purpose in life:

Gladly would I lay down my life if I could
BO engul! demucracy into our general govern=-
ment that it would be permanent.

It was Thomas Jefferson who laid down
this principle. It took Andrew Johnson
to vitalize it and give it true meaning.

Alderman, mayor, elector, State legis-
lator—all these were elective rungs in the
ladder up which Johnson was traveling

to his goal. Soon he was a successful .

candidate for Congress, where he served
for 5 terms—1843 to 1853. By then his
bitter Whig opponents, unable to defeat
him by ballots, cleverly “gerrymandered”
his district and froze him out.

Those 10 years proved the crucible
which molded his future. Thrown into
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contact with all the leading characters
of the impending tragic era, Johnson
learned to know Lincoln, Jefferson Davis,
John Quincy Adams, Greeley, Yancey,
and many others. His speeches of that
period left much to be desired, but defi-
nitely the tailor of Greeneville was climb-
ing up.
To quote a historian of that period:

He had pleased his friends and disappointed
his enemles.

By now his name was known every-
where.

Despite his lack of academic education
and a woefully inadequate vocabulary,
Johnson was gradually developing into
an orator of unusual power over crowds.
Unlike other speakers of that day, he
wasted no time on buffoonery, ribald
Jjokes, or lofty rhetoric.

His speeches were based on the pres-
entation of facts, logic, and law. By
reiteration, he made the humblest listener
grasp his meaning and believe him to be
right. He was a terrible foe in debate.
He mortified his antagonists, crushed
them, and made them flee. His argu-
ments had the devastating effect of naval
broadsides and few men ever dared to
debate him the second time from the
same platform.

His fiery, haughty manner, his piercing
black eyes, and fearless poise had a
hypnotic effect on individuals and erowds.
They sensed sincerity and divine purpose.
But many of them resented his tactless-
ness and blunt mannerisms. Of humor,
he seemed to have little. Life was deadly
earnest to Andrew Johnson.

October 1853 found Andrew Johnson
Governor of Tennessee. Because his was
an honest, progressive administration, he
was promptly reelected. Next, he was
unanimously chosen to the United States
Senate, and December 7, 1857, found him
E:.c:e in Washington where he wanted

Those were soul-stirring days and al-
ready the hideous shadow of civil war
was lengthening over the country from
ocean to ocean. Into the thick of bitter
forensic war on the Senate floor plunged
Andrew Johnson. Fate was already try-
ing, tempering, and shaping him into the
stuff from which great heroes and
patriots are made.

Times have changed since Andrew
Johnson sat under this dome. It was
a more serious business being a Senator
or a Representative in those days. Mem-
bers boasted of their gentility, but when
verbal attack failed or else stung too
deeply, it was not uncommon to produce
a pistol or a bowie knife. Challenges to
duels were frequent and more than one
affair of honor was settled at sunrise in
Maryland clearings.

Exactly how Andrew Johnson survived
those days is a mystery. Perhaps the
angels of fate stood ever at his side pro-
tecting him for the days to come. He
never minced words nor quailed before
an opponent. He never hesitated to
sting, blast, or browbeat the thinnest-
skinned Senator who attacked or ques-
tioned him.

Often challenged, he refused to duel
with anything but words, and by now he
had become so deadly with them that
men thought twice before they tackled
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him. More than once, he made speeches
with one hand clasped to the butt of a
pistol—speeches he had been forbidden
to make under threat of assassination.

Once in Tennessee he even overawed
a whole company of soldiers sent to
break up one of his political meetings.
One brief paragraph of logic not only
won the crowd to his side but the soldiers
as well, and their discomfited officer
marched them outside.

Only once in his whole political life can
we find any record of his apologizing to
a political antagonist. That was to Jef-
ferson Davis when the southerner was
still a Senator. Davis refused to make
up and insisted that his own insulting re-
marks be permanently recorded. Jochn-
son was hurt to the quick, but he bore
Davis no resentment, as is proven by
future events.

The radicals wanted Davis executed
when the war ended. Johnson refused.
In fact, he pardoned him Christmas,
1868.

