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The following-named officers of the Naval 
Reserve to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), 
to rank from the 15th day of July 1942: 

Thomas A. Morris, Jr. 
Mark Dodge 
Lt. (Jr. Gr.) J. Kenneth Hall, Dc-V (G), 

United States Naval Reserve, to be an assist
ant dental surgeon in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant (junior grade), to rank 
from the 26th day of October 1942. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

Col. Littleton W. T. Waller, Jr., to be a 
brigadier general in the Marine Corps Re
serve, for temporary service, from the 25th 
day of September 1942. 

Col. Lewie G. Merritt to be a brigadier gen
eral in the Marine Corps, for temporary 
service, from the 5th day of October 1942. 

Lt. Col. (temporary) Gregon A. Williams 
to be a lieutenant colonel in the Marine 
Co,rps from the 30th day of June 1942. 

John D. Hayes, a citizen of New York, to 
be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps 
from the 15th day of May 1942. 

John J. Kalen, a citizen of Virginia, to 
be a second lieutenant in the Marine corps 
from the 15th day of July 1942. 

The following-named citizens to be second 
lleutenan ts in the Marine Corps from the 
31st day of October 1942: 

Cyrus N. Morgan, a citizen of Massachu
setts. 

Roger F. Seasholtz, a citizen of Pennsyl-
vania. 

Warren F. Lloyd, a citizen of Virginia. 
Dudley R. Carr, a citizen of Mississippi. 
Sgt. William E. Lunn, a meritorious non-

commissioned officer, to be a second lieuten
ant in the Marine Corps from the 31st day 
of October 1942. 

The below-named meritorious noncommis
sioned officers to be second lieutenants in the 
Marine Corps from the 14th day of November 
1942: 

Platoon Sgt. Benjamin F. Royal, Jr. 
Platoon Sgt. Rufus B. Thompson, Jr. 

WITHDRAWAL 

Executive nomination withdrawn from 
the senate February 1, 1943: 

DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 

. Edward J. Flynn to be Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Australia. 

. CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate February 1, 1943: 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

Josh Lee, to be a member of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Department of Commerce. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MoNDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1943 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont

gomery, D. D., ofiered the following 
prayer: 

Dear Father, we pray in the name of 
Him who carried eternity in His heart. 
We thank Thee that Thou art sufficient 
for every problem and disillusionment 
of life. Thine arm is not shortened and 
Thou art the shelter for every storm and 
the light which no darkness can dim. 
Thy ministries are very precious and our 
souls hang upon Thy fellowship; thus 

our love and life are strengthened and 
multiplied. 

Reminded, dear Lord, of our ineffi
ciency and dependence, we would in
dulge in no personal exaltation but 
humbly pray Thee to clothe us with a con
science that leaps beyond creed and 
liturgy, seeking the Christ alone whose 
infinite nature is interpreted in the bor
rowed center of the heavens: "I am the 
light of the world." In every county and 
State throughout our Union, may every 
man scorn disloyalty, sham, and fraud, 
inspired from a throne on which reigns 
the royalty of an unsullied conscience. 
Our Father, the day is weary, burdened 
with perplexity and unrest and need is 
crying from the four corners of this 
scarred and beaten globe. Oh, we pray 
for counsel that is wise, true, and just; 
direct all men with a searching eye to 
look within and in sacred calmness and 
quiet hear the small voice of the monitor 
within their own breasts. Oh, help us to 
be true to ourselves. In our Redeemer's 
name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, January 28, 1943, was read 
and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 

Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed a concurrent 
resolution of the following title, in which 
the concurrence of the House is re
quested: 

S. Con. Res. 5. Concurrent resolution ex
pressing to the National Assembly and people 
of the Republic of Panama appreciation of 
their friendship for . the United States. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK
LEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled "An act to pro
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government" for the 
disposition of executive papers in the fol
lowing departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 
2. Department of the Navy. 
3. Post Office Department. 
4. Department of the Treasury. 
5. Civil Service Commission. 
6. Executive Office of the President 

(Office for Emergency Management). 
7. The National Archives. 

THE SIXTY-FIRST BIRTHDAY OF 
PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT 

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, Sat

urday last, while the House was not in 
session, was the sixty-first birthday of 
our beloved and courageous Commander 
in Chief, President Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

It is fitting that we should pause today 
to congratulate and extend to our Presi
dent our best wishes and felicitations on 
his birthday anniversary of a few days 
ago. 

As the Washington Post well said in an 
editorial of last Saturday-

No man has had so much responsibility to 
the people in this Nation's history. No man 

has had as much responsibility to humanity. 
Indeed, we are all in the same boat, saillng 
to a new destiny, and he is our chief helms
man. 

President· Roosevelt is a precedent 
breaker. The first President to break 
the heretofore fixed third-term policy. 
If it was for no other reason than this, 
he would occupy a foremost page in 
American history. 

President Roosevelt is the first Presi
dent while in office to fly in an airplane. 

He is the first wartime President to 
leave the continental United States in 
time of war. 

Like the vision, courage, and adven
turous spirit of Christopher Columbus 
brought about the discovery of a new 
world, out of which came our beloved 
country, so will the vision, the courage, 
and the sound, forward looking adven
turous spirit of Franklin D. Roosevelt 
lead the way to victory, and thereafter 
toward a permanent peace and a better 
world in which men of good will can live. 

President Roosevelt has always been 
found fighting for the preservation of 
our institutions of government; for 
sound, practical, social justice, for the 
progress of our people. To me, he is-the 
real conservative, who tries to preserve 
our fundamentals and ideals by regulat
ing and controlling abuses that exist, 
the continuance of which existence would 
or might prove harmful to our Nation. 

We find him in 1933, when banking 
and business was prostrated, when fear 
was in the minds of all, particularly in 
the minds of our bankers and business
men, stepping into the breach and saving 
our banking system, the economic life
blood of our Nation. By his courageous 
leadership, in addithn to saving our 
banking system, and the deposits of well 
over 20,000,000 of our people, he also 
saved business, industry, finance from 
complete prostration. Simply because 
some have forgotten does not minimize 
that fact. 

He then thought of the weak, of the 
millions of unemployed and their fam
ilies and dependents, of the farmers and 
their families, of the youth of the land,. 
who were facing disillusionment. 

Then came the march of totalitarian
ism, nazi-ism, fascism, and the Jap war
crazed imperialism and hatred of Amer
ica, and he led in seeing the danger 
that confronted us-criticized, scorned, 
scofied at by some, facing division from 
within, he carried on with faith, vision, 
courage, preparing our country for the 
impending danger. Everyone knows of 
the history of the past several years, and 
of the unusual foresight and courageous 
leadership of our Commander in Chief. 

He has been characterized in many 
ways, the great humanitarian, the great 
leader, the man of courage, the man 
without fear, the precedent breaker, the 
hope of the oppressed and the conquered. 
I do not mention what he has been 
termed by his enemies, as they are not 
worthy of being dignified by notice. 

You will note I say enemies, not hon
est critics, or persoi)s who honestly mis
understood and who acted as their con
sciences dictated, and who found out 
later they were wrong in their outlook 
of the future, and that President Roose
velt was right. 
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But there is one title, in my opinion, 

future historians will give him-and 
with victory he will deserve-and that 
is "The Preserver of Democracy." 

Washington: "The Father of Our 
Country." 

Lincoln: "The Savior of Our Country." 
Roosevelt: "The Preserver of Democ

racy." 
It is interesting to note that Washing

ton was first inaugurated in 1789. Lin
coln, in 1861, was first inaugurated 72 
years after Washington. Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, in 1933, was first inaugurated 
72 years after Lincoln. 

We of the House appreciate his re
sponsibilities in this critical period of 
our Nation's history. Without regard to 
party, we of the House, as the Washing
ton Post well said, recognize "he is our 
chief helmsman." 

While all of our Members could not 
see eye to eye with the President on all 
occasions, practically all of our Members 
respect him personally; respect him as 
our President and, in this crisis, as our 
wartime Commander in Chief. 

A few days ago we honored the mem
ory of another great wartime President 
and Commander in Chief who has gone 
to meet His Maker, William McKinley, 
who, while on the stage of life, played 
an important part in the history and 
progress of our country. 

Today we pause to extend our con
gratulations and to express our senti
ments of respect, confidence, and sup
port, not as Democrats or Republicans, 
or Independents, or otherwise, but as 
Americans, to our living wartime Presi
dent and Commander in Chief, to this 
man of destiny, and to express the 
hope-yes, prayers-that God will con
tinue to give him good health, and di
rect and guide him in the performance 
of his grave duties, in the early winning . 
of the war, and in the establishment of a 
just, lasting, and permanent peace. 

FORMER REPRESENTATIVE JOHN F. 
DOCKWEILER 

Mr. LEA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LEA. Mr. Speaker, many Members 

uf this House who served with former 
Congressman John F. Dockweiler, of 
California, will be grieved to learn of his 
death, which occurred at his home in Los 
Angeles yesterday morning, January 31. 

Mr. Dockweiler was born on September 
19, 1895, in Los Angeles. He was a son of 
IsaG.ore Bernard and Gertrude Dockwei
ler. His family has been prominent in 
the history of California since the early 
days, For more than 40 years his father 
has been an outstanding character in our 
State. Still living, he is regarded as the 
Old Roman of them all in the Democratic 
Party of California. He is the outstand
ing, living example of the type of men 
who led our progress from the earliest 
beginnings. Always abreast of the times, 
for many decades he has taken an active 
part in practically all questions asso
ciated with the progress and advance
ment of our State. 

John was a worthy son of his father. 
His career was closely associated with 

many fraternal, civic, political, and eco
nomic activities of our State. His versa
tile work was reflected in his career in 
this House. 

John Dockweiler was a graduate of 
Loyola College in Los Angeles in 1918 
with a degree of bachelor of arts. In 
1921 he graduated from the Southern 
California law school and subsequently 
took postgraduate work and special 
courses at Harvard Law School. 

He was elected to Congress in 1932 and 
served here for 6 years in the Seventy
third, Seventy-fourth, and Seventy-fifth -

. Congresses. He voluntarily retired in 
1938 when he became a candidate for the 
Democratic nomination for Governor. 
Among a number of candidates, he re
ceived next to the highest vote. 

While a Member of the House, Mr. 
Dockweiler served as assistant whip of 
his party. He was a member of the Ap
propriations Committee at the time of his 
voluntary retirement. 

In 1940 he was elected district attorney 
of Los Angeles County. That county 
contains one of the greatest constituen
cies served by any county district attor
ney in the United States. He filled the 
office with diligence and great credit to 
himself and to our State. 

While a Member of this body he won 
the respect and affection of its member
ship. He was a lovable character and an 
honor to California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I do this in order to add a few 
words to what the gentleman from Cali
forni [Mr. LEA] has had to say about the 
sad passing of a former colleague in the 
House, Hon. John F. Dockweiler. I have 
been acquainted with our late colleague 
and members of his family, notably, his 
splendid father, for ·many years. The 
Dockweiler family has been one of the 
outstanding families in California from 
almost the beginning of its growth. 
Their service in various phases of public 
life has been one of the things that Cali
fornia is proud of. Brothers of our late 
colleague have served on the bench and 
in other capacities and always with out
standing record. Our late colleague is 
going to be missed by many people. He 
has given an administration as district 
attorney of our county which has won the 
approbation and approval of all con
structive citizens, and I join with the 
dean of our delegation the gentleman 
from California [Mr. LEA] in professing 
my own profound sorrow over his death. 

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, Los Angeles has sad news today 
for many men in this House. John Dock
weBer, who worked · among you for 6 
years, is dead. For those 6 years John 
represented the district which I now rep
resent. 

In California we have many legends
woven from the mission days, the Span
ish land grants, the sudden impact of a 
bright, new civilization. The name Dock
weiler is a signpost of this legend. 

Isadore Dockweiler, John's father, rode 
horseback over southern California when 
the present site of Los Angeles was rolling 
hills, covered with cattle, herded by 
Mexican paisanos. 

Isadore Dockw,eiler, pioneer, had 13 
children. When they became grown, a 
new city, a white-walled, red-roofed city 
of 2,000,000 people, lay at their feet. And 
they were the literal symbol of this city's 
growth. They were Dockweiler doctors, 
Dockweiler lawyers, . Dockweiler engi
neers, Dockweiler statesmen. 

John, the sta~esman, is dead today, 
but in his father, Isadore the pioneer, 
lives on. And to him today I send my 
sorrow at the loss of his and California's 
son. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with a deep sense of persunalloss that I 
have learned of the passing of one of the 
former Members of the California dele
gation in Congress. John F. Dockweiler 
served in this body for three successive 
terms, from 1933 to 1939, as a Member of, 
the Seventy-third, Seventy-fourth, and 
Seventy-fifth Congresses. During his 
first term he was a member of the Com
mittee on Military Affairs and sub
sequently served on the Appropriations 
Committee on the subcommittee han
dling the appropriations for the War 
Department. 

During his service here, John Dock
weiler proved untiring in his efforts to 
promote and develop a sound program 
of national defense for the Nation, re
alizing as he did the great conflict of 
American and Japanese interests-in the 
Pacific. With almost prophetic vision 
he daily championed the cause of greatly 
augmented coastal defenses for the en
tire Pacific coast, and it was due to his 
efforts almost exclusively that the harbor 
defenses of San Frantisco Bay were 
greatly improved and strengthened. 
Who shall say that it was not due to 
these very installations that the perfidi
ous attack of the Japanese on that event
ful December 7 was not extended to 
include the bay region in the onslaught 
against the United States? Without 
hesitation John Dockweiler, as Congress
man, urged upon both the War and Navy 
Departments a greater vigilance of the 
activities of the Japanese throughout his 
native State of California, but more par
ticularly in and around the harbor and 
industrial areas of Leis Angeles. With a 
keen discerning mind he anticipated the 
real treachery with which the Japanese 
would initiate an attack upon this Na
tion. 

With a splendid legal education and 
the experience of several years of active 
practice, John Dockweiler was elected 
district attorney of Los Angeles County 
just 2 years ago, having previously been 
a candidate for the Democratic nomina
tion as Governor of the State of Cali
fornia. He administered the duties of 
the office, of district attorney efficiently 
and well, always having a high regard 
for the rights of individuals, the while he 



470 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 1 
demanded the enforcement and prosecu
tion of the law in the interests of good, 
sound government. It is indeed unfor
tunate for the people of Los Angeles 
County that the career of this able and 
industrious young attorney should be cut 
short in the very beginning of his serv
ice in government. That his absence 
will be keenly felt by all needs no com
ment on my part. 

A kindly individual, John Dockweiler 
made a host of friends for himself while 
serving here in the Congress, and there 
are none who met him but admired him 
for his high principles and fine ideals. 
Quiet and unostentatious, he neverthe
less displayed great vigor and force 
whenever the occasion demanded. He 
demonstrated in his daily life his fine 
character and deep religious convictions, 
splendid attributes, which merit for him 
the fond memory we shall always have of 
him. As he lays down the burdens of 
this life we pray that he may enjoy 
eternal rest and happiness. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD and include an 
article by Mark Sullivan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks and include a letter 
from the Military Order of the Liberty. 
Bell, national headquarters. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CAMP HALE, COLO. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min
ute and extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROCKWELL. Ml.·. Speaker, a few 

days ago the gentleman from Massachu
setts, Congressman CLASON, read to me a 
letter from one of his constituents, 
wherein it was stated that he had heard 
that there had been deaths and much ill
ness among the boys stationed at Camp 
Hale in Colorado. I had not heard any 
such rumor but since the camp is located 
in my congressional district, it seemed 
·~o me that an inquiry should be made at 
once. 

Accordingly, I asked the Surgeon Gen
eral's Office to make an investigation. I 
am glad to report that the Surgeon Gen
eral has made a careful investigation and 
states that there has not been a single 
death among the soldiers since the camp 
was created; that the general health of 
the men is good; and that there were 
only minor ailments, such as measles, 
mumps, and common colds, usual to a 
group of enlisted men suddenly brought 
together from various parts of the United 
States. The only losses reported were 
two Army mules, and they were probably 
caused by a fall from some cliff. 

Camp Hale is a comparatively new 
camp where men are taught skiing and 
mountain climbing and generally trained 
for mountain warfare. It is located at 
Pando, Colo., which lies at an elevation 
of 10,000 feet. Considering the high 

altitude and the vigorous exercise neces
sary to train mountain troops, I think 
that the health record of no deaths and 
only minor ailments among the thou
sands of troops stationed there, is re
markable. 

I thought that you would be interested 
in this health report from a mountain 
training center high in the Rocky Moun
tains of Colorado. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that tomorrow, Tues
day, after the disposition of business on 
the Speaker's table and other special 
orders, I be permitted to address the 
House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

ERRONEOUS CHARGES AGAINST 
LEND-LEASE 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute, and to revise and 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. At the 

last session of the House the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. JONES], made certain 
charges against the administration of 
lend-lease. The day after this speech 
was delivered, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House heard Mr. Stettini us, 
the Administrator of Lend-Lease, and he 
completely answered and denied all of 
these charges made by the gentleman 
from Ohio. Since the membership of 
the House did not have the privilege of 
hearing the reply by Mr. Stettinius, and 
since readers of the CONGRESSIONAL REC
ORD .did not have that privilege, I wish 

·to answer these four charges based upon 
Mr. Stettinius' reply thereto. The gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNEs] stated 
that thousands of cases of beer, rayon 
hose, and power puffs have been shipped 
abroad and paid for with lend-lease 
funds. 

The gentleman from Ohio is misin
formed. No beer and no powder puffs 
have been bought with lend-lease funds. 
In procuring cotton hose for le.nd-lease 
shipment to north Africa, a small 
amount of cheap 25-cent-a-pair heavy
duty rayon hose was included along with 
the cotton hose. In addition, some rayon 
hose was included in various barter goods 
previously purchased by the War Depart
ment for our forces in north Africa to 
use in payment for local labor on air
fields, barracks, and other installations. 

Lend-lease shipments of clothing-and 
of food-for distribution to the civilian 
population of north Africa are a press
ing matter of military policy. At Gen
eral Eisenhower's urgent request, sup
plies are being sent to the people of North 
Africa who have been stripped to the 
point of destitution. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JONES] 
also said that lend-lease is being forced 
on some countries that did not want it, 
and mentioned Bermuda specifically. 

He has been misinformed. Accept-
. ance of lend-lease aid has not been 
forced on Bermuda or on any country. 
As a matter of fact, no lend -lease aid 
has been given to Bermuda. Lend-lease 

aid is made available only at the specific 
request of the country to which such aid 
is to be rendered. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNES] 
also said that Harry Hopkins, as "lend
lease expediter," has absolute authority 
in assigning lend-lease shipments. 

This charge is erroneous. E. R. Stet
tinius, Jr., has been Lend-Lease Admin
istrator since October 28, 1941, when he 
was authorized by the President "to exer
cise any power or authority conferred 
upon the President" by the Lend-Lease 
Act, in accordance with the policies pre
scribed by the President. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JONES] 
also said that the United States has no 
assurance that airplanes furnished our 
allies will not be used in the post-war 
period to take commercial airways away 
from this country. 

Again the gentleman is in error. Un
der the terms of the master lend -lease 
agreements, the United States may re
quire the return of any articles furnished 
under lend-lease, including- all types of 
planes, that have not been "destroyed, 
lost, or consumed," and shall have been 
determined by the President to be "of use 
to the United States of America." 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks upon the subject of sponge iron, 
and to include a statement from Gov. J. 
Melville Broughton, of North Carolina, 
and also a brief statement from the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, under· the leadership of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BoYKIN]; 
also a statement from Science News in 
Review? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

WALTER WINCHELL 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to proceed for 1 minute 
and revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I have al

ways supposed that the rules and regula
tions of the Communications Commission 
prohibited the use of profanity and the 
utterance of sentiments calculated to stir 
up hatreds and disunity on the radio. 

Last evening I listened to Walter Win
chell. Apparently he feels that he is 
above the rules and regulations that ap
ply to citizens generally, because in his 
broadcast last evening, in my judgment, 
he reached a new low as a purveyor of 
hate and discord when he contemptu
ously referred to the reelection of Mem
bers of Congress whose pre-Pearl Harbor 
voting record he had so vigorously con
demned. He spoke as one who had been 
thwarted and rebuked by the people of 
the country who went to the polls and 
cast their votes last November. While 
impliedly admitting the failure of his 
campaign of hate directed at many Mem
bers of Congress, last night he directed 
his vituperation and venom toward the 
millions of American citizens who voted 
their honest convictions and returned to 
the Congress of the United States men 
and women in whom they had confi
dence. I was astounded to hear him in-
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diet the patriotism and intelligence of 
millions of American people when he 
stated in substance that what worried 
him most today was the "damn fools who 
voted for them." 

It is true that he apologetically stated 
that there were hundreds of good and 
able representatives in the Congress, and 
he singled out our colleague, the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McGRAN
ERYJ, as a wonderful man. I hope that 
this orchid tossed to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. McGRANERYJ will not 
be the kiss of political death such as he 
administered to our erstwhile colleague, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
PATRICK]. Winchell has taken on a big 
order this time when as an officer in 
the United States Navy he referred to 
millions of decent Americans as damn 
fools and desecrated a decent Sabbath 
evening and every law of radio to give 
vent to his undisguised venom. It seems 
to me, Mr. Winchell, that you owe an 
apology to the people of America. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marlts in the RECORD and include a short 
editorial on the farm problem. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the· RECORD and include an 
article from the Farm Journal on con
centrated feeds. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and include a reso
lution of the Cleveland City Council. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CORRECTION OF THE RECORD 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to correct the 
RECORD and to address the House for 1 
minute to make an explanation of the 
correction, and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on 

January 28, I followed Judge SUMNERS 
in referring to the Civil Air Patrol. The 
RECORD on page 443 contains an error 
which changed the context very much. 
I said that the men of the Civil Air 
Patrol are not exempt from the draft 
and that therefore the Civil Air Patrol 
depends on men who are not subject to 
military service. In the RECORD the 
word "not" was omitted and it appears 
that those men "are exempt from the 
draft," which is a great injustice and an 
erroneous statement. 

Among these men of the Civil Air 
Patrol are fat ones, bald-headed ones, 
old ones and underage 'ones, because 
they are subject to the draft and are not 
exempt because of that service. Thus 
we are getting splendid service in the 
air from men who would not otherwise 
be in the military service. 

[Here the gavel fell.l 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. FORAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include an address by Nich
olas Picchione on the negative side of 
the Ruml plan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mf. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include a radio speech which 
I have made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include an article by Thomas 
Lyons, Secretary of the Foreign Trade 
Zone Board. I have cleared through the 
Government Printing Office and the cost 
of this will be $90. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
MERCHANT MARINE SEAMEN AT 

GUADALCANAL 

Mr. CELLER. 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 objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, a state

ment recently appeared in some of the 
public prints, whiph statement was re
echoed on the floor of this House, that 
seamen in the merchant marine have 
refused to unload supplies and discharge 
cargoes from ships at Guadalcanal. 
There is a welcome disclaimer of that 
statement. Admiral Halsey states that 
"in no instance have merchant marine 
seamen refused to discharge cargo from 
their vessels at Guadalcanal or in any 
other way failed to cooperate with 
United States forces ashore in that 
area.'' 

That statement, originally made, was 
an aspersion upon the brave merchant 
marine men who daily risk their lives 
on the Atlantic and the Pacific, who risk 
being bombed and torpedoed by U-boats 
every hour. Those who made and re
peated that lie and aspersion now have a 
glorious opportunity to apoligize to those 
brave men. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. MURRAY · of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
after the regular business of the day and 
any other· special orders today I may 
proceed for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

TIRES ON JAPANESE-OWNED AUTOMO
BILES AND TRUCKS 

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, in 

these days when Rubber Czar Jeffers 
professes his inability to get the syn-

thetic-rubber program under way and 
our supply from natural sources con
tinues to dwindle, one cannot help but 
wonder whether or not there is any co
operation among the various agencies of 
the Government in an effort to relieve 
the situation. 

From isolated press dispatches which 
have been called to my attention, veri
fied by independent investigation, I am 
convinced that there are in excess of 
25,000 Japanese-owned automobiles and 
trucks in storage in our Pacific coastal 
States, upon which there are some 125,-
000 serviceable tires which, if put into 
use, would contribute much to the solv
ing of the prob.lem with which we are 
now vexed. · 

Furthermore I am informed that 
Japanese-owned tractors, threshing ma
chines, pumping equipment, motors, and 
other agricultural implements of a value · 
running well into millions: are also im
pounded in storage and, therefore, out 
of _use in our food and fiber production 
program at a time when agricultural im
plements and equipment are sorely 
needed upon our western farms. 

If there were ever an occasion when 
different departments · and agencies of 
Government could cooperate to the· ad
vantage of our war effo:rt. this situation 
presents a striking example. Is it not 
time for the War · Relocation Authority 
to get together with Mr. Jeffers' rubber 
agency and the Department of Agri
culture with a view of recovering this 
rubber for use and these agricultural im
plements for service upon our farms? 

It is not reasonable to ask the Ameri
can people to continue their personal 
sacrifices in order to supply service de
ficiencies when our war-making officials 
constantly overlook opportunities such 
as the ones to which I have today called 
the attention of the Congress. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday 
next, after the business of the day and 
any other special orders, I may address 
the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ELLISON of Maryland. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute, to revise 
and extend my own remarks and to in
clude therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ELLISON of Maryland. Mr. 

Speaker, a few days ago charges were 
made, on the floor of the House, that 
merchant seamen refused to unload a 
cargo at Guadalcanal on a Sunday, in 
conformity with the rules of the mari
time union, thus compelling convales
cent marines to do the job. It was a 
serious charge. 

It has now been proven that the 
charge was baseless, in that the inci
dent never occurred. 

It is both proper and fitting that a 
denial of this unfounded charge be made 
from the same forum from which the 
original charge was made because, as it 
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happens, it was an unwarranted attack 
upon heroic seamen who are performing 
brave, noble, and essential service. 

In this connection, I should like to 
read a brief editorial which appeared 
in the Baltimore Evening Sun of Janu
ary 29, entitled "End of an Evil Rumor." 
It should be recognized that the Balti
more Sun papers are considered among 
the best in this part of the country: 

END OF AN EVIL RUMOR 

That story about the merchant seamen who 
refused to unload ships at Guadalcanal on 
Sunday because it was against their union 
rules, has been officially denied. Admiral 
Halsey, commander of the United States 
forces in the South Pacific states: 

"None of the crews has ever refused to dis
charge its ship's cargo, and the merchant sea
men's cooperation, efficiency, and courage--on 
some occasions in the face of enemy attack
have won high praise." 

It is a salutary thing to have this report 
squelched by the highest naval authority in 
the area in which the incident was supposed 
to have occurred. For this story was exactly 
the kind that Herr Doktor Goebbels would be 
happy to have going the rounds. Far too 
many tales do go the rounds, and baseless 
though most of them are, they are repeated 
by irresponsible persons until they gain such 
wide curreney that even sensible people begin 
to wonder if there might not be some truth 
in them. Whenever that point is reached, 
Herr Doktor Goebbels' aim-which is to 
spread distrust and dismay-bas in some 
mea.t'lure been achieved. The unfounded
rumors machine is working .for him. 

The Guadalcanal story was especially harm
ful in that it appeared to have some basis in 
fact and could be traced, as the others so 
seldom can be, to a respectable and appar
ently reliable source. It was especially hate
ful, in that it tended to discredit the men of 
the merchant navy-men who have been ex
pqsed time and again to attack by planes, 
subs, and surface warships, and whose work 
is at all times arduous and risky. 

The merchant marine is performing its in
dispensable task with efficiency and courage, 
as Admiral Halsey has said. The story that 
some merchant crews refused to work in an 
emergency has been denied by him. That 
should be the end of such rumors. 

I, and I am sure all of you, m1Jst agree 
with the sentiments expressed in this 
editorial. 

THREAT TO LIVESTOCK DISEASE 
CONTROL 

Mr. GILLIE. 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. GILLIE. · Mr. Speaker, on January 

27 my esteemed colleague the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN] 
sounded a timely warning on the dangers 
from the foreign livestock malady, foot
and-mouth disease. His remarks were 
clear, concise, and convincing, but they 
dealt only with what might be termed 
predictable avenues through which this 
disease, and other foreign diseases of 
comparable seriousness, may menace our 
livestock industry. 

With a world at war we must not only 
envision the usual or predictable means 
by which our livestock may fall victim to 
this disease but in addition what may be 
termed the unpredictable means such as 
the willful and malicious activities of 
saboteurs. 

Our enemy countries as well as other 
European and Asiatic countries are now 
sutfering the most severe scourge of this 
disease in history. Obviously our best 
precautions may, during wartime, be cir
cumvented. Therefore, our vigilance 
against its introduction is not enough. 
There must be no weakness in our pre
paredness plan to cope with the disease 
should it make its appearance within our 
borders. 

There were 5 separate invasions of 
foot-and-mouth disease in the United 
States during the first 29 years of the 
present century. Each outbreak was of 
foreign origin and was vigorously com
batted and promptly eradicated. The 
two most destructive outbreaks occurred 
in 1914-16, involving the livestock to a 
greater or less degree of 22 States, and in 
1924-25, when 2 States-! very seri
ously-were involved. 

Throughout the five campaigns against 
this costly plague the responsibility for 
its control and eradication was vested 
in the Bureau of Animal Industry for 
the Federal Government, and the com
parable veterinary organizations of the 
affected States. No State has ever 
shirked its responsibility during such 
times, but in most cases State veterinary 
forces have been limited, and it became 
necessary for the Federal Government to 
provide the major veterinary personnel. 

Foot-and-mouth disease is an acute, 
rapidly spreading, infectious disease and 
its successful extermination calls for a 
large, well-trained, and mobile veteri
nary force. The United States Bureau 
of Animal Industry has kept constantly 
in readiness a program and personnel 
roster for immediate action whenever 
necessary. 

The Bureau is the largest single em
ployer of veterinarians in the world. In 
normal times they are employed in regu
lar assignment~. in various divisions o. 
the Bureau, but in case of emergency 
they are quickly mobilized for suet 
essential special duty. 

The Bureau has each time been suc
cessful in quickly placing into the field to 
combat foot-and-mouth disease a large 
force of veterinarians experienced in the 
diagnosis, control, and disposition of in
fected animals. 

Mr. Speaker, we have spent large sums 
of money from private and public sources 
to eradicate and control animal disease 
in this country and now have the cleanest 
livestock in the world. We are literally 
holding in trust for the rest of the world 
the best blood lines now existent for the 
reestablishment of herds and flocks in 
other countries when the war is' over. 

With this in mind, I have been very 
seriously concerned over reports that the 
Bureau of Animal Industry is to be 
broken up under plans for a reorganiza
tion of the Department of Agriculture. 
Acting under authority of an Executive 
order issued on December 5, 1942, the 
Secretary of Agriculttire is now entertain
ing a proposal to detach permanently the 
Meat Inspection Division of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry and place it in the 
Food Distribution Administration. 

Such a move would reduce by about 
900 the number of trained veterinarians 
now available to the Bureau to combat 
such diseases as foot-and-mouth disease. 

My remarks should not be construed as 
minimizing the importance· of the food 
distribution program, but I am greatly 
concerned when from any source or 
through any pretext, action is contem
plated which tends to deplete the only 
organization that is competent to furnish 
the protection required by our livestock 
industry against the threat of such a 
devastating malady as foot-and-mouth 
disea-Se. 

Any benefit that might be furnished to 
the Food Distribution Administration by 
such a move would sink into insignifi
cance when compared to the loss that 
would unavoidably be sustained should 
we suffer an outbreak of foot-and-mouth 
disease. 

Mr. Speaker,·under leave to extend my 
remarks, I wish to place in the RECORD at 
this point a letter directed to the Secre
tary of Agriculture by the American 
Veterinary Medical Association, urging 
that the Bureau of Animal Industry be 
maintained as a.n intact working organi
zation, with all its forces under the uni
fied direction of a veterinarian as chief: 

AMERICAN VETERINARY 
MEDICAL AsSOCIATION, 

Chicago, Ill., January 21, 1943. 
Han. CLAUDE R. WICKARD, 

Secreta'fy of Agriculture, 
Department of Agriculture, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. SECRETARY: The board of govern

ors of the American Veterinary Medical As
sociation are much concerned about the fu
ture of the Federal Meat Inspection Service 
and the disease control and prevention 
agencies which have been directed so long 
and so efficiently by a veterinarian as Chief 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 

The fact that the United States is today 
the safest place in the world in which to 
grow livestock is not the result of mere ac
cident but of planned and practical methods, 
basfid on scientific knowledge such as: 

1. The control of infectious diseases within 
the cGuntry itself. 

2. The development and enforcement of 
regulations which have served, with rare ex
ceptions, as effective barriers against the in
troduction of livestopk disease plagues preva
lent in other countries. 

For over 50 years the Federal Bureau of An
imal Industry has had the benefit of com
petent veterinary direction and bas func
tioned faithfully and efficiently in protect
ing our livestock industry. 

In cooperation with the entire veterinary 
profession, it bas completely rooted out or 
brought under control several devastating 
livestock diseases and has eradicated foreign 
plagues on the few occasions that they have 
b,een introduced into this country. 

The system of animal disease control de
veloped in the United States bas been the 
marvel of its kind and the envy of other 
countries. 

It spells the difference between a prosp~r
ous agricultural nation and one burdened by 
enormous losses. 

Moreover, the effective control of infectious 
and contagious diseases of animals under 
competent veterinary direction has been an 
important public-health factor through the 
suppression of those animal diseases which 
are transmissible to man. 

On the basis of the record, there would 
seem to be no justification for a change in 
the administration or the make-up of the 
Federal Bureau of Animal Industry, both of 
which have enabled it to function as a well
rounded unit to meet all requirements and 
emergencies. Of all times in the Nation's h16-
tory, it would seem particularly ill-advised 
now to make changes which might creato 
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confusion and impair the proven efficiency of 
an organization when it is most essential to 
the successful prosecution of the war pro
gram. 

It is therefore our firm conviction that, for 
the best interests of the entire country, the 
Federal Bureau of Animal Industry should 
remain as an intact working organization and 
with all its forces under the unified direction 
of a veterinarian as Chief. 

Sincerely yours, 
0. V. BRUMLEY, 

Dean, School of Veterinary Medtcine, 
Ohio State University, and Chairman, 
Board ot Governors, American Vet
erinary Medical Association. 

W. W. DIMOCK, 
Head, Department of Antmal ~athol

ogy, University of Kentucky, and 
President, American Veterina1·y Med
ical Association. 

C. W. BOWER, 
Practitioner, Topeka, Kans., and Presi-

dent-elect, American Veterinary 
Medical Association. 

J. C. HARDENBERGH, 
Executive Secretary, America'TI- Veteri

nary Medical Association, Chicago, 
Ill. 

Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to revise and extend my 
own remarks and to include therein a let
ter from the Veterinary Medical Asso
ciation to Hon. Claude Wickard. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on tomorrow, following the other special 
orders, I may address the House for 5 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection. it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
THE PRESIDENT'S BIRTHDAY 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I llSk . 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I com 

mend the splendid remarks made by our 
distinguished majority leader in recog
nition of the birthday of our Commander 
in Chief on last Saturday. 

We Georgia-ns look upon President 
Roosevelt as a part-time citizen of our 
state. We recognize not only his splen
did leadership as President throughout 
the years and his magnificent work as 
Commander in Chief of this great Na
tion and of the United Nations, but par
ticularly do we appreciate the humani
tarianism of this great man and the fine 
work he has done at Warm Springs, Ga., 
in the establishment of that institution 
for the treatment of sufferers of infantile 
paralysis. 

Last Friday night it was my privilege 
to attend a dinner given for the stars 
who were here to celebrate his birthday. 
Among those stars was a splendid young 
woman, a singer, who herself has suf
fered from infantile paralysis; but who 
has had the courage to carry on and 
continue to use her beautiful voice not
witi1standing her inability to walk. 

I think the most amazing thing about 
our Commander in Chief is the courage 
he has displayed in the face of his ha,ndi
cap, and especially the courage he has 
shown in the last few weeks in making 
that dangerous trip to north Africa in 
the interest of carrying on our war 
against the enemy. 

I know we all join in felicitating him 
on his sixty-first birthday and wish him 
continued happiness and good health. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD and to include therein an 
article from the Washington Times
Herald. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD and to include a brief ar
ticle by Frank Kent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
"LAME DUCKS" 

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, I take this 

minute to call attention to a bill which I 
have this day introduced in the House. 

When the citizens of the Eleventh Ohio 
District inform me at the polls that my 
services are no longer desired as their 
Congressman, I trust that I will retire 
gracefully and not attempt to force my 
attention of my "'lame duck" services on 
them, whether it be done by Executive 
order or as permitted in the present law 
which I am attempting to repeal. 

I realize that there may be certain 
business which requires time to complete 
before retiring, but it seems to me that 
the time elapsing between the defeat 
of a candidate in early November and 
the time of seating the new Congress in 
early January is sufficient tirrie for any 
"lame duck" to still keep his bill in. 

Since coming here in January I have 
run into several examples where I am ac
tually stymied in rendering proper serv
ice to my constituents because of the 
present law, which extends the "lame 
duck's" authority for full 6 months, or 
until June 30, following his retirement in 
January. 

This is particularly manifest in regard 
to the Agricultural Yearbook. As I un
derstand it, these books are placed to the 
credit of the individual Members of Con
gress in November, and even though the 
Member be defeated in November, these 
publications still remain to his credit and 
cannot be released to the newly elected 
Member unless the defeated candidate so 
orders. This very definitely works a 
hardship upon the newly elected Mem
bers, as well as upon his constituents 
back home who are desirous of obtaining 
these publications. 

It seems to me that the authority of 
any defeated candidate should cease at 

the same time the newly elected Con
gressman's authority begins, and I trust 
that you will see your way clear to sup
port my bill. 