Mr. Speaker, into the life of every man
there comes a momeni when he knows
he is face to face with his destiny. That
moment came to Andrew Johnson, when
as a Senator he sat under this dome on
December 18, 1860, All around him
was the babble of furious voices from
wildly angry men. Blood and secession
were in the air. Pistols had been drawn,
epithets hurled wildly, challenges to
duels made. The galleries were packed
solidly with vociferous southern sympa-
thizers.

The State of South Carolina had an-
nounced she was withdrawing from the
Union. Her sister States were proclaim-
ing themselves ready to join her.

The Northern States were confused and
hesitant. Secession loomed up as the
apparent solution to the bitter slavery
question. “Let the South do what 1t
wished,” their leaders shouted. Others
faltered.

Andrew Johnson listened as long and
as silently as he could. Beyond all men
present, he saw that someone had to
speak now or the Union would be dis-
solved forever. Well did he know that
on the shoulders of that speaker rested
a terrible, hideous burden; that abuse,
castigation, threats and challenges, even
death, might become his fate. The Tailor
of Greeneville sat huddled in his seat—
sad, lonely; listening to the same voices
that had spoken to Joan of Arc.

Slowly he rose fo his feet. His black
eyes flashed about him; glanced upward
at the suddenly-silenced galleries. The
chaos around him subsided as the Chair
recognized the Senator from the South.
For the rest of that day and far info the
next one—constantly heckled and inter-
rupted—Johnson spoke, and his extem-
poraneous words were like the high notes
of a bugle, imperiously calling to a na-
tion to follow behind him.

I am of the belief, Mr. Speaker, that
was the greatest speech ever made in this
building. It echoed from the Atlantic to
the Pacifie—from the Gulf to Canada.
It was even heard around the world.

The effect on the Nation was astound-
ing. It unified the North overnight. It
created consternation in the South, but
it stiffened their determination. Beyond
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all shadow of doubt, it was the thrown
gauntlet which touched off the Civil War.
By the same token, it was the speech
that saved the Union, for it made millions
realize that the Union was worth fighting
for and dying for, if need be.

His words cracked like rifle shots,
crashed like naval guns, reverberated like
thunder, and blasted like bolts from the
sky. They electrified, terrified, and
panicked cpponents. They put steel and
determination into the minds of others.
Here was a speech the like of which
Americans had never heard before. Here
was a mighty principle which divided
them into two lines of blue and gray with
muskets belching and sabers flashing.

Tired, lonely, fully aware of his respon-
sibility, yet suddenly metamorphosed into
some demigod, Johnson stalked through
the scowling, hissing Members from the
South and walked to his room in the
Kirkwood Hotel. There, as in the Capi-
tol, fresh indignities were showered.

Morning, however, was fo tell a differ-
ent story. By then the clicking, clacking
telegraph wires had spread his words to
the very ends of the earth. The South
was aghast; the North seemed to rise up
like one man, The flaming words of the
Greeneville tailor had made them think
in unison.

Letters and telegrams poured in on him
by the countless thousands. State legis-
latures met to pass ardent resolutions of
endorsement. The South burned him in
effigy countless times; the North sent him
innumerab’e invitations to make ad-
dresses and it seemed impossible to sup-
ply the demand for copies of the amazing
speech.

What had he said? Well, it took him 2
days to say them and I have only time to
give you a minute digest of those simple,
stirring words which had etched them-
selves in the minds of an entire Nation—
friend and foe alike.

I am opposed to secession—

. Was the simple way he began—

no State has a right to secede from this
Union without the consent of the other
States which ratified the compact. If the
doctrine of secession is to be carried out
on the mere whim of a State then this Gov-
ernment if at an end. If one State can secede,
why may not other States combine and eject
a State from the Union?

Both sides in this contest are equally
wrong. The North is wrong. The South is
equally wrong. Florida, Louisiana, and Texas,
bought and pald for by the Union, are now
trying to back out of their compact with us.

‘What is this lssue? It is this and only
this—we are mad because Mr. Lincoln has
been elected and we have not got our man.
If we had got our man we should not be for
breaking up the Union, but as Mr. Lincoln
is elected we are breaking up the Union.

Am I to be so great a coward as to refreat
from duty? No sirs, Here I will stand and
meet the encroachments upon my country at
the threshold.