RESIGNATIONS FROM COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignations from com
mittee: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., February 1, 1943. 
Han. SAM RAYBURN, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I hereby submit my 
resignation as a Member of the Committee 
on Claims of the House of Representatives. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILSON D. GILLETTE. 

. CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., January 28, 1943. 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I hereby tender my 
r~signation as a member of the Joint Com
mittee on Printing. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JAMES WOLFENDEN. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the resignations will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 
ELECTION TO COMMITTEE 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a resolution (H. Res. 88), 
which I send to the desk and ask for its 
immediate adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That WILSON D. GILLETTE, O! 

Pennsylvania, be, and he is hereby, elected 
to the Committee on Printing of the House 
of Representatives. 

PROGRAM FOR TUESDAY 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 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. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I take this opportunity to inquire 
of the majority leader about the program 
for tomorrow, Tuesday. I understand 
there has been a change in the program. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes. The Com
mittee on Rules reported out a rule mak
ing in order a bill reported out of the 
Naval Affairs Committee. This will come 
up on tomorrow. I understand there is 
nothing controversial about it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. How 
much general debate will there be on the 
resolution? 

Mr. SABATH. One hour. There is no 
opposition to it from any source. 

Mr. McCORMACK. And while I am 
on this subject, if I may encroach upon 
the minute's time given my friend from 
Massachusetts, I wish to make an an
nouncement to the Democratic Members. 

On Thursday after the legislative day 
is over there will be a caucus of the 
Democratic Members for the purpose of 
selecting a nominee for the position of 
DJorkeeper. 

This is an announcement for my own 
side. Notices will not go out much before 
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tomorrow or Wednesday morning, and so 
the Democratic Members may know as 
soon as possible I make this announce
ment. The second matter before the 
caucus will be the question of permitting 
Democratic Members on select commit
tees to also serve on the District of Co
lumbia Committee. In other words, the 
District of Columbia Committee will be 
an exception to the rule against Members 
of select committees serving on other 
committees. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. May I ask the 
gentleman about his program for the 
week? I am filing a report on the tele
graph merger bill and I hope to appear 
before the Rules Committee · as early as 
possible. I know the chairman of that 
committee will grant a hearing as early 
as possible. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I cannot make 
any promises now. I cannot see how it 
can come up this week, but I will see that 
it is brought up as soon as possible. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the REcor.n 
and to include an article by one of 
America's foremost authors, Stuart Ed
ward White. 

The SPEAKER: Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali
fomia [Mr. ANDERSON]? 

There was no objection. 
. ADDITIONAL SHIP REPAIR FACILITIES 

FOR THE UNITED STATES NAVY 

Mr. DELANEY, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted the following 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 87, Rept. 
No. 68), which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That immediately upon adoption 
of this resolution it shall be in order to move 
that the House resolve itself into the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for consideration of H. R. 1446, -a ' 
bill authorizing appropriations for the United 
States Navy for additional ship repair facili
ties, and for other purposes. That after gen
eral debate, which shall be confined to tlle 
blll and shall continue not to exceed 1 hour 
to be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the bill shall 
be read for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the reading of tlle 
bill for amendment, the Committee shall rise 
and report the same to the House with such 
amendments aa 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. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and to include a brief editorial that ap
peared in the Louisville Courier-Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. ROBSION]? 

There was no objection. 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 

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

On January 31, 1943, there was dis
seminated a pamphlet by the National 

Lawyers Guild, and I read from it the 
following excerpt: 
To the Members of the House of Repre

sentatives: 
MARTIN DIES and his committee is the 

secret weapon with which Adolf Hitler hopes 
to soften up our Nation for military conquest. 

I have many excerpts, not only from 
this but from other pamphlets, all of 
which raise clearly a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is 
recog·nized for 1 hour. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that my time may be ex
tended 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
gentleman is entitled to an ·hour. He 
asks unanimous consent that his time be 
extended 30 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, we are en

gaged in a great struggle to preserve our 
constitutional government and our 
American way of life. The most im
portant phase of that struggle is the su
preme effort to win the war. To that 
end all of us, of every political party, are 
devoting all of our energies, our re
sources, and our ability. The House of 
Representatives has from the beginning 
of this emergency cooperated in every 
respect with the executive department 
in order to prepare this Nation for the 
struggle. There is no Congress in the 
history of America that appropriated 
more money for our military prepared
ness than the last Congress. The ex
ecutive department has received the full
est degree of cooperation in its efi'ort to 
defeat the i\_xis Powers. 

But while this is the most important 
phase of the present confiict, there is an
other phase of almost equal importance. 
This is not only a clash between the 
armies of the Allied Nations and the 
armies of the Axis Powers. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Will 
the gentleman tell us who made that 
statement? 

Mr. DIES. The National Lawyers 
Guild. I will get to that and other state
ments as I go along. 

Mr. Speaker, of almost equal impor
tance with the confiict between rival 
armies, the armed forces of democracy 
and the armed forces of the Axis Powers, 
is the struggle between conflicting ide
ologies of government. The nineteenth 
century liberalism which advocated the 
protection of individual rights, which · 
culminated in those great and eternal 
beliefs and philosophies which surround 
the individual with every possible pro
tection in the enjoyment of his rights, 
has been challenged for a long time by a 
new philosophy which in one country is 
communism, in another country fascism, 
in another country nazi-isin, and in an
other country bureaucracy. But the un
derlying principle of all of these philoso
phies is essentially the same. stripped 
of their verbiage and viewed in the naked · 
truth, we find similar phrases, and simi
lar expressions, as well as similar policies 

and programs advocated in each in
stance. 

We hear the voice of Adolf Hitler when 
he contended in Mein Kampf that the 
highest duty of the individual is to su
bordinate himself to the state. We read 
in the doctrines of Marx the pronounce
ment that the state must be supreme. 
In the fascism of Mussolini there is· a 
corporate state administered and con
trolled by a self-perpetuating bureauc
racy. The very essence of fascism is and 
has been a centralized state, a state that 
expands, extends, and broadens until 
ultimately the individual becomes a mere 
cog in a collectivistic system of govern
ment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman has 
overlooked, in my opinion, one of the 
most important, one of the most danger
ous ideologies that threatens America 
now and for generations to come. That 
is the ideology known as Shintoism that 
Japan is spreading throughout the world 
and especially in the United States. 

Mr. DIES. The gentleman is abso
lutely correct. The point I am trying to 
make is simply that when liberalism first 
came into existence it represented a 
struggle of the people against centralized 
government and, as the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SUMNERS] stated in a speech a 
few days ago, and he expressed it soap
propriately, the history of democratic 
progress has been the history of decen
tralization. Liberalism was derived 
from the word liberty. It meant those 
who were in favor of the liberty of the 
individual and of the entire body of so
ciety. It meant those who were strug
gling against a great bureaucratic or 
·autocratic or oligarchic government, 
whichever you may term it, in which the 
citizen became nothing and the state was 
everything. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Sp~aker, a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The House is not in 
order. Some Members on that side are 
holding a conversation. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in 
order. 

Mr. DIES. We sometimes overlook the 
fact that in our own country there has 
been a trend toward centralized gov
ernment, not of the same nature and per
haps not as marked as in foreign coun
tries, but, nevertheless, over a period of 
several or more decades there has been 
a constant, steady trend toward bureau
cratic and centralized government and 
away from the original concept of our 
fathers. 

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

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Just a moment 
ago a gentleman stood up and pointed 
his hand in a certain direction. Three or 
four gentlemen were standing here. I 
wonder whether the gentleman would 
care to identify the person to whom he 
was calling attention. 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. I will do it if the 

gentleman wants me to. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gen

tleman yield? 
Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman 

from Georgia. 
Mr. COX. I identify him by the group 

who finds this bad medicine. 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, it is essential, 

of course, to this country that every 
Member of the House or of the other 
body strive in every possible way, by ex
ample, by speech, by conduct, to con
tribute to the successful prosecution of 
this war. All Members of this House are 
vitally and deeply interested in it. Most 
of us have boys who are now in the serv
ice of their country, many of us have 
nephews and friends and boys of our 
friends who are fighting on foreign soil. 
Put it is equally important that we as a 
legislative branch of this Government 
guard jealously and zealously the rights 
and the prerogatives of this body. 

The very heart and core of democracy 
is the parliamentary system. The his
tory of every country that has lost its 
liberty is the history of the gradual cen
tralization of power in the Executive and 
the stripping, so to speak, of the legisla
tive branch of government of it$ powers 
and prerogatives. 

When the time comes in this country 
that the legislative branch, of govern
ment lacks that independence and that 
courage to speak honestly and truthfully 
and to vote convictions that are sincerely 
and profoundly felt, that moment will 
mark the decay and the disintegration of 
this Republic. Nations are sometimes 
destroyed by a sudden revolution, but 
more often republics are destroyed by 
the gradual process of subversion, the 
step-by-step method under which under 
one pretext or another one power is 
taken away from the legislative branch 
and then another power is taken away 
from it, until finally we have the totali
tarian scheme of bureaucracy which 
means government by bureaucratic edict, 
which is the first step toward dictator
ship, which creates conditions under 
which dictatorship is inevitable. 

The Roman republic preserved the ex
ternalism and the forms of a democracy 
or of a republic long after Caesar had 
usurped the real functions of the legis- · 
lative branch of government. He per
mitted the Roman senate to exist as 
window dressing during a period of tran
sition, because he well knew that the 
people of Rome were not quite prepared 
for the destruction of their republican 
system. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, a wise and 
alert Congress working in the interest of 
a free electorate will always be jealous of 
its rights and will resist every attempt 
that may be made to curtail those rights 
and responsibilities. 

There is no more insidious way of de
stroying democracy than the method of 
discrediting the Congress of the United 
States. I do not mean by that that peo
ple should not criticize Congressmen or 
the Congress. I recognize that Con
gress, like the executive branch and the 
judicial branch, should always welcome 
constructive criticism from the Nation. 
There is no one so perfect that he cannot 

improve himself with the aid of con
structive criticism. Therefore I do not 
want to be understood as branding as 
subversive those who exercise their God
given right to criticize Members of Con
gress or to criticize Congress. 

THE CAMPAIGN TO DISCREDIT CONGRESS 

I am referring, Mr. Speaker, to what I 
conceive to be a well-organized and 
highly financed conspiracy on the part 
of devotees and followers of totalitarian
ism to discredit individual Members of 
Congress, to discredit committees of 
Congress, and to discredit Congress as a 
whole. It is a very clever piece of strat
egy, one with which I have been familiar 
for some time, a str~tegy that I knew 4 
years ago would inevitably be used in 
this country when the occasion made it 
appropriate, the strategy of attempting 
to pin the Nazi or Fascist label upon all 
those who do not agree to certain prin
ciples or certain policies of the present 
administration. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in their attempt to 
discredit Congress through this smear
ing campaign, it is only right that Con
gress should know who is engineering 
the campaign, who is financing the cam
paign, and why they are attempting to 
do it. I have here a number of excerpts 
from different magazines and publica
tions. From the New Republic, for in
stance, as follows: 

MARTIN DIES, a Democrat of Orange, Tex., 
who came to Congress in 1931, had been so 
clearly acting in the best interest of the Axis 
Governments that he is now the most fre
quently quoted American on Axis broadcasts 
sent to this hemisphere. 

That was used not only in the New Re
public but in other magazines of the same 
character as a part of a well-organized 
conspiracy to create the impression, 
through the Hitler tactics of propaganda, 
that the committee that I have the honor 
to serve as chairman has been pro-Axis 
or pro-Hitler. This first appeared in the 
form of a release of a statement pur
porting to come from the Federal Com
munications Commission, to the effect 
that the listening post of the Commission 
had discovered that my name was more 
frequently used by the Axis Powers than 
any other living American. The truth 
was that our committee had just exposed 
some of the o:flicials in that Commission, 
and in their attempt to fight back or to 
discredit the committee this so-called re
port was first given to the Birmingham 
Age-Herald, a newspaper published in 
Alabama, and then to Newsweek and 
PM. I immediately took the matter 
up with Mr. Fly, and, of course, there 
was not any such report, and, of course, 
there was no action taken by the Com
munications Commission to ascertain 
who was the most frequently quoted 
American. It came from those in the 
Commission who wanted to smear me 
and to create the impression that I had 
favored the Axis Powers. It would be 
unimportant that it should be mentioned 
to the House were I the only Member of 
Congress who has been repeatedly at
tacked by this group, but let us remem
ber that, preceding the last campaign, 
there were attacks made on a majority of 
the Members of this House. The attacks 

were not confined to temperate language. 
There was no attempt to constructively 
criticize Congress. Wholesale and sweep
ing indictments were made that Mem
bers of this Congress were the tools and 
agents of Adolf Hitler. 

Let us take, for instance, the New Re
public. Here is a magazine, Mr. Speaker. 
that parades under the name of liberal
ism. It pretends to speak for the liberals 
of America. This magazine carried a 
number of statements accusing many 
Members of this House of being Fascists 
and sympathizers with the ·Axis Powers. 
I want to discuss, if I may, this ma:ga
zine. I want to point out the part which 
the magazine, the New Republic, has 
played in this coalition of antiparlia
mentarism. 

It will· be recalled that the vicious doc
ument known as A Congress To Win the 
War was published as a supplement to 
the New Republic on May 18, 1942. The 
Union for Democratic Action and the 
New Republic claimed joint responsibil
ity for the document. 

Before I divulge to this House a star
tling fact about the New Republic, I wish 
to refresh your memories concerning a 
few of the magazine's editors. For many 
years Malcolm Cowley has been one of 
the editors of this journal. On January 
15, 1942, I addressed this body at some 
length on the record of Malcolm Cowley. 
I also presented to every Member of the 
House 24 pages of documentary evidence 
which established conclusively that Mal
colm Cowley had for years collaborated 
closely with the Communist Party; that 
he had, in fact, served publicly as a mem
ber of the Communist Party's campaign 
committees. A few days after I exposed 
Cowley's record, he published a volume 
of poems in one of which he described 
enthusiastically the march of a mob of 
armed revolutionists upon the Capitol 
and their successful armed seizure of the 
very Chamber in which we sit today. 
At the time I addressed the House on 
Cowley's record and at the very time he 
published his poems, he was employed in 
the O:flice of Facts and Figures as chief 
information analyst at $8,000 a year. 
As a result of my exposure, Cowley was 
forced back into private life, where he 
resumed his editorial duties on the New 
Republic. 

For many years one of the New Re
public's contributing editors has been 
Rexford Guy Tugwell, original "brain 
truster," whose current administration 
of the affairs of Puerto Rico reflects no 
credit upon· himself or those who ap
pointed him to the position of Governcr 
of the island. The outstanding feature 
of Tugwell's administration has been a 
complete and undisguised contempt for 
the legislative branch of the Puerto 
Rican government. While holding his 
important post in our overseas island 
possesion, Tugwell has maintained his 
official connection with the New Repub
lic, and his name appears on the mast
head of the very issue in which the 
vicious assault upon Members of this 
House was made last May. 

Bruce Bliven is the guiding genius and 
principal editor of the New Republic. 
The kind of pseudo-liberalism which 
Bruce Bliven represents is revealed in his 

,, UJJ 
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link with one of the enterprises of Joseph 
P. Lash, that perennial youth leader of 
America. Bliven wrote the introduction 
for one of Lash's books, a copy of which 
I hold in my hand. The book bears the 
imprint of the Communist Party's pub
lishing establishment, which is known as 
International Publishers, but the chief 
fact with which I am now ·concerned is 
Bruce Bliven's glowing recommendation 
of Lash's views as set forth in this vol
ume. 

Naturally, I cannot quote at any great 
length from Lash's book, but I must point 
out that its entire substance is propa
ganda for the idea that American youth 
should, in the book's own words, "refuse 
to support any war which the United 
States Government may undertake." 
Appearing exactly 60 months before 
Pearl Harbor. the book contains Lash's 
own announcement that he was "wag
ing a vigorous battle against American 
war preparations." Among other things, 
Lash demanded-and I quote his exact 
words-"drastic reduction in the present 
armaments budget, especially the Navy." 
Lash further proclaimed himself the 
leader of "mass resistance" against the 
United States Government in the event 
of this country's involvement in any war 
in Europe or the Pacific. I could go on 
quoting indefinitely the un-American 
sentiments of this self-styled leader of 
our American youth, but I must satisfy 
myself with the repeated observation. 
that Bruce Bliven, principal editor of the 
New Republic, placed his unqualified en
dorsement upon this subversive propa
ganda which was written by Lash and 
published by the Communist Party. 

Bruce Bliven has long proclaimed him
self "a sincere liberal." That was his de
fense in the columns of his magazine last 
July shortly after our committee exposed 
the un-American and subversive attack 
upon Congress, made jointly by the New 
Republic and the Union for Democratic 
Action. I declare, and the record which 
I am revealing proves, that Bruce Bliven 
more fittingly represents the utter in
tellectual bankruptcy of pseudo-liberal
ism. What possible element of true lib
eralism can be found in a man who at 
one moment comes out for "waging a 
vigorous battle against American war 
preparations" and then does a complete 
right-about-face and attacks Congress 
for having made too meager prepara
tions for war? 

As a sample of the downright false
hoods which the New Republic distrib
uted far and wide in its attack upon the 
Congress, I cite a single example to
gether with Bruce Bliven's own acknowl
edgment of the falsity of his magazine's 
charges. One of the Members of this 
House in the Seventy-seventh Congress
let us call him Congressman X-was 
accused of certain things in the New Re
public's supplement of May 18, 1942. 
He was accused of being interested in a 
company where the employees were paid 
10 cents an hour. He was further said 
to have been found guilty of unfair labor 
practices by the National Labor Rela
tions Board. It was further alleged by 
the New Republic that the efforts of the 
American Federation of Labor to organ
ize Congressman X's plant were met with 

stubborn resistance by the management. 
All of these charges were absolutely 
without any foundation in fact, yet the 
New Republic which contained these 
falsehoods was distributed throughout 
the district of Congressman X. In the 
recent election Congressman X was de
feated. Almost 7 weeks after election 
day Bruce Bliven wrote. the following to 
Congressman X: 

I find that in some instances we did you 
an injustice, and we are planning to print 
a correction and expression of regret on these 
points in the New Republic in the immediate 
future. 

Now let us suppose for the moment 
that Congressman lt w·anted to sue the 
New Republic for the irreparable dam
age which he suffered in consequence 
of the magazine's admitted falsehoods. 
Would he be able to do so? Absolutely 
not. One hundred percent of the New 
Republic's capital stock is owned by a 
foreign corporation. That is the ·star
tling fact which I promised . to disclose 
about this pseudo-liberal publication. 

On the masthead of the New Republic, 
the publisher's name is given as Editorial 
Publications, 40 East Forty-ninth Street, 
New York. An investigation into the 
ownership of Editorial Publications re
vealed that all of the capital stock of the 
organization is owned by a foreign cor
poration. Consider, therefore, the ef
frontery of Bruce Bliven and his maga
zine in issuing any kind of advice on the 
composition of the Congress of the 
United States, to say nothing of their 
attack upon the institution of Congress. 
The capital stock of Editorial Publica
tions is listed with the secretary of state 
of New York as $1,750,000, but not 1 cent 
of that stock is held iJl the United States. 

The case of the New Republic is remi
niscent of the Bermuda corporations 
which the Treasury Department exposed 
not many years ago. I hardly need to 
point out that the Treasury Department 
kept hands off the New Republic even 
though its situation was exactly parallel 
to those Bermuda corporations whicn 
served the interests of various American 
concerns by avoiding corporation taxes 
in the United States, by concealing the 
source and location of funds, and by en
abling those concerns to evade process 
within the jurisdiction of the United 
States. Sue the Republic? Not a China
man's chance, for its capital stock is 
safely lodged in a foreign corporation. 
And this, my colleagues, is the foreign 
corporation which lies back of the vicious 
attack upon the Congress which was dis
tributed in an issue of a million copies 
last May. And this is the foreign corpo
ration whose employee, Malcolm Cowley, 
enthusiastically rendered into poetry his 
imaginary seizure of this Chamber by an 
armed mob of insurrectionists. And 
this, furthermore, is the same foreign 
corporation whose magazine, in its cur
rent issue, sees in Winston Churchill only 
"a Tory Prime Minister" and sees in our 
American State Department only a 
vicious collaborator with Hitler's "near
est spiritual relatives." 

"CITIZENS FOR VICTORY" ATTACKS CONGRESS 

Next, I shall take up the purge organi
zation known as the Citizens for Victory, 
of 8 West Fortieth Street, New York, 

N. Y. This organization is responsible 
for many full-page attacks on Congress 
which appeared in the metropolitan 
press. For example, I hold here a photo
static copy of a page from the New York 
Herald Tribune of May 18, 1942, spon
sored by the Citizens for Victory. The 
headline is "Will you help stop votes for 
Hitler?" The entire page is devoted to 
an attack upon Congress. They ran a 
number of such spreads, copies of which 
I have here. The Citizens for Victory, 
like the other purge groups, also issued 
a supplement on the voting records of 
the Members of the last Congress. I want 
to read you some excerpts from a letter, 
dated June 17, 1942, written on the let
terhead of the Citizens for Victory, and 
signed by Frederick C. McKee, treasurer: 

Thank you very much for your recent con
tribution to Citizens for Victory. Your dona
tion, along with the hundreds of others we 
have received, will aid us greatly in our fight 
against the appeasers, defeatists, and ob
structionists who are still trying to block 
America's efforts to wage a truly total war. 

Citizens for Victory is convinced that the 
American public is tired of politics as usual, 
time wasting, and weak-kneed appeasement, 
both in and out of Congress. We know that 
the American people, when made to realize 
the crucial importance of this year's elec
tions, will flatly repudiate the cowardly 
policies of the defeatists and obstructionists 
at the polls. 

I am enclosing the record of the votes of 
the Congressmen of your St.a.te and district 
upon 10 major issues before the war. From a 
glance over the records of some of the more 
unfavorable Congressmen you will see how 
important it is that they not be allowed to 
have another chance to be wrong. 

If you will examine this letterhead, you 
will find listed as vice chairman one 
Clark M. Eichelberger. Besides being the 
directing genius of several of the purge 
groups, Mr. Eichelberger is a consultant 
in the State Department. at $25 per day. 

Mr. McKee, who is treasurer of the 
Citizens for Victory, who writes so freely 
about the fight against "appeasers, de
featists, and obstructionists,'' and so en
thusiastically about waging a "truly total 
war," is also secretary and treasurer of 
the National Casket Co. 

It is also significant to point out at 
this time that one of the highest-paid 
officials of the Citizens for Victory is one 
Jay Lovestone, who was formerly gen
eral secretary of the Communist Party 
in the United States. 

Most of the officials who make up the 
Citizens for Victory and the Union for 
Democratic Action have one main objec~ 
tive: That is to discredit Congress in 
order that their program of internation
alism will not be hampered after the war 
by a strong and alert Congress. 

The next purge organization I should 
like to take up is the Coordinating Com
mittee for Democratic Action, of 103 
Park Avenue, New York City. This or
ganization on December 30, 1942, merged 
with the Friends of Democracy, Inc., to 
form one national organization to be 
known as Friends of Democracy. 

The Coordinating Committee for Dem
ocratic Action, like its coconspirators, the 
Union for Democratic Action, the Citi
zens for Victory, and the New Republic, 
issued a special supplement to the pub
lic on the so-called voting records ot 
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the Members of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress. It, like the Union for Demo
cratic Action-New Republic supplement, 
attacked Members as obstructionists 
and Fascists in an effort to undermine 
the people's faith in Congress. 

This organization, like all the other 
purge organizations, has been thoroughly 
investigated by our committee, and while 
I intend to incorporate the details of 
this investigation into a special report, I 
would like to bring to your attention a 
few of the facts disclosed during the 
course of our investigation. 

I hold here in my hand the supplement 
on Congress, issued by this organization, 
entitled "Your Congressman and Pearl 
Harbor," and call your attention to the 
language in the second paragraph, 
wherein they state that certain Members 
of Congress "felt a kinship for the at
tackers and obstructed all measures." 

From another supplement, which they 
issued on May 12, I call your attention 
to the following language: 

The Coordinating Committee took no part 
whatsoever in the controversy prior to Pearl 
Harbor over the United States entry into 
war. However, as part of the organization's 
regular procedure, it observzd all pro-Fascist 
groups and tendencies and noted carefully 
the attempts to use high office and even the 
floor of Congress as a forum for working 
against democracy. 

In the issue of their publication, The 
City Reporter, dated January 6, 1942, the 
following statement is made: 

Both Senators and Representatives coop
erated intimately with Fascist groups. 

. I have cited these excerpts from the 
official publication of this organization in 
order that you might see the vicious prop
aganda that has been circulated against 
Congress, as a body, and which could only 
raise suspicion and doubt in the minds 
of the people. 

It may, or may not, surprise you to 
learn that the telephone and telegraph 
records of this organization reveal that . 
they were in close touch with officials 
of this Government. For example, I hold 
here the long-distance telephone record 
of the calls made from New York to 
Washington, which shows that officials of 
the organization were in frequent com
munication with Gardner Jackson, Prin
cipal Economist of the Department of 
Agriculture. Several of the calls were 
taken by Mr. Jackson on a Government 
phone at the Department of Agriculture, 
and still other telephone records show 
that Morris Rosenblatt, executive sec
retary of the organization, received calls 
at Mr. Jackson's office in the Department 
of Agriculture, from his secretary in New 
York in July 1942, which was prior to the 
election. There are also telephone calls 
to Mr. R. Keith Kane, at that time As
sistant Director of the Office of Facts 
and Figures, and now with 0. W. I. 
There are also telephone calls to Mr. Mor
ris Rosenthal, Assistant Director in 
charge of Office of Imports, Board of 
Economic Warfare. 

I hold here in my hand original tele
grams from Morris Rosenblatt, execu
tive secretary of the organization, to 
Gardt ... er Jackson, and William Lewis, 
Assistant Director of the Office of Facts · 

and Figures, and I ask unanimous con
sent to include these four telegrams in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. Speaker, all of these organiza
tions, the Union for Democratic Action, 
the Citizens for Victory, and the New 
Republic, and many more whose records 
I have here this afternoon, sought by 
hundreds of thousands of pamphlets and 
magazines to create the impression 
throughout the country that the major
ity of the Members of this House were 
pro-Axis. Why did they do that? What 
was the reason that Marshall Field 
would contribute large sums of money to 
known pro-Communist and purge or
ganizations? Here is a man who. pa
rades hfmself as a liberal. Here is a 
man who, by his great wealth, is financ
ing publications and organizations that 
attack not one Member, not five Mem
bers, but the majority of the Members 
of this House as secret sympathizers and 
agents of our enemies. Why would he 
do that? Is he sincerely a liberal-this 
man who is making millions of dollars 
every year? Last year, when he was 
contributing money to Communist or
ganizations, he spent $120,000 to main
tain his racing stable; $120,000 for a 
playboy's fad. I wonder if all the farm
ers in the county in which I live make 
$120,000 a year. Yet here is this man in 
company with Arthur Goldsmith, an
other very rich man, who has contrib
uted to this campaign, and William F. 
Cochran, a man with an enormous in
come in this country, who has likewise 
contributed. Mr. Speaker, it reminds me 
of the days of my youth when I read 
those never-to-be-forgotten Lives of · 
Plutarch, including the life of Julius 
Caesar, who was descended from an aris
-tocratic family and who began his polit
ical career under the handicap of being 
denounced by the rabble as a reaction
ary, and who felt himself, therefore, 
compelled to outdemagogue the worst 
demagogues which Rome produced, and 
who undertook, by handing out large 
sums in bounties, free dispensations, and 
all sorts of free money to achieve a 
greater degree of popularity than his 
demagogic rivals who flourished during 
the decadent days of the Roman Repub
lic. It is sheer hypocrisy for men to pose 
as de.fenders of the poor and then to de
nounce Members of Congress, the over
whelming majority of whom are not 
wealthy. Nevertheless, these self-cho
sen .defenders of the poor, such as Mar
shall Field, depict the Members of 
Congress as great reactionaries and eco
nomic royalists, while Marshall Field 
himself, in turn, pretends a love for the 
poor so great that he disburses millions 
in order that his magazines and other 
publications may defame and smear the 
honesty and integrity of men who serve 
in this body because they love America 
and who, throughout this emergency, 
have demonstrated the fact that when a 
crisis does arise in America all men of 
every party, Democrats and Republi
cans, rally to the defense of their 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, when I first announced 
that I was going to make this speech it 
was my intention to take up the many 

details, and to show you check by check 
of, for instance, the Robert Marshall 
Foundation; how here was Gardner 
Jackson, sitting in the Department of 
Agriculture until a few days ago, writing 
check after check to organizations that 
the Department of Justice and Mr. Bid
dle said were clearly Communist organi
zations; organizations that for a period 
of 3 or 4 years directed their main attack 
upon the honesty and patriotism of a 
majority of the Members of this House. 
I intended, Mr. Speaker, to show you 
something about the Twentieth Century 
Fund. I intended to take up one by one 
these benefactors of totalitarianism who 
live in great wealth and luxury and live 
under circumstances that would appear 
unbelievable to the people of your dis
trict and my district, or to you and to me; 
nevertheless, they have the effrontery to 
use their wealth in order to attempt to 
create the impression in this dark hour 
that there are Members, or even one 
Member, of this House who secretly 
wants theAxisPowers to win; men whose 
boys like those of my friend, the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. PATMAN], two of his 
boys are in the armed forces of this 
country; my own boy who volunteered; 
my nephew who this day is in Africa 
fighting for his country. I know many 
Members in this House whose loved ones 
are now engaged in this stupendous 
struggle. Yet here are all these so-called 
proponents of liberalism, who would re
verse nineteenth· century liberalism and 
who would make of it an entirely differ
ent philosophy from what it was always 
understood to be. Instead of fighting 
against centralized government they 
would centralize government. Instead of 
protecting and safeguarding the indi
vidual against a growing -bureaucracy 
that threatens our very liberty, they are 
using their influence to increase it. 

Mind you, Mr. Speaker, I have not 
said that we have yet reached bureauc
racy in the literal sense, for bureaucracy 
is government by bureaus. What I do 
say, Mr. Speaker. is that we are rapidly 
approaching a period in America when 
the real power and function of govern
ment will not be exercised in this Cham
ber, but it will be exercised by bureauc
racy. As for me, Mr. Speaker, I believe · 
that this Congress is the chief bulwark 
of freedom in America. I denounce all 
organizations or groups who seek by 
sweeping statements and denunciations 
to create the impression that a majority 
of the Members of this House are not 
loyal to their country. 

Why do they do it? Why was this or
ganized attack against me revived a week 
ago? We should try to arrive at a cor
rect answer; let us do so by the process 
of elimination. 

Is it because some of the racial mi
norities fear that the gentleman from 
Texas, MARTIN DIES, may be prejudiced? 
I am convinced that could not be the 
true answer, for they have investigated 
my record from the time I was a little 
boy until the present time. I know o~ 
no man in this House who has been in
vestigated more frequently arid more 
exhaustively than I. Do you know what 
they found, Mr. Speaker, when they sent 
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representatives of the New Republic and 
of these organizations into my home 
county? They asked some of the citi
zens: "Was not MARTIN DIES anti-Jew
ish?" 

And a Jew said to them, a Jew who 
lives around the corner, whose wife is 
one of the sweetest women who ever 
lived, both of whom have been my con
stant friends for many years-this Jew 
said to him: 

"MARTIN DIES! Why," he ~aid, 
"friend, do you not know that MAR.TIN 
DIEs was one of the few men in Texas 
who during the power of the Ku Klux 
Klan, when the Klan controlled almost 
every political office in the State, when 
few dared stand out and speak against 
this illiberalism when the Klan became 
the controlling factor in this State, do 
you know that MARTIN DIEs stood on the 
stump and tluoughout this country de
nounced the Ku Klux Klan, when he was 
burned in effigy, when his law firm was 
being boycotted by the Ku Klux Klan? 

"Do you know that MARTIN DIEs walked 
into the courthouse at Orange, Tex., and 
defended Mr. Gloudeman,aCatholic who 
could not get a lawyer anywhere in the 
district-defended him against unjust 
charges when the courthouse was filled 
with Klansmen and when the Klan hired 
a special prosecutor to prosecute the 
case?" 

They then asked some of my fellow 
townsmen: "Well, is he not anti-Negro, 
living down here?" "Anti-Negro," they 
said, "why, when Ben Wilkes was in
dicted by a grand jury as an accessory to 
crime after his boy had killed three white 
men and when Ben Wilkes could not get 
a lawyer in Texas or anywhere else to 
go into the courtroom and defend him, 
MARTIN DIES went there and defended 
him and protected him against any pos
sibility of lynching and cleared him. No, 
you cannot make a case of intolerance 
against him, for he and his father be!ore 
him have been outstanding advocates of 
the recognition of the fundamental 
rights of every man, woman, and child 
in all America.',. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, this vehement 
and unrestrained attack upon me and 
upon, as I shall show later, other Mem
bers of Congress is not inspired by fear 
of intolerance. Is it that they fear we 
are opposed to measures necessary to win 
this war and establish a lasting peace? · 

Mr. Speaker, there are two kinds of 
isolationists in America: There was the 
isolationist before Pearl Harbor who was 
a sincere American who honestly believed 
that the best interests of this country 
could be served by maintaining strict 
neutrality, but who after Pearl Harbor 
abandoned ·tsolatlonism and became a 
strong advocate of war measures. That 
is the type of isolationist who is con
stantly attacked in all these publications. 
But there is another type of isolationist, 
the ones who joined the American Peace 
Mobilization, which picketed the White 
House, the ones who opposed all measures 
to prepare America. They abandoned 
this isolationism only after Adolf Hitler 
invaded Russia. Strange to say in all 
these publications and in all these attacks 
there is no d.enunciation of this ty~e of 

isolationist before Hitler's attack on Rus
sia. There is not a single instance where 
any of these leaders of isolation before 
the break between Hitler and Stalin has 
ever been denounced or criticized in 
these publications; and, certainly, Mr. 
Speaker, my own record in that regard 
stands out above any criticism, for I have 
a record of 100 percent support of war 
measures, having supported every appro
priation to protect and defend this coun
try, having supported lend-lease under 
which aid was extended to Russia; so, 
therefore, there can be no real ground 
for opposition based upon that. 

Then why this concerted attack timed 
appropriately after the Rules Committee 
postponed the hearing on our resolution 
for extension from last Friday until some 
future date? Why did Drew Pearson say 
over the radio last night that the Na
tional Lawyers' Guild would attack me 
today as an agent-a secret agent-of 
Hitler? Why did Walter Winchell last 
night time his insinuations at this par
ticular moment? Why should the C. I. 0. 
send out a letter to every Member of 
Congress and charge our committee with 
being a friend of totalitarianism and of 
Hitler? 

I will tell you what is behind it, Mr. 
Speaker. There has been for 4 or 5 
years a wen-organized attempt to build 
up in this country a united front of radi
cals-a. united front of Communists, 
crackpots, Socialists. men of . dilferent 
shades of totalitarian beliefs; there has 
been a well-organiZed attempt to bring 
within the sphere of their influence the 
Negro population of this country by ap
peals in publications that r .could read to 
you. Constantly the Negroes are told 
that now is the time for them to achieve 
that degree of social equality to which 
they a.re entitled. 

In the People•s Voice, not long ago, 
A. Clayton Powell, a. Negro Communist, 
advocated that I be assassinated-that 
my death was as desirable as Hitler's. 
Immediately other publications took it 
up and throughout the Negro press there 
was a. most vicious denunciation, not 
only of me but of Congress. 

What do they hope to gain by that? 
We in our country live in peace with the 
Negro; we respect him, for he has con
tributed much to the progress oJ our 
country. I have made hundreds of 
speeches in this country, and in many 
speeches I have said to the American 
people that the great majority of the 
Negroes are loyal, patriotic American 
citizens. 

Why, then, Mr. Speaker, is this united 
front of radicals and crackpots so de
sirous of creating hatred and bitterness 
between the white and the colored races? 
Why are they making this appeal 
through racial publications? 

I wish I had the time to read the trans
lations of some of the foreign language 
newspapers and magazines published in 
this country in which we of the South are 
invariably held up as bigoted and in
tolerant and as naturally opposed to 
them because of their birth. I will tell 
you why, Mr. Speaker. The real reason 
is that there are people in this country 
who do not believe in America and who 

have never believed in it. They use the 
word "democracy" to cloak a brand of 
totalitarianism that is as vicious as any 
that ever thrived on European soil. 
What they believe in, Mr. Speaker, is 
government by bureaus, government with 
great centralized power, government in 
which they say that economic life will be 
regimented; true, but they are going to 
stop after having regimented the coun
try economically and after having tried 
to do with economics what they accused 
others of trying to do with prohibition, 
namely, force everybody to be good by a 
paternalistic government. They say, 
"After we have done that we will stop and . 
not bother your religion. We are going 
to give you the Bill of Rights, we will 
outrage and defile a part of the Consti
tution, but we will guarantee that we 
will not interfere with your religious and 
personal rights." 

Mr. Speaker, the history of the world 
has always shown that free enterprise 
is the basic foundation of all democracy. 
When people are regimented economi
cally, then the next step is to regiment 
them politically and religiously. When 
any group of supermen or social planners 
get control of government and impose 
their fanatical beliefs, they become ava
ricious for power and they subjugate the 
whole body politic. · 

Mr. Speaker, how can there be a free 
America if we attempt to build a gigantic 
bureaucracy in which we in Congress be
come powerless? Tell me bureaucracy 
does not wield great power in this coun
try? Did I not go through an election 
and see how the long tentacles of bu
reaucracy could reach out into every 
county through Farm Security, W. P. A., 
and through this vicious practice of 
blanket authority to the Executive? I 
say it is wrong. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I wonder if the gentle
man has noticed lately that these crack
pots led by a man by the name of I. F. 
Stone, of PM, I think his name is Fein
stein, are now attacking and attempting 
to besmirch Cordell Hull, Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. DIES. We have the telegrams 
here of these purge groups. We have 
telegrams from purgers like Frederick C. 
McKee, who parades as a great patriot. 
He is identified with six of these purge
Congress organizations. He is for weed
ing out and purging Congress of every
one who does not share his view. 

Here is what he said in a. letter. Let 
me read an excerpt: 

Citizens for Victory is convinced that the 
American public is tired of politics-as-usual, 
time wasting, ancr weak-kneed appeasement, 
both in and out of Congress. We know that 
the American people, when made to realize . 
the crucial importance of this year's elec
tions, wlll flatly repudiate the cowardly poli
cies o! the ·defeatists and obStructionists at 
the polls. 

Mr. McKee is treasurer of this organi
zation, the Citizens for Victory. and di
rector of the biggest casket company in 
the United States. 
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The Citizens for Victory organization 

distributed throughout this country the 
pamphlet entitled "Will You Help Stop 
Votes for Hitler?" Think of it, Mr. 
Speaker. The majority of the Members 
of this Congress are accused openly in 
the pamphlet of voting for Hitler. That 
is not construed as sedition, and they are 
not prosecuted for it. · 

Mr. Speaker, I am trying to drive a 
point home, and I speak with all the 
sincerity in my heart, for I have often 
been on the unpopular side of many 
questions. I was on the unpopular side 
of the Ku Klux Klan. I was on the un
popular side of many questions in this 
House. But of one thing I am absolutely 
certain and that is that the greatest re
sponsibility . lies on this Congress, not 
only to maintain our prerogatives, but to 
restore the rights that have been taken 
away from the Congress of the United 
States. 

How has this been accomplished? 
One, by blanket appropriations. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cox], the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SMITH], 
and I, led the first revolt in the Rules 
Committee against the first blanket ap
propriation of $4,000,000,000. We re
fused to vote for a rule on it for we then 
foresaw that whenever the Executive is 
given unlimited and blanket authority 
to use public funds, the Executive, 
whether Democratic, Republican, or 
whatnot, will find it impossible to resist 
political pressure. So that I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that through blanket appro
priations, through the right of bureaus 
to issue rules and regulations under 
which they become legislators for the 
country, this powerful bureaucracy has 
become entrenched. Why not be per
fectly frank? Let us say to the Ameri
can people what we all lmow, with few 
exceptions. When we call up the bu
reaucrats, what man in this House re
ceives even ordinary courtesy? Why 
should they be courteous, when they feel 
that they are the real power in America, 
that they are the ones v.rho administer 
the funds? They believe that we must 
come crawling on our knees to them in 
order to get jobs for needy constituents 
who are constantly pressing us for em
ployment. We must come to them for 
public works appropriations in our dis
tricts in order to save ourselves from the 
charge that we have no influence in the 
city of Washington. 

Bureaucracy, Mr. Speaker? It is as 
deadly and poisonous as any form of 
fascism there is and is as destructive of 
the freedom and the liberty of the Amer
ican Nation as anything could possibly 
be. What does it lead to? Certainly 
there is no point in speaking in general 
terms in our denunciation of bureauc
racy. Certainly we gain no end when we 
simply denounce it in general terms. 

Let us be specific. Let us find out, 
Mr. Speaker, what bureaucracy leads to, 
how it is possible for men to secure posi
tions with fat salaries in a bureaucratic 
set-up when they could not be elected 
dog catcher in any Congressman's dis
trict in this Capitol. 

I speak frankly, Mr. Speaker, for I con
ceive it to be my duty to my boy and to 
the boys of my friends and the people of 

my district during this critical hour to be 
perfectly frank. 
. I admire one thing about the Brit
ish Parliament-that during the .whole 
course of this struggle the Parliament of 
England has insisted· at all times on its 
right and its freedom to criticize, not 
destructive criticism, not attempts to 
thwart the war effort, not sweeping gen
eralities that seek to condemn this 
branch of the service-or that branch or 
to repeat rumors and lies, but truthful 
assertions based upon facts that are 
incontestable. So I shall descend or 
ascend, as you may wish to term it, from 
generalities to specific examples. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIES; I yield to the gentleman 
. from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. All the 
gentleman says is well and good,· I may 
say to my colleague, but I wish he would 
explain one thing. If this is a nonparti
san matter, why is it that in the middle 
of last summer, when we were going to . 
have our State Democratic convention 
out there and we expected to see in the 
papers that the Speaker and majority 
leader would come out to speak to us
and we were all glad of it, because they 
would make good speeches-why did the 
gentleman's party send this loud-mouth 
Holland out there to repeat all the things 
the gentleman is now saying were said 
against the Members of Congress? · 

Mr. DIES. My party did not do it. 
. Mr. Speaker, I take first the case of 
Frederick L. Schuman. I intend to read 
the names and positions and records of . 
many . of the bureaucrats who have 
wormed their way into this bureaucratic 
set-up, in order to make crystal · clear 
jus~ what we mean by irrespon~ible, 
unrepresentative, crackpot, radical bu
reaucrats. 

Schuman is chief political analyst of 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion, at a salary of $5,600 a year. Think 
of it. How many men in your district 
get $5,600 a year? The district judge in 
my district, who serves five counties and 
has the responsibility of dealing with 
life and death, does not receive $5,600 a 
year. Not 5 percent of the lawyers in my 
district get $5,600 a year. As for the 
farmers, why, Mr. Speaker, out of all 
the farmers in my district there are not 
half a dozen who get $1,000 a year after 
they have worked in sleet and wind and 
rain and iri the heat of the midday sun, 
after they have battled insects and 
drought and everything else. To come 
out with $1,000 a year would make them 
feel like "economic royalists." 

Schuman is a man of violent political 
views. His Communist affiliations are a 
matter of public record. He belonged to 
the group which organized itself under 
the name of the League of Professional 
Groups for Foster and Ford. Foster and 
Ford were the Communist candidates for 
President and Vice President, respective
ly. This League of Professional Groups 
for Foster and Ford issued a pamphlet, 
which I hold in my hand. Over the name 
of Frederick L. Shuman and others, 
the following statement appears: 

We call upon all men and women--espe
cially workers in the professions and the 

arts-to join in the revolutionary struggle 
~ against capitalism under the leadership of the 
Communist Party. 

There are no if's, but's, or and's about 
this statement. Schuman, the chief po
litical analyst of the Federal Communi
cations Commission, signed it and will 
undoubtedly step up as a man and admit 
his participation in a revolutionary 
movement aimed at the overthrow of our 
American form of government. 

How would you like to go back to your 
constituents, to that father and that 
mother who have just received word that 
their dearly beloved son has given his 
life in defense of America, how would 
you like to stand up on the stump, Demo
crat or Republican, and attempt to de
fend the appointment by bureaucracy of 
a man who does not believe in the system 
these boys fought and died to preserve? 

In my own ·uttle town, three of the 
boys who grew up with my boys, who 
used to play on my front porch and in 
my yard, ha.ve all made the supreme sac
rifice. For what? For bureaucracy, for 
totalitarianism, for socialism, for crack
potism? No, Mr. Speaker; for the Amer
ican way of life and the American Con
stitution. 

Here is the case of Goodwin B. Watson. 
Watson is Chief Broadcast Analyst of the 
Federal Communications Commission, at 
a salary of $6,500. In a letter which I 
sent to Chairman Fly on November 18, 
1941, I called attention to Goodwin Wat
son~s long record of Communist views 
and his numerous affiliations with Com
munist-front organizations. As a result 
of that exposure this House once refused 
to allow any portion of the appropria
tions of the Federal Communications 
Commission to be used to pay the salary 
of Goodwin Watson. Since that time 
Watson's salary has been raised from 
$5,600 to $6,500 a year. 

In an article which he wrote for a 
magazine known as the World Tomor
row, Watson lumped Coueism, pyorrhea, 
and Congress together as some of the 
great jokes of the age. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIES. Yes. 
Mr. FISH. The gentleman has re

ferred to a constituent of mine. I am in 
entire accord with what the gentleman 
from Texas has said, but I would like 
to know who appointed Mr. Watson to 
this office, and who appointed these other 
revolutionists? 

Mr. DIES. Wait until I get through. 
In Common Sense magazine, Watson 
went on record as favoring a sudden, 
complete, and violent, that is, Commu
nist, change from our present form of 
society to a Sociali(;t society. In this 
article, he categorically rejected the idea 
of a gradual shift from capitalism to 
socialism. No amount of sophistry can 
explain away Wats·on's favorable views 
on communism as he himself publicly 
expressed them before he came down to 
Washington to draw his $6,500 salary as 
one of our host of radical bureaucrats. 

Watson is a fit associate of Frederick L. 
Schuman of whom I have already spoken, 
but neither one is qualified on the basis 
of his publicly declared beliefs to hold a 
Government position. 
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Here are four folders of exhibits which 

contain a fairly complete documentation 
of Goodwin Watson's Communist views 
and affiliations. I shall be glad to turn 
this evidence over to .the committee 
which this House has recently set up 
for the investigation of the Federal Com
munications Commission. 

William E. Dodd, Jr., is employed by 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion at a salary of $3,200 a year. Dodd 
was recently refused a visa by the State 
Department when he was assigned a 
commission which would take him to 
England. This refusal of a visa by the 
State Department was based upon in
formation furnished the Department by 
our committee and the F. B. I. Among 
his many activities on behalf Commu
nist Front organizations. Dodd was a 
secretary of the American League for 
Peace and Democracy which the Attor
ney General branded as subversive. 

I shall be glad to turn this evidence 
over to the committee that this House 
has recently set up for the investigatiol'l 
of the Federal Communications Commis
sion. And may I digress long enough 
to answer perhaps the question you are 
b.eing asked, and that is, Why not let 
the Communists have a Government job, 
are they not fighting valiantly in re
sisting the Axis brutality and atrocities? 
Why is it we should not hire them? Mr. 
Speaker, there is not a Member of this 
House who from the beginning has not 
hoped and prayed that Russia would be 
successful in resisting this brutal unpro
voked attack upon her sovereignty, and 
her soil. As for me, Mr. Speaker, I care 
not what kind of a government Russia 
has. I did not care what kind of a gov
ernment Germany has, if Germany had 
not sought to impose that kind of govern
ment upon the peoples of other lands and 
upon my own land. I am not a maudlin 
internationalist who believes that I or 
my Government can go all over the world 
and make people democratic, whether 
they want to be democratic or not. I do 
not mean by that that I do share the 
views of extreme nationalism that has 
been the curse of many countries. I do 
not believe in extreme internationalism 
or extreme nationalism, but I do believe 
that every true American must put his 
own country and his own country's in
terests above that of every other country 
in the world. I have nothing but praise 
for the heroism and the courage of the 
Russian people. I would not under any 
circumstances sanction, indeed, I would 
resist, any attempt by our own citizens 
to go into Russia and seek to im
pose Americanism upon those people. 
Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, there is a vast 
distinction between the Communists in 
Russia and the Communists in America. 
The Communists in Russia are loyal to 
Russia, they are fighting and dying for 
Russia, but the Communists in America 
had to wait until Hitler attacked Russia 
before they would come to the aid of 
America. So, Mr. Speaker, I conceive 
that it is the right of the people of this 
country to demand not that they shall 
not believe in communism, because that 
js an inherent right of every citizen, but 
I believe it is right to say to them, and 

to say to the Government, "You have no 
right to take the hard-earned tax money 
of the loyal, patriotic people in my dis
trict, and to give it to people who are 
on record against the very Government 
that is supporting them." 

Now let us take the case of Faul R. 
Porter. This man is chief of the Ship
building Stabilization Branch of W. P. B. 
at a salary of $8,000 a year. 

Think of that, my fellow Members of 
the House. Most of you represent ordi
nary and average districts in this Con
gress. Most of you know that even the 
bank cashiers, that even the presidents 
of banks in your small towns and vil
lages never earned $8,000 a year, and to 
the workmen, the workers on the farms 
and in the factories who are laboring 
constantly to preserve this Government, 
$8,000 ~ year would seem almost a dream 
to them, something never to be realized. 
Yet here is a bureaucracy that is able to 
take this man and pay him $8,000 a year. 

Throughout most of his adulthood 
-Paul R. Porter has been a Socialist, one 
of the leading Socialists in the United 
States. Porter has made no secret about 
his socialism. To cite only a single pas
sage from his prolific Socialist writings, 
he has said: 

Nothing less than a Socialist revolution 
will free labor from insecurity and industrial 
serfdom. · 

Furthermore, here is a copy of the New 
Republic's supplement, issued jointly by 
that magazine and the Union for Demo
cratic Action, which attacked the Con
gress of the United States and was used 
as campaign document No. 1 in the purge 
organizations' efforts to defeat a large 
part of this House in the recent elections. 
You are familiar with this document. It 
was distributed all over your districts by 
the so-called purge groups and by the 
C. I. 0. A million copies were scattered 
over this whole country. Replete with 
lies and libels, it sought to undermine 
the confidence of the people of this coun
try in the legislative branch of their Gov
ernment. I also have here a copy of the 
letterhead of the Union for Democratic 
Action, the organization which prepared 
this scurrilous attack upon Congress. On 
this letterhead the name of Paul Porter 
appears as a member of the national ex
ecutive committee of the Union for Dem
ocratic Action. I also hold in my hand 
two telegrams from the national office of 
the Union for Democratic Action which 
show that Mrs. Paul R. Porter was in 
charge of the Washington Office of the 
Union for Democratic Action. Now I 
want to know how long we are going to 
sit here supinely and vote billions of dol
lars, much of which is used for the pay
ment of large salaries to Government 
bureaucrats who are working to smear 
Congress and the Members of Congress. 
Where, by the way, is the Hatch Act? If, 
in the face of this gigantic bureaucracy, 
we have lifted our voices in vain to the 
executive departments and, war agencies, 
it is still our constitutional prerogative 
and responsibility to appropriate the 
funds with which these departments and 
agencies operate. 

In the case of another member of this 
gigantic Government bureaucracy,- I 

want you to participate in a guessing 
game. I want you to try to guess who 
made the following statement: 

I believe in the abolition of the capitalist 
system. I believe in the necessity of the 
destruction of this system of exploitation 
by the might of workers' organizations. 

Now, do you think that statement was 
made by Earl Browder? Or Karl Marx? 
Or Lenin, possibly? No; that statement 
comes from the pen of the principal busi
ness consultant in the Office of Coordi
nator of Inter-American Affairs! His 
name is John Herling. He draws an an
nual salary of $5,600 as principal business 
consultant. The circumstances under 
which Herling wrote his statement ex
pressing his belief in the "destruction" 
of our American system are most inter
esting. Early in the life of this adminis
tration, John Herling was offered a po
sition in the Government here in Wash
ington. In a letter which he published 
over his own name and a copy of which 
I hold in my hand, Herling contemptu
ously rejected the offer of a Government 
post, saying, among other things: 

I believe in the abolition of the capitalist 
system. I believe in the necessity of the 
destruction of this system of exploitation 
by the might of workers' organizations. 
• • • I decline to be even an insignificant 
member of a government which, after a year 
of displaying its brand of social engineering, 
has devised such a positive, direct, and uni
versal scheme for workers' enslavement. 
• • • Nor can I entertain the elaborate 
rationalizations· with which some radicals 
have spun their ways into various sections of 
the Roosevelt administration. 

Despite his one-time emphatic and 
contemptuous rejection of a position in 
this administration, John Herling re
lented and accepted a $5,600 salary in a 
post which he occupies today. Did he 
finally decide that he could further his 
belief in the destruction of the capitalist 
system better by working inside the Gov
ernment than by working outside? 

Let us take up the case of Paul F. 
Brissenden who is employed as a con
sultant in the shipbuilding stabilization 
committee of the War Production Board 
at a salary of $8,000 a year. In March 
1941, when the whole country, including 
official washington, was becoming 
aroused over the Communist-led sabotage 
strikes on our major defense industries, 
Paul Brissenden and others issued a de
fense of the Communist Party which 
filled almost an entire page of the Daily 
Worker. Brissenden also signed a public 
manifesto supporting the appointment of 
the avowed Communist, Simon Gerson, 
as assistant to the borough president of 
Manhattan. Furthermore, Brissenden 
was a member of the national committee 
of the International Juridical Association, 
a Communist front organization whose 
leaders were mostly well-known Com
munists and Communist fellow travelers. 
Brissenden was also a sponsor of the 
National Congress for Unemployment 
and Social Insurance, an organization 
which was led by the well-known and 
avowed Communist Party leader, Herbert 
Benjamin. Associated with Brissenden 
as sponsors of this organization were 
Earl Browder, William Z. Foster, Israel 
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Amter, and many other equally well
known Communists. Despite whatever 
pretension of liberalism Brissenden may 
make, the record shows that he has been 
a long-time defender of the Communist 
Party and a frequent sponsor of the 
party's fronts. Now we confer upon him 
the distinction of an $8,000 position in 
the War Production Board. 

I do not want to tire you by attempting 
to read al1 of these examples. I have 
some 50 here, and 5{, more over there, 
and I can multiply them, but I am giving 
you some of the leading examples, so 
that when you and I return to our war
worn and weary overtaxed con.itituency, 
when they ask us what we did in the great 
city of Washington, we can stand proudly 
before them and say, "Well, I attended to 
my job, and I stood idly by and let the 
bureaucrats, like Paul R. Porter, take 
over.'' 

Take the case of David J. Saposs. 
Several years ago our committee received 
testimony in which it was established 
that Saposs had been a leader in a revo
lutionary organization whose avowed 
objective was for the "workers to take 
control of industry and Government and 
build a workers' republic." At that time 
Saposs was Chief Economist of the Na
tional Labor Relations Board. As the 
result of our exposure Saposs was re
moved from the N. L. R. B. Now we find 
that Saposs has recently been made · 
assistant to the chief of the labor divi
sion of the War Production Board at a 
salary of $8,000 a year. 

In Labor Age, a magazine of the revo
lutionary group with which Saposs was 
prominently identified, he gave expres
sion to the following un-American and 
revolutionary position: 

But bourgeois democracy is a sham. When 
it is evident that socialism is the only 
remedy, it is not worth saving a democracy 
in which Socialist Parties only collaborate 
with capitalism • • •. If in the attempt 
to carry out such a program political action 
fails, then the workers must unhesitatingly 
resort to organized force. The (Socialist) 
International must take the position that if 
another war occurs the workers will destroy 
capitalism. With that end in view the work
ers must be prepared to stretch arms across 
the frontiers in case of war and definitely 
win power for themselves. 

At no time did we charge that Saposs 
was a Communist or a member of the 
Communist Party. It will, however, be 
perfectly clear to any student of the 
revolutionary ideologies, that the fore
going statement by Saposs was couched 
in the strictest Marxian terms. 

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

Mr. DIES. Yes. 
Mr. COLM~R. Is this Dr. Saposs the 

same man that this House of Represent
atives provided should not be paid out of 
the appropriations? 

Mr. DIES. That is correct, and that 
is an illustration of the arrogance which 
characterizes men who do not need to 
face a constituency to account for their 
actions. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will th~ gentleman yield? 

LXXXIX--31 

Mr. DIES. Yes. 
Mr. REED of New York. I am sorry 

to interrupt the gentleman, but I just 
want to keep the record straight. The 
gentleman spoke about government by 
bureaucracy and said that it had not yet 
arrived. Perhaps strictly speaking that 
is true, but the lawyers of this country 
today who wish to advise their clients, do 
not go to the statutes for the law, but 
they go to the regulations of the depart
ments. That is almost government by 
bureaucracy. 

Mr. DIES. Now, I have here the very 
special case of Maurice Parmelee. Al
most a year ago, I addressed a letter to 
the Vice President calling his attention 
to the record of Par.melee, who was at 
that time employed in the Board of Eco
nomic Warfare at a salary of $5,600. I 
cited thf' fact that Parmelee had written 
numerous volumes-an· of them revolu
tionary . in character-and that one of 
them, entitled "Nudism in Modern Life," 
advocated the practice of universal nud
ism in office and factory. I called the 
Vice President's attention to the fact 
that Parmelee's book contained 35 photo
graphs, all of which are obscene, and 
that the volume was an attack upon the 
moral structure of our society and upon 
the church and religion. In the nudist 
society which Parmelee envisaged: 

Convent and monastery, harem and mili
tary barracks, clubs and schools exclusively 
for each sex will disappear, and the sexes will 
live a more normal and happier life together. 

Think of that, Mr. DouGHTON. In that 
God-fearing district of yours, in the 
mountains of North Carolina, where peo
ple still go to the church-house and still 
believe in God and in religion, those God
fearing people that you have the honor 
to represent and have so ably repre
sented for so many years, what would 
they think if excerpts of this lewd and 
filthy book were read from the stump 
and they were told that their money 
was being used and their boys were giv
ing their all in order to make it possible 
for this man to use his talents and his 
pen in order to undermine the very basis 
of all democracies, which is the belief 
of people, not in the materialism of Karl 
Marx, but in the divine guidance of Al
mighty God? 

Almost immediately after my exposure 
of Parmelee's activities-which included 
several years spent in European nudist 
camps-he was dismissed from the Board 
of Economic Warfare. The great bu
reaucratic fraternity was, however, not 
to leave Parmelee jobless for long. He 
is now employed as an economist by the 
Railroad Retirement Board at a salary 
of $4,600. Time and again, a similar 
thing has occurred-a bureaucrat exposed 
in one agency, and fired as a result of 
that exposure, has been picked up by an
other agency of the Government. The 
contempt which these bureaucrats have 
for the Congress which appropriates their 
salaries is unbounded. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. DIES. I yield. 
. Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I wonder if the 

gentleman would tell the House who it 

is that is responsible for these appoint
ments that he has mentioned? 

Mr. DIES. I will come to that in a 
moment. I want to give you some typi
cal examples, because I want to hammer 
this thing home. 

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

Mr. DIES. Please let me proceed for 
a moment. I would like to conclude this. 

Now take Harold Loeb. On January 
15, 1942, I spread the record of Harold 
Loeb before this House. He was then 
business specialist in 0. P. A. He was 
let out of 0. P. A. but not out of the 
Government service. Today Harold 
Loeb is senior economist in building ma
terials for the War Production Board at 
a salary of $4,600. 

I know this is a matter that would be 
of vital interest to your constituents. I 
know that during these trying hours 
when they are all working and sacrificing 
to produce materials of war, in factories 
and on the farms, I know that the boys 
in the foxholes at Guadalcanal, faced by 
an insidious and brutal enemy, shot at 
almost constantly, in rags and in filth 
after the long stay in the foxholes, often 
with food not cooked, not warm-! won
der if that boy this afternoon as he lies 
there waiting for the enemy to show his 
head would get much consolation by 
knowing that at home, on the home 
front, in the battle of democracy here 
in America, a gigantic bureaucracy 
which he is.called upon to fight for has 
given a job to the author of the follow
ing books:· 

The Professors Like Vodka, Doodab. 
Think of a heavyweight, an economic 

adviser, a social planner, a superman
behold the mountain labored and there 
came forth Doodab. 

Tumbling Mustard, Life in a Technoc
racy, The Chart of Plenty, Production 
For Use 

The first three of Loeb's books are 
pornographic novels. I have never read 
filthier passages in a novel than some of 
those with which Loeb sprinkled his 
books. The other three titles of Loeb's 
books which I have cited are treatises on 
technocracy. At one time and for a long 
time, Harold Loeb was No. 1 technocrat 
in this country. Now, will you please 
search these 6 books and see if you can 
find any evidence of Loeb's qualifications 
for his present position as senior econ
omist in building materials for W. P. B. 
In one of his ·technocratic works, Loeb 
advocated the abolition of money and the 
substitution therefor of erg certificates 
to be distributed willy-nilly at the rate 
of 20,000 a year to every member of so
ciety. I know of no man who could bt:t
ter qualify for the title of perfect crack
pot, but he is the kind of Washington 
crackpot for whom we sit here and vote 
millions of dollars in salaries. I want to 
know when we are going to cry halt to 
this business. 

I now take up the case of Sam 
Schmerler. In 1935, Schmerler was dis
missed from his position in the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation on ac~ount of 
his Communist activities. In the space 
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of a few weeks, Schmerler found employ
ment in the Social Security Board. 
There he worked for several years, mean
while carrying on his outside radical ac
tivities as usual. Then in 1940, when 
the Communists launched the American 
Peace Mobilization, Sam Schmerler be
came one of the organization's leading 
promoters here in the Nation's Capital. 
Schmerler was in charge of arrange
ments for the Washington delegates 
to the Chicago convention which 
launched the American Peace Mobiliza
tion. Shortly after that, when the Peace 
Mobilization was urging and supporting 
sabotage strikes in our major defense in
dustries, and when the peace mobilizers 
were picketing the White House, Schmer
ler was still an outstanding leader in the 
movement. At that time he was drawing 
a salary of $2,600. Where is he today? 
Dld the Attorney General's investigation 
lead to Schmerler's dismissal from Gov
ernment service? Not at all. Sam 
Schmerler has been rewarded with fl. pro
motion. Today he is a Social Security 
policy consultant at a salary of $3,800. 
There is not the slightest doubt that Sam 
Schmerler is a Communist. There is not 
the slightest doubt that his Communist 
activities have been consciously directed 
against the welfare and safety of the 
United States Government which em
ploys him. Nevertheless and notwith
standing, Sam Schmerler has been re
warded with a $1,200 increase in salary 
since the time of his outrageous and dis
graceful activities in the American Peace 
Mobilization. Our committee first ex
posed Schmerler in 1939 as a member of 
the American League for Peace and 
Democracy. Furthermore, we sent his 
name to the Attorney General in October 
1941 as one of the now famous list of 1,124 
Government employees having affilia
tions with subversive organizations. 

On September 8, 1941, I addressed a 
letter to the President in which I cited a 
small part of the record of Emil Jack 
Lever. At that time Lever was principal 
field representative of the Labor Division 
of 0. P. M. at a salary of $5,600. Here 
again, we are face to face with an old 
story. Since my exposure of Lever, his 
salary has been upped to $6,500 a year 
and his .present title is that of head labor 
adviser in the War Production Board. 

I have here a voluminous documented 
record of Emil Jack Lever's Communist 
views, affiliations, and activities. ·I do 
not need to cite more than one of them. 
The rest are available for· the inspection. 
of the Appropriations Committee or any 
other committee of this House that might 
desire to see them. Lever was national 
executive committee member and treas
urer of an organization whose publicly 
announced purpose was stated on its own 
letterhead, as follows: 

It aims to inspire the workers to take con
trol of industry and government, abolish the 
present capitalist system and build a work
ers' republic. 

I want to know if we are going to sit 
here supinely and allow a gigantic bu
reaucracy which has been thoroughly in
filtrated by such as Lever to take over 
this country. If these facts shame us, 
you will realize that I did not make the 
facts; I am only reporting them. 

Here is the case of David Lasser, about 
whom this House has heard much before. 
A few years ago, one of the largest and 
most influential front organization of 
the Communist Party in this country 
was the Workers Alliance. At the height 
of its influence-and I may add, its mis
chief-the Workers Alliance was headed 
by David Lasser. In 1940 Lasser broke 
with the Communists and denounced the 
Workers Alliance. But in addition to his 
past affiliation with and leadership of 
Communist front organizations, Lasser 
was also mixed up with technocracy. He 
was, in fact, editor of a technocracy mag
azine. Furthermore, as illustrative of his 
marked tendency toward one form of 
mental aberration or another, Lasser was 
president of the Interplanetary Travel 
Association. Today David Lasser is 
senior labor economist for the War Pro
duction Board at a salary of $4,600. 

I come now to the case of Tom Tip
pett, who is assistant chief of the rent 
section of 0. P. A. at a salary of 
$5,600. Tippett was one of the leaders 
in an organization known as the Trade 
Union Conference for United Action. 
Associated with Tippett in that organiza
tion were Earl Browder, William Z. Fos
ter, and more than a score of other Com
munist leaders. The printed matter is
sued by the organization was as rabidly 
Communist as anything which C'Ver ap
peared with the party's official imprint. 
Tippett was a national committee mem
ber of yet another organization whose 
revolutionary objectives were carried on 
its letterhead in the following language: 

It aims to inspire the workers to take con
trol of industry and government, abolish the 
present capitalist system and build a workers' 
republic. 

I call your attention to the case of 
Henry G. Alsberg who is now senior fea
ture writer for the Office of War Infor
mation at a salary of $4,600. In the early 
life of our committee, back in 1938, we 
exposed the extensive infiltration of Com
munists into the Federal Writers project. 
We showed how Communists had used the 
Writers Project to obtain the Govern
ment imprint upon their propaganda. 
We exposed some of the Communist filth 
which was put into the official publica
tions of the Federal Writers Project. 
As a result of our exposure, the Congress 
abolished the Writers Project. Who 
was the head of the Federal Writers 
project? None other than Henry G. 
Alsberg who has crept back into Gov
ernment employment in the Office of War 
Information. 

Here is the case of David Karr who 
is assistant chief of the foreign language 
division of the Office of War Informaticn 
at a salary of $4,600. For 2 years, Karr 
was on the staff of the Communist 
Party's official newspaper, the Daily 
Worker. There is not the slightest doubt 
that all members of the Daily Worker 
staff were required to be members of the 
Communist Party. Karr was a writer for 
the Communist front publication, Equal
ity, whose editorial council was composed 
largely of well-known Communists and 
Communist fellow _travelers. 

David Karr was also public relations 
director of the American League for 

Peace and Democracy, one of the Com
munist fronts which Attorney General 
Biddle branded as subversive. Karr was 
a frequent writer for the League's mag
azine Fight. 

Take the case of Guiseppi Facci who is 
senior foreign language information ad
visor in the Office of War Information at 
a salary $4,600. For years, Facci has 
been active and prominent in the front 
organizations of the Communist Party in 
California. He was especially active in 
the American League Against War and 
Fascism on the west coast, an organiza
tion which the Attorney General branded 
as subversive. I have his complete rec
ord of Communist affiliations here, but 
I shall not take the time necessary to 
read it. 

Take the case of David Wahl who is 
associate analyst in the Board of Eco
nomic Warfare at a salary of $3,800. 
David Wahl signed the incorporation 
papers of the Washington Bookshop, a 
Communist enterprise which the Attar
new General himself branded as sub
versive. Furthermore, the Cooperative 
League of Washington expelled the 
Bookshop from membership in the League 
on account of its notorious Communist 
control. 

Hugh Miller is senior attorney for the 
Bituminous Coal Commission of the De
partment of the Interior at a salary of 
$4,600 a year. Miller was chairman of 
the Washington Committee for Demo
cratic Action, a Communist front organ
ization which the Attorney General last 
year branded as subversive. Miller was 
also a leader of the infamous Communist 
front known as the American Peace Mo
bilization which the Attorney General 
also branded as subversive. Miller's wife, 
Helen, was dismissed from her.position in 
the Department of Labor because she as
sailed the President as a Fascist. 

Walter Gellhorn, assistant general 
counsel of the 0. P. A. in the New York 
office at a salary of $8,000, was a lecturer 
this week at the Communist Party's 
Workers School. Karl Borders, director 
of 0. P. A. in Hawaii at a salary of $8,000, 
has a long record of radical activities in 
Chicago. 

Now, let us take the case of Jack Fahy. 
Fahy is principal liaison officer of the 
Board of Economic Warfare at a salary 
of $5,600. Jack Fahy worked in closest 
sympathy with and support of the Com
munist Party in Spain for 2 years. In 
the Daily Worker of October 17, 1938, 
Jack Fahy's resignation from the Social
ist Party was published. His resigna
tion from the Socialist Party was not 
so much a severance from the Socialists 
as it was an endorsement of the Com
munist Party. Anyone may refer back 
to the files of the Daily Worker and see 
that this was so. Jack Fahy is now 
being considered for a transfer to the 
Department of the Interior, where, if 
transferred, he is to become Chairman 
of the Territorial Affairs Bureau at a 
salary of $6,500 a year. 

Nathaniel Weyl is senior economic 
analyst of the Board of Economic War
fare at a salary of $4,600. For several 
years Weyl was very prominent in Com
munist activities among students. His 
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writings in the Student Review, maga
zine of the National Student League, 
make it clear beyond the possibility of 
any slight doubt that Weyl himself was 
a Communist. His writings in the Com
munist Party's newspaper, the Daily 
Worker, also leave no doubt about his 
being a loyal Communist Party member. 

Take the case of Robert Morss Lovett, 
who is secretary of the Virgin Islands 
at a salary of $5,800. Only a few men in 
this country have records of Communist 
affiliations which are as long as that of 
Robert Morss Lovett. I shall not take 
the time to give you his entire record, 
but here is a part of it: 

Lovett was vice chairman of the Amer
ican League for Peace and Democracy, 
an organization branded as subversive 
by the Attorney General. He was a con
tribulator to New Masses. He was also 
a member of the advisory board of 
Champion-magazine of the Young 
Communist League. He was a member of 
the advisory board of the American Stu
dent Union, a member of the national 
committee of the Student Congress 
Against War, a member of the National 
Committee for Defense of Political Pris
oners, a signer of a letter protesting the 
ban on Communists in the American 
Civil Liberties Union, a member of the 
national advisory board of the American 
Youth Congress, a sponsor of the Mother 
Bloor birthday celebration, a sponsor of 
the Emergency Peace Mobilization which 
launched the American Peace Mobiliza
tion, a director of the American Fund 
for Public Service-better known as the 
Garland Fund-a sponsor of the National 
Student League, and a .member of the 
All America Anti-Imperialist League. 
All of the foregoing organizations and 
many others with which Lovett was af
filiated were Communist controlled. 

Here is the case of Merle Vincent, di
rector of the hearings branch in the De
partment of Labor at a salary of $7,250. 
Merle Vincent was the first chair
man of the Washington Committee for 
Democratic Action, the Communist front 
organization which the Attorney Gen
eral branded as subversive. Vincent was 
also temporary chairman of the National 
Conference on Constitutional Liberties 
where the National Federation for Con
stitutional Liberties was organized, the
latter also being on the list of the At
torney General's subversive organiza
tions. I have here a sample of the grow
ing boldness of the radical or pro-Com
munist bureaucrats. According to a re
cent issue of the Daily Worker which I 
hold in my hand, Merle Vincent delivered 
the first of a series of lectures at the 
Communist Party's own official Worker;:; 
School in New York. It is time that we 
learned that there is a world of differ
ence between our military alliance with 
Russia on the one hand and taking 
American Communists to our official 
bosom on the other hand. Pro-Commu
nist bureaucrats such as Merle Vincent 
are doing their best to obliterate that 
all-important distinction. When some 
of our high Government officials rhapso
dize at Communist-controlled meetings 
on the anniversa.ry of the fotll.lding of 

the Communist regime in Russia, it is 
pertinent for us to remember that Stalin 
does not hold pro-American celebrations 
in Moscow on the Fourth of July. Stalin 
is a thoroughgoing realist, while some 
of our officials behave like sentimental 
fools in coddling those who are wholly 
disloyal to our own country. 

Gardner Jackson, who was principal 
economist for the Department of Agri
culture at a salary of $5,600. Jackson's 
Communist affiliations have been many. 
I call attention to only a few of them. 

Gardner Jackson was a sponsor of the 
Washington Committee for Democratic 
Action. He was a signer of the Call for 
American Youth Congress. He was a 
speaker for the Greater New York Emer
gency Conference on Inalienable Rights. 
He was a speaker for the Workers' Al
liance. He was a member of the Ameri
can League for Peace and Democracy. 
All five of the foregoing organizations 
with which Gardner Jackson has been 
affiliated were found to be subversive by 
the Attorney General. 

Gardner Jackson was also a signer of 
a letter protesting the ban on Com
munists in the American Civil Liberties 
Union. 

In my remarks to this House on Sep
tember 24, 1942, I proved by checks that 
the Robert Marshall Foundation has be
come one of the chief sources of funds 
with which the numerous Communist 
front organizations are kept going in 
their subversive work. I also pointed out 
that Gardner Jackson is one of the five 
trustees who dispense these funds. 

Alice Barrows is educationist, special
ist in school buildings, for the O:H:ice of 
Education at a salary of $4,800 a year. 
Alice Barrows was vice chairman of the 
Washington Committee for Democratic 
Action, a Communist front organization 
which the Attorney General branded as 
subversive. She was also a member of 
the national committee of the American 
League for Peace and Democracy, an
other on the list of the Attorney Gen
eral's subversive organizations. 

Now, take the case of William Pickens, 
who is principal securities promotion 
specialist for the Treasury Department 
at a salary of $5,600. Plckens signed a 
manifest in defense of the notorious 
Communist Sam Darcy. Pickens was 
vice chairman of the American League 
Against War and Fascism, which the At
torney General branded as subversive. 
He was also a contributor to the Com
munist Party's New Masses. He was a 
sponsor of the Greater New York Emer
gency Conference on Inalienable Rights, 
a section of the National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberties which the At
torney General also found to be subver
sive. Pickens was a sponsor of the 
American Committee for Protection of 
Foreign-Born, a speaker for the United 
States Congress Against War, and a 
sponsor of the American Committee for 
Democracy and Intellectual Freedom. 

Arthur F. Goldschmidt, special assist
ant to the Secretary of the Interior at a 
salary of $6,500, and Marcus I. Goldman, 
employed by the Department of the In
terior at a salary of $4,000, were both ac-

tive members of the American League for 
Peace and Democracy and of the Wash
ington Bookshop. Both of these organi
zations were found to be subversive by 
the Attorney General. 

Leonard Emil Mins is employed by the 
Office of Strategic Services at a salary of 
$4,000 a year. Mins and his father be
fore him have been big shots in the Com
munist Party. Leonard Mins worked for 
the Communist International in Moscow 
for several years. He has been an active 
Communist since 1930. He has written 
for the New Masses and the Daily 
Worker. He has also been prominent in 
the League of American Writers, which 
was branded by the Attorney General as 
a subversive organization. 