On and on, went that majestic voice,
berating, pleading, wheedling, challeng-
ing, and condemning. His closing sen-
tence was to be instantly echoed by
millions of northerners—

Senators! My blood, my existence, I would
give to save this Unionl!

For weeks, the southern leaders in
Congress, did their best to belittle John-
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son and sell the Nation on the idea that
secession was the logical and only way
out.

Johnson saw that it was necessary for
him to now call spades by their name and
that unless he further unified the North,
all hope for the Union was gone.

On March 2, 1861, he made another
speech in the crowded Senate which some
peogle said was even better than the first.
Fearlessly he informed both Chair and
crowded galleries that he stood among
traitors who were even then urging that
the flag be fired upon and our arsenals
and forts seized. Challenged to name
these traitors, he pointed to them with
outstretched finger and blazing eyes.

The North needed no further persua-
sion as to the right course. They called
him “the greatest man of the age” and
his name was on every tongue.

Up to that day, Abraham Lincoln had
been a perplexed man without any defi-
nite program except the hops of averting
war. Johnson made him sze his destiny
and steeled his heart to the course he
must sail the ship of state.

Forty days later Fort Sumter was fired
upon, and the Civil War was under way.

Mr. Speaker, I have not wished to bore
you with this review of the past at a
stirring time when we are so sadly per-
turbed about our future.

All I wanted to do was to make you
understand a little better this amazing
patriot who suffered so greatly for ocur
country that long ago—March 13, 1868.
It is true that he was found not guilty,
but the margin was by only one vote, and
that is almost tantamount to a bar
sinister on his proud escutcheon.

He went his way, free of charges, but
he had open wounds which were to sting
and wound until the hour of his death.
His indomitable courage held out until
July 31, 1875.

The last official act of his life was to
prick the sleeping conscience of the North
in the Senate on March 22, 1875. He re=
viewed the misdeeds of the Grant ad-
ministration and, amidst vociferous ova-
tions, pleaded for justice to the suffering
South.

Now, at long last, through words of his,
real reconstruction was to begin. He
had nobly served the purpose of his life—
to hold together and to defend the Union
and the Constitution forever,

Cannot you hear that sonorous voice,
with its thrilling cadences, calling out to
a distressed and puzzled Nation:

Let us stand by the principles of our
fathers, though the heavens fall, * * * |
intend to stand by the Constitution as the
chief ark of our safety, as the palladium of
our civil and religious liberty. Yes; let us
cling to it as the mariner clings to the last
plank when the night and the tempest close
around him,

Sixty years after the infamous im-
peachment trial the Supreme Court gave
the legal world something to think about.
October 1926 it handed down a decision
that the Tenure of Office Act, under
which Johnson had been tried, was an
infringement on the constitutional rights
of a President.

Andrew Johnson, the tailor President,
had finally been proven right, but I am
afraid the opinion was small ancdyne to
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his erumbling bones on a Tennessee hill-
side.

Mr. Speaker, nowhere in this great
Capitol of ours is there a statue or even
a bust save the one in the Senate lobby
to recall to posterity this champion
defender of the greatest document in
all this world—the Constitution of the
United States. He was our third greatest
citizen, yet by some strange oversight
time has seen fit to pass him by.

Today I have introduced a bill asking
that this oversight be looked into and
in a measure rectified, if possible. The
bill provides for the appointment of a
commission for the purpose of formulat-
ing plans for a suitable memorial to him
in Washington. In the name of our
country and the memory of a great and
good man, I ask your support of that bill.
[Applause.]

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ah-
sence was granted to Mr. Grecory, for
today, on account of the death of his
mother.

EILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION FPRE-
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. EIRWAN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee did on this day present to the
President for his approval bills and a
jeint resolution of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R.2110. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Navy to convey certain lands sit-
uated in Duval and Brevard Counties, Fla., to
the State of Florida for highway purposes;

H.R. 2112, An act to amend the act of May
4, 1898 (30 Stat. 380; U. S. C,, title 34, sec. 21),
as amended, to authorize the President to
appoint additional acting assistant surgeons
in time of national emergency;

H.R.2113. An act to authorize an exchange
of lands between the people of Puerto Rico
and the United States;

H.R.2495. An act authorizing the State of
Maryland, by and through Its State roads
commission, or the successors of said com-
mission, to construct, maintain, and operate
a free highway bridge across the Potomac
River at or near Sandy Hook, Md., to a point
opposite in Virginia;

H.R.2053. An act extending the provisions
of the act approved August 27, 1840, entitled
“An act increasing the number of naval avi-
ators in the line of the Regular Navy and
Marine Corps, and for other purposes”;

H.R.3000. An act for the relief of Joseph
8. Albis, Jr;

H.R.23004. An act for the relief of John W.
Young;

H.R.3297. An act to amend the first para-
graph of section 22 of the act of February
23, 1931 (46 Stat. 1210); and

H. J.Res. 60. Joint resclution to amend the
Internal Revenue Code,

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o'clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Friday,
March 14, 1941, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND
FOREIGN COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
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merce at 10 a. m., Friday, March 14,
1941, to resume hearings on H. R. 3684,
freight forwarders.

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND
NATURALIZATION

There will be a meeting of this com-
mittee at 10:30 a. m., Wednesday, March
19, 1941, for the consideration of the sev-
eral bills relating to the naturalization of
alien veterans of the World War. Also
for consideration of H. R. 2835, a bill to
permit clerks of courts to issue copies of
naturalization certificates.

COMMITTEE ON PATENTS

The Committee on Patents will con-
tinue hearings on H. R. 3360, a bill pro-
hibiting issuance and enforcement of in-
junctions on patents when necessary in
the interest of national defense, Wed-
nesday, March 19, 1941, and Thursday,
March 20, 1941, at 10 a. m., in the com-
mittee room, 1015 House Office Building.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC,

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

341. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, dated January 25,
1941, submitting a report, together with ae-
companyilg papers, on reexamination of
Grouse Creek, Eans., requested by resolution
of the Committee on Flood Control, House
of Representatives, adopted April 13, 1038; to
the Committee on Flood Control.

342. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, dated January 25,
1941, submitting a report, together with ac-
companying papers, on reexamination of
Arkansas River—drainage and levee district
No. 2, Conway County, Ark.—requested by
resolution of the Committee on Flood Control,
House of Representatives, adopted February
10, 1938; to the Committee on Flood Control,

343. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engl-
neers, United States Army, dated January 25,
1941, submitting a report, together with ac-
companying papers, on a preliminary exami-
nation of Bellows Pond and Canada Lake
drainage area, Fulton County, N. Y., author-
ized by the Flood Control Acts approved
June 28, 1938, and August 11, 1939; to the
Committee on Flood Control.

344. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, dated January 31,
1941, submitting a report, together with ac-
companying papers, on reexamination of
Wabash River in the vicinity of Hutsonville,
I1l., requested by resolution of the Committee
on Flood Control, House of Representatives,

adopted August 2, 1939; to the Committee on-

Flood Control.

345, A letter from the Acting Postmaster
General, transmitting a report of the facts
and recommendation in the matter of the
claim for credit of Martin F. Gettings, post-
master at Rahway, N. J; to the Committee
on Claims.

346, A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Navy, transmitting the draft of a pro-
posed bill to authorize the transportation of
dependents of Reserve and retired personnel
ordered to extended active duty; to the Com-
mitiee on Military Affairs.

847. A letter from the Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting the annual report for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1940, of the
Exchange Stabilization Fund; to the Com-

| mittee on Ways and Means,
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348. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting an amend-
ment to the estimates of appropriations in-
cluded in the Budget for the fiscal year 1942
for the legislative establishment, House of
Representatives, involving an increase of
$25,000 in such estimates (H. Doc. No. 140);
to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

349. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting the draft for proposed amenG-
ments to the bill, H, R, 2281, to strengthen
the national defense by creating the grade
of chief warrant officer in the Army, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII,

Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Committee on
Mines and Mining. H. R. 3018, A bill to
amend the act entitled “An act to prohibit
the manufacture, distribution, storage, use,
and possession in time of war of explosives,
providing regulations for the safe manufac-
ture, distribution, storage, use, and possession
of the same, and for other purposes,” approved
October 6, 1917 (40 Stat. 385); without
amendment (Rept. No. 246). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. SCRUGHAM: Committee on Appropri-
ations. H. R. 3981. A bill making appropri-
ations for the Navy Department and the
naval service for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1942, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 247). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. ROEINSON of Utah: Committee on
the Public Lands. H. R. 2685. A bill to
authorize the disposition of recreational
demonstration projects, and for other pur-
poses; with amendment (Rept. No. 248),
Referred to the Committee of the Whale
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Committee on
the Public Lands, H, R. 3193. A bill validat-
ing certain conveyances heretofore made by
Central Pacific Railway Co., a corporation, and
its lessee, Southern Pacific Co., a corpora=-
tion, involving certain portions of right-of-
way, in the city of Tracy, in the county of
San Joaquin, State of California, and in the
town of Elk Grove, in the county of Bacra-
mento, State of California, acquired by Cen-
tral Pacific Railway Co. under the act of
Congress approved July 1, 1862 (12 Stat. L,
489), as amended by the act of Congress ap-
proved July 2, 1864 (13 Stat. L. 356); without
amendment (Rept. No. 249). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit=-
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers.
House Report No. 250. Report on the dispo-
sition of records by Committee on the Dis-
position of Executive Papers; without amend-
ment. Ordered to be printed.

Mr. BLOOM: Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. Senate Joint Resolution 7. Joint reso-
lution affirming and approving nonrecogni=-
tion of the transfer of any geographic region
in this hemisphere from one non-American
power to ancther non-American power, and
providing for consultation with other Ameri-
can republics in the event that such transfer
should appear likely; without amendment
(Rept. No. 251). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

Mr. STEAGALL: Committee on Banking
and Currency. 5. 262. An act regulating the
warehousing, storing, and reconcentration
of cotton held by the Commodity Credit
Corporation; without amendment (Rept. No.
253). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRI-
VATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIIT,

Mr. BLOOM: Committee on Forelgn Af-
fairs. S.706. An act for the relief of Blanche
W. Stout; without amendment (Rept. No.
252). Referred to the Commitiee of the
Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Com-
mittee on Pensions was discharged from
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 840)
granting a pension to Frank L. Bradley,
and the same was referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr, COLE of New York:

H.R.3082, A bill providing that certain
persons may send letters through the mails
free of postage; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. CLASON:

H.R.3983. A bill for the allowance and
payment of certain clalms for wages for labor
performed in excess of 8 hours per day in
national armories and arsenals; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. CROSSER:

H.R 3984. A bill to extend the crediting of
military service under the railroad-retirement
acts, and for other other purposes; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. DIMOND:

H.R. 3985 (by request). A bill to authorize
compensation for services of Hallie Reeves;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DONDERO:

H.R.3986. A bill to amend section 2 of the
act entitled “An act to provide for additional
clerk hire in the House of Representatives,
and for other purposes,” approved July 25,
1939; to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. GRANGER:

H.R.3087. A bill to provide relief for, and
promote the interests of, the landowners of
the Uintah Indian irrigation project, Utah,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. HAINES:

H.R. 3988, A bill granting to clerks in post
offices of the third class the status of postal
employees and the benefits of annual and
sick leave; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HENDRICKS:

H.R. 3989. A bill to authorize an appropri-
ation for the purpose of establishing a na-
tional cemetery at St. Cloud, Fla.; to the com-
mittee on Mlilitary Affairs,

By Mr. IZAC:

H.R.3990. A bill to provide for the issu-
ance of a special air-mail stamp in honor of
the national flag; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

H.R.3991. A bill to provide for the issuance
of a special stamp commemorating the four
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of
California and the west coast;, to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. ENUTSON:

H.R.3992, A bill to repeal chapter 18 of
the Internal Revenue Code; to the Commit-
tee on" Ways and Means.