Henry T. Hunt, special assistant to the 
general counsel of the Federal Works 
Agency at a salary of $5,600 a year, pub
licly protested against the ban upon 
Communists which was adopted by the 
American Civil Liberties Union. Hunt 
was also o:H:icially connected with the 
Washington Committee for Democratic 
Action, one of the organizations which 
the Attorney General found to be sub
versive. Hunt also has -numerous other 
affiliations with Communist front or
ganizations on his record. 

Here is the case of Mary McLeod 
Bethune who is employed by the National 
Youth Administration at a salary of 
$6,250. Mary McLeod Bethune was pub
licly and prominently affiliated with four 
of the organizations which the Attorney 
General branded as subversive. She was 
national vice chairman of the American 
League for Peace and Democracy. The 
other three subversive organizations with 
which she was affiliated were the Amer
ican Youth Congress, the National Negro 
Congress, and the Washington Commit
tee for Democratic Action. 

Harry C. Lamberton, head attorney of 
the Rural Electrification Administration 
at a salary of $6,500, was chairman of 
the Washington branch of the American 
League for Peace and Democracy which 
the Attorney General branded as sub
versive. It has been almost 4 years since 
our committee exposed Lamberton and 
his 581 fellow Government bureaucrats 
who were members of the American 
League for Peace and Democracy. To
day we see some of the fruits of the ad
ministration's policy of extreme hostility 
toward and ridicule of our exposure of 
the American League. As a result of that 
policy; the radical and crackpot bureau
crats have become more and more bold 
in their contempt for the Congress of 
the United States. Furthermore, their 
number has inoreased alarmingly. Harry 
C. Lamberton was also counsel of the 
Washington Committee for Democratic 
Action, an organization which Attorney· 
General Biddle found to be subversive. · 

T. A. Bisson, principal economic 
analyst in the Board of Economic War
fare at a salary of $5,600, was affiliated 
with the American League for Peace and 
Democracy. He also contributed numer
ous articles to the Communist publica
tion, Soviet Russia Today. He was a 
speaker for the American Student Union, 
whose formex: head, Joseph P. Lash, has 
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assured us was a Communist-controlled 
front organization. 
· Katherine Kellock is employed in the 

Board of Economic Warfare at a salary 
of $3,800 a year. In 1938, our committee 
exposed the Communist infiltration of 
the Federal Writers' project. At that 
time Katherine Kellock was field super
visor in charge of 4,600 Government em
ployees who were at work on the notori
ous series of Federal Guide Books. The 
Congress broke up that project, but, like 
Henry G. Alsberg, who was head of the 
Federal Writers' project, Katherine Kel
lock has slipped back into Government 
employment. 

Here is Jay Deiss, senior editor writer 
of the Federal Security Agency, at a sal
ary of $4,600. Also Milton V. Freeman, 
Assistant Solicitor of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, at a salary of 
$6,500. And again, George Slaff, princi
pal attorney for the Federal Power Com
mission, at a salary of $6,000. Here also 
is A. C. Shire, Director of the Technical 
Division of the Federal Public Housing 
Authority, at a salary of $7,500. And to 
these add the name of Edward Scheune
mann, assistant attorney in 0. P. A., at a 
salary of $3,800. Deiss, Freeman, Slaff, 
Shire, and Scheunemann were all leaders 
of the Washington Committee for Demo
cratic Action. I hope no one will rise to 
say that these men's names simply ap
peared on a mailing list of the organiza
tion. Such was not the case; they were 
officially and publicly identified as lead
ers of this organization which Attorney 
General Biddle has branded as subver
sive. 

Mr. Speaker, to read each and every 
one of these names would impose too 
much upon the generosity of this House. 
I could stand here for day in and day 
out and read you the records of men who 
have no place in our Government; men, 
Mr. Speaker, who have gone on record 
against the 'kind of thing that the peo
ple in your district and in my district 
believe in with all their hearts and with 
all their minds. There are many people 
in my district this afternoon, plain folk; 
they are not economic experts; they are 
not learned in all of the philosophies that 
grace our great universities. They be
lieve in certain fundamental principles. 
Those people that I have had the honor 
to represent for seven terms in this House 
believe in this Constitution that our 
fathers purchased with their blood and 
our mothers by their tears. They believe 
in the preservation of this country, for 
they know that it is the only country 
under which every man can be free. If I 

·stood before those people. and took a poll 
there wo1,1ld not be one hundredth of 
one percent in my district who would 
support and sanction the employment of 
men like some of these holding positions 

·in our Government. 
What, then, is the answer? 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 

Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman 

from Kentucky. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. We all 

had on our desk this morning a copy of 
a statement from the Lawyers' Guild. I 
wonder if the gentleman is going to dis
cuss that? 

Mr. DIES. The National Lawyers' 
Guild is an organization of radical 
lawyers, many of whom are employed 
by this Government. I cannot vouch for 
the accuracy of the figure, for I have not 
checked it closely enough, but I have 
been informed by those in my office that 
fully one-half of the members of this 
guild are employed by the Federal Gov
ernment. It was so rotten that Adolf 
Berle, Assistant Secretary of State, with
drew from it, saying that it was a Com
munist organization. It was so rotten 
that Judge Ferdinand Pecora withdrew 
from it because of its communistic na
ture. It was so rotten that Robert Jack
son, Attorney General, withdrew from it 
because of its un-American character. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier in this 
speech, it is a shrewd tactic for those 
whc really do not believe in democracy 
to wrap the cloak of democracy and lib
eralism around themselves and to pre
tend to go forth to battle for democracy 
when the thing that they believe. in is 
the very thing that has brought curse 
and destruction to the republics of other 
countries and other ages. 

So they would like to create the im
pression that those who expose them are 
pro-Fascist or pro-Nazi. Since the be
ginning of this committee, Mr. Speaker, 
every member of this committee knows 
there has been but one definite aim and 
that is to fearlessly expose every form of 
un-American activity. Three and one
half years before the Government moved 
against the German-American Bund this 
committee pointed out to the American 
people that it was an espionage organ
ization, that its leaders were disloyal to 
the people of the United States; and in a 
letter which I addressed to the Attorney 
General 2 ~ years ago I called upon him 
not only to prosecute the German-Amer
ican Bund, but also the Kyfhauser Bund 
and numerous other Nazi organizations. 
With few exceptions, there has not been 
a conviction in the United States ob
tained by the Department of Justice, 
which was not obtained by information 
from our committee's files. Let us read 
the record, and I do not do so as a special 
plea for the committee or in the role of 
one who is asking you as any favor to me 
to continue this committee. The com
mittee has been under pressure from the 
beginning by those who would like to 
.brand everybody as Communists simply 
because of their progressive views. 
Thousands of names of people have been 
submitted to me with the earnest and 
almost peremptory demand that they be 
branded as Communists simply because 
of their radical views. There have also 
been many people who have demanded 
that our committee brand as pro-Nazi 
everyone who has expressed conservative 
views. 

Let me make myself clear, Mr. 
Speaker; I believe in America, and be
lieving in America, I believe that every
one in America, whether Jew or Gentile, 
Protestant or Catholic, is entitled to his 
fundamental rights as a man; and be
cause I believed in that I stood ori the 

. streets of Orange and defended a handful 
of Jews and Catholics who had few 
friends at that time to defend them and 
to champion their right to be freemen iu 

a free country. But there have come re
peated demands that this person or that 
person be branded as pro-Fascist or pro
Nazi simply because he expressed intol
erant views. I do not hold with those 
who condemn anyone on account of his 
race or creed but there is no law against 
a man's being intolerant as much as we 
deplore intolerance; there is no law 
against a man's denouncing the South. 
God knows I have heard southerners de
nounced as viciously in certain quarters 
of this country as I have ever heard Jews 
denounced. Only a few days ago a Mem
ber from Texas read an editorial here 
which stated that southern boys had 
joined the Army because of the low 
standards of living and ·because they 
could make more money in theArmy than 
they could at home. That is typical of 
what I have encountered during the past 
4~ years. I have seen people boycott 
meetings at which I was scheduled 
to speak because I came from the South. 
Talk about intolerance. What is in
tolerance? How can any minority invoke 
the name of tolerance and Americanism 
when it itself is guilty of the same intol
erance it decries in others. Tolerance in 
America means that Jew or Gentile, 
Catholic or Protestant, southerner or 
northerner, all of us must unite unhesi
tatingly and without qualification in the 
support of the Bill of Rights, the chief 
cornerstone upon which this Republic 
was established. 

Mr. Speaker, may I refer to the RECORD 
so that this House may know the truth? 
And I read an excerpt from the report 
of our committee as evidence of this 
service to Government agencies. This 
committee reports to the House: 

As evidence of this service to Government 
agencies , the committee reports to the House 
that during the past 14 months, some 1,600 
agents from the various intelligence units of 
the Army, the Navy, the Federal Bureau o! ' 
Investigation, Secret Service, and others have 
called at the committee's office in Washing
ton alone for information. Hundreds of 
agents from the same agencies have called 
at the committee's branch offices in New 
York, Philadelphia, Los Angeles, and Chicago 
for similar information. 

In addition to the above, the following 
agencies have detailed liaison agents to work 
daily at the committee's offices checking and 
obtaining information from the committee's 
files: Civil Service, Intelligence Unit of the 
Treasury, Military Intelligence, Naval Intel
ligence, State Department, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, Work Projects Administration, 
Secret Service, and Office for Emergency 
Management. The branch offices of the com
mittee have been used in a similar manner. 

Numerous requests for in,formation which 
the committee has received from Govern
ment departments have involved the com
mittee's turning over large files of documents. 
For example, the committee on February 3, 
1942, supplied the Office of the Coordinator 
of Information with 210 documents on Nazi 
propaganda. Somewhat earlier, the com
mittee turned over to the Department o! 
Just'ice hundreds of original documents 
which provided the Department with the 
basis of its cases against Auhagen, Zapp, an~ 
Tonn. 

On August 15, 1942, the committee for• 
warded to the President a list of approxl• 
mately 17,000 individuals who had been 
identified or affiliated with the Nazi move
ments in this· country and suggested at the 
time to the President that some form of 
surveillance should be kept over these people. 
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Mr. Speaker, 3 years before there was 
any vigorous attempt made against un
American -elements 'OUr committee had 
seized and exposed praoticarty all their 
records and we sent to the President .nf 
the United States at -one time the names 
of 17,000 people who wer-e pr.o-Nazi, 
names this Gcwermnent could not have 
obtained from any other source 1n the 
Unit:ed states exuept th'is committee. 
Last yea-r we received aver '138,000 re
quests from Federal -agencies for inf0r
m"Rtion wnieh we gave. I say this in 
justifieation of the committee's woTk, l1e
cal1Se there 1s .a wen~organized attempt 
being made for the purpos.e of creating 
the impression tbat this committee has 
neglected the Na-zi angle and that the 
committee bas devoted all of its atten
tion to the Communist angle, When 
they .Bay "Fascist" what .do they mean 
by "'P.ascist"? Th.ey mean ·people who 
believe in Bimple, fundamental .Amer
icanism, people who believ.e in preserv
ing our Constitution, people who believe 
that America Shall not fall a 'Victim to 
the maudlin mternationa.lism which 
chal'actertzes a few :people :in this .conn
try. They mean ;pe.oJ]le who are oP
posed :to opening wide the gates ...of this 
conntry .and permitting immigration to 
:flood into our midst; consequently they 
have chosen 1rom this House Members 
of Congress wbo oppose their views, who 
oppose · their .objectives, and with the 
money of .Marshall Field, Cochran, Ar
thur Goldsmith, .and nthers, they are 
seeking to play the old Hitler trick of 
propaganda that lf you tell a lie often 
enough som-e people come to believe 1t 
as the truth. They are seeking by that 
tecl;mique to defame and besmear the 
honest names and :reputations Df men in 
this House who have no other .Purpose 
on earth except to protect America and 
preserv-e it for their children .and their 
children's -children. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr . .FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous Donsent :that the gentleman mlty 
pr.oceed for an .additional 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. .Is there objection to 
the request of tbe g.entleman from 'New 
York [Mr. FisH]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIES. :Mr. Speaker, I sha11 wind 

this speech up, 'because if I .attempted to 
elaborate upon tne many phases ·of it, 
it would be an lmposition upon YOtll' 
time. Let me, no wever, .as I conclude, 
Mr. Speaker, say to the "'House that en 
acc.ount .of the importance of many of 
the matters that I hold bere "1 shall :rec
emmend to our committee tnat a special 
report be filed for the purpose of docu
menting the .evidence which shows the 
e1Ior.ts that were made against Members 
of this Rouse by these sam:e forces, the 
lies that were disseminated. 

Mt'. Speaker, I believe in a fair .fight, 
I believe in -Standing up lace to .face and 
fight, but I do not believe in these blows 
below the belt; I do not belieYe .in insid
ious organizations spreading propaganda 
that is faLse. I want to know why the 
Robert Marshall Foundation, whlch I ex
posed en this floor on,September .2~ 19!2, 
is not taxed w.hen theiV use funds for po
litical activity .in this country. "Thou
sands of dollars have been contributed 

·by Gardiner Jackson and the other trus
tees to other organizations that ar,e 
busily engaged in an attempt to smear 
Members of Congress. If that is not po- · 
litical activity, what is political activity? 
If it is such, why should not tbis great 
foundation of wealth be subjected to the 
tax laws of the United States of America? 

Mr. Speaker, because I do not have 
time to read all these names, I ask unani
mous "CQnsent tto place them 1·n the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is ·there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. DmsJ? 

There . was no objection. 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Spea'ker, 1 come now 

to the question of what Congress can do 
about it. The people of this country, 
make no mistake about this, are de
man'ding df the Congress a few simple 
things. One is that we support in every 
possible way the war effort, that we 
devote an our energies, an of our abilities, 
to the one task of winning this war ·a,t 
the e81I'11est P0SSib1e date. On the other 
hand, they are equally insistent that 
we preserve this Government .so that 
wb:en nur boys return they will :not find 
that their sacrifices have been in v11.in. 
They are demanding that the Congress 
assert its intlepentiient role as a .mem
ber of the trip.aTtite -government under 
which we li:ve. 

They are demanding that while co
oper.ating in the war e:lfort we act in a 
constructive .and helpful way, not as 
haters of the administrAtion, not as bit
ter critics .of anyane_, but as Members 
upon whose :shon'lders there ·.devol:ves a 
special Tesponsibruty and a special func
tion ·as sacred as taat responsibility that 
is imposed upon ·the Ohie! Executive. 
This Congress can and will meet that 
challenge in a helpful .and constructive 
way. It w.m meet this .challenge by de
manding that bur.eaucracy shall be 
curbed. that authority given to the Ex
ecutive must be safeguarded by every 
possible provision and c1early defined 
and that the heads of "bureaucratic 
government must come before the Con
gress and account strictly for their acts 
and their conduct. 

We have .no right to interfere with the 
c.onduct of our international affairs DT by 
speecb or by action to embarrass those 
who are .charged primarily with tbat re
sponsibility. We have a rtght to assume 
that those who are directing the inter
national affairs -<m beha1f of tbis country 
are jealously guaTding our -future inter
ests. We have ,a rtght to assume as 
Members of Congress that those who are 
conducting the war e1Iort are keeping 
constantly in mind that when this war 
is .over the American people must face 
the gigantic task of reconstruction with 
tbe largest debt ev.er imposed upon people 
in the annals of time. We and the 
people have a -rj;ght to expect that there 
be no commitments to any kind oi in
ternationalism which involves the de
sti'uction or the security of crur sover
eignty as a :free people. 

We believe that will be done. We 
ha:ve no right as Members of Congress 
to embarrass the President or 'State ·De
partment In the conduct of international 
a1Iairs. But as Members of Congress we 

do have the right to demand that every 
dollar we vote from the pockets of the 
American taxpayers sball be wisely and 
usefully spent, not in order to achieve 
some .social idea of .a crackPot, not for 
the purpose of trying to build up this 
theory or tbat theory of government, not 
for the purpose of entering into alli
ances to further strip the States of their 
authotity .and jUrisdiction under the 
Constitution; but that this money Shall 
be used as the money of a free people 
to be devoted to winning this -war. 

We also have a right to expect that 
when tbis war is over we .shall have the 
.cour.age and the determination to occupy 
Gtr.many, ItalY, and Japan with our 
.soldiers and to say to them: 4 'There will 
not be another war. We Will not Tely 
upon your treaties, nor upon your Wlit
ten or spoken word." 

We will go into Germany .and into 
Japan and thooe with our .soldier.s we 
will stay until .such time as we ma.y be 
certain that there will never be a recur
rence of totalitarian aggression. To that 
end ..members of"bo.th parties can dedicate 
themselves without stint. TD that end 
let us all work. 

There must be national unity, but it 
must be a national unity cooperated in 
as much "Qy the executive b.Fanch as by 
the legislative. There can be no na
tional unity when bureaucrats are linked 
up with the e1Iort to smear Members of 
Congress. In the report which I ho_pe 
our committee will print, I shall give the 
names of men in the Go-vernment w.ho 
behind the scenes have actively engi
neered this w:hole campaign to smear 
Members of this .House who ..are exercis
ing their God-given and constitutional 
right. 

Bureaucracy, Mr. Speaker? I hold 
here a folder of evidence so outrageous 
that 1 wish 1 had the time and the occa
s1on was appropriate for me to read yo.u 
the telegrams. This evidence came quite 
accidentally to our committee in the 
course of its investigation .of the Union 
for Democratic Action. We came into 
possession of many telegrams, bank rec
ords, and telephone slips relating to a 
matter not directly under our jurisdic
tion., 

I -am going to turn this ent1:re 1ile over 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Here are tbe telegrams and records of 
Government officials showing that some 
10 Government officials were involved tn 
a conspiracy by one business concern to 
smear and destroy another business con
cern; telegrams showing that officials of 
the Government seized the files and the 
records of an .American business concern 
and turned them over to its competitor so 
that the t:ontents could be used by the 
Union For "Democratic Action in a cam
paign of smearing that business concern; 
evidence showing the extent to which ir
responsible bureaucracy will go when 
men hecome so partisan in their feelings 
and in tbeir beliefs, so called upon to 
usher in the new orderby their own ef
fort-s, so fanatical in their zeal for the 
cause which they mistakenly confuse with 
democracy .and liberalism, that they use 
their ·ol'liee in order to do what common 
decency and ordinary honesty forbid, to 
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take the files and records of one Ameri
can taxpaying business concern and de
liberately turn them over to its competi
tor to be used by a filthy agent of lies 
for the purpose of smearing and black
mailing and besmirching the other busi
ness concern and its officers. 

While I shall not at this time disclose 
all these telegrams, for the simple reason 
that we have no jurisdiction over them 
and it would immediately be charged that 
the committee was stepping out of bounds 
and engaging in something foreign to its 
authoritY, I shall turn these telegrams 
over to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
WooDRUM] in the hope and the certainty 
that he will take the telegrams and bring 
before him the Government officials con
cerned and ask them to explain their out
rageous conduct. Congress does have a 
remedy. If we cannot obtain relief from 
one source, then we as Members can say~ 
"If you do not get rid of these people we 
will refuse to appropriate money for their 
salaries." 

Mr. Speaker, I tell you that that is 
what the great majority of the people of 
this country want: That is what 85 or 
90 percent of the Democrats want, and 
that is what 85 or 90 percent of theRe
publicans want. If the people want it 
and it is our duty to do it, then I submit 
it is now in order that the Committee on 
Appropriations take immediate and vig
orous steps to eliminate these people 
from public office. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, may I take 
this occasion upon the col).clusion of last 
year's work of the committee to express 
my deep gratitude to the members of 
that committee for their cooperation? 
May I express gratitude to the Members 
of this House on both sides of the aisle 
for their unswerving· loyalty to a com
mittee that has consistently fought the 
enemies of this country during a period 
when many people in America were 
asleep? 

Mr. Speaker, if we had been as well in
formed by our diplomats and our com
mercial attaches about what our ene
mies were doing in Germany and Japan 
as this committee has kept this House 
and the country informed about what 
they have been doing in the United 
States, there would not have be~n a 
Pearl Harbor. That is spilt milk, but the 
future lies ahead, the future in which 
all of us must break a lance in the de
fense of constitutional government. We 
must say to the bureaucrats and the 
crackpots and the Communists and all 
of the disciples of totalitarianism, Amer
icanism must live, America shall live. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cal
ifornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, we have just had an oration 
delivered in the more classic vein. I 
should like it to be known that at least 
one Member of this House disagrees; 
that I disagree with the sentiments ex
pressed, the flamboyant manner of ex
pression, and the use of this great public 

forum as a means of what we in Holly
wood would call personal publicity. I 
disagree. · 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
"HORSESHOES IS HORSESHOES"-PART n 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, in tne 

Saturday, January 23, edition of the 
Washington Evening Star the informa
tion man of theW. P. B. attempts to set 
me right on my horseshoes. Well, if this 
information man-his identity is not di
vulged-does not know anything more 
about horseshoes than his answer to my 
remarks would indicate, I do not blame 
him for using a nom de plume-"infor
mation man." 

If, however, I knew his identity, I 
would, in charity, recommend him for 
membership on the popular radio pro
gram, Information Please. Adams and 
the rest of the Information Please staff 
would have to strut their stuff to keep up 
with him. To begin with he states: 

The prose style of the letter led Mr. FLAN
NAGAN to conclude that its author was E. R. 
Gay of the War Production Board; vice presi
dent of the St. Regis Paper Co., and son 0f 
the late Prof. Edward Francis Gay, of Har
vard • • • but the spokesman for the 
Board today said the letter was not written 
by Mr. Gay, who is chief of the industrial 
branch, Office of Civilian Supply, but by one 
of his subordinates, Verne V. Gregg, in charge 
of farm machinery, a man born on a farm, 
graduated from Missouri College of Agri
culture, one time manager of a 2,700-acre 
farm and until recently an employee of the 
Agricultural Department. Yes, said the 
spokesman, there were horses on the. big 
farm Mr. Gregg managed. 

My colleagues, there is nothing prosy 
about the style of the letter. It was not 
written in a dull or commonplace man- · 
ner without regard for its metrical struc
ture. Why, I think it should be set to 
music. Read it in my remarks that ap
pear in the RECORD · on page 397, and 
I think you will agree with me that 
the style is distinctly poetic, and clearly 
~hows that the writer is not only endowed 
with imagination, but possesses the 
power of rhythmical expression. Far be 
it from me to accuse a distinguished 
alumnus of Harvard and the son of the 
late Prof. Edward Francis Gay of Har
vard of having a prose style. Why in my 
remarks I conceded that he was a master 
of syntax and rhetoric. And to allay 
the suspicion of theW. P. B. information 
man that I was so dense as to consider 
the style of the letter prosy, I hasten to 
state that from beginning to end the let
ter clearly indicates a Harvard accent, 
rather than the farm flavor one would 
expect from a renowned graduate of the 
Missouri College of Agriculture. 

But, my colleagues, why speculate on 
the authorship of the letter? I did not 
have to resort to either style, or accent, 
or flavor, to determine its paternity. 
The author was so proud of his learned 
treatise on horseshoes that he signed his 
name in black ink. The letter is signed: 

"Edward R. Gay, Industrial Program 
Branch, Office of Civilian Supply." 

I am indeed surprised that the infor
mation man now informs us that Mr. 
Verne V. Gregg is attempting to literally 
steal Mr. Gay's masterpiece. If I were 
Mr. Gay, I would not permit a subordi
nate in my office to steal my brain child, 

And if I were Mr. Verne V. Gregg and 
had been born on a farm, graduated from 
Missouri College of Agriculture, and 
managed a 2,700-acre farm, I would deny 
with my dying breath that I ever enter
tained such thoughts about the lowly 
horseshoes as are expressed in Mr. Gay's 
letter. But if, as a matter of fact, Mr. 
Gregg did compose the horseshoe mas
terpiece, he played a dirty trick on Mr. 
Gay in allowing him to daddy it. 

Now, just a word as to the manage
ment of the 2,700-acre farm. Probably 
the reason Mr. Gregg lost out as manager 
and had to seek employment with the 
Department of Agriculture was because 
he did not know his horseshoes. "There 
were horses, you know, on the big farm 
Mr. Gregg managed,'' says that infor
mation man, and probably Mr. Gregg fell 
down on the job of keeping them shod. 

Continuing, the information man has 
this to say, and I again quote from the 
Evening Star: 

What Mr. Gregg meant, it was explained, 
was that it would be a good thing for farmers 
to remove the shoes from horses at the end 
of their annual work period before turning 
them out to pasture. Otherwise, the horses 
cast the shoes in the pasture and when they 
are recovered by little boys they do not go 
into the scrap drive but are hidden under 
their pillows or nailed to the barn door. 

Well, what Mr. Gay, not Mr. Gregg, 
said in the letter was this: 

Horse owners can, in many cases, save shoes 
by removing the shoes immediately after a. 
period of necessary road work or other work 
where shoes are necessary only during certain 
periods. 

But now, lo and behold, it appears that 
the necessity for removing the shoes is 
to keep little boys from picking up the 
worn-out horseshoes and hiding them 
under their pillows or nailing them to the 
barn door, and thus diverting them from 
the scrap drive. As to nailing them to 
the barn doors: Horseshoes are supposed 
to bring good luck, and if, perchance, 
they do, the good Lord knows that they 
should be nailed above every barn door 
in America until we get rid of some of 
the wonder boys that are trying to run 
the farm program. As to little boys hid
ing them under their pillows, let me say 
that at one time I was a little boy on 
the farm, and I remained on the farm 
until I grew into a big boy, but neither 
as a little boy nor a big boy did I ever put 
horseshoes under my pillow. When 
night comes on the farm the little boys, 
and the big boys, too, are usually tired 
and worn out and ready for the "hay," 
and I cannot imagine that any of them 
would put horseshoes under their pillows 
to disturb their slumber.. While I con
fess that as a. boy on the farm I used to 
sleep with my dog, when it comes to 
sleeping with horseshoes I deny the 
charge, not only for myself but for every 
farm boy in America. Usually old Mor
pheus has very little trouble with the 
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conn try boy. But, my colleagues. would 
not old Morpheus have a time trying to 
nw-se a country boy who had horseshoes 
under his pillow back to sleep? 

As the information man does not at
tempt to answer my observations on the 
elimination of nonessential styles, I pre
sume that what I said about the pointed 
toes and open toes and the high heels 
and low heels and the zipper styles 
stands good. This is indeed comforting, 
because the zipper style which permits 
you to zip them off and zip them on solves 
the whole problem. 

In conclusion the information man 
reaches a new high in horseshoes. Old 
Dobbin is really going places according 
to the information man. Listen, and I 
quote: 

What surprised Mr. Gregg, the board 
spokesman said by way of a return shot, was 
that a rural Congressman like Mr. FLANNAGAN 
did not understand this instructio-n in the 

·letter: "more resets to get more wear out of 
available shoes.." "Resets" do not mean 
changing the shoes from one foot to another, 
1t was explained, but mean resetting the 
same shoes on the same foot. Unless the 
horse is manicured under his shoe periodically 
the hoof deteriorates (military term) and the 
sl:oe is cast while working. 

Well, this return shot was a hot one 
and came nigh unto paralyzing me. 
Under the new rules of the game, I now 
observe, we are not only going to give old 
Dobbin the choice between pointed toes 
and open toes, high heels and low heels, 
black and tan, low quarters and high 
quarters, but we are going to open up 
beauty salons and give dear old Dobbin a 
manicure. And I suppose when the win
some lassie gets through manicuring old 
Dobbin that she will put on some hoof 
polish, to be selected to match up color, 
and then direct him to the next chair 
where he will get a permanent, mane 
and tail. 

Holy smoke, "where,'' Mr. Information 
Man, "do we go from here?, 

Let me again tell you a story: 
Years ago I represented a 6 foot 2 

farmer, who weighed around 250 pounds, 
:In a lawsuit. It took a lot of cornbread, 
hog jowl and cabbage, and other foods 
rich in muscle. building, to keep him going. 
In the cow-se of the suit we had to make 
a trip into the cabbage country around 
Rural Retreat to take depositions. When 
we boarded the train to return home we 
found the car rather crowded, and my 
farmer friend took a seat by a nice look
ing old gentleman who, from his appear
ance, it was evident was a stranger to the 
countryside. I secured a seat immedi
ately behind them. We had only gotten 
a short distance from the station when 
we commenced to run through one cab
bage field after another, and so natural
ly the conversation between my farmer 
friend and his new acquaintance drifted 
Into cabbage. 

Said the stranger to my farmer friend: 
"Now, the way to cook cabbage is 

with cream,u and he went ahead and told 
1n an appetizing way how his wiie 
creamed cabbage. 

I saw that the new cabbage recipe was 
not registering with my farmer friend. 
He sat mum and looked bored. No 
doubt he was thinking about trying to do 

a hard evening's work on creamed cab
bage. 

Finally the stranger said~ 
"Now, my friend, when you get home 

get your wife to fix you up some creamed 
cabbage. u 

And all my farmer friend said, and 1 
could see by the expression on his face 
that he was disgusted, was: 

"A little hog jowl won't hurt them." 
And so say I; "a little hog jowl" com

plex won't hurt some of the bureaus 
handling the farm problem. 

Moral: Give us a few more men in the 
farm program set-up who know more 
about cabbage and hog jowl and less 
about cabbage and cream. 

PEP..MISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. JONES. Mr Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMITH} 
be permitted to address the House for 45 
minutes on next ·Monday at the con
clusion of the legislative program of the 
day and following any special orders 
heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER. Is. there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no ohjec.tion. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that on Wednesday 
next, at the conclusion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered~ the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CALVIN D. 
JoHNSON] be permitted to address t.he 
House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objeetioii to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objecUon. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that on Wednesday 
next. following the special orders here
tofore entered. I may be permitted to 
address the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. ls there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, at the conclusion of the special 
orders heretofore entered, I be permitted 
to address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein a radio address I de
livered recently. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous order 

of the House, the gentleman from Loui
siana [Mr. BROOKS] is recogni~ed for 15 
minutes. 

AIRPLANE ACCIDENTS 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, during 
the last several weeks there have been a 

good many rumors going around in ref
erenee to the number of airplane acci
dents in continental United states~ Only 
last week I took cognizance of one of 
these rumors when I had placed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a letter from the 
Honorable Robert A. Lovett~ Assistant 
Secretary of War for Air. If the Mem
bers have read that letter. which appears 
in the RECOJID, they will find that ins:o!ar 
as the Air Transport Command is con
cerned, a marv.elous record of efficiency 
is being maintained in that service. That 
letter indicates, Mr. Speaker, that for 
the preceding 6 months' period, of the 
planes delivered to the Transport Com
mand for itight to the 10 theaters of war 
throughout the world, only 1 fatal acci
dent occurs out of every 500 planes re
ceived for transport. Over the 12 
months' period~ the Members will see 
when they have read the letter, that the 
record of efiiciency of the Air Transport 
Command is so high tbat during that 
period, out of every 333 planes which 
were placed in the hands of the Trans
port Command for delivery to the 10 
fighting fronts of the world, o'llY 1 
sustained a fatal accident. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, will the 
genileman yield? 
. Mr. BROOKS. I will be glad to yield 
when I have finished my statement. 

Mr. F...INSHA W. ·r just want to get one 
point straightened out. 

Mr. BROOKS. I should be very glad 
to answer the gentleman's question later. 
Mr. Speaker, that should cover reeord of 
the Air Transport Command, but it does 
not cover all figures as to all Army avia
tion. I read the Nichols committee re
port, and there are a great many acci
dents which are covered by that report. 
The committee report states clearly the 
reasons for the accidents, and gives its 
conclusions and findings as to what ac
tion should be taken to prevent a recur
rence of accidents of the kind investi
gated. But this report omits reference 
to the over-all figures as to the accident 
rate existing in the Army at the present 
time, in a comparative sense. According
ly last week I addressed a. communica
tion to the Assistant Secretary of War for 
Air and asked him if it were possible t.o 
give me the figures down to date covering 
all Army air accidents in Continental 
United States. As a result of this com
munication, I am in ·receipt of a letter 
from Assistant Secretary Robert A. 
Lovett, which letter is as follows: · 

JANUAR.Y 28, 1943:. 
The Honorable OvERTolll BRooKs, 

HOWle of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. BltooKs: In reply to your inquiry 
about accidents involving Army airplanes, I 
am glad to give you b.elo.w figures obtained 
from the Directorate of Flying Safety, Army 
Air Forces. 

The expansion of the Army Air Force ac
tivities in the United States in the past year 
has been enormous and · has reached a scale 
faz greater than is realized by even well'-
1nformed o.fDcials of the Government. In the 
fl.rst 8 months of 1942 (the latest completely 
tabulated figures available) 74.3 percent 
more hours were flown than In the whole 
10-year period 1930--40; 98.5 percent more 
miles were flown from January to Augus.t 
1942 than in the entire 10 ye~ 1930-40. 
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This 8 months' mileage is equivalent to over 
48,000 trips around the world. 

In spite of this extraordinary expansion, 
the rate of accidents per 1,000 hours flown 
was lower in the 1942 period than the 10-year 
peacetime average. 

Accident rates fluctuate from month to 
month and from year to year. Hence an av
erage is used to obtain a reliable comparison. 
For purposes of comparison and to establish 
a peacetime average against which opera
tions can be fairly measured, the 10 years 
1930-40 have been used as a norm. The 
figures for the first 8 months of 1942 show 
that the accident rate per 1,000 hours during 
the period was actually eleven one-hun
dredths lower than the rate for the 10-year 
peacetime period from 1930 to 1940. The 
rate of fatal accidents per 1,000 hours flown is 
up only fourteen one-thousandths compared 
with the 10-year average. 

The increase in fatalities results primarily 
from two factors: (a) The great increase in 
speed and weight of modern combat planes 
as compared with peacetime planes; and (b) 
the very great increase in the size of the 
planes and the number of persons carried as 
crew. Since a large number of men are fre
quently involved in a single accident today, 
the rate of fatality per 1,000 hours has in
creased five one-hundredths compared with 
the 10-year peacetime average. 

These figures are particularly striking when 
1t is realized that our training schools and 
operational training units are operating 
under pressure of war. Furthermore, before . 
sending combat crews into combat theaters 
located all over the world and in widely 
varying climates, it is necessary to train 
them in a variety of weather conditions so 
that when they meet the enemy in life and 
death combat they will not have the added 
hazard of running into flying conditions and 
weather with which they are not experienced. 

The military airplane is a weapon-perhaps 
the most powerful one in existence. Such 
planes are very fast, heavily armed, and 
carry explosives. Nevertheless, in the face 
of these facts, it is notable that the frequency 
rate of accidents is still actually lower per 
hours flown than the average of the peace
time years mentioned above. 

It is well to point out at this time that 
the number of accidents has increased and 
will increase in some proportion to the tre
mendous increase in the number of planes 
flying and the number of hours flown. This 
is so for the same reason that there are 
more accidents in a State with 1,000,000 
automobiles than in another one with 100,-
000 automobiles. As tim~ goes on and our 
air force grows toward its goal of becoming 
the most powerful one in the world the 
number of airplane accidents will inevitably 
grow. However, the important criterion is 
whether the rate of accidents in relation to 
the number of hours flown has increased 
disproportionately. 

The Army Air Fo:rces are understandably 
determined to maintain the fine record 
which has resulted from unceasing atte:O.tion 
to safety measures and control. The directo
rate of flying safety is continually improving 
safety techniques in order to keep accidents 
at the lowest rate consistent with the haz
ards necessarily involved in the primary task 
of the Army Air Forces, which is to make our 
pilots the best combat pilots in the world. 

We feel sure that the public is prepared 
for unavoidable accidents, but they are en
titled to know all the facts which can be 
given short of disclosing information which 
would be useful to the enemy. Accordingly, 
as a matter of policy, the Army Air Forces do 
not withhold from the press news of acci
dents. In consequence the publicity such 
occurrences receive has created in the minds 
9f some people the wrong impression that 
accidents are increasing at an alarming rate 
and th~ perhaps proper measures are not 
being taken to reduce them. The facts given 

at the outset of this letter prove that the 
opposite is the truth. 

A knowledge of the true facts and of the 
determined efforts which are constantly made 
to protect the lives of our men in training 
and give to them a better fighting chance 
against an enemy seasoned by years of com
bat experience should result in continued 
confidence by the public in the carefully 
planned and supervised program of the Army 
Air Forces. 

If, as indicated in your inquiry, you intend 
to make this letter public, I trust that you 
will agree with me that it is best to have it 
published in full rather than in part. 

Very sincerely yours, 
RoBERT A. LoVETT, 

Assistant Secretary of War for Air. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield now? 

Mr. BROOKS. I shall be glad to yield 
in a ·moment. The important thing to 
remember from this letter is that the 
ratio of accidents per 1,000 hours flown 
is being reduced and the rate of fatal 
accidents per 1,000 hours flown is up 
only fourteen one-thousandths as com
pared with the 10-year average between 
1930 and 1940. When we contemplate 
the fact that 98.5 percent more miles 
were flown in the 8 months from Janu
ary 1942 to August 1942 than in the en
tire 10 years from 1930 to 1940, we can 
say that this record of efficiency is truly 
remarkable. Especially is this the case 
when we find that the mileage flown 
during this 8 months' period is equiva
lent to 48,000 trips around the world, or 
a total of 1,200,000,000 miles. 

The Army is training pilots in tre
mendous numbers and is developing very 
rapidly the largest and most powerful 
air force in the entire world. Greater 
speeds, more powerful engines, larger 
bombing and transport planes, and the 
necessity for training under sub-Arctic 
conditions as well as under typical tropi
cal conditions those who fly the ships
all are conditions which place a greater 
strain upon the efforts to keep down the 
rate of accidents and prevent unneces
sary crack-ups and casualties. In spite 
of all of these factors, the letter of the 
Assistant Secretary for Air presents 
some facts and figures which should be 
of intense interest to the families of the 
men who compose our air force as well 
as the public at large. It is truly a mag
nificent wartime record of a great air 
force. 