By Mr. MAGNUSON:

H.R.3993. A bill to authorize the erection
of a Veterans’ Administration general medi-
cal and surgical hospital and domiciliary fa=
cility in western Washington; to the Coms-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.
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By Mr. MARCANTONIO:

H.R. 3994. A bill to prohibit discrimination
by any agency supported in whole or in part
with funds appropriated by the Congress
of the United States of America, and to pro-
hibit discrimination against persons em-
ployed or seeking employment on Govern=-
ment contracts because of race, color, or
creed; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. O'CONNOR:

H.R.398985. A bill imposing a manufactur=-
ers' excise tax, to provide revenue, to reduce
property taxes, promote the general welfare,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

By Mr. PETERSON of Georgia:

H.R.3996. A bill granting equipment al-
lowance to postmasters of the third class;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

By Mr. SACKS:

H.R.3997. A bill to amend the act en-
titled “An act to amend and consoclidate the
acts respecting copyright,” approved March 4,
1909, as amended, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas:

H.R.3898. A bill to expedite the national
defense by clarifying the application of the
act of August 24, 1935 (49 Stat, 793); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, WRIGHT:

H.R.3099. A bill to extend the times for
commencing and completing the construction
of bridges across the Monongahela River in
Allegheny County, Pa.; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HOUSTON:

H.R. 4000, A bill' to provide for the com-
mon defense in relation to the sale of alco-
holie liquors to the members of the land and
naval forces of the United States and to pro-
vide for the supression of vice in the vicinity
of military camps and naval establishments;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. REECE of Tennessee:

H.R.4001. A bill to create the Andrew
Johnson Memorial Commission, for the pur-
pose of formulating plans for a suitable me-
morial to Andrew Johnson, seventeenth Pres-
ident of the United States; to the Committee
on the Library.

By Mr. KRAMER:

H.R. 4002. A bill requiring persons engaged
in air commerce to equip passengers and fly-
ing personnel with parachutes, and to use
safety devices similar to those required In
the case of military and naval aircraft; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. DIMOND:

H. Res. 142, Resolution providing for an In-
vestigation of conditions in the Territory of
Alaska; to the Committee on Rules.

H.Res. 143. Resolution providing for ex-
penses of the Investigat!on provided for in
House Resolutior 142; to the Committee on
Accounts.

By Mr. HOFFMAN:

H. Res. 144. Resolution providing for an in-
vestigation in the District of Columbia of
national-defense employment practices; to
the Committee on Rules,

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAEER: Memorlal of the Legis-
lature of the State of Kansas, memorializing
the President and the Congress of the United
States to enact a law which will provide ade-
quate old-age pensions; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:
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By Mr. ARENDS:

H.R.4003. A bill for the rellef of Camp-
bell Holton & Co.; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. ARNOLD:

H.R.4004. A Dbill granting a pension to
Arthur Garfield Carter; to the Committee on
World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. CHAPMAN:

H.R.4005. A bill for the relief of Grace
Enight, administratrix of Herman B. Enight;
to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. DIES:

H.R.4006. A bill for the relief of A. A.

Martinez; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. GAMBLE:

H.R.4007. A bill for the relief of Chester
J. Babcock; to the Committee on the Civil
Bervice.

By Mr. LANDIS:

H.R.4008. A Dbill granting a pension to
Jessie Myrtle Bennett; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions

By Mr. WEAVER:

H.R.4009. A bill for the relief of J. A.
Cearly; to the Committee on Claims,

H.R.4010. A bill for the relief of Thelma
Carringer; to the Committee on Claims.

H.R.4011. A bill for the relief of Frank A,
Fain; to the Committee on Claims.

H.R.4012. A bill granting a pension to
Flora Duckett; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

458. By Mr. FORAND: Resclution of the
Warwick City Council of the city of Warwick,
requesting either an amendment of the pro-
vision of the Selective Training and Service
Act of 1940 or a change of procedure be made
in sald act so that Army doctors pass on the
physical qualificatlons of the registrants be-
fore notice be given of his selection for train-
ing and service; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

459. By Mr. FOGARTY: Memorial of the
city council of the city of Pawtucket, R. I,
endorsing the efforts of President Roosevelt
in his work for national defense and aid to
Great Britain; to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

460. Also, memorial of the City Council of
the City of Pawtucket, R. I., requesting pas-
sage of the General Pulaski Memorial Day
resolution, now pending; to the Conmmittee
on the Judiciary.