To those of us who are especially in
terested in the standing and efficiency of 
American aviation, I invite your study 
to the report of the Military Affairs 
Committee, No. 2515, dated October 2, 
1942. This report shows the sa.me trends 
as early as October 1942 as are shown 
in the letter of Robert A. Lovett, Assist
ant Secretary for Air. The report was 
accompanied by a box score showing 
the actual number of American planes 
lost in combat to those lost by the ene
mies of tltis country. At that time the 
ratio of losses in combat with the Japs 
was from five to seven Jap planes to 
every American plane lost. The ratio as 
to the Germans at that time was three 
Nazi planes lost for every one of our 
own; and for the entire war on all fronts 
the ratio at that time was between two 
and three enemy planes lost to every 

American plane brought down. It, 
therefore, appears that we are more than 
holding our own on every combat front 
in the world, and that our pilots, mostly 
trained hastily under wartime condi
tions, are more than the match in cour
age, ability, and skill of those of any 
other nation. 

In conclusion, I quote from the last 
paragraph of the report of the Military 
Affairs Committee, to which I have al
ready referred: 

There is an old saying, "The proof of the 
pudding is in the eating thereof." In the 
final analysis, it is the box score that counts. 
It is idle to compare the speed, performance, 
and maneuverability of one plane against 
another when engaged in war. These in ac
tual combat are academic questions. It 1s 
only common sense to say that our planes 
and our pilots are performing exceptionally 
well when they are knocking down two or 
three enemy planes to every one of ours that 
is lost. Your committee finds that our 
planes are not inferior to those of Germany 
and Japan. We also find those in command 
of our Army Air Forces fully alert to the 
lessons in combat that are being learned 
and ready to make such changes as experi
ence dictates. The American people may be 
justly proud of the record of the Army Air 
Forces, their achievements, and their will to 
bring this war to a speedy and successful 
.conclusion. 

I yield now to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I was wondering lf, 
in referring to the Air Transport Com
mand, the gentleman was referring to 
the command which transports troops, 
or the ferry service, or the Air Service 
Command, which transports freight, or 
to the whQle thing altogether. 

Mr. BROOKS. Of course, the Trans
port Command is a part of the Air Force. 

Mr. HINSHAW. To which part was 
the gentleman referring? 

Mr. BROOKS. I refer to the aviation 
that the Assistant Secretary of War re
fers to in his letter of January 27, which 
the gentleman no doubt read in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. IDNSHA W. Is that the Ferry 
Service that the gentleman is referring 
to? 

Mr. BROOKS. It is more than the 
Ferry Service. It is also the Transport 
Command. It transports not only troops, 
but freight. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Then it includes all 
of these branches? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; and naturally 
transports combat planes and transport 
planes to the fronts all over the world. 

Mr. HINSHAW. That is what I 
wanted to know. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous order 

of the House, the gentleman from Cal
ifornia [Mr. ELLIOTT] is recognized for 
1 hour. 

MEAT RATIONING IN CALIFORNIA 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, at the 
conclusion of my remarks, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I am 

going to speak today to explain as nearly 
as I can a subject about which many of 
us have perhaps given very little thought. 

Beginning in November 1942 we had 
some rules and regulations set up by the 
Office of Price Administration and the 
Department of Agriculture with regard 
to our supply of meat. There was a 
quota placed on animals slaughtered. 
There was a ceiling price placed on the 
dressed meat. 

In many areas in the State of Cali
fornia people have not had meat on their 
table for a period of 3 or 4 weeks at a 
time. In one community of 9,000 peo
ple in my congressional district for 4 
consecutive weeks there has been no 
bacon or ham for sale in any of the 
stores. I am wondering how long we as 
American citizens can continue to wait 
while some bureaucrats down in the de
partments sharpen their pencils, wear 
them out on paper, trying to figure out 
some new scheme or theory while some
body back home who is working in agri
culture, a defense plant manufacturing 
airplanes, or working in the shipyards 
trying to produce material for our armed 
services goes without food. 

Departmental officials have told me 
and other Members from the State of 
California that as of January 1, 1943, 
meat rationing would be in effect. 
January 1 has come and gone. The 
month of January has gone. What do 
we find this morning? A committee 
from the Department of Agriculture, a 
committee from the Office of Price Ad
ministration, members of the Lease
Lend, and a member of the Quarter
master Corps spent 2 hours in my office, 
together with three other Members of 
the California delegation who were 
named by the dean of our California 
group, the gentleman from California 
[Mr. LEA], to try to work out this 
problem. They told us this morning it 
would be April 1 before we could expect 
any assistance in the State of California 
in securing meat. 

So I have asked for this time to try to 
give my viewpoint as I see it. If we are 
going to have a meat shortage in the 
United States, if we can foresee addi
tional meat needed other than what we 
hope to have in the year 1943, certainly 
we should not sit around here as Mem
bers of Congress and let somebody in 
the Departments set up rules and regu
lations to continue to slaughter female 
animals which we hope may produce 
more meat. That has happened in the 
dairy industry. 

Last year, in January, I spoke in the 
well of this House and again in the fall 
of 1941, pointing out what would happen 
to the dairy industry. Not only I, but 
other Members spoke on that subject. 
We were ignored and we awakened to 
find that dairy cattle are now being 
slaughtered. Now we are going to have 
rationing of milk and dairy products. 
So I think this situation is serious. Our 
farmers could produce amply if only they 
were left alone long enough without 
somebody injecting a lot of red tape to 
strangle the businessman or the farmer 

who is doing his utmost to produce in 
large amounts what the civilian popu
lation will use, plus what our armed 
forces will use. 

As I told you, I began studying this 
problem in November. I had meetings 
in my home State in the month of De
cember with the officials of the Office of 
Price Administration. Information was 
set forth at that time and given to the 
officials of the Office of Price Adminis
tration, but they have undoubtedly ig
nored the solution set up by their own 
man in the State of California to assist 
in this program of providing additional 
meat for that State. Here is his letter 
of recommendation to his official. 

OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION, 

Fresno, Calif., December 5, 1942. 
To Dert M. Green, acting district manager, 

Fresno district office. 
From John J. Gallagher, chief price attorney, 

Fresno district office. 
Subject: Restriction Order No. 1. 
On December 4, 1942, at your request, I 

attended a meeting held in Tulare, Calif., at 
which meeting were present the secretary of 
the Retail Grocers' Association of this dis
trict; three or four retail meat dealers; Con
gressman ALFRED ELLIOTT, Congressman for 
that congressional district; the manager of 
the Bakersfield Chamber of Commerce; the 
manager of the Kern County Chamber of 
Commerce; and representative of the Kern 
Valley Meat Packing Co. 

Kern Valley Meat Packing Co. have their 
headquarters in Kern County, and have been 
supplying retail meat dealers throughout the 
counties of Kern, Kings, and Fresno, ap
proximately 25 percent of their business 
being in these outside counties. 

Kern Valley Meat Packing Co. informed 
their retail dealers located outside of Kern 
County that beginning Decemb.er 7 they 
would no longer be able to supply them with 
meat. Most of these retail dealers have de
pended exclusively on the Kern Valley Meat 
Packing Co. for their supply, and now would 
be unable to go to any other meat packing 
company for their meat since these other 
meat packing companies have all they can do 
to supply customers they have been supply
ing under their quotas. 

The reason for Kern Valley Meat Packing 
Co.'s action is as follows: 

Kern County has a population of approxi
mately one hundred and thirty-five to one 
hundred and forty thousand people. A year 
ago there were between 8 and 10 meat-pack
ing . companies supplying retail meat stores. 
Among these meat-packing companies were 
Armour, Cudahy, Swift, Harmel, etc. They 
shipped their meat in from Los Angeles, and 
accordingly, when restriction order No. 1 
became effective, these outside packing com
panies stopped supplying meat to Kern 
County, and, despite the fact that their 
quotas were determined on people whom they 
had supplied in Kern County, they no longer 
make deliveries to Kern County. The result 
of this is that the Kern Valley Meat Packing 
Co. is the only slaughterer and supplier of 
Kern County and vicinity at the present 
time. 

If Kern Valley Meat Packing Co.'s quota 
is not raised immediately, beginning Decem
ber 7, 1942, all the retail dealers that have 
been buying from the Kern Valley Meat Pack
ing Co. outside of Kern County will have no 
meat at all for their customers. 

I believe some method should be set up 
in which the meat quotas should be deter
mined by territory and population rather 
than by giving packers quotas when these 
packers' quotas can move out of a district, 
take their quotas with them, leaving the 
people of the district meatless. 

This problem is true at the present time 
in Kern County and vicinity, and we shall 
have the same problem throughout this whole 
valley in the immedia"';e future. Unless some
thing is done, the result of the present re
striction order will be ·chat packers residing 
outiide of districts and furnishing these dis
tricts will take their quotas with them and 
move to their home districts, with the result 
that these home districts will h ave much 
more than their share of the meat, u nder the -
quota system, whereas the territories these 
packers have left will have practically no meat 
at all. 

Some pe-ople ask why should there be 
a shortage just in the State of California. 
At the present time that State has had 
an increase in population estimated all 
the way from 750,000 to 1,000,000 within 
the last 9 or 10 months. In addition to 
that, we have in round figures almost a 
million armed forces in the State of Cali
fornia, of whom perhaps one-third are 
released each week end, so that they con
sume in the restaurants and hotels meat 
that the Government thought would be 
used for the civilian population. Cer
tainly we do not want to tell the men in 
the armed forces when they are away 
from· camp that they cannot purchase a 
sirloin steak or a juicy hamburger. 

I am going to give you some figures 
to prove my point. The €Stimate given 
by the Department of Agriculture in 1943 
of the production of meat in the United 
States was 25,700,000,000 pounds. Lease- _ 
lend and the armed forces will receive 
of that amount 8,500,000,000 pounds, 
leaving 17,200,000,000 pounds of meat 
available for the use of our civilian popu
lation. On that basis, estimating 125,-
000,000 people in the civilian population, 
there would be provided for each and 
every person, considering the babies who 
may be eating meat, 2.6 pounds of meat 
per week. Yet in 1941 the people of the 
United States consumed 18,900,000,000 
pounds of meat. On the quota of our 
civilian population at that time we had 
2.8 pounds of meat per person per week, 
only two-tenths of a pound difference. 

I will agree that a majority of civilians 
have more money today with which to 
purchase meat, especially those who are 
working in the manufacturing plants and 
who have jobs that they did not have in 
1941. But here we are with a ration
ing program, when we have an estimated . 
amount of meat available for 1943 of 
25,700,000,000 pounds of meat against 
meat actually consumed in the United 
States in 1941 of 18,900,000,000 pounds. 

How does this thing operate? There 
is a ceiling price placed on slaughtered 
animals but not on animals on the hoof; 
so the slaughterhouse man, the packing
house man, in order to operate, has got 
to get enough to pay his overhead, but 
the ceiling prevents this. To illustrate 
how this works out, let us assume that a 
heifer on the hoof weighs 800 pounds. 
This heifer will dress out 55 percent of 
her liveweight, or 440 pounds. The 
packer pays 13 V2 cents on hoof for that 
animal, which is $103; but there is a 
ceiling on the meat after it is dressed of 
23.75 cents a pound, so, after he dresses 
the animal, he gets only $104.50, imme
diately losing $3.50 in the operation. 
Certainly, he has the hide and the tallow, 
but also he has his operating costs. So 
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the average packer today for every ani
mal he kills, because of various rules and 
regulations, is losing from $8 to $10. How 
long can the packer operate under such 
a program? The man in the feed yards 
is not doing his utmost to fatten more 
animals, because he is wondering how 
long it will be before the packer will have 
to go out of business because of losses. 

Who is responsible? Certainly nobody 
should be working for our Federal Gov
ernment who has facts that in some lo
calities people have been without meat 
from 3 to 5 weeks, yet wants to wait an 
additional 60 days in order that he may 
push a pencil around some more blue
prints, set up more strangling rules and 
regulations and red tape, instead of ap
proaching this thing on a businesslike 
basis. 

As a result of what has been done, a 
black market has grown up. This is not 
a healthy situation. We are forcing 
people to be crooks in order that they 
may operate. No quota or ceiling has 
been placed on the restaurant or hotel 
operators. They can buy a steak for 50 
cents and charge $1.50 for it, take it or 
leave it. 

No rules or regulations have been set 
up regarding the cold storage units all 
over the United States. In many places 
in the West, not only the State of Cali
fornia but in many other Western States, 
we have a supply of meat stored away. 
If it is not used before warm weather 
sets in perhaps it will spoil because the 
plants are not equipped to continue to 
operate and protect the meat in warm 
weather. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 
Mr. HINSHAW. As I remember it, 

the gentleman has stated that the total 
consumption of meat in the United 
States in 1941 was 19,000,000,000 pounds; 
is that correct? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Eighteen billion nine 
hundred million pounds. 

Mr. HINSHAW. That is very close to 
19,000,000,000. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is right. 
Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman also 

stated that the civilian consumption in 
this calendar year has been fixed at 17.2 
billions. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is right. 
Mr. HINSHAW. Since 1941, close to 

10,000,000 men have been taken out of 
the civilian population, and these 10,-
000,000 men are now assigned a quota 
under military authority. Is that cor
rect? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. 
Mr. HINSHAW. In other words, per

haps 10 percent of the 1941 consumption 
has been removed from the civilian con
sumption quota. Is it correct therefore 
to say that in assigning 17,200,000,000 
pounds for civilian consumption today 
there is no actual reduction in the 
amount of meat over the normal con
sumption of 1941? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is true. 
Mr. HINSHAW. In other words, can 

the gentleman assign any reason what
soever for the rationing of meat today 
when the meat already assigned for ci-

vilian consumption is practically identi
cal with the amount we normally con
sume without rationing and without re
striction in 1941? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The bureaucrats' an
swer to that is that they want to force 
into the channels of lend-lease and our 
Army quartermaster department more 
meat. More meat for the armed forces 
and more meat !or lend-lease. We are 
all agreed that the armed forces must 
come first regardless of what we have 
to do for our civilian population, but 
the armed forces and lend-lease can use 
only 8,500,000,000 pounds in 1943, ac
cording to their own figures, so we still 
have 17,200,000,000 available for the ci
vilian population, which will give them 
two-tenths of 1 percent of a pound less 
meat for 1943 than they actually con
sumed in 1941. 

Mr. HINSHAW. In other words, if 
we were permitted to go ahead and 
slaughter and consume meat today on 
a perfectly normal level there would be 
no shortage whatsoever and consequent
ly no need of rationing, not only in 
California but elsewhere in the United 
States. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I think we shall have 
to go back to practically the old for
mula, the law of supply and demand and 
proper distribution. Part of our diffi
culty and one of the reasons this has 
bogged down is distribution. They are 
trying to put these new schemes into 
effect without making any allowance at 
all for the problem of proper distribu
tion. No matter how much meat is 
available for consumption, unless it can 
be distributed to the point of consump
tion the program is bound to bog down. 
For instance, in my valley area we had 
10 slaughterhouses serving the terri
tory. When this program went into ef
fect all but 1 of them left. 

The quota provides for 70 percent of 
the slaughter for civilian consumption 
and 30 percent for the armed forces. 
That would have been all right had the 
10 slaughterhouses continued there, but 
when 9 moved away they took their 
quotas with them and the result is we 
have but 1 slaughterhouse to supply the 
area that 10 formerly supplied and that 
1 slaughterhouse is allowed but 70 per
cent of its former quota for civilian use. 

Mr. HINSHAW. That is perfectly 
true, but the thing I am getting at here 
is that if there is no actual shortage of 
meat allocated to the civilian population 
what is the purpose in going into a diffi
cult and complicated rationing scheme in 
order to distribute this meat among the 
people? In other words, even if there 
were no rationing of meat at all that in 
itself would not bring meat to the people 
if they do not allow the animals to be 
slaughtered? Is not that correct? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. 
Mr. HINSHAW. And under the pres

ent schedules that have been set up the 
animals are not to be slaughtered. Is not 
that right? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is right; the ani
mals are not to be slaughtered, especially 
not if the packer is to be forced to take 
a loss on every animal he slaughters at 
the present time. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Of course not. 
Therefore, the whole scheme from be
ginning to end is a farce. 

Mr. VOORIDS of California. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. It seems 
to me that the :figures the gentleman has 
given, and to which the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HINSHAW] referred, are 
extremely important and should be the 
basis for our consideration. I do think 
it is important to remember that the 
point which was brought out many times 
in our meetings by representatives of 
agriculture and 0. P. A. was that there 
was a great deal more buying power 
throughout the country that has to be 
taken into consideration. Personally, I 
would disagree with what seems to be 
the expression here that rationing would 
be a mistake. On the contrary, it seems 
to me that only if we have a program of 
fair and just rationing will we be able to 
get meat into those parts of the country 
that need it the most. Without that I 
do not know how in the long run we are 
going to get it. The point the California 
delegation made, and the committee, as I 
get it, is that we have not been content 
to see our State with such short supplies 
of meat for such a long time while they 
were getting ready to introduce a pro
gram of just rationing. We have taken 
the position here, and I agree with what 
the gentleman has said in that respect, 
that there were some barriers against 
full production on the one hand and per
haps some false prfces that should be re
moved; and in the second place there 
should be efforts made so that right riow 
there might be a more equitable distri
bution into our State of the supplies that 
are now available. I do believe that we 
should make our position plain. What 
we are after is a just distribution of the 
supplies that are available, so that some 
sections of the country will not be with
out meat. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I thank the gentle
man. When part of your slaughter
houses and packing houses are not kill
ing their full 70 percent quota owing to 
the program that has been set up, the 
other houses cannot afford to deliver it to 
the areas they did in past on account of 
the distances from market with such a 
small amount of meat to deliver, and 
naturally that makes a shortage of meat 
in that area. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I agree 
with the gentleman's point that wher
ever that exists that quota should be 
taken up by somebody else immediately 
and not left lying idle. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The committee has 
asked the Department to increase the 
quota where a slaughterhouse might be 
in that area and where other slaughter
houses have moved out of the area. I 
agree with the gentleman; and, as was 
stated by the group, until they are ready 
to put this rationing program into effect 
they should permit the slaughterhouses 
to slaughter their full100 percent at the 
present time so nobody will go hungry 
for meat and this to continue until they 
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are able to put this rationing program 
into effect. 

Mr. HINSHAW. If we have as much 
meat per capita for the civilian popula
tion today as we had in 1941 under free 
market conditions, what is the purpose of 
reducing the slaughter to 70 percent? It 
seems to me there is no excuse for it. 
It ought to be 100 percent based on the 
population. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLIOT!'. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The number of people 
is the same and the number of pounds of 
meat is the same, but the people are not 
eating the same amount that they were 
eating in the year the gentleman quotes. 
They are eating a lot less for the moment. 
The whole population is eating a lot less 
per capita. It seems to me that the 
gentleman who is speaking has called at
tention to the real difficulty in the whole 
situation and that is that the Depart
ment charged with the distribution, if 
we may call it that, of the meat supply 
has made these announceme~ts prior to 
any ability to put rationing into effect 
and that the same thing has happened 
here as has happened with sugar, with 
coffee, and with the other commodities 
which were rationed. All of the elements 
involved have not been taken into con
sideration, and as the gentleman from 
California said, the difficulty is that we 
will not get this properly solved until 
these other elements are taken into con
sideration and until we get actual ration
ing and distribution on a proper basis 
per person. The gentleman who is 
speaking has recited the fact that certain 
of these slaughtering houses and packers 
have ceased delivering in the areas which 
were entirely dependent upon those pack
ers. I would like to hear the gentleman 
develop that point a little further. 

Mr. ROLPH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLJOTT. I yield to the gen
tleman from California. 

Mr. ROLPH. I do not know anything 
about these statistics the gentleman 
speaks about, but I do know very defi
nitely that my community, San Fran
cisco, is really right up against it for 
meat. I received this morning copy of 
a telegram that the Civic League of 
Improvement Clubs and Associations of 
San · Francisco sent to the President on 
January 29, setting forth the conditions 
in San Francisco. With the gentle
man's permission I would like to insert 
this telegram in the RECORD at this point, 
because it states in a very clear and 
concise manner the situation in my 
State. I also want to take this oppor
tunity of complimenting and congratu
lating the gentleman on his devotion, 
not only in looking out for the interests 
of the people of his own district but also 
the people of California, and I want · to 
say that we are back of him 100 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to include the telegram referred to at 
this pu1nt, with the gentleman's per
mission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. ROLPH]? 

T.here was no objection. 
The telegram referred to follows: 

SAN FRANcisco, January 29, 1943. 
To His Excellency the PRESIDENT OF 

THE UNITED STATES, FRANKLIN DELANO 
ROOSEVELT, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Fully aware of your· many and trying diffi

culties and appreciative of your great leader
ship we turn to you for succor and relief in a 
matter of great moment in effort to win the 
war. Metropolitan San Francisco defense area 
suffers direly from meat shortage. Daily hun
dreds are waiting for hours for frugal sup
plies that are far too fresh for healthful 
consumption, and thousands of disappointed 
people are turned away when meager stocks 
are exhausted. More astonishing is fact of 
ample slaughter cattle available. Ceiling 
prices for slaughtering payable and receivable 
have hamstrung the industry and created 
black market and havoc. Hundreds of 
butchers unwillingly forced to leave jobs ac
count shortage of work. Shipbuilders' 
restaurants are deprived of supplies that 
coUld be available. For weeks our citizens 
are meat hungry and distressed. High Wash
ington officials on recent visits here recog
nized this deficiency and newspapers daily 
record promises of relief which is not forth
coming. Can you not with your great power 
and wisdom so often successfully emJ?loyed 
alleviate this unusual intolerable condition. 
Representative of progressive and greatly ex
panded San Francisco we earnestly appeal to 
you. 

CIVIC LEAGUE OF IMPROVEMENT 
CLUBS AND ASSOCIATIONS, 

DR. OTTO G. FREYERMUTH, 
President. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, May I 
go further? If we propose to use more 
meat in 1944, now is the time for us to 
accept some kind of a program to pro
duce more meat in 1944. For instance, 
a gilt that was farrowed in the spring of 
1942 will have a litter of pigs in the 
spring of 1943. A gilt that was farrowed 
in September 1942 will have a litter in 
the fall of 1943. That same gilt that 
farrows the spring litter in 1943 will 
farrow another litter in the fall of 1943. 

We can immediately increase the pro
duction in hogs more than anything 
else. Today in the State of California 
we are slaughtering practically all fe
male animals in beef. Very few steers 
are being slaughtered. Why? Because 
of the rules and regulations set up by 
someone who does not know what he 
is doing, thus working hardships on 
the man who is in business. It re
solves itself down to one thing after an
other. There were seven of these men 
before the California delegation here the 
other day. I asked them finally, "How 
many of you men know anything about 
the meat business or was ever in it be
fore? Those of you who were, hold 
up your hands." One out of the seven 
held up his hand. Yet those same gen
tlemen have set up the rules and regula
tions which tell us how many we can 
kill, where we can send it and what we 
can do, disregarding people who have 
millions of dollars invested in their own 
business. I say that until we erase some 
of those conditions it will still be hard for 

the men in the cattle business to keep on 
producing, not knowing what they are 
going to face. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. POULSON. How many of those 
seven men had been in California and 
knew first-hand of our problems? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. None of them. 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle

man from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. GROSS. Has it ever occurred to 

the gentleman that the quickest way to 
increase the supply of pork would be to 
pay premiums for heavier hogs? To
day it pays a man better to sell his hog 
at 180 pounds, although the price could 
just as well be stepped up to make the 
300-pound hog popular. That could ap
ply to beeves, too. 

Mr. ELLIOT!'. That is right. 
Mr. GROSS. Last Monday on the 

Lancaster market I sold a load of cattle, 
well-finished shorthorn steers weighing 
over 1,200, that brought only $1.50 a 
hundred more than cows, because of the 
price ceilings put on meat. The pack
ers chose the common, half-finished 
stuff. Common steers with just a little 
bit of flesh brought $14.50; and these· 
well-finished steers of mine brought 

. $14.75. 
It is a matter of this thing not being 

managed right. If there were a pre
mium paid for weight this stuff would 
quickly go ahead. If all the hogs in the 
country now coming at 180 were mar
keted a month or three months later at 
250, can the gentleman see what that 
would mean? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is right. May I 
ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSS. Yes. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. The gentleman said 

he sold a carload of cattle at 14% cent9 
a pound. Does the gentleman believe 
the packer who bought n s cattle at 
14% cents a pound can stand a ceiling 
of 24% cents a pound on his dressed 
meat? 

Mr. GROSS. He said he could not. 
That is why he was buying the other 
steers. Bulls brought more than my 
steers did. Lean bulls brought more last 
Monday on the Lancaster market than 
my well-finished shorthorn steers. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. OUTLAND. The question has 
sometimes been raised that perhaps the 
matter of transportation enters into it; 
that the problem of transporting both 
troops and ·equipment into certain sec
tions like California has helped to cause 
this situation. According to the testi
mony the gentleman's own committee 
has developed, there is a sufficient supply 
so that if the regulations permitted it 
there would be not an adequate but cer
tainly a comparable supply for areas like 
that State. 
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Mr. ELLIOTT. That is true. 
Mr. OUTLAND. In other words, the 

problem of transportation is not causing 
the shortage in California? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. No. 
Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle

man from Texas. 
Mr. POAGE. I live in the State of 

Texas, which produces more cattle than 
any other State in the Union, yet we are 
faced with · exactly the same situation 
you are of being unable to buy beef right 
in the heart of the cattle country. A 

. large part of it goes to just the same 
situation that we have, a system of prices 
set up that makes it impossible for any
body to carry anything along that will 
produce more meat next year. We are 
able to get more for cows than we are 
for steers. We are able to -sell calves for 
more than we can get for well-fed cattle. 

I myself sold some calves just a short 
time ago which I had no intention in the 
world o..:" selling, but the boy down on the 
place wrote me saying, "I was offered so 
much for those calves and could not af
ford to turn it down." Of course, he 
could not, because we got as much for 
those calves in December as we could get 
for them by carrying them over until 
next spring. , 

We now are faced with the same thing 
I am sure you are faced with. I know it 
is the rule in Texas that you cannot buy 
feed for more than 2 weeks in advance. 
If you are going to put steers in the feed 
lot, you cannot contract for your feed 
for more than 2 weeks at a time. As 
long as I have known anything about the 
cow business, I have never known any
body who could afford to go to feeding 
steers without knowing where he was 
going to get his feed and knowing 
whether he was going to be able to have 
feed enough to finish them up. If we 
stop a lot of these rules and let the cow
men of America go to raising beef, they 
will raise beef. If you let the hog people 
of America go to growing hogs, they will 
put pork on your table, if you will simply 
give them an opportunity to do it and 
pay them a price for doing it. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. This is what is hap
pening. In the State of California today 
hay is at $40 a ton. On the 1st of Jan
uary it was from $28 to $32 a ton. Now 
it has reached a point where it is $40 a 
ton. Cottonseed cake jumped from $25 
to about $45 a ton. Yet here is a man 
feeding cattle, and he does not know 
what minute someone will come along 
and slap a ceiling on these animals he is 
proposing to have fat at a certain date. 
The present program is keeping a lot of 
cattle from being in the fat yards that 
are not there at the present time. The 
remarks of the gentleman are absolutely 
correct. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I did not hear all 
of the gentleman's able speech, but the 
situation in my district is probably simi
lar to that in Los Angeles and San Fran
cisco. When I left my district it was my 
understanding that one of the main 

reasons they issued this regulation of 
which the gentleman speaks was that our 
quotas on the Pacific coast, particularly 
in Los Angeles, San Francisco, Portl nd, 
and Seattle, were based upon the 1940 
census. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is right. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Of course, anybody 

who has been out in that area would 
know that San Francisco, for instance, 
probably has half a million more people, 
Seattle 300,000 or 400,000, and God knows 
how many there are in the Los Angeles 
area now. 

Yet the people making the quotas here, 
if you tell them that, look at you with 
blank amazement as if to say, "We set 
the quotas, and there you are." That is 
one of the problems. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I have commented on 
that. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Has anything been 
done to correct that or are they still 
looking at us as if we did not know our 
own districts? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. They told me this 
morning they doubted very much wheth
er we had an increase in population on 
the west coast, but in the city of Los 
Angeles itself, there has been an increase 
of over 300,000, and every week-end 
there are from 150,000 to 250,000 men in 
the armed services that visit that city, 
and they do not eat bread alone while 
they are there, they eat steaks. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. If those officials 
would go out to the coast cities and try' 
to get a place to sleep some night, they 

· wculd know how crowded they are. 
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 
Mr. WELCH. Is it not a fact that in 

the conferences held between the Cali
fornia uelegation and the representatives 
of the 0. P. A. and the Department of 
Agriculture, it was admitted that a 
greater beef shortage exists in California 
than in any other State? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. . 
Mr. WELCH. And also that the State 

of California has increased its population 
faster than any other State in the Union? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. They agreed on that 
also. 

Mr. WELCH. The population of San 
Francisco alone has increased nearly 
100,000 since war was declared, and still 
they do not see fit to increase our meat 
quota. Workers performing the hardest 
kind of labor in the shipyards and other 
defense plants are going as long as a week 
at a time without sufficient meat to sus
tain men performing that kind of labor. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I thank the gentle
man for his contribution. I want to give 
now some figures that prove my conten
tion of wondering whether or not we 
should be going into the meat rationing 
program at all until we have a proper 
formula. In the 10-year period 1931-40 
there was a slaughter average in the 
United States of animals, cattle, 14,-
200,000; calves, 9,200,000; sheep and 
lambs, 21,900,000; hogs, 64,400,000. In 
1941 we slaughtered 16,400,000 more 
cattle, a 2,000,000 increase over the aver
age of the 10-year period; calves, 9;300,-
000; sheep and lambs, 22,300,000; hogs, 
71,400,000. Then take the estimate for 

1942 as contained in the last month for 
which they have made an estimate for 
that year. There is an estimated slaugh
ter for 1942 of 18,300,000 cattle, an in
crease of approximately 2,000,000 over 
the previous year; . calves, 9,600,000; 
sheep and lambs, 26,000,000, an increase 
of 4,000,000 over the previous year; hogs, 
a jump from 64,400,000 in the period for 
the 10 years and then from the 71,400,000 
in 1941 to 82,000,000 for the year 1942. 

Mr. Speaker, that definitely shows that 
we are producing more meat all the time, 
and I repeat again that we should have. 
definite information if it is expected that 
we will use more meat in 1944 than is 
being used at the present time. Fur
ther, I suggest that we should slow up on 
the slaughter of heifers in the various 
slaughterhouses, and we should stop the 
slaughter of a lot of the veal calves being 
slaughtered. Let them grow into more 
meat, and let those hei~ers produce a calf 
possibly the next year. We have to put 
this on some sort of a business basis. No 
one knows how long this war is going to 
last, aJJ,d as for after the close of the 
war, we should give consideration at this 
time to the many countries that will need 
meat, and we should protect the female 
animals we have in the United States 
so that they will be available for breed· 
ing purposes to be sent abroad, so that 
those people in those countries may be 
able to start to produce something in the 
form of food for themselves, instead of 
having this country continue on the lend· 
lease basis. I am for the lend-lease pro
gram and I think that we will have to do 
something about it perhaps after the war 
is over to help some of those countries, 
but certainly we cannot go on continu
ing to slaughter our animals at the pres
ent time in the way we have, but we 
should start in and try to get an abun
dance of meat produced not only for our 
own people, but for many other coun. 
tries that will be in the market for meat 
after the war is over. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. 
Mr. ELMER. I would like to ask if the 

gentleman knows who was the fellow ap. 
pointed to put a restriction on how many 
little pigs the old sow might have out in 
the barn lot? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. No; I could not tell 
you. 

Mr. ELMER. Mordecai Ezekiel. 
Mr. HOFF'l\IIAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOT!'. Yes. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman 

spoke about being in favor of lend-lease. 
I presume we are all in favor of it, be· 
cause we are in this thing and there is 
no way to get out of it now. While you 
California people are complaining, you 
heard the gentleman from Brooklin 
[Mr. O'TooLE] last week make the same 
complaint that you are making today. 
That is, virtually the same complaint, 
the shortage of meat in Brooklyn and in 
New York. You are complainin~ on the 
other coast about a shortage of meat. 
How far are you going with lend-lease? 
There is a limit to the number of heifers~ 
as you suggested a moment ago. How 
much will you send across and how 
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much will you keep at home? In the 
olden days we always kept a little seed 
corn and a little seed wheat. We kept 
something to start with. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I might say to the 
gentleman from Michigan that the pro
posed amount of meat that will be used 
for the armed forces and lease-lend in 
1943 is 8,500,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. It is all right to use 
it for the armed forces. People are will
ing to go without any meat at all if .it 
is for the armed forces, but when you 
are speaking of giving it to the civilian 
population in other lands, that is a dif
ferent question. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Meat going under 
lease-lend today is not going for the 
civilian population in other countries. 
I asked the direct question. Practically 
all of it is being sent to the men in the 
fighting lines, to the Russians and to 
the English on the African front. 

Mr. HOFFMhN. The fighting men, 
you mean? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. To the fighting men. 
I asked the same question you asked of 
the Department on two different oc
casions. They assured me that as far 
as meat was concerned, lease-lend meat 
was going to the men in uniforms. As 
long as it is going there, I think it is 
good judgment for you and I to agree 
that that is the proper place for it to . 
go, for it will save thousands of our own 
boys being placed on the fighting line. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No one has any ob
jection to that. Now you were speaking 
about killing so many heifers. In our 
country at least, and I am sure in some 
of the other Northern States, like Wis
consin, a great dairy State, they have 
to have equipment in their barns. They 
have to have drinking cups. The water 
must be warmed and all that. · They 
cannot get drinking cups. They cannot 
get piping to carry the water. They 
cannot get wire for the electricity. 
Until we can get those things those 
heifers are not going to do anything. 
They cannot. How are you going to 
help that? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. As I said, some of this 
red tape must be erased in order to take 
care of many of these various things we 
are discussing, to correct them to the 
point where we can produce mor.e, no 
matter whether it is beef cattle or hogs 
or other commodities. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I am not so critical 
of some of these people who are admin
istering the program as some others, be
cause I realize we are asking for three 
or four times what they have. There is 
something to be said along that line. 
But my point is that unless you keeit 
the foundation here at home so that we 
can produce this stuff, it would not do 
any good to talk about sending it over 
there. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man from California [Mr. PoULSON]. 

Mr. POULSON. Is it not true, in line 
with the statement made by the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. PoAGE] concerning 
the fact that cows are selling at a better 
price than steers, that this condition 
exists in Los Angeles County? Los An
geles County is considered one of the 

largest dairy counties in the United 
States. Even the distinguished profes
sor from Wisconsin will admit that. 
They are discouraging the dairy indus
try there; in fact, encouraging the sale 
of dairy cows by having a lower ceiling 

• price on fluid milk than in San Diego and 
in San Francisco. As a result the latest 
figures show that they are only milking 
the cows for 10 months, and then selling 
them on the butcher · block. Of course, 
this not only discourages the dairy in
dustry, but in the long run it will be 
very disastrous, because it is recognized 
that a cow is not at her height of pro
duction until she is 4 years old. I think 
that is another one of the short-sighted 
things that has been brought out in this 
0. P. A. program. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I thank the gentle
man. I might add that in 1942 in Los 
Angeles County you had 88;ooo dairy 
cows, and you had an average ·kin of 
5,000 head a month. In tlie county of 
Los Angeles that is what you killed. 
Those were top dairy cows that were 
brought in out of the valley. After they 
had reached . the point of production it 
would not pay the farmer to feed the 
high-priced feeds they were compelled to 
feed, · and those animals were slaugh
tered. 

To bring out my point that we are 
still increasing livestock, the ·figures 
show that in 1941 in the United States 
we had all cattle, 71,461,000 head. Of 
that amount beef cattle amounted to 
45,983,000. 

Stock sheep, 54,283,000. We had stock 
hogs, 54,256,000. 

In 1942, of all cattle in the United 
States, we had 74,607,000. Beef cattle, 
48,304,000, or an increase of 3,000,000 
over 1941. Hogs jumped from 54,000,000 
to 60,000,000. 

On January 1, 1943, we had over 76,-
000,000 head of cattle in the United 
States. Sheep dropped from 55,000,000 
to 53,000,000. Why? The reason that 
sheep dropped was because the sheep 
herders were taken away from their 
herds and in order to comply with that 
issue, they were forced to sell a part of 
their flocks. So we have a loss of 2,000,-
000 sheep in the United States in the 
fall of 1942, owing to the fact of taking 
away the men who herd the sheep. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Would 

the gentleman agree that in all of these 
programs, price ceilings and everything 
else, there are two factors that the people 
in charge of them have to be required to 
take account of? On the one hand is to 
prevent the cost of living from spiraling, 
but on the other hand to make certain 
that it is possible for the producers to 
maintain maximum production of those 
commodities. Upon that almost every
thing depends. So would not the gen
tleman agree that every price ceiling 
regulation, all of the matters that will 
affect the manpower of agriculture and 
everything else, should be reviewed by 
somebody who knows something about 
that production angle? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. It might be well to re

call that when the Executive message 
was sent to Congress on September 7, 
with reference to price ceilings on agri
cultural products, it set forth four ob
jectives, and it placed as the first objec
tive controlled prices, and as a second 
objective, or secondary thereto, ample 
agricultural production. It has never 
been the policy of the Price Control Ad
ministration .to use their powers and pre
rogatives to increase the production of 
food; it has not even been their fore
most objective to feed the people. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. In view of the 

fact that 0. P. A. has changed hands does 
the gentleman have any reason to be
lieve that Mr. Brown can do any better 
than Henderson, whose administration 
we did not like, unless Brown or we 
get rid of some of Henderson's under
studies? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I am not in position 
to say at this time; but I will say to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma that if I were 
in charge of this program, I would do 
something different. They have op
erated this program or proposed to op
erate it in one form or another for the 
hist 60 days. We have pointed out to 
them how serious the situation is on 
the west coast, that in some areas meat 
is not available for men working in ship
building plants and airplane manufac
turing plants to the point that there may 
well be strikes on account of improper 
food. Notwithstanding that they tell us 
they can do nothing until after April 1. 
In other words, w~ have got to wait 4 
months until they can work out a for
mu1a. If I were in charge of such an 
organization and 2 months had gone 
by without their being able to work out 
any kind of program but asking still 
another 2 months, I would begin firing 
people and employing others who could 
do something about the situation. 

Twenty-three members of the Cali
fornia delegation, entirely unanimous 
as to the situation, 100 percent in accord 
on the situation, have told them as a 
delegation that the condition is very 
serious and that we expect them to do 
something about it whereby these work
ers can have some kind of meat made 
available for their tables whether it be 
2 pounds, 2% pounds, or some other 
quantity, but to date nothing has been 
done. It is a serious proposition. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. · I yield. 
Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman from 

California [Mr. ELLIOTT] has made a very 
careful study of this situation. I ask 
him if it is not a fact that there is no 
shortage of animals in California avail
able for slaughter at the present time. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. A representative of 
the packing industry came here and 
made the statement that animals were 
available for slaughter. Then it was 
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brought to my attention that California 

· did not produce more than the meat it 
consumed. I have here among my 
papers a t able that shows 1,545,000 head 
of cattle slaughtered in California, in 
1941; we imported only 362,000. That is 
very different from saying that 50 per
cent of the cattle slaughtered in Cali
fornia were shipped in. The truth of 
the matter is that the percentage is 
much smaller. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Do they not ship in 
cattle from Arizona, New Mexico, Utah, 
Texas, and even from as far as Kansas 
City? · 

J,\1r. ELLIOTT. Yes; but after the ani
mals are slaughtered, the processed meat · 
is then shipped back into those States, 
Arizona particularly, to provide meat for 
those people. 

Mr. HINSHAW. But there is no rea
~on for the statement that there is a 
~hortage of cattle at the present time, 
is there? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Many things are in
volved in answering that question. I 
personally believe there are plenty of 
cattle available. I feel that distribution 
is the main consideration, proper distri
bution, to see that everybody gets his 
just share; but what has this program 
done? It has brought about the black 
market. They are killing cattle, hogs, 
everything, any place they want to, prac
tically. The people in the restaurant 
business and the hotel business can af
ford to ·pay twice as much · as ordinary 
civilians can for it. He buys it, puts it 
on his menu, and charges just what he 
wants to. No ceiling has been placed 
upon him. The result is that the little 
fellow is being robbed right in the very 
start of the program. I cannot see what 
this thing is designed for, unless it is to 
put out of business practically every 
little slaughterhouse or packing house. 
I sometimes wonder if that is not what 
they are trying to do at the present time; 
drive the little fellow out of every busi
ness in the Nation. It is beginning to 
show up now in the packing industry. 

Mr. OUTLAND. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 
Mr. OUTLAND. In accordance with 

what the gentleman has just said, the 
evidence seems to be that there is either 
in California or nearby States a supply 
which would guarantee to the people 
there an amount at least comparable to 
what people in other States have, would 
the gentleman say that the situation 
could be partially solved by two steps: 

First, increasing the percentage, the 
quota allowed for slaughter in California 
by some designated percentage, 10 or 15 
percent out of the total amount made 
available; and, seco'ndly, by limiting the 
proportion that could go to restaurants 
and hotels, thereby increasing the pro
portion to the individual buyer? Would 
these two steps be of value in the gentle
man's opinion? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. They would be help
:ful; but remember that of the slaughter 
'70 percent is allocated for civilians, 30 
percent goes to lend-lease and the armed 
services. All the slaughterhouse gets 
out of the animal is the ceiling price of 
23.75 cents per pound allowed by the 

0. P. A., and which operation results in 
a loss. So he is in the position that when 
the lend-lease and the Army come along 
and want their 8,500,000,000 pounds of 
meat, the price is reduced 75 cents per 
100 pounds, as those agencies buy in 
carload lots. Yet he has already lost $10 
a head on every animal. Little by little 
the small packers are going out of busi
ness. He is not killing his 70-percent 
quota. I have a telegram here b'efore me 
showing that in California 25 percent in 
some instances of the 70-percent slaugh
ter is not being slaughtered at the pres
ent time. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Alabama. · 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I think the gentle
man has commented on this particular 
point, but I ·would like to hear him dis
cuss it just a little further. I have in 
mind some of these small independent 
packers. There are two in the agricul
tural district that I represent which, of 
course, is not primarily a livestock area. 
Its principal interest in the past has been 
cotton and other crops, but in the last 
several years these little independent 
packers have come in there and have en
couraged the people to grow livestock 
which .they in turn bought from them. 

In the last couple of years, where 
plants have come into that area, there 
has been a considerable increase in 
population. I have in mind, however, 
the area of one of them where I dare say 
the population has increased 25 to 30 
percent, yet the amount of slaughter 
that that independent house can indulge 
in is cut down to this percentage which 
is set by the 0. P. A. I have had the 
matter up with them and tried to get 
them to give an increase which would 
take care of the increased population, 
but they say, "No; we will let the slaugh
terhouses away from there ship in." 
Now, your independent house cannot buy 
the animals that have been grown right 
in that area, so the farmer is required 
to ship his stuff 150 or 200 miles away, 
have it killed, then that packing house 
ships back the meat. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. By rail or on tires? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. What difference 

does it make? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. We are saving rubber, 

are we not? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes. Any way they 

can get it there. The inevitable result 
will be that that farmer is going to quit 
growing that stuff because he cannot 
ship it to market and make anything 
out of it. In addition to that, this is at 
a time when transportation facilities, 
regardless of whether it is by truck or 
train, are in great demand, and there 
is a great shortage. The 0. P. A. forces 
that condition upon us, and I think it 
is wholly unreasonable. Another result 
is going to be that the big packer is going 
to be made bigger and the little packer 
is going to be wiped out of business. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I want to state an in
stance to the ·gentleman from Alabama. 
In my congressional district we at one 
time had eight or nine bakeries operat
ing in the valley. The 0. P. A. set up 
their rules and regulations on the 

amount of sugar a bakery could have, 
and because those bakeries were not in a 
defense area they could only produce 
so much in the way of pastry and bread 
per day. But in Los Angeles the bakeries 
down there are in a defense area, and 

•they can get all the sugar they want. 
So up over the mountain and around 
the hills come bakery wagons every day 
delivering bread into this valley in which 
the bakeries are shut down. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Perhaps the gentle
man stated this or I perhaps misunder
stood him. What was the element of 
time involved that the gentleman stated 
to the House relative to the possibility of 
the readjustment of the present condi
tion that exists in California as it per
tains to the meat problem? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I will go back to that. 
The first time I talked to the Depart
ment they told me and every other Con
gressman it would be about January 1. 
We met again, I think, about the second 
week in January; that is, the California 
delegation, and we had before us seven 
members of the various agencies. They 
told us that the following Monday they 
would come back with some kind of a 
solution. On the following Monday they 
did come back but no solution. They 
agreed at that time that in a few days 
perhaps something would be worked out 
without fail. I was told last week that 
on Monday of this week they would be 
in my office and to _have my committee 
there, that they thought they had some
thing worked out that would be helpful. 
They told us this morning that it would 
be April 1 perhaps before they could give 
us any relief. In the meantime, going 
back to December, I asked early in De
cember that an invitation be sent out to 
the packers and slaughterhbuse men to 
come to Washington, sit down around the 
table and try to work out a solution that 
would give relief not only in our State 
but in many other states that are begin-
ning to have trouble. · 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does not the gen
tleman feel that he cannot expect any 
responsive reaction from that specific 
department under 8 months? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is the way it 
begins to look. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to proceed for an ad
ditional 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. ELLIOTT]? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle

man from Missouri. 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. I represent a dis

trict that has some packers in it. Before. 
I came up here, I talked to some of them 
about the seriousness of the situation 
and their inability to supply the local 
demand for meat. I apprehend that that 
is what is taking place in California and 
other sections of the country. 
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Some of these gentlemen told me that 

a low limit has been placed on the 
slaughter. In other words, a packer who 
slaughters from 1,000,000 to 2,000,000 
pounds will be restricted to a certain per
centage of his previous slaughter. It 
seems to me if they would 1ist the num
ber of pounds a packer eould put up 
before they put a quota on him that 
would enable these men to take care of 
the local situation and supply the meat 
to the people of many sections where 
they are not now getting meat. 

The truth of the matter is that the 
la1-ge packers are getting Government 
orders and they are catering to that 
alone and not giving as mueh concern 
to the local communities as they sh<mld. 
If something is not done to help these 
small packers, as the gentleman says, 
they are going out of business and tbe 
local people are not going to have any 
source of meat supply. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. One .of the reasons is 
that even our armed forces cannot get 
meat at the present time. The Quarter
master General sat in my office this 
morning with representatives of various .... 
other Government agencies and made 
the statement that he .is way behind .in 
his Government purchases of meat ior 
the armed forces. Why? There is a 
ceiling placed on meat of 23% cents a 
pound, yet the price of the live animal 
continues to rise. The packer is losing 
money. Today the animal hanging on 
the hook .costs the average packer 26 
cents a pound. The people in the 0. P. A. 
say, uu it costs .him 26 cents a pound, 
how can .he operate?" The reason he 
can operate is that he has a large invest
ment and he is hoping some formula will 
be worked out to remedy the situation, 
so he is taking ~ loss every day on each 
animal he kills, because if he stops his 
operations the men in his plant will get 
jobs in manufacturing plants some place 
producing airplanes or tanks or muni
tions, and when he comes to open up 
again he will have no men in his slaugh
terhouse. This situation is daily grow
ing more serious. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Does not the gen
tleman believe that unless something is 
done to help the small packers we are 
going· to have a really serious shortage 
of meats? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. You have to help both 
the small ones and the large ones. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. The large packers 
think that they can supply the Army. 
They have proper inspection and they 
meet the requirements. The Army will 
buy from some of the large packers when 
it will not buy from the small packers. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is true, but the 
Army and lend-lease together use only 
8,500,000,000 pounds of meat a year. 
That is the estimate for 1943. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. There is no doubt 
what the gentleman says is true about 
the price they have to pay for the meat 
and what they can get for the :finished 
product. 

Mr. ELLl:OTT. I have here a state
ment from Mr. Claude L. Safstrom, who 
is in the packing-house business in Los 
Angeles, which I should like to read: 

1. SEVENTY-FIVE CENT ~EDUCTION .u.LOWED ARMY 

The meat packers de13ire that this reduction 
be eliminated Ior the reason that cattle costs 
.so much more than the ceiling pr.ice on Grade 
A cattle in California that to allow this 7.5-
cent reduction ·means an absolute net loss to 
the packer. .In areas where the meat .shortage 
is so acute there is no reason for the packer 
to be forced to allow any discount at the 
present time because the buyers are willing 
to go to the various piants .for the purpol!e 
of picking up their meat purchases 3.Ild pay 
cash for them at the top ceiling prices. 

2, l"'FTY -CENT DISCOU~T TO WHOLESALERS 

The Vernon packers nave been supplying 
these various wholesal~rs who operate refrig
erator trucks through the outlying suburban 
sections of southern California where the 
big packer's truck did not previously make 
deliveries. These hundred or more whole
salers hav1l been supplying approximately 
1.500 little individual retail and grocery mar
kets m metropolitan Los Angeles fm· years. 
Therefore, the 50-cent .reduction which the 
Office of Priee Administration forces the pack
ers to giv~ these wholesalers is working a 
great injustice at the present time. "It has 
already caused practically all of the .small in
dividual markets to be completely out of 
stockS of meat for the past 6 weeks. 

3. MEAT SHORTAGE IN CALIFORNIA 

The .meat shortage ln california bas been .so 
acute that it has fostered the development 
of two kinds of bootleggers in the meat in
dustry: One, the jobber who purchases live 
cattle ~n the stockyards at an exorbitant 
price and has them slaughtered by sGme local 
packer through. the payment of an advance 
premium and then the dressed cattle are 
taken to his jobbing house, or retail markets, 
where he has to pierce his own ceilin~ to a 
gTeat extent in order to obt.ain a return 
on his investment. Two, the operator who 
has a few retail stores and who bribes the 
cooler salesman in amounts ranging all the 
way from 5 to 10 cents a pound to secure a 
carcass of beef. These are concrete and sub
stantiated facts, not mere hearsay. 

4. THE LIVESTOCK PROBL~M 

Wholesale cattle prices have risen to such 
a great extent that the present dress t:eiling 
does not approach the east to the packers 
of producing dressed animals for the Army 
or civilian trade. At the present time the 
pankers are su1l'er1ng considerable ]asses on 
their operations and the outlook is for a 
continuation of these losses unless the bootleg 
operators are stamped out of business. The 
most effective way that they can be stamped 
out, ln the view of the packers, would be 
through the lifting of the quotas on meats 
throughout the United States for approxi
mately 1 week or even 2 weeks and the sub
sequent Application of general meat ration
ing. The packers believe this would .sol'/e the 
bootleg problem very quickly. 

May I say to the gentleman from Mis
souri that earlier in my remarks 1 
pointed out that although there was a 
ceiling of 23% cents a pound on dressed 
meat, 75 cents a hundred is taken off the 
price of the meat the Army and lend
lease pilrchase. So the small packer, 
although he is losing money, in view of 
the fact that he has to take ofi this 75 
cents is not very happy about furnishing 
meat for the armed forces during the 
present meat shortag~ and limitation of 
slaughter to 70 percent, when he has a 
market for his meat and can get the full 
233,4 cents a potmd for it. That 1s one 
of the things that is happening today 
that should ·be corrected immediately. 

You can talk to the Quartermaster Corps 
and they will say that they ar.e short 
millions of pounds of meat they should 
have at the present time, due to the fact 
that it is not available. The small 
packer is losing money and does not 
want to go further into the hole $15 on 
every ton of meat he actually handles, 
and that is what he l.oses selling to the 
armed services and lend-lease. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. It seems to me 
somebody down at the 0. P. A. ought to 
get b~sy and do something to relieve the 
civilian population of our country. If 
that is not done, we are going to be c.on
fronteci with a very, very serious situa
tion. 

I ask unanimous eonsent to include in 
my remarks a telegram which pertains to 
meat deliveries to our armed forces: 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., January 31, t943. 
CLAUDE 8AFSTROM, 

Care Mayflower Hotel, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Have delivered 400,000 pounds of meat to 
Army in January. Have 150,000 pounds to 
deliver fir.st 10 days February. Losing average 
$10 head. Cannot assume future contract 
obligations under present market conditions. 
Also have cut down civilian quota. Cannot 
compete with black-market bidders. Last 
month's l'esults disastrous. 

QUALITY MEAT PACKING co., 
HYMAN ROSEN. 

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

Mr. ELLIOT!'. Yes. 
Mr. COSTELLO. I understand that in 

spite of the conferences that the delega
tion has had with the Office of Price Ad
ministration. and the late conference 
even this morning, the result is that they 
have no program and do not now intend 
to take any particular action. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. 
Mr. COSTELLO. And all that we have 

to do is to wait until rationing begins 
sometime later in the year, in April. 

Mr. ELLIO'IT. Yes. 
Mr. COSTELLO. In other words, be

tween now and April the people of that 
part of the country must su1Ier for want 
of food, and the armed forces of the 
country will not be able to get enough 
food, adequate for the Army. It seems 
to me that is rather a pitiable condition, 
that after a full month's deliberation we 
have not made any progress with these 
officials, and that they are still unwilling 
to take any rourse whatever to alleviate 
the situation. It seems to me rather 
ridiculous. 

Mr. ELI:JOTT. I will say in closing 
that I believe that the time has come 
when Congress should act and not sit 
around here and do nothing, when we 
have a serious conditlon affecting one or 
two States at the present time, and that 
we should move in force and correct the 
situation. We should not go along here 
and continue to wait for a bunch of boys 
down there who are pushing pencils 
around ·a table, who seem to know all 
of the answers to everything and who 
at the same time do not want to do any
thing to correct the situation. We have 
suggested many remedies and we ce:~:
tainly should get a release of the quotas 
at the present time and give the people 
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plenty of meat until their rationing pro
gram goes into effect. When they re
fuse to do that, they are refusing the 
American people proper cooperation. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. 
Mr. BUFFETT. The California dele

gation, as I understand it, spoke of hav
ing lower rates on dressed beef. I come 
from a large stock-producing area, and 
those people out there try to find ways 
and means of shipping more meat to 
California and they find that an unfair 
situation results from much higher rates 
on dressed beef, as opposed to beef on 
the hoof. And, of course, they are in
terested in the shipping of the most meat 
with the least cost of transportation. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The gentleman is from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. BUFFETT. Yes. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Last week cattle was 

shipped on the hoof from Nebraska to 
California. 

Mr. BUFFETT. That the gentleman 
will agree is a poor method of shipping 
beef to get the maximum amount of 
rheat for the minimum amount of trans
portation. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. An Army officer 
said that they would purchase beef in 
Kansas City and Chicago and Omaha if 
available, but at the present time beef 
there is not available, because the pack
ing-house men do not want to sell at a 
reduction of 75 cents a hundred they 
have to take. That is one of the diffi
culties at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from California has 
expired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert certain let
ters and telegrams that I referred to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

special order heretofore made, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. PoAGE] for 10 minutes. 

THE MEAT SHORTAGE 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, the people 
of America have long taken pride in our 
ability to produce. We have especially 
emphasized the productive capacity of 
our mills, our mines, and our factories. 
We have awarded the Army and Navy 
E to plants all over this broad land. In
dustry has spent millions of dollars for 
newspaper advertisements, patting it
self on the back over its productive 
achievements. Organized labor has 
crowded the largest hotel lobbies and 
convention halls of America with meet
ings to proclaim the outstanding con
tribution of its members in bringing 
about this great industrial production. 
High officers of the Army and Navy, from 
Cabinet Members down, have given pub
lic recognition at ship launchings, plant 
openings, and on regular holidays to the 
debt that our country owed to industry 
and labor. I find no fault with this de
served recognition of a job well done. 
It is, however, most unfortunate that 
there has been no corresponding public 
recognition of the vital contribution that 
has been made to our war effort by the 

third of our population who till the soil. 
On the contrary, the Army, the Navy, big 
business, and big labor organizations 
have all assumed that the farmer, him
self, like the farmer's mule, could be 
expected to toil from sun to sun without 
recognition and with most meager re
ward. 

Mr. Speaker, I was reared far out in 
the country, 30 miles from the nearest 
railroad. I have been closely associated 
with agriculture all my life. I represent 
one of the great farm districts of the 
Nation. I think I can fairly say that I 
know that the farmer will, to the abso
lute limit of his ability, contribute to the 
needs of his Nation, but even as the mule 
must look to the farmer he serves for 
adequate food and shelter if he is to be 
able to pull the plow, so must the farmer 
look to the Nation he serves for adequate 
economic sustenance if he is to per
form the vital task assigned him. This 
Nation has not given the producers of 
food, fiber, and feed the economic sus
tenance that they must have if they are 
to meet our war needs. We have recog
nized the importance of giving every 
other class in this Nation adequate 
financial return for the work they do, 
but we still seem to assume that the 
ordinary laws of economics do not apply 
to farmers, or else we are dangerously 
deceiving ourselves as to the farmer's 
true condition. 

Some years ago we decided that the 
men working in the coal mines of Amer
ica were not receiving an adequate wage. 
About the same time it was recognized 
that those who worked on the railroads 
must receive a higher wage to enable 
them to maintain a proper standard of 
living. Having decided that the wages 
of those groups should in justice be raised, 
we followed our decision to its logical 
conclusion. We recognized that neither 
the coal-mine operators nor the rail
roads could pay the higher wages unless 
we increased the income of the mine op
erators and the income of the railroads. 
We therefore established the Bituminous 
Coal Commission for the avowed purpose 
of raising the price of coal, to enable the 
mine operators to pay the miners a 
higher wage. The Interstate Commerce 
Commission deliberately raised railroad 
freight rates all over this Nation to en
able the railroads to pay higher wages. 
Thus the people who buy coal and the 
things that are made through the use of 
coal paid the increased wages of the 
miners. The people who ship goods by 
rail and the people who buy those goods
and that is everybody, including the 
farmer-paid and are still paying the 
increased wages granted to the railroad 
workers. 

After all, that is the only logical way in 
which those raises of wages could be 
given. But at the very time that we 
allowed those raises the agricultural 
workers of America were working for a 
wage far lower tQ.an any man in any 
mine or on any railroad . received; they 
were in fact the lowest paid group of 
workers in all this broad land-then and 
now. They were neither organized nor 
skilled. At that time there was no par
ticular demand for their labor anywhere, 
and the result was that agriculturalla-

bor received no consideration whatever. 
Today this labor on the tarms of this 
country is in demand. There is compe
tition. Our great war industries want 
this labor. They are beginning to offer 
a higher wage for the so-called unskilled 
labor from the farms. These laborers 
are often highly skilled in the production 
of food, but they are leaving the farms 
today, leaving the farms to go into in
dustry, to go into the factories, to go into 
the mills; doing the same thing that you 
and I would do if we were in the place of 
that fellow who is trying to make a living 
for his wife and six children, struggling 
along on some farm. You and I would 
do the same thing, but it is the very thing 
which the Nation cannot afford to see 
done. 

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

Mr. POAGE. I yield to the distin
guished gentlem:;m from Missouri. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. I have just re
ceived a telegram from my district say
ing that the employment office of the 
Government was, down in that great 
agricultural section where farming op
erations are just getting under way and 
where we are going to need all of the 
manpower possible to produce what the 
rich soil down in that alluvial valley 
will produce, recruiting men and taking 
them to San Francisco, Calif., or to Oak
land, to work in a shipbuilding plant 
out there, at a higher wage than our 
farmers can pay down there. That is 
the inducement they are offering-high
er wages and ideal housing conditions, 
and they are recruiting hundreds of 
farm laborers from that section. We 
are going to be left down there to try 
to produce an all-out crop to meet this 
war emergency, and our manpower de
pleted, taken to another section of the 
country. I wonder if the gentleman can 
suggest what can be done to stop a 
foolish practice like that? 

Mr. POAGE. I can only suggest that 
in the first place it is but another evi
dence of the stupidity of the bureaus 
and commissions, that has been so well 
discussed on this floor during the pre
ceding hour. It is but another evidence 
of the unwillingness of some of those 
who hold high positions in this Govern
ment to recognize that agriculture is 
the most vital industry in this Nation 
today. You cannot stop the submarine 
menace by making the American crews 
that man the cargo vessels go hungry. 
Nor 1s there going to be much need to 
stop the submarine menace if you do 
not have any food to send in the ship 
that those submarines are trying to sink. 

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

Mr. POAGE. Surely, I yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I notice in the noon 
edition of one of the Washington papers 
the following: 

Expected demands by 450,000 bituminous 
coal miners for a one dollar-a-day wage in
crease without regard for the War Labor 
Board's Little Steel formula. 

Would the. gentleman explain to me 
how the administration-and you will 
probably be branded and so will I as a 
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labor baiter-but will you explain how 
the administration is going to continue 
to raise the wages of coal miners and all 
of the other workers in industrial plants, 
and keep the farms operating and still 
get food? 

Mr. POAGE. No. I will not explain 
it to the gentleman because I know, as 
the gentleman knows, that it cannot be 
done. There is no administration that 
can pull those sleight-of-hand stunts and 
still feed the Nation. Of course, this 
country has had enough to eat in recent 
years because there was not any oppor
tunity for that fellow out on the farm 
except simply to stay there with his 
mule and plow from daylight to dark. 

But when he has the opportunity to 
go, as the gentleman from Missouri has 
so well pointed out, not only the oppor
tunity but has an invitation extended 
to him by his Government to go, and 
work under ideal labor conditions in 
sunny California, of which we have so 
recently heard, and draw what seems to 
him to be fabulous wages-more in 1 
week's time than he has made sometimes 
in a full year-of course that man who 
has been growing the food for this 
Nation is going to accept the position. 
Millions of them have already gone and 
the tragedy of it is that we apparently 
never awoke to it until the horse was 
stolen and those whose labor is neces
sary to make next year's crops have al
ready left the fields and have gone to 
the shipyards and airplane factories and 
munition plants. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield once more? · 

Mr. POAGE. Surely, . . 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Last week came a 

letter from a farmer in one of the agri
cultural counties in my district in which 
he asked me this question. He said: 

My neighbors are going down to Benton 
Harbor and St. Joe-

That is less than 20 miles away-
to work tn the factories and the shipyards 
there. What do you think I should do for 
my own best interest, stay with my wife on 
the farm, go out in the snows and tend the 

, cows and the chickens, or go with my neigh
bors to take a job in the factory? What 
would you do if you were in my place? 

What is the answer to that letter? 
Mr. POAGE. The answer is the same 

as the answer I have to make to my own 
people. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. There are thousands 
of them doing the same thing. 

Mr. POAGE. And doing it all over the 
land. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Then how are you 
going to feed the Army? 

Mr. POAGE. The answer is evident, 
that we are not going to feed either the 
Army or the civilian population unless we 
change our ways. Those who seem to 
think we can secure increased farm pro
duction have ignored the most serious 
problem this country is facing; nor can 
it properly be s.nswered by saying as so 
many would like to say that we will sim
ply "freeze" the labor on the farm. I 
cannot believe that any Member of this 
House with elemental justice in his soul 
would advocate compelling some man to 

LXXXIX--32 

·stay on a dairy farm up in the district of sharecropper, a tenant, or the land
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. lord, his wage must be paid from the 
MuRRAY], gettfng up at 3 o'clock· these price that the products of that farm 
cold mornings, going out, doing the milk- bring in the market and that economi
ing, and staying out till long after dark cally there is no other way whereby 
for a wage amounting to only a small wages can be paid. 
fraction of what he might secure working Therefore, we must recognize that all 
in some well-heated pleasant factory for wages, including the wages of the farm 
8 hours a day. No, we have no right to operator and his family, must be in
say to the farm boys that they must put eluded in the price of the farm product. 
up with all those inconveniences, that That is a thing that so many would like 
they must accept a lower standard of to overlook or pass over lightly without 
living than their brothers in the city; consideration. We should recognize 
this Congress has no right to say it. We that the wages of the farm operator and 
owe it to those boys to say to them that his family must, if we are to have an 
we will treat them the same as we treat honest calculation of prices, be included 
the others who toil for the Nation in our in the price of the farm products. 
factories, in our mines, and in our mills. At this time we do not include any 

We should pay the man on the farm a wages. We seem to assume that the 
fair wage. I know there are those of you farmer can do what no other producer 
who are going to say: "But, Mr. PoAGE, has ever been able to do, that is to ignore 
I want him to be paid a fair wage." That the cost of production. To correct this 
is all right, but, after all, the farmer who situation your Committee on Agriculture 
employs him must pay him his wages, has just reported a bill, which I trust will 
and, of course, as a practical matter be before the House in the next few days, 
every worker on the farm must be paid, providing for the inclusion of all wages, 
directly or indirectly, out of the products the wages of the operator, the wages of 
of the farm on which he toils. In many all who toil on the farm, in the calcula
cases however the farmer for whom the tion of parity prices for the product sold 
laborer works is hardly making a living from that farm. This bill should be 
himself and simply cannot pay a higher passed without a moment's delay. 
wage no matter how just the worker's [Here the gavel fell.] 
demands may be or how willing the Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
farmer may be to increase his wages. If unanimous consent to proceed for an 
the farmer does not have the income he additional 10 minutes. 
can no more increase the wages of that The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
farm laborer than could the railroads of objection to the request of the gentleman 
this co'untry raise railroad wages without from Texas [Mr. PoAGE]? 
an increase in their freight rates. There was no objection. 

· Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Speaker, will Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, unless we 
the gentleman yield? abandon our entire economic philosophy, 

Mr. POAGE. I yield. . which I have understood was based upon 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. In connection the theory of private property and actu

with the subject the gentleman has been ated by the profit motive, then we must 
discussing, while we received the news recognize that fundamental justice re
that the Federal Employment Agency is quires us to include in any fair estimate 
down in our section recruiting some of of a price level for farm products the 
our farm labor and taking it out to Cali- wages payable to those who toil to pro-. 
fornia to work in the shipyards, we are duce the goods. If we are unwilling to 
advised from a responsible source that accept-and for my part I am unwilling 
the Farm Security Administration, an to accept-the communistic doctrine 
agency of the Department of Agriculture, that we should not look to private prop
is down there now inaugurating a plan erty or profit, then we must grant our 
to move people from the submarginal farmers this consideration or we must 
sections at the expense of the Govern- face a most serious food shortage. As 
ment back into that section to supply a matter of fact, I think that we all recog
farm labor. In other words, one agency nize that we have already waited too 
of the Government is moving the people long-that no matter what we do at this 
out while another agency is moving them late date we are going to be faced with a 
in from other sections of the country serious shortage of certain items of food. 
temporarily to do this work. What does The hour is late, but it is never too late 
the gentleman think about a program to do justice, and we can prevent an even 
like that? more serious shortage during the coming 

Mr. POAGE. I think it is exactly like years if we act now. 
the story of the grand old Duke of York, When the American people recognized 
who had 10,000 men. He marched them that they had to produce ships, that they 
up a very steep hill and then he marched had to produce guns, bombs, and air
them down again. I think that is ex- planes, what did they do? Acting 
actly what our Government is trying to through the War Department and other 
do. The quicker we get to marching on agencies of Government, they took steps 
level land in a straight direction the to make the production of these items 
quicker we shall reach our destination. attractive to both industry and to labor. 
I think that at the present time there is We applied the fundamentals of the 
altogether too much disposition to over- · profit system. It may well be charged 
look the fact that all agricultural wages that there was very little democracy in 
must come out of the sale price of prod- the way this was handled, because, as I 
ucts of the farm; that regardless of understand it, the negotiations were car
whether the worker is a day laborer, a ried on with only the big corporations 
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and the big labor groups. But there was 
a sound application of the profit system, 
and it got results. 

Just as an illustration, let me take an 
illustration from my own district. We 
have a shell-loading plant. W.hat hap
pened? The Government went to the 
National Gypsum Co., which was simply 
a large manufacturer. It had never 
manufactured shells. The Government 
said, "Mr. Gypsum Company, how about 
making shells for us?" The company 
said, "Why, we have never made shells; 
we are not in that business and we do not 
know anything about that." "Oh, that is 
all right. The Government will teach 
you how to make shells." 

The company said, "We have not .any 
plant in which to make shells. Our 
plants were established for an entirely · 
different purpose and we do not want to 
convert or rebuild them." 

"That is all right. The Government 
will build you a plant and the Govern
ment will pay for it." 

"But we don't want to buy a shell plant. 
We would not want it after the war is 
over." 

The Government answered, ''The Gov
ernment will never make you pay for it, 
and if you want it after the war you can 
have it at salvage prices/' 

Still the company c:!emurred: "But we 
do not know what it wollld cost us to 
make shells. We do not know how we 
can make an intelligent bid.'' 

Said the Government, "That does not 
make any difference. We will give you a 
contract and guarantee you a profit re
gardless of what it costs you. Do not let 
that bother you." 

·wen, the company might have one 
more objection. "We do not know about 
the labor question. Can we get the 
labor?" 

"Oh, you "Can pay any price that is 
necessary to get the labor and the Gov
ernment will let that be included in your 
cost." 

\Vith that kind of proposition, those 
people could not turn it down. Neither 
could you nor I or any other business
man. So they took the contract. The 
same thing has happened all over this 
country. You could not expect industry 
to reject that .sort of proposition. 

When they went to get labor they 
faced the proposition that the Govern
ment had already been competing in the 
labor market to build camps and other 
structures around over the country. 
How was the company to handle the 
situation? Pay enough to get it. Make 
a contract with one of the big labor or
ganizations to get theil:- members to pay 

. them wages that will be attractive, no 
matter how high the going scale is. That 
was done. Why should industry bother? 
The Government was going to pay the 
bill. Why should the labor organizations 
bother about it? Some of those men did 
not know a saw from a hydraulic jack, 
but they all paid their initiation dues 
into the union, the Government paid the 
wages, the corporation got its profit, and 
shells were made. -

We are getting industrial production, 
through a rather expensive method, a 
rather undemocratic method, but none
theless an effective method and we are 

getting results. We are paying the bills, 
btlt we .are getting industrial produc
tion. I do not mean to be critical of 
what happened in the way of industrial 
production because we are getting pro
duction and that is the big thing. 

What happened then? After big busi
ness got all the contracts it wanted. 
after big labor got all the work it needed 
to supply employment at good wages to 
all of its members, then big busineSs and 
big labor got together and said, "Now, 
then, we want to free--ze the situation 
right where it is. We want to freeze 
prices.', 

"Whose prices? Not the prices big 
business gets. Those prices are fixed by 
Government contracts that take care of 
all cost factors. Not the prices big labor 
got. They had contracts taking care of 
their people. They had Government 
boards to allow mcreases. They had ex
emption in the law. Whose })rices were 
they going to freeze? Why, the farmer's 
prices, the man who is producing the 
food and the raiment, and the wages of 
the man who works for him, and the 
prices of little businessmen all over the 
country. That is who they froze. That 
is who has been affected by your ceiling 
prices. 

If you want to get production on your 
farms, may I suggest that there is one 
way in which we can get it, and as far as 
I know, only one way; that is, to treat 
the farmer like 'YOU treat any other 
businessman in this country. Farm 
prices today are little more than half 
what they were 23 years ago, yet indus
trial wages are three times what they 
were during that period. At the same 
time; they tell us that farm wages must 
not go up or more accurately they say 
that while farm wages should go up that 
farm prices out of which these wages 
must be paid, if they are paid, must be 
held down. There is no way of letting 
farm. wages go up without letting farm 
prices go up, too. 

If we are to continue to pursue this 
short-sighted policy, it is my firm con
viction that this Nation is absolutely cer
tain to find itself within the oour~ of 
another year unable to feed not only our 
allies but our own people. I do not be
lieve the Members of this House realize 
the desperate seriousness of the situa
tion or we would_ be demanding as one 
man that this legislation to do justice to 
our farmers and give us an opportunity 
to produce the feed and food and 'fiber 
that we need be brought out on thls floor 
so that we might give it a unanimous 
vote, to do justice to our farmers and to 
assure our people of a reasonable supply 
of food in the months to eome. 

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

Mr. POAGE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. CURTIS. Suppose we had pro
ceeded on the theory that we should have 
had .a reasonable price for tanks and air
planes and guns ..first, and adequate pro
duction of those implements afterward; 
would we have produced many of them? 

.Mr. POAGE. I doubt it. I want the 
gentleman to understand that I have ·not 
criticized the fact that we have pur-

chased the tanks and the airplanes and 
the guns at a high cost. 

Mr. CURTIS. Neither have I. Is it 
not true that the reverse has been true 
with food? We have said we must have 
reasonable prices first and adequate pro
duction afterward. 

Mr. POAGE. That is right. vVe have 
emphasized price rather than produc
tion. Jt is just B.S important to empha
size production of food as to emphasize 
production of industrial products. 

Mr. CURTIS. Should. not the Price 
Control .Act be -an instrument to produce 
food .rather than to destroy it? 

Mr. POAGE. ln my opinion. it fails of 
its fundamental purpose if it is not so 
used as to encourage the production of 
food. It is surely much more important 
to have plenty of fo<XL even at a higher 
·price if necessary, than it is to keep the 
legal .Plice of food low but have no food 
to buy. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
RENT CONTROL 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks at this point in the RECORD and 
include therein a resolution adopted by 
the .Board of Supervisors of San Fran
cisco. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California·? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speak~r. on January 

14, 1943, I addressed this House on rent 
control. On January 19, 1943, I sub
mitted certain correspondence regarding 
rent control. Now I want to quote here
With resolution 3128, adopted January 
13, 19{3, by the Board of Supervisors .of 
San Francisco; 

Whereas tbere exists In San Franeisco at 
the present time · an acute housing .shortage 
due to an lnfiux of war workers; and 

Whereas we are informed by Federal and 
industrial authorities that increasingly large 
numbers of war workers will come to San 
Francisco during the next few months; .and 

Whereas, due to exigencies of wartime, 
new housing accommodations are not being 
erected; and 

Whereas additional housing space tx:> be 
made available by the National Housing Ad
ministration will probably be insufficient; 
and 

Whereas there ure thousands of apartment 
units in San Francisco which are not ac
commodating the maximum number of occu
pants; and 

Whereas San Franciscans wm undoubtedly 
be called upon to share their housing facili
ties wha'ever possible; and 

Whereas, under present Ofiice of Price Ad
ministration rental .regulations, tenants are 
not permitted to pay nor landlords allowed 
to charge for extra occupants within .a rental 
unit; and 

'Whereas a modification of the existing 
Office of Price Administration regu1ations 
with respect to additional occupancy will 
bring about more cooperation between ten~ 
ant and landlord, thereby creating additional 
shelter: Now, tberefore, be it 

Resolved, That the San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors, on behalf of the people of San 
F'rancisco, realizing and recognizing the vital 
importance of this prob1em, does hereby 
memorialize the Rent Control Division of 
the Offiee of Price Administration to amend 
th!s regulation in .order to permit a reason
able charge for additional tenant occupancy; 
and be it further 
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Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be forwarded to the proper Federal agencies, 
our congressional and senatorial representa
tives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Wisconsin [Mr. MuRRAY] is 
recognized for 30 minutes. 