461. By Mr. FORAND: Joint resolution of
the City Council of the City of Pawtucket,
R. I, endorsing the efforts of President Roose-
velt in his work for national defense and aid
to Great Britain; to the Committee on For-
elgn Affairs,

462. Also, joint resolution of the City Coun-
cil of the City of Pawtucket, R. I., requesting
the passage of the General Pulaski Memorial
Day resolution now pending in United States
Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

463. By Mr. GUYER of Kansas: Petition of
the Board of Commissioners of Kansas City,
Eans., petitioning the passage of the General
Pulaski Memorial Day resolution; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

464. Also, petition of sundry citizens of
various communities in the District of Co-
lumbia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, urging
the enactment of legislation to eliminate con-
ditions of vice, including the sale of intoxi=-
cating liquors, from areas surrounding camps
at which selectees in the military service of
the United States are being trained; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

465, By Mr. JARRETT: Petition support=-
ing Senate bill 860, protection of boys in
United States camps; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.
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466. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Peti-
tion of L. C. Penn, Emhouse, Tex., favoring
House bill 3492; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

467. By Mr. KEOGH: Petition of the An-
cient Order of Hibernians in America, Divi-
sion No. 1, Kings County, N. Y., coneerning
acts committed, or that might be committed,
by any of the belligerent nations which
might result in violation of the neutrality of
Eire, etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

468, By Mr. LEWIS: Joint memorial of the
House of Representatives and the Senate of
the Thirty-third General Assembly of the
State of Colorado, requesting that the War
and Navy Departments of the United States
and the Emergency Relief Administration in-
crease their purchases of pinto beans grown
in the United States so that the consump-
tion of pinto beans can be increased for the
benefit of the American farmers who depend
upon this cash crop; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

469. Also, joint memorial of the Senate of
the Thirty-third General Assembly of the
State of Colorado, the House of Representa-
tives concurring, strongly urging that the
Congress of the United States enact into law
House bill 2601, to create a pension system
for adult cripples and for aged citizens; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

470. By Mr. MACIEJEWSEI: Petition of
the Board of Trustees of the Town of Cicero,
Ill.. relative to General Pulaski Memorial
Day; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

471. By Mr. MAHON: Petition of O. W.
Cline, Jane Oliver, Newby Pratt, F. C. Shill-
ingburg, Eugene Haley, Tommy Beene, Mabel
Smith, L. C. McDonald, Lenorali Cook, Wil-
liam Wheeler, Frances Epps, and Gladys Mil-
ler, opposing strikes in national-defense in-
dustries; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

472. By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa: Petition of
Mrs. H. E. Millen and other citizens of Farm-
ington, Towa, urging the passage of Senate
bill 806, to provide for the common defense
in relation to the sale of alecoholic liquors to
the members of the land and naval forces
of the United States and to provide for the
suppression of vice in the vicinity of military
camps and naval establishments; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

473, Also, petition of W. A. Hudler, presi-
dent, and Mrs. E. P. Hudler, secretary, Town-
send Club No. 1, Muscatine, Iowa, the
passage of House bill 10368; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

474, By Mr. MERRITT: Resolution of the
‘Whitestone Republican Club, Ine., unani-
mously supporting the Brotherhood of Paint-
ers, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America,
of Queens and Nassau Counties, N. Y, in
their attempt to have painting on the new
barracks being constructed at Fort Tilden
and Fort Totten, Queens, by union laber in-
stead of by the Work Projects Administra-
tion; to the Committee on Labor.

475. Also, resolution of the Brotherhood of
Railroad Trainmen, Joe Bailey Lodge, No. 186,
of New York, favoring liberalization of the
Railroad Retirement Act; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

476. By Mr. PATMAN: Petition of the
Texas Legislature, urging the Congress not to
enact laws regarding the conservation, de-
velopment, and production of the petroleum
resources of the State of Texas, or placing
same under Federal control or the control of
any Federal agency; to the Committee on the
Publle Lands.