PRODUCTION OF DAIRY PRODUCTS 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, the importance of the dairy 

business is appreciated when we realize 
that it represents some 20 percent of the 
national farm income. It is not neces
sary to call your attention to the fact 
that the low prices .received for manu
factured dairy products from 1930 to 1940 
were even lower than the 1909-14 prices. 
This is not the time to try to correct any 
injustices of the past. Even in 1941 
when the program to increase production 
for lease-lend was ln.nnched, cheese was 
only 16.:.plus cents per pound and butter 
only 32-plus cents per pound. 

The question today is, what are the 
facts as to the possibility of producing 
122,000,000,000 pounds of milk-the goal 
for 1943. The goal was 125,000,000,000 
in 1942 and 119,000,000,000 pounds were 
produced-the only agricultural goal that 
was not attained. 

WHAT Is THE STATISTICAL PICTURE? 

BUTTER 

The production of butter from 1930 
to 1942 is listed in the following official 
table: 

TABLE A.-Creamery butter: Production in factories, United States, 1930-41 1 

. 
Year January February March April 1\.Iay June July August September October November December Total 

1,000 lb. l,COO lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 
1930_- ------ 108,382 102,252 115,679 133,271 184,385 189,788 167,559 
19311 _______ 118,354 109,596 126,792 145,367 183,783 194,256 161,296 
1932_- --- --- 124,320 124,894 133,095 141,741 186,607 190,644 163,370 1933 ________ 130,245 122,322 133,266 138,306 191,098 201,969 176,829 
1934 ___ ___ __ 119,775 111, 381 127,476 136,482 177,980 185,396 174,943 
1935 ________ 106,056 100,512 110,166 129,482 179,879 199,696 184, 161 
]!)36 ________ 110,666 108,744 121, 543 133,290 177,847 190,699 156,463 
1937 ________ 107,957 102, 963 121,074 131, 396 181,700 198, 191 171,687 1£38 __ ______ 116,122 112,340 128,735 147,628 197, 259 202, 528 185,099 1!139 ________ 130,671 124, 650 142,550 147, 525 197,089 202,519 182, 151 
1940 ________ 129,558 128, 143 140,730 153, 628 195, 332 206,555 187,687 1941_ _______ 135, 178 129,839 147,542 162,525 214,241 210, 285 194, 646 
1942 2 _______ 119, 825 118,020 135,920 149, 585 203,360 203,860 188,665 

1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 
137,420 122,580 120, 247 
140,395 120,936 126,569 
149,625 127,386 121,819 
166,562 140,038 130,454 
165, 190 143,761 133, 817 
159,285 141, 786 119,748 
141, 556 133,021 135,493 
147,069 128,266 118,878 
168,688 151,081 136,999 
167,038 133,755 123, 243 
167,704 146,247 ~~:~~;. 168,823 146,465 
169,620 140, 130 126, 265 

1,000 lb. 1,0oo lb. 
101,974 111,694 
117,035 123,073 
109,790 120,841 
115,215 116,384 
112, 577 105,930 
96,462 105, 147 

111, 535 108, 550 
103,242 111,548 
116,841 122,852 
112,251 118, 265 
117, 783 126, 647 
112,601 116,730 
107,480 119, 500 

1,000 lb. 
1, 5115,23 
1,667, 45 

1 
2 
2 1, 694, 13 

88 
08 

0 
7 
1 
2 
7 

1, 762,6 
1, 694,7 
1, 632,38 
1, 629,40 
1, 623,97 
1, 786, 17 
1, 781,73 
1, 836,8 26 

6 
0 

1, 872,60 
1, 782,23 

1 Bcginnlng 1931 includes whey butter. 2 Estimates, subiect; to revision. 
Source: Dairy and poultry separate from agriculture stl!ti~tils, 1£41. 

Please note that the above table I of the diversions of milk to cheese, I or stock piles, for the years 1931 to 
indicates the total national production evaporated milk, and for fluid.milk con- 1942, are shown by the following official 
has been rather well maintained in spite sumption. The cold-storage holdings table: 

TABLE B.-Creamery butter: Cold-storage holdings, United ·states, 1931-41 1 

Year Jan.1 Feb.1 Mar. I Apr. 1 May 1 June 1 July 1 Aug.1 Eept. 1 Oct.1 Nov. I Dec. I 
------------ -------------------------------------

1931 _____ --------:--- --- -
1,0{)() lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. t,COO lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,0{)() lb. 

63, 401 46,.792 30, ti72 18,010 17, 195 35, 155 89,172 
1932 __ --------------- ---- 26,643 22, 506 15, 243 9,094 10, 394 29, 160 84, 269 
1933 __ --------------- ---- 22, 043 17,833 11, 580 9, 255 9, 398 35, 159 106, 378 
1934 ________ -- ------- ---- 111, 249 75,995 36,853 15, 351 11,838 27, 161 70,148 
1 935 ___ ------- ----- ------ 47,175 18, 907 8,110 5, 341 5, 676 33,096 !)6, 392 
1!136_----- --- -------- ---- 40, 117 21,502 8, 217 5,346 4, 997 21, 157 73, 816 
1937--- ------ ------------ 61,234 42, 734 ~o. 678 6, 700 6, 406 22,904 83, 119 
1938 ·-- ---------------- - - 42,953 31, 211 21,167 14, 947 2 20, 144 55,266 121, 467 
1939 _____ -------------- -- 128, 770 111,354 92, 780 78,909 70,909 84,437 131, 609 
1!!40 _____ ---- ------------ 55,462 29, 189 18,366 8,875 9, 504 25,463 81, 005 
1941_ ___ ----------------- 41,497 29,715 111,462 8, 983 17, 795 56,792 120,246 
1942 __ _____ - ------------- 114, 436 83, 106 63,701 45, 045 37, 228 64, 720 117,111 

1 Quantities given are net weights. • 2 Preliminary. 
Source: Dairy and noultry separate from Agricultural Statistics, 1£41. 

On January 1, 1943, there were only 
25,154,000 pounds in storage, or, as you 
will note, the least for many years. 

CHEESE 

American cheese production has come 
into greater prominence for lease-lend, 

for domestic consumption, and now for 
Mr. Lehman's program. 

It is estimated that 500,000,000 pounds 
are needed for lease-lend, and 100,000,-
000 pounds for Mr. Lehman. This would 
leave about 300,000,000 pounds for do-

1,000 lb. 1,COO lb. 1,000 lb. 1,COO lb. 1,000 lb. 
115, 121 104,678 80,152 56, 229 42,242 
110, 247 107, 259 89,490 66, 828 37,207 
150,934 175,476 174, 713 160, 463 138,166 
108, 748 120,467 125, 047 111, 073 81,034 
149, 628 156, 85/i 148,822 120, 210 71,948 
103,259 112, 106 108,835 105,368 88,866 
123,863 134, 885 118,697 98, (i24 66,191 
173,257 201, 252 210, 703 195, 263 160,632 
165, 183 172,825 154, 594 128,111 89,783 
123,628 134,266 128,087 105, lOG 67,598 
178, 493 200,228 202,957 186, 635 1:52,484 
148, 504 152, 198 123, 599 86,981 J 45,937 

mestic consumption, or considerable 
reduction in the per capita consump
tion. 

The following official table shows the 
annual production for the years 1930 
to 1942: 

TABLE C.-Cheese, whole-milk American Cheddar: Production in factories, United States, 1930-41 

Year January February March April May June July August September October November December Total 

1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,0{)() lb. 1,000 lb. 1.000 lb. 1,COO lb. 1,000 lb. I,O(J(J lb. 1,000 lb. 1,0(}() lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 
1!l3Q _______ ~ 23,666 23,031 28,502 34,143 48,545 53,887 45,582 33,555 26,705 23,581 18,781 18,838 378, 81(5 
1931_ _______ 21,941 22,018 27,571 32,940 44,439 49,513 40,595 32,956 29,'139 30,470 23,016 20,050 374,648 
1932 ________ 20,895 21,993 25,484 29,706 41,933 48,534 40,205 34,796 31, 510 29,267 23,601 22,819 370,743 
1933 ________ 24,877 23,868 28,571 32, 35(i 43,564 54,653 48,206 42,857 35,620 29.864 21,016 23, 179 408,631 
1934 ________ 24,573 24,867 30,915 36, 546 48,858 55,610 51,126 45, 211 37,983 33,987 24,824 20,991 435,491 
1935 ______ __ 22, 197 21,919 26,914 32,825 48,926 60,560 55,238 53, 101 49,053 42,114 ~,811 27, 341 468,1JW 
1936 ________ 28,881 :06,211 30,804 35,324 53,008 64,145 51,029 45, 228 44,933 45,629 33,088 29,296 487,516 
1937-------- 28,515 27;765 32,262 39,061 56,268 64,454 55,706 48,824 42,701 38,875 30,209 27,401 492.041 
1938 ________ 30,535 30,670 38,884 48,469 70,263 74,363 65,881 55,682 44,277 43,069 30,173 28,276 560,542 
1939 ________ 29,575 28,900 36,311 43,649 62,189 70,739 61,884 54,895 46,046 40,687 31,662 30,761 537,298 
1940 ________ 32,280 33,945 41,704 48,996 67,702 77, 343 68,321 59,776 53,460 47,923 36,073 35,267 602,790 

1941_- ------ 38,329 37,830 47,086 56,155 81,960 85,022 78,050 75,972 70,824 66,996 56,347 58,551 753. 122 
1942 t _______ 62,350 62,505 77,2115 88,810 117,085 110,430 97,005 87,225 70,675 58,800 43,170 45,200 918,470 

1 Estimates, subject to revision. 
Eourcc : Dairy and poultry Feparate from agricultural statistics, l!J41. 
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Please note that the production of 
American cheese has shown the remark
able increase of about 50 percent in the 
last 2 years. In addition, the United 
States produced about 50,000,000 pounds 

of Swiss cheese. 25,000,000 pounds of 
brick cheese, and a large amount of 
Limburger, Italian, blue, and other for
eign types of cheeses. These producers 
of the foreign-type cheeses have been 

called upon to fill the demands of the 
domestic market formerly supplied by 
imports. The following table shows the 
cold-storage holdings, or the stock piles, 
of cheese from 19.31 to January 1, 1943: 

TABLE D.-Cheese, American: Cold-storage holdings, United States, 1931-41 1 

AMERICAN 2 

Year Jan. I Feb. I Mar. I Apr. I May! June! July 1 Aug.1 Sept. 1 Oct. I Nov.1 Dec. I 

1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,()(X) lb. 1,(){)() lb. 1,000 lb. 
1931_ -------------------- 67,599 58,516 52,304 45, T/7 44,792 46,764 63,156 73,693 73,740 70,940 69,611 66,053 
1932_----------------•• -- 60,804 54,360 47,106 42,009 38,951 40,461 63,922 63,667 66,721 68,555 66,813 62,392 1933 ____________________ 

57,749 63,532 46,992 41,625 37,321 41,336 67,456 82,771 94,394 99,326 95,831 85, 146 
1934_ ---------.------.--- 77,773 65,476 54,934 49,856 52,217 68,073 79,925 97,018 103,805 108,624 102,832 516,688 
1935_ -------.------------ 89,878 71,007 60,943 54,769 46,593 48,320 64,395 82,397 92,767 102,661 100,670 92,912 1936 _____________________ 

86,537 78, 197 68,363 62,261 55,756 56,946 70,282 80,735 90,471 98,206 102,847 98,975 
1937--------------------- 95,418 88,091 80,713 73,822 70,584 71,603 89,191 100,418 105,026 101,178 97,160 93,633 
1938 _____ --------------.- 89,258 80,479 73,815 66,361 65,767 79,345 99,676 114,607 127,862 121,423 115,351 109,738 
1939 _____ --.------------- 102,563 00,401 77, T/0 68,812 62,866 64,750 81,805 98,659 104,524 98,419 94,694 91,035 
1940 _____ ---- ---- -------- 87,601 75,678 66,970 61,983 65,386 .73,603 96,920 116,847 126,315 128,104 124,783 119,331 
1941_ _____________ ------- 113,074 109,820 105,153 97,496 94,602 102,869 121,064 139,568 151,906 156,746 157,468 158,238 
1942_ -------------------- 171,869 137, T/6 133,140 165,704 182,613 200,460 228,478 261,535 I 243,596 224,861 169,913 •134, 332 

I Quantities given are net weight. . 
2 The term "American cheese" is intended to cover only those varieties known as twins, flats, daisies, Cheddars, longhorns, and square prints. It does not therefore include 

all kinds of cheese made in the United States. · 
3 Preliminary. 
Source: Dairy and poultry separate from Agricultural Statistics, 1941. 

There were 112,716,000 pounds in storage on January 1, 1943. 
EVAPORATED Mn.K 

The following official table shows the production of evaporated milk from 1931 to 1943: 
TABLE E.-Production: Evaporated milk, case goods, unskimmed 

Year Jan. 1 Feb.1 Mar.1 Apr.1 May1 June 1 July1 Aug. 1 Sept. 1 Oct. 1 Nov.1 Dec. 1 Total 

1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,()(X) lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1.,000 lb. 1,000)b. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1931_ _______ 104,038 108,929 85,949 88,842 1,428, 993 128,T/6 147,243 181,982 177,078 128,842 95,205 83,254 99,355 
1932_------- 99,843 105,308 128,058 149,255 191,116 191,592 157,894 134,797 113,025 105,594 92,513 101, 617 1, 570,612 1933 ________ 116,947 109,622 145,706 176,195 213, 174 220,253 179,204 154,595 129,399 113,258 73,592 84,755 1, 716,700 1934 ________ 97,752 97,669 1T/,279 148,674 189,096 208,978 192,643 173, 260 146,883 134, 189 101,183 93,964 1, 711,570 1935 ________ 113,393 121,134 146, 50C 177, 264 236,512 252,831 202,274 160, 522 134,809 105,710 86, 337 101,604 1,838,890 1936 ________ 117,253 113,951 148, 174 178,657 235,361 254,858 200, T/9 181, ~09 184,136 186,141 129,736 114,004 2,043, 759 
1937-------- 119, 152 126,509 153,290 184,829 239,136 252,535 205,752 162,506 138,376 124, 126 92,322 104,012 1, 902,545 1938 ________ 

1Tl, 302 131,765 171,440 203,249 285,673 T/8, 601 m, 443 185,808 151,122 125,000 102,056 114,739 2,104,198 
1939 ________ 131,320 139,717 179,848 203,867 263,215 268,840 226,600 190,902 158,271 144, 568 123,694 139,759 2, 170,601 1940 ________ 158,212 171, 125 201, 286 22.5, 606 273,824 293,173 259,114 229,696 197, 991 171, ~81 134,192 148, 568 2, 464,668 
1941 ________ 172,262 169,493 208,296 254,215 353,803 350,073 310,791 308,855 290,634 281,683 259,758 286,684 3,246,547 19421 _______ 313,517 300,003 339,552 358,443 449,330 402,584 317,007 'rt7, 969 226,695 208,445 163,648 ~ 174,000 23,531,163 

1 Preliminary. 2 Approximation. 

Please note the 40-percent increase in production during the past 2 years. The manufacturer's total stocks from 1931 to 
January 1, 1943, are shown in the following official table: 

TABLE F.-Evaporated milk (case goods): Manufacturers' total stocks, 1931-41 

Year Jan.1 Feb.1 Mar.1 Apr.1 May1 1une1 1uly 1 Aug.1 Sept. 1 Oct. I Nov.1 Dec.1 

193L -------.-----------. 
1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. 1,(XJO lb. 1,000 lb. 1,000 lb. J,(J()(j lb. 1,000 lb. J,()()(j lb. 1,000 lb. 

181,745 
1,000 lb. 

136,408 
1,000 lb. 

129,802 
1,000 lb. 

139,844 202,670 157,152 136,696 150,931 177,754 230,739 275,280 275,931 
1932_ -------------------- 132,011 127,883 116,859 101,388 117,687 164,421 212,431 225,897 190,912 176,197 146, 204 139,957 1933 _____________________ 

100,092 107,154 101,085 50,571 36,975 48,127 104,088 131,987 177,536 208,493 234,665 225,040 
1934_ --.----------------- 210,407 168,502 112,936 99,176 117,115 151,691 153,14.9 205,545 167,864 175,129 215,700 203,402 
1935_. -------.----------- 156,793 59,791 28,914 39,993 74,145 179,684 287,204 339,978 358,780 343,132 229,065 91,250 
1936 _________ ------------ 72,916 66,094 45,375 42,597 61,775 141,774 186,359 99,638 102,021 160,682 251,751 T/8, 511 
1937--------------------- 258,904 208,911 176,912 152,575 161,208 242,390 302,43.5 227,696 26.1. 324 227,710 244,766 218,372 1938 _____________________ 

181,686 156,894 132,663 123,801 151,669 261,703 350,790 392,641 419,142 398,287 344,316 284,375 
1939 __________ ----------- 205,073 150,311 120,397 109,882 134,625 209,044 292,393 341,686 355,071 135,135 175,646 188,290 
1940_ -----.-------------- 186,081 156,253 150,458 173,378 207,740 287,778 288,565 321,332 349,433 380,545 358,244 226,266 1941_ ____________________ 

187,652 189,246 176,624 136,073 126,160 173,838 189,711 261,559 289,904 339,716 382,605 417,643 
1942_ -------------.------ 328,475 252,532 218,410 213, 550 222,485 292,558 331,571 290,875 210,140 136,626 97,706 90,678 
1943_-----------------.-- 182,672 ------------- -----·------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------ -~-·-------- ------------ ..... ---------- ------------

1 Approximation. 

Source: Dairy and poultry separate from Agricultural statistics, 1941. 

There are some 17,000,000 cases owned 
by the Government, 2,000,000 cases of 
which are now being released to supply 
the domestic demands last month, and 
according to the announcement on the 
radio 3,000,000 cases are to be released 
for February consumption. 

THE PICTURE 

The official tables above show the pro
duction of the past and what the stock 

piles are at the present time. In addi
tion to the above dairy production fig
ures, we also have :fluid milk but this is 
immediately consumed and does not en
ter into the picture of stock piles. The 
per capita consumption is being rapidly · 
expanded. We must realize that the 
production of fiuid milk is one manpower 
problem but to convert this milk into 
cheese, butter, and other manufactured 

dairy products involves additional 
manpower. This work requires efficient 
men and their production is an art. A 
comparatively small number of men are 
capable of making these high quality 
products. 

Under normal times, out of every 100 
pounds of milk produced in the United 
Stat.es, 42 pounds went into butter pro
duction, 29 pounds into city milk dis-
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tribution, 6 pounds into cheese, 5 pounds 
into ice cream, 5 pounds into evaporated 
milk and the remainder into other dairy 
products, fed to calves, wasted, or lost in 
manufacture or distribution. It is read
ily seen that, in the past, butter has been 
the single product that has required the 
largest volume of milk. However, these 
percentages have changed. As you can 
see, the butter production of the United 
States has remained rather stationary 
while the evaporated milk and cheese 
production has · been increased 40 and 
50 percent, respectively. 

There is one fact evident in all the 
production tables A, C, and E which 
really merits your attention. Please note 
that in table A we have a smaller pro
duction of butter beginning September 
1942 and that there was considerably less 
butter produc_ed than during the corre
sponding months in the year previous. 
You will note that there was an up
swing in production in December 1942, 
no doubt due to the reduction to 19 per
cent in the butterfat content of cream. 
This increase in production may also 
have been due to the regulations as to 
the butterfat in ice cream and also the 
curtailment in sales of this product. The 
first two January 1943 weekly reports 
show a 4- to 7-percent increase in butter 
production over the year previous, and 
last week 1 percent below last year. We 
could be on the way to ample production 
of this great food if viewed only from a 
statistical standpoint. 

In table C you will find that, beginning 
"in September 1S42, there was a monthly 
reduction in cheese production in com
parison to 1941. This decline in cheese 
production still exists. The January 
weekly reports show a decrease of 17 to 
24 percent in the national production 
from the corresponding weeks last year. 

The table showing the production of 
evaporated milk shows that, beginning 
in August 1942 and continuing up to 
January 1, 1943, there was a much lower 
production of evaporated milk than the 
corresponding months of the previous 
year. These are not seasonal reductions; 
they are reductions from the amounts 
produced for corresponding months of 
1941. 

WHAT CAUSED THIS REDUCTION? 

There are many reasons advanced for 
this reduction. 

Flrst. Many people think that the 
comment by the metropolitan press, 
some radio announcers, and some ad
ministration officials was largely respon
sible for this reduced production. As 
you no doubt remember, the criticism 
was directed at the farmer in general 
and at the dairy farmer in particular 
when the second price-control bill was 
being considered by Congress. 

Second. Others think that the fluid
mille demands due to the increased buy
ing power of the people were a contrib
uting factor. In southern Army camps 
no doubt the fluid-milk supply comes 
from plants formerly engaged in the 
manufacture of butter and cheese. 

Third. Others, like the Pure Milk 
Products Cooperative, an organization 
whose members produce over a billion 
pounds of milk a year, appear to believe 

that the administration has not kept 
faith with its members and that the re
sults of having the prices drop from $2.25 
per hundred to $1.80 per hundred was 
the contributipg cause. 

Fourth. Many cheese men believe that 
the reduction in the price of cheese from 
24 cents to 21 cents a pound by the ad
ministration, after they had asked for 
increased production was also a contrib
uting factor in this reduction. What
ever the causes, and whether they were 
of omission or of commission, the fact 
remains that 376,000,000 pounds less of 
evaporated milk, 35,000,000 pounds less 
of cheese, and 18,000,000 pounds less of 
butter were produced than the corre
sponding months a year previous. In 
terms of fluid milk this would represent 
a reduction of about one and one-half 
billion pounds of fluid milk. This reduc
tion occurred during one of the most 
favorable milk-production seasons that 
the dairy sections of this country have 
ever enjoyed. The following table 
shows the number of dairy cows in the 
United States for the years 1920 to 1942, 
inclusive: 

Milk cows 2 years old and over 
Year: 1920 ________________________ 21,455,000 

1925 ________________________ 22,575,000 
1930 ________________________ 23,032,000 
1935 ________________________ 26,082,000 
1940 ________________________ 24,926,000 
1941 ________________________ 25,478,000 
1942 ________________________ 26,303,000 

1943 (estir.nated)------------ 27,000,000 

This table shows that we still have 
plenty of dairy cows, if well fed, to fur
nish the 119,000,000,000 pounds of milk, 
or the goal for 1943. 

The national average production per 
cow for 1942 would be 119,000,000,000+ 
26,000,000 or 4,600 pounds per cow per 
year. This amount can easily be in
creased by proper feed and care. There 
is an abundance of young dairy ani
mals-we still have the stock pile. The 
January 1 estimates of the number of 
dairy cows in the country show a further 
increase in numbers regardless of the 
numbers which may have been sold as a 
result of public auctions. 

We have been talking about past his
tory. We must all agree that Donald 
Nelson must have had these dairymen in 
mind when he told our country that the 
farmers of our country had done a job 
not excelled by any other group. 

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IN 1943? 

In 1943, the dairymen of this country 
are confronted with greater problems 
than they were in the previous years. 
These are: 

First. Additional difficulties as to man
power. This does not only involve the 
farm work but also the men engaged in 
the manufacture and processing and dis
tribution of the products: 

Second. More difficulties in obtaining 
concentrated feeds. The demand for 
high proteins has been so extensive. 
Millions of cows have been fed grain dur
ing the pasture season the last couple 
years that had never had a mouthful be
fore. We might have had a stock of these 
high proteins sometime in the past but 
they have passed out of the picture. Not 

only the increased production of milk but 
·also the increase in the production of 
eggs and pork have made the demand 
for these protein feEds. • 

Third. Pro'Qlems of machinery and 
equipment for the farm as well as for 
the plants that are manufacturing these 
dairy products. 

Fourth. Transportation. This is be
coming more and more of a serious prob
lem. It is not going to be reflected only 
in the production, procurement, and ac
cumulation of feed but also in the ac
cumulation and transportation of the 
manufactured product itself. 

CONSTRUCTIVE SUGGESTIONS 

First. It would iJe well to follow the 
suggestion of the Pure Milk Products Co
operative and ask the Secretary of Agri
culture to issue a specific statement to 
the dairy far'!llers to the effect that all 
their products will be taken at a reason
able price and for a definite period of 
time. 

Second. Fulfill this promise. The Sec
retary has given the pork producer a 
time table with a $13.25-per-hundred 
floor until September 30, 1944. 

Third. With all due respect to lease
lend and its objectives, we must realize 
that we must have a proper consideration 
for our own food producers. We cannct 
constantly be changing the product and 
the marketing of an industry based upon 
the change of mind of our lease-lend 
friends. We must, in fairness, do some 
forward t!linking in order that our own 
industries are not ruined in order to ful
fill the wishes of our lease-lend friends. 
If we continue to follow the footsteps of 
the past we will really harm the war 
effort. Hauling milk halfway across the 
State with its waste of tires and gas to 
make one dairy product is an example. 
The recent 0. P. A. order on cheese is 
most assuredly another. 

Fourth. Develop a more cooperative 
spirit between the Department of Agri
culture and the legislative committees of 
Congress and also a more cooperative 
spirit between the Secretary's office and 
the fa:rm organizations of our country. 
Within the past few days, we have had 
an example of bureaucrats' announce
ments of huge expenditures without evi
dent knowledge or consultation with the 
chairman of our Appropriations Com
mittee. 

Fifth. A greater use of the educational 
forces of our country could be realized. 
This will include our country and city 
schools, extension service, Coagts, Smith
Hughes teachers in high school, and boys 
and girls club work. There is an oppor
tunity to broaden the program with edu
cation from sources recognized as re
liable. 

Sixth. A little clearer understanding 
of the fact that we cannot have a control 
that prevents all possible production. 
For all many of these controls are sup
posed to be out for the duration, there 
are still many catches in most legisla
tion that do not make for 100-percent 
production. We cannot have our cake 
and eat it and we must control the con
trols so that they do not prevent the 
maximum production. There are many 
many examrles but the recent cheesa 
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order is sufficient. Were the men that 
milk the cows and make the product ever 
asked as to how the order would affect 
them? The 17 to 24 percent lower pro
duction may be part of the answer. 

I have endeavored to discuss this sub
ject fully from a factual standpoint and 
trust that the facts as presented may 
give you a picture of the dairy situation 
at this time, and I am sure you all know 
the clouds that are in the skies and want 
to do your part to continue the produc
tion of the greatest food known to man. 

CONCLUSION 

The demands of war may denude our 
forests and they may drain our mines of 
much of our precious metals but the land 
of our country will be the source of re
storing happiness and contentment to 
our people. No country in history has 
ever achieved greatness that did not have 
within its borders large areas of rich, 
productive, and fertile land. It bids well 
for the future that our country is blessed 
with large areas of this type of land. 
Though it may not be worth but 
$35,000,000,000 as it was on January 1, 
1940, it can, if properly handled, increase 
in productivity and be a source of pro
tection for our future generations. It 
can improve with time and this is most 
assuredly a source of comfort. Let us 
ask these fertile acres for abundance and 
ask of it the best crop in 1943 that we 
have ever witnessed. If these acres are 
to continue to furnish the food for our 
armed forces, for our allies, and for 
liberated peoples, all factors of produc
tion must have their merited considera
tion or we will not be helping these acres 
to fulfill their mission. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

· WooDRUFF] be permitted to extend his 
own remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein an article written by Mr. Pegler. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Nebraska? 

There was no objection? 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein certain excerpts and statements 
on three subjects. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HOEVEN] be permitted to 
extend his OWn remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

special order of the House, heretofore 
made, the Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. BRADLEY] for 
10 minutes. 

PROTECTION OF DOGS 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the 

RECORD and to include therein a letter 
from a constituent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, last Thursday afternoon I had 
the temerity to take up the time of this 
House to discuss a couple of pieces of 
legislation I introduced seeking the hu
mane protection of dogs. A few minutes 
after that, after I had left the floor, to 
enjoy my luncheon late in the afternoon 
with a couple of constitutents from my 
district, my good friend, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSON] took oc
casion to criticize me for having taken 
up that time of the House of Representa
tives. He made several rather caustic 
remarks which appear in the RECORD, 
and to which I take some exception. In 
the first place, I have a very high regard 
for the gentleman from Oklahoma, per
sonally. He has been very kind to me 
during my service il~ the House. He is a 
valuable member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and as such, as is true 
of every other member of that commit
tee, his time is very valuable. I have a 
very warm political friendship for the 
gentleman because I owe him a debt of 
gratitude. Back in 1940 when I was cam
paigning for reelection, it was reported 
to me that the gentleman from Okla
homa had been detailed to my congres
sional district, among others, to bring 
about my defeat. I am glad to see the 
gentleman here this afternoon, because 
our paths have not crossed since he came 
to Cheboygan to help defeat me. Up un
til that time I had never been able to 
carry Cheboygan County, but I did that 
year, and in the last election I carried it 
by twice the majority I did before. 

But I do not want to take up much of 
the time of this House today. It is late, 
and we have heard some very interesting 
things here on the floor this afternoon. 
I do not want to take up too much time 
discussing dogs, but I do point out to the 
gentleman that while he censored me for 
taking up the time of the House, it was 
after the distinguished majority leader 
had asked unanimous consent and had 
received unanimous consent for this 
House to take a 3-day ·vacation. There
fore I think I might be pardoned for 
taking up 10 minutes of that time in the 
manner in which I did, and I may say 
that during the ensuing 3-day vacation, 
and despite the bad weather, I have not 
been entirely idle, nor have I been spend
ing my time on dogs. It so happened on 
Friday afternoon that a newspaper pho
tographer called at my office and asked 
to be permitted to take a picture of my
self and my dog. I hold that picture 
before you right now. Some time later 
this same gentleman called back and 
asked if I would permit him to take an
other picture, because the omce of War 
Information would not permit any pic
ture to be published showing snow on the 
ground in the Capital; that that is a 
very serious thing, notwithstanding the 
fact that every daily newspaper through
out the city . for days has been broad
casting comment on the weather condi
tions in the Nation's Capital. They were 
commenting upon the fact that we were 

enjoying the worst storm that we had 
had for years. 

Now, during the very time that this 
picture was being taken, a pilot was ap .. 
proaching one of the surrounding air .. 
ports of Washington, flying a very hot 
plane, and one of these pursuit ships is 
worth about $150,000-though a fighting 
plane cannot be measured in terms of 
dollars-he was approaching one of 
these airports and he sought to learn 
the weather conditions on the ground. 
He wanted to find out whether there was 
any snow on the airport. He was not 
permitted to have that particular in
formation as to the conditions on the 
ground, with the result that when he 
brought in this super hot plane he nosed 
over and smashed it up. I suggest to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma that the 
Committee on Appropriations might 
carefully consider many such similar 
wastes of the taxpayer's money as that, 
and among other waste of the taxpayer's 
money, this morning, just this morning, 
right before my eyes, and within a block 
of where I stood, on one of the ·nearby 
airports in Washington I saw another 
crew bring in a bomber that I was told 
cost about $250,000, and they attempted 
to land that bomber on one of these 
particular airways, still covered with 
snow, on which not a plow has been put 
since the storm started last Friday. On 
an airport charged, among other things, 
with the defense of this Capital. Prob .. 
ably because of the fact that the man 
could not see the number on the par
ticular runway that he had been told 
that he must use to come in, he at .. 
tempted to make a down-wind landing. 
I saw that airplane completely destroyed 
right before my eyes, due to a mistaken 
bit of judgment perhaps on the part of 
the pilot or a misunderstanding of the 
signals. Those things are serious. We 
cannot judge the value of an airplane 
in terms of dollars and cents, but we 
can judge the fact that that fighter 
plan, that bomber, because of some 
mistaken ideas or instructions is at pres
ent permanently out of the war picture. 

I might suggest to the gentleman on 
the Appropriations Committee that he 
might seek a reduction in the appropri
ation for some of these various New Deal 
agencies and bureaus that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. DIES] mentioned in his 
admirable address a few minutes ago. 

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

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. I was present when the 

gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHN
soN] made his statement with reference 
to the gentleman from Michigan. If I 
understood him correctly, he said it was 
because of the interest shown in such 
subjects as dogs that the public esteem 
for Congressmen and for Congress gen
erally had fallen so low. I hardly think 
that is true, and I would like to make 
this observation: That it was the voting 
away repeatedly of the powers and pre
rogatives of this Congress to other agen
cies that caused the American people to 
look with disfavor upon Congress and 
not because some of them happened to 
be lovers of dogs. 
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Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I thank 

the gentleman for his observation, and 
I may say that in the several hundred 
letters I have received since I took up 
the time of the House last Thursday, 
I have been rather roundly applauded 
for the fact that somebody took an in
terest in dogs even under present cir
cumstances. One man said that in this 
cockeyed world thank God somebody had 
time for the most sensible animal that 
we have in the world today, the dog. 

But I wanted to make this further 
observation to the gentleman from Okla
homa. I suggest that the Appropriations 
Committee drastically limit the funds 
which have been assigned to the Farm 
Security Administration. Let me tell 
you what they are doing up in my dis
trict, which goes right back to Cheboygan 

·county again. Government bureau-
crats, to which the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. DIEs] referred, have been 
going around that district drumming 
up a farmers' cooperative association 
among the farmers of that district. 
There are three bureau chiefs in Che
boygan County that have been organiz
ing this farmers' cooperative. They said 
originally it was to be a cooperative 
simply to warehouse and dispose of their 
farm produce in that area. The farmers 
have been asked tt> buy shares of stock 
or bonds in the organization, with a 
$10 contribution. Then they announced, 
after they had organized, that they were 
going into a general merchandising busi
ness of all descriptions, competing with 
practically all the merchants in Cheboy
gan County. They are getting their 
working capital for that project from the 
Farm Security Administration. I have 
a petition, signed by practically every 
merchant in Cheboygan, asking why 
Congress does not wake up and put a 
stop to such practice on the part of 
these Federal bureaucrats. Here we 
have men sweating blood night and day 
figuring out how they can meet their 
pay rolls, how they can buy War bonds 
and War stamps, and so on, yet we have 
the Federal Government bureaucrats 
running around deliberately subsidizing 
farmers' cooperatives in order to put 
these same individuals out of business. 

I would suggest that perhaps the Ap
propriations Committee, in its wisdom, 
might find out that they can considerably 
reduce the appropriation for the Fed
eral Communications Commission. I 
have always understood it to be· against 
the regulations of the Federal Communi
cations Commission for anybody to swear 
over the radio. Yet last night if you 
heard Walter Winchell, he said your con
stituents and my constituents who voted 
to return any of the pre-Pearl Harbor 
isolationists last fall "were plain damn 
fools." How much longer are you going 
to permit this man Winchell to get away 
with that stuff and violate the regulations 
of the Federal Communications Commis
sion, with impunity? 

Those are some of the suggestions I 
want to make at this time. There are 
some others. There are some splendid 
sl,lggestions in this letter which I will in
clude at this point in the RECORD, which 

I received from the editor of a small 
weekly paper in my district, a paper pub
lished in Gaylord, Mich. It is as follows: 

GAYLORD PRINTING Co., 
Gaylord, Mich., January 23, 1943. 

Hon. FRED BRADLEY, 
House Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR FRED: Your letter regarding the out

come of your interview with Major Canning, 
re the removal of the Ordnance Service Com
mand repair shop here, received, and person
ally, as well as for the Veterans of Foreign 
wars, want to thank you for prompt action. 

We did not hold out much hope of retain
ing the present set-up, or expect another 
group to come in. Our purpose was to ac
quaint you with the situation here in the 
hope that being cognizant with the situation, 
its central location, advantages of rail and 
road transportation, and a general under
standing of the situation not only Gaylord, 
but other small towns within your district, 
are faced with. 

Our ability to buy stamps and bonds is nec
essarily greatly curtailed as well as our gen
eral business, which is going to materially 
reduce our effort to do our civilian job of 
helping win the war, and Fred, we are con
secrated to that big job. Our sons and 
brothers and fathers, and our sisters too, are 
in there pitching. In a small community 
you know everyone. And when one is called, 
it is a personal loss to the rest of us as 
individuals. 

It is disgusting to hear official Washington 
talk about our lack of war consciousness. 
They don't know anything about it. We in 
these small communities are cutting out, 
voluntarily, many items that have been re
garded as necessities, because we want our 
boys and girls on the front, to have them 
or other things to make their jobs easier. 

We do not spend for pleasures, consciously 
remembering that when we have a desire for 
a soda, a dinner party, a show, and so forth, 
that if we do not go, or do what we have in 
mind, we will be able to put that much more 
money in stamps and bonds. 

We have cut down in employment, and are 
working longer and harder hours, so that it 
will release more for the armed forces and 
defense plants, and provide more money for 
bonds. We are getting along without many 
essential things in our businesses because by 
not getting them it will release that much 
more to the war effort. 

Is official Washington doing as much? 
We are in this fight with all we have. We 

kick and complain, not because we must get 
along without some things, but because all 
vre get from Washington is free advice as to 
what we should do, then the next day read 
of where Washington has done this or that 
which retards, rather than advances our war 
aims. 

Our Government is making us all very 
socialistic minded, and this will undermine 
our so-called democracy unless there are some 
changes. We don't want it, as a people, but 
it is being forced upon us, and before the 
threat of losing our individuality, so apparent 
in all the actions of Washington in the past 
few years, Mr. John Q . Public is going to use 
his franchise to defeat bureaucracy, and this 
spells defeat to democracy. 

But enough of that, so referring back to 
our subject. 

It is our hope that with the knowledge you 
now have of our situation, you will use your 
good offices in watching developments so that 
if anything breaks you have the information 
that may make it possible for you to assist 
us in making use of the fine buildings that 
Will soon be idle, and which are surely needed 
for some type of war or peace work. 