477. By Mr. SACES: Memorial of the Penn-
sylvania House of Representatives, urging
Congress to designate December 15, 1941, the
one hundred and fiftieth annfversary of the
adoption of the Bill of Rights, and to desig-
nate that day as a natfonal holilday; to au-
thorize the appointment of a Bill of Rights
sesquicentennial commission to sponsor ap-
propriate ceremonies and celebrations; to the
Committee on the Judictary.
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478. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
town of Cicero, Ill,, petitioning consideration
of their resolution with reference to passage
of the pending resolution before Congress
which would proclaim October 11, 1941, as
General Pulaski’s Memorial Day; to the Com-~
mittee on the Judiciary.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Frmay, Marcu 14, 1941

The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and
was called te order by the Speaker.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont-
gomery, D. D. offered the following
prayer:

QOur most blessed Lord God, we thank
Thee that Thou hast made the way plain
between Thyself and our souls. When
we falter and stumble, Thou dost bear us
up into the presence of conscious power,
wisdom, and goodness. We bring to
Thee only our weakness and imperfec-
tion; striving in the midst of temptations,
turned hither and thither, O Thou Christ,
come with us that our love may be zeal-
ous and our aspirations as a burning
flame. Do Thou vindicate our visions,
defend the reality of our dreams, and re-
store unto us the chivalrous faith that
shall usher in a new day. Almighty Ged,
we glory in our domain, in our riches,
and in our institutions, yet may we not
look upon the outward, visible things of
life, for these pass as a tale that is told,
but upen the unseen, eternal, and immu-
table. Heavenly Father, persuade us that
it is the spiritual fiber woven into the
warp and woof of a nation’s heart which
constitutes its greatness, So, dear Lord,
we pray for the heavenly gifts more
abundantly that our dear land may bhe
great and glorious. For Thine is the
kingdom and the glory forever. Through
Christ our Saviour and Redeemer.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Baldridge, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed, with an
amendment, in which the concurrence of
the House is requested, a bill of the House
of the following title:

H.R.3546. An act to amend the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended,
for the purpose of regulating interstate and
foreign commerce in peanuts, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the foregoing bill; requests a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr. BankHEAD, Mr. ELLENDER, Mrs, CArA-
waY, Mr. RusseLLt, and Mr. Aigen to be
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment No.
2 to the bill (H. R. 3155) entitled “An
act to authorize the Secretary of the
Navy to proceed with the construction
of certain public works, and for other
purposes”; requests a conference with
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the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr, WaLsH, Mr, Typings, Mr. SmitH, Mr,
Davis, and Mr, JounsoN of California to
be the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendment of
the House to the amendment of the
Senate No. 2 to the bill (H. R. 3325) en=-
titled “An act to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to proceed with the con-
struction of certain public works, and
for other purposes”; requests a confer-
ence with the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and
appoints Mr. Warss, Mr. Typines, Mr.
Smrre, Mr. Davis, and Mr. JounsoN of
California to be the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
3617) entitled “An act making deficiency
and supplemental appropriations for the
Army and Navy for the national defense
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941,
and for other purposes.”

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed the following reso-
lution:

Senate Resolution 88

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
March 13, 1941,

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow the announcement of the
death of Hon. Prus L. ScEwWERT, late a Rep~
resentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That & committee of two Sena-
tors be appointed by the Presiding Officer to
join the committee appointed on the part of
the House of Representatives to attend the
funeral of the deceased Representative.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate
these resolutions to the House of Representa-
tives and transmit a copy thereof to the
family of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect
to the memory of the deceased Representative
the Senatce do now adjourn until Monday
next.

The message also announced that, pur-
suant to the provisions of the above reso-
lution, the Presiding Officer had named
Mr. Waecner and Mr. MEeap as members

of the committee on the part of the
Senate.

CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC
WORKS BY NAVY

Mr. VINSON of Georgia., Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous censent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 3155)
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to proceed with the construction of cer=-
tain public works, and for other pur-
poses, witia Senate amendments, agree to
the conference asked by the Senate, and
insist on disagreement to amendment
No. 2.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Coorer). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Vinson]1?

There was mno objection; and the
Speaker appointed the following con-
ferees: Messrs. Vinson of Georgia,
DrewrY, and Maas.
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