With every best wish for your success, and 
again thanking you in the name of the 

Veterans of Foreign Wars, and the people of 
Gaylord and Otsego County, I am 

Very truly yours, 
PAUL MACDONALD. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Speaker, I would not ask for the in
dulgence of the House for this brief 
time at so late an hour had the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. BRADLEY], who 
has just addressed the House, not taken 
so serious exceptions to remarks made 
by me a few days ago, with reference 
to his proposed dog-security legislation. 
The gentleman reminds me that I spoke 
in one of the splendid cities of his dis
trict during the campaign of 1940. I am 
sorry if my appearance in Michigan 
offended him. The people of Michigan 
were very kind, courteous, and hospitable 
to me then. I did not criticize the gen
tleman in his own district merely be
cause I do not agree with him politically. 
Incidentally, I spoke in 15 other States 
of the Union during that memorable 
camp,aign and I am glad to say I did not 
say an unkind word personally against 
any sitting Member of Congress. 

I want to assure the gentleman from 
Michigan that I certainly hold no ill will 
toward him. He as a very a:ffatb gen
tleman and I have a high regard for him 
personally. Nothing that I said on the 
floor of the House could possible be con
strued as reft'ecting on his character, 
integrity, or reputation as a gentleman. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield, 
gladly. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. One re
mark to which I took exception was the 
suggestion of the gentleman that if I 
sought the protection of dogs I should 
go to the city council. Now, what is the 
city council of Washington if it is not the 
District of Columbia Committee? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I would 
say to the gentleman that had he gone 
before the District of Columbia Com
mittee it would in my judgment have 
been a little more in keeping with the 
dignity of this House rather than to in
troduce a couple of bills that seem to 
me more for the mutual welfare of dogs 
of the District of Columbia and the 
United States than for the protection of 
the public. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I shall 
be pleased to again yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I may 
say to the gentleman that I discussed 
the matter in advance with the chair
man of the committee and several other 
members, and with the corporation 
counsel, and that they had advised me 
to introduce a bill. 

: : ; !_ ' •• ~ \ \ \ \ \ ' ·. '.\ \ 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Very 

well. That may be sufficient explanation 
to the gentleman's constituents for hav
ing- introduced the dog legislation in 
question in the Congress of the United 
States, but frankly, I am afraid the cor
poration counsel and others have gotten 
my friend out on the proverbial limb. 

Today the esteemed gentleman from 
Michigan, who spent his entire 10 min
utes last week talking about dogs in 
general and his own dog in particular, 
side-steps the issue to discuss airports, 
airplanes, the Dies committee, and the 
splendid speech of the gentleman from 
Texas today, with whom few Members 
of this House could possibly disagree, 
and the fact that undesirable bureau
crats have infested some of the depart
ments of Government. Permit me to 
compliment the gentleman on his speech 
today. I must say in all frankness, it 
was much more statesmanlike and con
structive than his address of last week 
for the uplift of dogdom. 

Can it be possible, however, that the 
gentleman would like for the Congress 
and his consiiituents to forget about his 
speech on canine activities and the se
curity of dogs by side-stepping the issue? 
After all this little friendly argument 
started when the gentleman introduced 
his two bills for the relief of dogs, rather 
than for the relief of the public. 

In my previous remarks I ·did not criti
cize the gentleman's bill at all. I did not 
read the bill at that time and I would 
not wish to embarrass the gentleman by 
reading all of it into the RECORD now, but 
I have one of the gentleman's bills here, 
and I am sure he would like for me 
to call special attention to some of 
its provisions. I see that there are three 
provisions in his bill. Provision No. 1 
makes it a crime, punishable by 30 days 
in jail or a fine of $100 or both, to injure 
a dog. But the gentleman's bill is 
strangely silent with reference to protec
tion for the man, woman, boy, or girl 
who might be injured by a vicious dog. 
As I walked nearly a mile through the 
snow this morning to catch a bus to come 
to the Capitol there were three large, 
vicious dogs that ran for a block after, 
and almost attacked, a little girl. A very 
elderly lady came along. The same dogs 
followed her for a block. Under the 
provisions of the gentleman's bill, had 
anyone taken a. club and clubbed one of 
those vicious dogs, unless he immedi
ately reported it to the police, they would 
be a criminal and be liable to 30 days in 
jail or ~100 fine or both for kicking a 
dog that might bite a child. After all 
there are a few bad, vicious dangerous 
dogs as well as a lot of good faithful ones. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. There 
are laws on the statute books at the 
present time that provide for the legal 
relief of those people. The owners of 
the dogs are criminally liable if they let 
such dogs run loose. The gentleman 
knows that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. But the 
point is there are too many such vicious 
dogs running loose here, but apparently 
the gentleman is not as deeply concerned 
about them as he is about protecting the 
dogs of the District and Nation, judging 
from his pet bills. Under the provi~ions 

of the gentleman's bill, if a stray dog 
should come to your house, whether or 
not you have a telephone--and there are 
thousands of good people who have no 
telephones in Washington-you would be 
liable if you did not call up the dog 
catcher and report it, did not give the 
number of the dog's tag or whatever 
identification there was on him, if there 
were any-you would be made a criminal 
under the provisions of the gentleman's 
bill. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Within 
48 hours. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Within 
48 hours. Even then you would have to 
have a telephone. A young man came to 
my office this afternoon and said he had 
been trying to get a telephone for 6 
months, but had been unable to get one. 
Now, I submit that is going pretty far, 
and I again respectfully suggest that it 
is beneath the dignity of this House to 
discuss, much less seriously consider, 
such an absurd proposal. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. BR .. \DLEY of Michigan. The gen

tleman knows what the practice is today 
right in the District of Columbia: People 
will call up the poundmaster and say, 
"Have you had a call for a brown and 
white dog about 14 inches high?" 

"Who is calling?" 
"It is none of your business. Have you 

had a call for such a dog?" 
Many dogs are stolen that way. The 

gentleman knows that. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, I 

must confess that I am not familiar with 
what the public says to the dog catcher 
over the telephone. But the gentleman 
also knows that I made it plain in my 
first brief remarks that I am fond of 
good, faithful dogs. As I stated hereto
fore, my own little boy has a dog that he 
loves very much. But let me again re
spectfully suggest that there are far 
greater issues here than the protec
tion of dogs, good, bad, or indifferent. 
Every day we are reminded that there is 
a real crime wave in Washington. The 
police and the F. B. I. are overworked 
here in our Capital City. Last night a 
man was murdered with a few blocks of 
this Capitol Building. With the F. B. I. 
and the police undermanned and begging 
for additional help to enforce the law and 
run down saboteurs, then the gentleman 
would not seriously contend that Con
gress should make them dog catchers. 

Moreover, there are some fine boys 
from Michigan and other States who are 
fighting for this country, for what we like 
to call the American way of life. The 
present world situation is entirely too 
serious for Congress to "fiddle while 
Rome burns" by going off on little side 
issues. 

This is a war Congress, not a dog 
Congress nor a canine show. Let's not 
have it said of us that we got there too 
late with too little. 

So much for the gentleman's pro
posed dog legislation that the Corpora
tion Council or someone suggested he 
introduce. Now the gentleman comes 
along and offers some very appropriate 
suggestions with reference to some 

things that he thinks the Appropria
tions Committee ought to do. As a 
member of that committee and as chair
man of the subcommittee of that com
mittee, I welcome his valuable sugges
tions and I am willing to discuss them 
for a moment in order to help the gen
tlemen get from off that limb with as 
little damage as possible.· Concerning 
the gentleman's suggestion that all ap
propriations be cut, I will say that even 
though the Interior Department is more 
closely connected with the war effort 
save and except the War and Navy 
Departments, that last year I brought 
that bill to the floor of the House, re
duced more than $18,000,000 below the 
budget estimates after the Secretary of 
the Interior had voluntarily cut his own 
department $10,000,000 below the esti
mates submitted by the Bureau of the 
Budget. I feel that I can say with all 
modesty that is a record for which my 
committee has a just reason to be proud. 
May I also add in that connection that 
early in our hearings a year ago, we in
quired of the Secretary's office about the 
alleged subversi've activities, or activities 
of any other crackpots that might be in 
that departmunt. Our committee was 
assured by officials in position to speak 
with authority, that the . F. B. I. had 
combed the Department of the Interior, 
as it were, with tt. fine comb and that any
one even suspected of advocating the 
overthrow of the Government by force, 
had been weeded out by that depart
ment. I can assure the gentleman that 
no money in any of the appropriation 
bills will become avail't!ble if I can pre
vent it, by any bureaucrat who would 
bite the hand that is feeding him and 
who advocates the overthrow, by force, 
of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for 2 additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, [Mr. JoHNSON]? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would like to asK: 
the gentleman if he is suggesting that 
when the gentleman from Michigan 
showed interest in a local matter or 
local ordinance in the city of Washing
ton relating to dogs he was neglecting 
the welfare of the men and women of 
the armed forces from the State of 
Michigan? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I am 
giving the facts as I see them. I am 
casting no insinuations. The record will 
show whether or not the gentleman from 
Michigan has expressed the same in
terest in the human beings of his district 
as he has in the dogs of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. The 
voters of my district seemed to think 
that I showed enough interest in them to 
be reelected, and also in the boys in the 
armed forces from the State of Michigan, 
and I yield nothing to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma in reference to my votes 
for the war effort. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, I 
am glad to hear the gentleman say that. 
Again I suggest that the record speaks 
for itself. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like an answer. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. If the 

gentleman wants to make a speech, he 
can make it. 

Mr. CURTIS. No. I am asking the 
gentleman a question and I am trying 
to get an answer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I will 
answer it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to know if 
the gentleman feels that the gentleman 
from Michigan has neglected his duties, 
or did he have some other reason for 
making answer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Oh, the 
gentleman is attempting to side-step the 
issue. But again I desire to make it very 
plain that I have no ill will toward the 
gentleman from Michigan, and that I 
have a very high regard for him person
ally. Let us not befuddle the issue. I 
did not start this dog business. If it 
has embarrassed the gentleman, I submit 
in all candor that is not my fault. I 
again say that the legislation proposed 
by the gentleman, important that it evi
dently appears to him, might wait until 
after the end of this terrible war which 
is going to settle the future of this gen
eration and generations yet unborn. 
HAS CONGRESS VOTED AWAY ITS POWERS 

AND PREROGATIVES? 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. PATMAN]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope 

the gentleman from Nebraska does not 
leave because I want to make a sugges
tion about a statement that has often 
been made about Congress voting away 
its powers and prerogatives. I wonder if 
the Congress has been voting away its 
powers and prerogatives? 

Under the Constitution of the United 
States the Congress has the lawmaking 
power. We make the laws. We do not 
execute the laws. Obviously, we must 
leave the execution of the laws to the 
Executive. Under the Constitution the 
executive department of the Government 
executes the laws. 

This being true, it is within our rights 
and it is our duty to pass the laws and 
leave the execution of the laws up to 
the President. I know there have been 
many mistakes made in the execution of 
the laws that have been passed by the 
Congress. I think though the people 
keep in mind-! am sure we do as we are 
elected by the people of our respective 
districts and States to serve in the House 
and Senate-that the President of the 
United States is also elected by the people 
of this Nation for the purpose of execut
ing the laws that we pass. 

Obviously the President himself can
not execute all these laws. He must 
delegate this power to others, and if he 
delegates the power to someone who is 
not a good administrator, it is true that 
the Congress is criticized, and if the 
Congress should be criticized, well and 
good. But should the Congress be 
criticized because some poor adminis
trator is selected? I know that in the 
case of a war like we are in now, with a 

huge program involving tens of billions 
of dollars a year, mistakes will be made, 
and serious mistakes will be made. I 
think the people expect mistakes to be 
made. I am sure that the Congress ex
pects the Executive to make a reason
able number of mistakes. But I feel that 
the Congress has the right to expect and 
the people have the right to expect that 
those mistakes will be quickly corrected 
when discovered. 
· Congress has been blamed for the poor 

administration of the price-control law. 
Our critics doubtless favor such a law in 
order to prevent runaway prices and in
flation. What they object to is the man
ner of its enforcement, which is some
thing over which we do not have control. 

I think the greatest criticism that has 
come to the administrators in the execu
tive department recently has been be
cause of their failure to correct their 
mistakes quickly. I do not think Con
gress should assume all the responsibil
ity, because we merely pass the laws; we 
do not execute them. I seriously invite 
that to the attention of the gentleman 
and others for consideration, because, as 
we have our duty and responsibility, so 
the Executive has a duty and responsi
bility. It is our duty to work with the 
executive department as much as we 
can. If a law is not properly adminis-

. tered, I think Congress should deal with 
it not by putting somebody out of of
fice-because Congress does not have 
the power to put him out of office :in the 
absence of grounds for impeachment 
and did not have the power to appoint 
him in the first place-but by either n
pealing the law or changing the law by 
amendment. To that e~~tent only our 
power is granted to us under the Con
stitution. 

M'r. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. CURTIS. I cannot quarrel with 
what the gentleman says. I am very 
much in accord with his statement that 
the Congress suffers because of the sins 
and errors of the administrative branch. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I sug
gest that the gentleman from Texas read 
in tomorrow's RECORD the remarks of 
one of his colleagues from Texas, be
cause I am sure they will show that if 
anyone in this House is a little bit criti
cal of the things that have happened, 
tha'j criticism comes from the gentle
man's side of the House. 

May I further say to my colleague 'that 
I agree with what he has said because 
many of our troubles are our own 
troubles. We passed the price-control 
bill but voted against the Wolcott 
amendment, which would have ironed 
out a lot of the kinks in the price-control 
bill. 

Mr. PATMAN. I thoroughly agree 
with the gentleman that mistakes have 
been made. The criticism I have of those 
administrators is that they have not 
quickly corrected those mistakes when 
discovered, I know some of the errors 

of these administrators have remained 
uncorrected, and I regret that very 
much. In a huge program such .as we 
have now under way, certainly a num
ber of mistakes will be made; but let us 
hope they will be reduced to a minimum 
and quickly corrected when discovered. 

The main point I want to make is, Why 
should we say we are voting a way our 
powers and prerogatives? I do not agree 
with that statement at all. We are 
merely passing the laws. It is not with
in our power to enforce them. The criti
cism comes from enforcement of the 
laws, but it is not our power to enforce 
them, and we cannot enforce them. So, 
why say we are voting away our powers 
and prerogatives? 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that tomorrow, at 
the conclusion of the legislative program 
of the day and following any special 
orders heretofore entered, the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HoFFMAN] be per- . 
mitted to address the House for 10 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE COAST 

GUARD ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following communi
cation: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

· COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT 

The SPEAKER, 

MARINE AND FISHERIES, 
January 27, 1943. 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SAM: Pursuant to the act of April 16, 
1937, as amended (Public, No. 38, 75th Cong., 
1st sess.), I have appointed the following 
members of the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries to serve as members of 
the Board of Visitors to the United States 
Coast Guard Academy for the year 1943: Han. 
HERBERT C. BONNER, Han. JAMES DOMENGEAUX, 
Han. JosEPH J. O'BRmN. 

As chairman of the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I am author
ized to serve as an ex-officio member of the 
Board. 

I notice in the RECORD that you have ap
pointed Mr. FoRAND and Mr. STEFAN. 

With kindest personal regards, I am, 
Yours very sincerely, 

S. 0. BLAND, Chairman. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

A concurrent resolution of the Senate 
of the following title was taken from the 
Speaker's table and, under the rule, 
referred as follows: 

S. Con. Res. 5. Concurrent resolution ex
pressing to the National Assembly and peopla 
of the Republic of Panama appreciation of 
their friendship for the United States; to tha 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues
day, February 2, 1943, at 12 o'clock noon. 
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COMMI'ITEE HEARINGS 

COMMIT'.l'EE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' 
LEGISLATION 

The Committee on World War Vet
erans' Legislation will meet at 10 a. m. 
Tuesday, February 2, 1943, in room 356, 
House Office Building. 

COMMITI'EE ON lMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION 

There will be an organization meet
ing of the committee at 10:30 a. m. on 
Wednesday, February 3, 1943. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce at 10 a. m. Tuesday, February 2, 
1943. Business to be considered: Hear
ing on H. li. 1012, "To amend the Civil 
Aeronautics Act of 1938, as amended, and 
for other purposes." 

There will be a meeting of a subcom
mittee of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce at 10 a.m. Fri
day, February 5, 1943. Business to be 
considered: Hearing on H. R. 649, "For 
the organization and functions of the 
Public Health Service." 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

109. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple
mental estimates of appropriations !or the 
Office of Education, Federal Security Agency, 
for the fiscal year 1943, amounting to $13,-
182,000 (H. Doc. No. 59); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

110. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for the Ex
ecutive Office of the President, Oftlce for Em
ergency Management, War Manpower Com
mission, for the fiscal year 1943, amounting 
to $2,4M,OOO (H. Doc. No. 60); to the Commit
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

111. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed provision pertaining to exist
Ing appropriations for the General Account
ing Oftlce for the fiscal year 1943 (H. Doc. 
No. 61); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

112. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple
mental estimates of appropriations for the 
Treasury Department for the fiscal year 1943 
amounting to $9,242,200 (H. Doc. No. 62); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

113. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting deficiency 
estimates of appropriations of $427,096 for 
the fiscal year 1940 and 1942, and supple
mental estimates of appropriations of $470,
ooo for the fiscal year 1943, in all $897,096, for 
the Post Ofilce Department (H. Doc. No. 
63); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

114. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a sup
plemental estimate of appropriation for the 
Conciliation Service, Department of Labor, 
for the fiscal year 1943 in the amount Of 
$425,000 (H. Doc. No. 64); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

115. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple-

mental estimate of appropriation for the Se
lective Service System, War Manpower Com
mission, for the fiscal year 1943 in the amount 
of $21,160,000 (H. Doc. No. 65); to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

116. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple
mental estimates of appropriations for the 
Department of State !or the fiscal year 1943, 
amounting to $770,000 (H. Doc. No. 66); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

117. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for the Na
tional Resources Planning Board, Executive 
Oftlce of the President, for the fiscal year 1943, 
amounting to $200,000 (H. Doc. No. 67); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
t'1 be printed. 

118. A communication from the President 
of the United States transmitting supple
mental estimates of appropriations for the 
Federal Security Agency amounting to $787,-
400, together with a draft of a proposed pro
vision pertaining to an existing appropria
tion for said Agency, all for the fiscal year 
1943 (H. Doc. No. 68); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

119. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for travel
ing expenses for the Department of Labor for 
the fiscal year 1943 in the amount of $175,000 
(H. Doc. No. 69: ; to the Committee on Ap
propriatlons and ordered to be printed. 

120. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a draft of 
a proposed provision pertaining to an exist
ing appropriation for the Oftlce for Emer
gency Mana~ement, War Relocation Author
ity (H. Doc. No. 70); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

121. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple
mental estimates of appropriations for the 
United States Employees' Compensation Com
mission for the fiscal year 1943 amounting to 
$1,437,000 (H. Doc. No. 71); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

122. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple
mental estimates of appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1943 amounting to $7,997,000 for 
the Department of Justice (H. Doc. No. 72); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered ·to be printed. 

123. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of approp.-iations for the 
legislative establishment, United States Sen
ate, for the fiscal year 1943, amounting to 
$200,000 (H. Doc. No. 73); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

124. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for the leg
islative establishment, House of Representa
tives for the fiscal year 1943 amounting to 
$250,000 (H. Doc. No. 74); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

125. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting three sup
plemental estimates of appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1943 for the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics, amounting to 
$5,494,000 (H. Doc. No. 75); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

126. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple
mental and deficiency estimates of appropria
tions for the Department of the Interior for 
1943 and prior fiscal years, amounting to 
~682,100 (H. Doc. No. 76) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

127. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting three sup
plemental estimates of appropriations, total
ing $5,730,300, tor the Department of Agri-

culture for the fiscal year 1943 (H. Do~ . No. 
77); to the Committee on Appropriations 
aJ;J.d ordered to be printed. 

128. A letter from the president of the 
Capital Transit Co., transmitting report cov
ering the operations of the Capital Transit 
Co. for .the calendar year 1942; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

129. A letter from the Secret ary of Com
merce, transmitting report of funds received 
by Bureau of Census to defray cost of special 
statistical studies, compilations, etc., cover
ing the period from Janua1·y 1 to December 
31, 1942; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Executive Departments. 

130. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a list of papers 
!or disposal by certain egencies of the Fad
era! Government; to the Committee on the 
Disposition of Executive Papers. 

131. A letter from the Attorney General of 
the United States, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill to establish official checking 
accounts with the Treasurer of the United 
States for clerks of the United States courts 
and United States marshals; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

132. A letter !1·om .tbe Chairman, Board of 
Investigation and Research, transmitting a 
letter that its report for the period ended 
September 18, 1942, was delayed and the re
port will be filed not later than April 1, 1943; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

133. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy. transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to authorize the Secretary of the. Navy to 
grant to the city of San Diego for street pur
poses a parcel of land situated in the city of 
San Diego and State of California; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

134. A letter from the president, Potomac 
Electric Power Co., transmitting the report of 
the Potomac Electric Power Co. for the year 
ended December 31, 1942; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

135. A letter from the president, Washing
ton Gas Light Co., transmitting a detailed 
statement of the business of the Washington 
Gas Light Co., together with a list of stock
holders, for the year ended December 31, 
1942; to the Committee on the Dis..-rict of 
Columbia. 

136. A letter from the president, Washing
ton Railway & Electric Co., transmitting a 
report of the Washington Railway & Electric 
Co. for the year ended December 31, 1942; to 
the Committee on the District uf Columbia. 

137. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
authorize the appointment of court reporters 
in the district courts of the United States; 
to fix their duties; to provide for their com
pensation; and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on Ir
rigation and Reclamation. H. R. 839. A bill 
to amend the act approved May 27, 1937 {ch. 
269, 50 Stat. 208), by providing substitute 
and ad~tional authority for the prevention 
of speculation in lands of the Columbia Basin 
project, and substitute and additional au
thority related to the settlement and develop
ment of the project, and for other purposes; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 67). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DELANEY: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 87. Resolution providing for the 
consideration of H. R. 1446, a bill authorizing 
appropriations for the United States Navy 
tor additional ship-repair facilities, and for 
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other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 
68). Referred to the House Calendar . . 

Mr. BULWINKLE: Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. S. 158. An act to 
amend the Communications Act of 1934, as· 
amended, to permit consolidations and mer
gers of domestic telegraph carriers, and for 
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 
69). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN: Committee 
on Agriculture. H. R. 702. A bill to permit 
the prepayment of the purchase price of cer
tain housing sold to individuals by the Farm 
Security Administration, and for other pur
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 78). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FULMER. Committee on Agriculture. 
House Joint Resolution 75. Joint resolution 
to provide for the training of nonfarm youth 
for farm labor, and for other purposes; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 79). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LANHAM: Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds. H. R. 1294. A bill to 
authorize the sale or transfer of property 
belonging to the Government for other pur
poses; with amendment (Rept. No. 80). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
. BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. PITTENGER: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 535. A b111. for the relief of Donna 
Pittel; with amendment (Rept. No. 70). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JE!II""NINGS: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 575. A bill for the relief of Peter Cuccio, 
and Jasper and Pauline Cuccio, minors; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 71). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JENNINGS: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 598. A bill for the relief of Thelma 
Cannon McGroary; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 72). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. JENNINGS: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 637. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Eliza 
Ward; with amendment (Rept. No. 73). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 1098. A bill for the relief of El Pasd 
Electric Co.; with amendment (Rept. No. 74). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 1153. A bill for the relief of Cordie Un
derwood and Wilbur Kea; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 75). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. PITTENGER: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 1276. A bill for the relief of Raymond 
w. Baldwin and Mattie Baldwin; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 76). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. McGEHEE: Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 1538. A bill to provide for the reim
bursement of certain Navy personnel for per
sonal property lost as the result of the dis
aster at the East Base, Antarctica, on March 
21, 1941; without amendment (Rept. No. 77). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Com
mittee on Pensions was discharged from 
the consideration o:f the bill <H. R. 265) 

granting a pension to Mrs. Dorothy Mur
phy, 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 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FORAND: 
H. R. 1604. A bill to authorize the erection 

of the United States veterans' hospital in 
the State of Rhode Island; to the Commit
tee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. FULMER: · 
H. R.1605. A bill to amend the Agricul

tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
with respect to farm-acreage allotments, the 
farm marketing excess of wheat, the use of 
excess-com as silage for feed to livestock on 
the farm, to provide for the adequate sup
ply of peanuts for oil and other uses, and 
for other purposes; •to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: . 
H. R. 1606. A bill to provide that service 

subsequent to July 25, 1918, in respect of the 
management, operation, and maintenance 
of the Cape Cod Canal shall be included in 
computing length of service for purposes of 
the Civil Service Retirement Act of May 
29, 1930; to the Committtee on the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. LESINSKI: 
H. R.1607. A bill to provide for the admis

sion to the United States of alien Chinese 
wives of American citizens who are admis
sible under the provisions of the immigra
tion laws other than those authorizing ex
clusion on grounds of race or birth in a 
defined geographical area; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: . 
H. R. 1608 (by request). A bill conferring 

jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims with 
right of Appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States to hear, examine, adjudi
cate, and enter judgment in all claims which 
the Miami Indians of Indiana had and have 
against the United States under treaty of 
June 5, 1854, ratified August 4, 1854 ( 10 
Stat. L. 1093), and as to lineal descendants, 
or issues of said Miami Indians, pursuant to 
said treaty of June 5, 1854, and so forth 
ratified and promulgated August 4, 1854; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MUNDT: 
H. R.1609. A bill to amend the Farm Credit 

Act of 1933, as amended, to improv~ and safe
guard the financial integrity of the Farm 
Credit Administration by effecting a better 
coordination of Federal lending and market
ing activities; to provide a permanent for
mula for arriving at parity prices for farm 
commodities; to provide for the general wel
fare of the people of the United States by es
tablishing the means to stabilize the pur
chasing power of money, to protect them and 
their property from the recurring evils of in
flation and deflation and to promote the 
greatest normal exchange of goods and serv
ices among themselves and with the citizens 
of other nations, and for oth~r purposes; to 
the Committee on A~riculture. 

By Mr. O'LEARY: 
H. R. 1610. A bill to amend the Budget and 

Accounting Act, 1921; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: 
H. R.1611. A bill to authorize the Recon

struction Finance Corporation to issue notes, 
bonds, and debentures in the sum of $5,000,-
000,000 in excess of existing authority; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: 
H. R. 1612. A bill to extend the terms of 

judges of the district courts in Alaska, Hawaii. 

and the Virgin Islands to 8 years; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANGELL: 
H. R.1613. A bill to amend Veterans Regu

lation No. 10 as amended; to the Committee 
on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. BREHM: 
H. R. 1614. A bill to amend sections 72 and 

85 of the Printing Act of January 12, 1895, 
as amended so as to deny Members of Con
gress, and ~ertain other officers, after their 
respective terms of office have expired, the 
right to dispose of public documents and t?e 
use of the franking privilege; to the Commit
_ tee on Printing. 

By Mr. DIRKSEN: 
H. R. 1615. A bill to extend for 3 years the 

period during which the President may enter 
into foreign-trade agreements under section 
350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFITHS: 
H. R. 1616. A bill to amend the Coast Guard 

Auxiliary and Reserve Act of 1941, as ame~d
ed; to the Committee on the Merchant Marme 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: 
H. R. 1617. A bill to restore certain disabled 

veterans of the Regular Establishment who 
were disabled in line of duty to pension 
roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: 
H. R. 1618. A bill to provide for the pay

ment of pensions to widows of recipients of 
the Congressional Medal of Honor; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITTENGER: 
H. R. 1619. A bill to provide for the appoint

ment of an additional district judge for the 
district of Minnesota; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 
H. R. 1620 (by request). A bill to grant 

civil-service preference to wives and widows 
of certain veterans; to the Committee on the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 
H. R. 1621. A bill to promote sustained

yield forest management in order thereby 
(a) to stabilize communities, forest indus
tries, employment, and taxable forest wealth; 
(b) to assure a continuous and ample supply 
of forest products; and (c) to secure the 
benefits of forests in regulation of water sup
ply and stream flow, prevention of soil ero
sion, amelioration of climate, and preserva
tion of wildlife; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

.By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: 
H. R. 1622. A bill to provide for a general 

term of the District Court for the District 
of Alaska at Anchorage, Alaska; to the Com
mitteE' on the Judiciary. 

H. R.1623. A bill to amend an act entitled 
"An act to provide fees to be charged by clerks 
of the district courts of the United States," 
approved February 11, 1925 (43 Stat. 857), 

. as amended (28 U.S. C., sees. 548-555); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANZANDT: 
H. R. 1624. A bill authorizing the President 

of the United States of America to proclaim 
October 11, 1943, General Pulaski's Memorial 
Day for the observance and commemoration 
of the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEA: 
H. R. 1625. A bill to aid small independent 

business of the country by the collection and 
dissemination of knowledge of business 
management and its application to specific 
problems and opportunities, that the Amer
ican system of free enterprise may be 
strengthened and that individual small busi
ness may be continued at a profit both to the 
businessman and the community; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 
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H. R..1647. A hill conferning jurisdiction 

upon the District Court of the United States 
for the Northern District of Califonnia, 
Northern Division, to hear, determine, .and 
render Judgment upon the ..claims of all 
persons for .reimbursement for damages and 
losses sustained as a result of a ·flood which 
occurred in December 1937, in levee district 
No. 10, Yuba County, Calif; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By 141'. JONKMAN: 
H. J. Res. 76. Joint resolution ll:nt'horizing 

the President to proclaim the week. of Aprlil 
11 to 17, J.943, as National I:lamane :Week; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FISH: 
H. Res. 89. Resolution creating a _select 

committee to invemigate activities Df vari
ous departments, bureaus, and agencies ol 
the Federal Government; to 1ihe Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. ROWE: 
H. Res. 90. Resolution authorizing the 

Banking and .Currency Committee to Inves
tigate and study rent control in the city 'Of 
Akron, Ohio; to tbe Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JENNINGS; 
H. Res. 91. Resolution creating a -select 

committee to inv.est1gate the acquisition by 
the War Department .of certain land in An
derson and 'Roane Counties, 'Tenn.; to the 
Committee on Eules. 

PR1'V A 'IlE BILLS AND RESOI.IUT.IONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXTI, private 
bills and resolutlons we11e introduced and 
severally refer-red ·as follows: 

By Mr~ ANDREWS: 
H. R. 1626. A bill for the relief of RObert 

D. Doherty; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr . .cASE: 
H. R.162'/ . A bill 'for the relief of Vida B. 

Rogers; to tbe Oommittee ·on Cla1ms. 
By Mr. HORAN: 

H. R. 1628. A bill ·for 1Jhe relief 1Jf John 
Hirsch; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOliNSON of Indiana: 
H. R. 1629. A bill granting a :Pension to 

James William Westerfield; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. R.1630. A bill granting a pension to 
Albert E. Akins; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

H. R. 1631. A bi11 granting a pension to 
Jesse L. Fisher; to tbe Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legisl.atian. 

H. R. 1632. A bill granting an lncrease of 
pension to Essie .M. Pursel; to the Committee 
on l:nvalid Pensions. 

H.R.1633. A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Estella Walton; to the Committee 
on Invalid PenSions. 

H.R.l634. A bill granting a pension to 
Martha. E. Lumley; to the Committee on 
Invalld Pensi<:>ns. 

H. R. 1635. A bill for the relief of William 
E. Search, and the legal guardian of Marion 
Search, Pauline Search, .and Vir.ginia SeaFoh; 
to the Committee Dil Claims. 

H.;.{. 163£. A bill !or the relief of B. B. 
Stringer; to the Committee .on War Claims. 

H. R.1637. A hill for the relief ef Fred 
Hunter; to the .Committee on Claims. 

H. R. 1638. A bill for the relief of !so bell 
Shanks; to the Committee on Cla.ims. 

By M.r . .Lum,(J)W-: 
H. R.l639. A bilUor the relief of Frank ·and 

Paulina Rublein and Mrs. lEthe! Bowers; to 
the Commiiltee an Claims. 

By :Ur. McGEHEE: 
H. R. 1640. A lblll for the -relief of Mrs. J. D. 

Price; to the Cemmittee on Claims. 
By Mr. MERRIITT: 

H. R. 164L A bill for the relief of Joseph 
Schoenbach; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Florida: 
H. R. 1642. A bill with reference to certain 

loans mac:ie under the Agricultural Marketing 

Act of 1929 and to grant certain relief to 
Florida Citrus Exchan_ge, the Growers Loan 
& Guaranty Co .. and th.e Guaranty Operating 
Co.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROWE: 
H. R. 1643. A bill for the .relief of .Mary 

Lavis Elliott; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

~y Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 
H. R. 1644. A bill to autbo.rize the presen

tation of the Medal of Honor to John C. 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKMAN: 
H. R. 164.5. A hill for the r.elief of Edward 

Gillam; to the Committee on Claims. 
B.Y .Mr~ SPRINGER: 

H. R. J.646. A bill for the relief of James 
W. Kiplinger; to the Committee on .Military 
Affail·s. 

PETITIONS, 'ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rUJ.e XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on tne Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

57. 'By'Mr. ANDREWS: Res0lution trom the 
EU1falo Fur Merchants' Association, Inc., 
ravortng the adoption of a pay ... as-·you-go 
plan for collection of income ta~es; to the 
Committee on Ways arid Means. 

58. Also, petition from employees of tbe 
Consolidated Packaging Machinery Corpo
ration of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring enactment 
of a pay-as-you-go tax law; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

59. Ey 'Mr. HOLMES of Washington: Peti
tion of 44 citizens of Walla Walla, Wash., . 
protesting against recurrence of strikes dur
ing war, and urging speedy correction of sit
uation: to the Committee on Labor. 

60. Also, resolution of Washington .State 
Cooperative Council, urging that rationing of 
gasoline .and other farm necessities be J.eft 
to 1ocal rationing boards who under.stand 
local conditions; to the Committee on lnter
sta te and For.eign Commerce. 

6L Also, resolution of the Washington 
State Cooperative .Council, urging 1nc1usion 
of labor cost 1actor in -determining agricul
tural parity price; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

62. Also, resolution of the Washington 
State .Oooparative Council, urging a definite 
clear-cut program assuring .an adequate sup
ply of skilled .fa:rm labor to insure adequa~te 
food supplies; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

63. By Mr. ANDREWS: .Resolution adopted 
by the Buffalo Foreign Tr.ade Association, , 
favol'ing appropriations to support the field 
servJce of the United States Depar1Jmel!lt of 
Commerce; to the Oommi.tte.e an Appropria
tions. 

64. By Mrs . .NORTON: ConcUITent .r.esolu
tlon of the Legisla,ture of 1lhe State of New 
Jersey, memorializ' g the Congress of the 
United States :to place ineeme-tax colll!t:tions 
from indLviduals on a curr.ent or pay-as-:you
go basis; to i;he Committee on Wa-ys and 
Means. 

65. By ~1r. SOHU'FLER: Petition of B. W. 
Brown, pr~sident, County Court elf Marshall 
County, Moundsville, W. Va., protesting 
against the inclusion of tb~ western part of 
West Virginia in the gasoline-rationing pro
granl set -up by the Federal Government; 
to the 'Committee on Interstate and Fore.ign 
Commerce. 

66.l3y Mr. SUNDSTROM: Assembly con
current r.esolution of the State of New Jersey, 
memoralizing the Congress of the United 
States to place income-tax collections from 
individuals on a -eurrent or pay-as-yw-go 
basis; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

67. ,By .Mr.. 1JRA WFORD: Petition of the 
Michigan State Legislature, asking the crea
tion of a War Labor Board office in Detroit, 
Mich.; to the Committee on Labor. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES · 
TUESDAY~ FEBRUARY 2, 1943 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, 10. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, _close as the air that 
wra·ps us r(!)und, for breath an.d work, 
for success and hope, and -for tn~ pri'vi
lege of sharing in human joy, we praise 
Thee. At all times, in every hour of 
stress, he1p us to realize that Thy wis
dom never errs and Thy judgment never 
fails. W-e -a-sk not .ior <ease, nor for the 
app~ov.al of men, but for Thy blessing 
upon every task that it may have a 
place in Thy eterna'l purpose, steadily 
driving its roots .into tne .nourishing 
earth of tne will of Him who feels and 
hears our appeal on ·the other .side of 
silence. 

Thou hast taught us that the highest 
joy of eB:lstence is in the renouncing of 
self that we may help others. Our debt 
to this sorrowing world, dear Lord, is not 
discharged by a trifle of silver or gold, 
nor by the garment of praise. We give 
thanks to our Saviour who ])aused over 
the call of human need with a lowly 
SJ>irit of .self-.renunciatinn. G>h, let 1.1s 
fo.~;get all things in the preciousness of 
His example. 
"Greatly begin; though t'hou have time 
:But for a line, be that sUblime-
Not Ia11ure, but low aim 'is crime." 

Through 8esus Christ our Lord. Amen. 
The .J0ur.nal ·of the pr.oceedings of yes

terday was read and apglloved. 
MESSAGE FRG>M THE SENATE 

A message from the Sen81te, b_y Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, 81nnounced 
that the Vtic.e Presilient had a.ppoint.OO 
Mr. BARKL'EY a!Ild Mr. BREWSTER members 
of the joint select committee on the 
part of the Senate, as provided for in the 
act of August B, 1.939, entitled "An act to 
provide for tne disposition .of certain 
records of the United states Govern
ment," :for the disposition of executive 
papers in the following departmellts and 
agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 
2. Department of the Treasury. 
3. De,partment of the Interior. 
4. Executive 01D.ce .of the President 

<National Resources Planning Boarrd). 
5. Executive 01D.ce 1>f the President 

(Office of War Information). 
6. Federal Works Agency. 
7. Na.tiena.l Advisory Committee for 

Aeronautics. 
8. National Housing Agency. 

THE PRJVATtE CALENDAR 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the call of 
the Private Calendar on today be dis
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Witheut objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
AUTHORIZlNG -COMMITTEE ON APPRO

PRIATIONS TO CONDUCT _STUDIES AND 
EXAMINATIONS 

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted the following resolu-
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