1943

Public Health Service, fo rank as such from
the date set opposite their names:

Joseph G. Pasternack, July 1, 1843,

Waldemar J. A. Wickman, July 1, 1943,

Llewellyn L, Ashburn, July 1, 1943,

Leland J. Hanchett, July 1, 1943,

Thomas B. McEneely, July 1, 1943,

Willlam G. Workman, July 1, 1943.

Victor H, Vogel, June 15, 1943,

Robert H. Flinn, July 1, 1943.

Robert K. Maddock, July 1, 1943,

Roy E. Butler, July 1, 1943.

Robert H, Onstott, July 1, 1943.

John L. Wilson, July 1, 1943.

George G. Van Dyke, July 1, 1943,

Leslie McC. Smith, July 1, 1943,

Alfred B. Geyer, July 1, 1943,

Oliver C, Willlams, July 1, 1943.

Austin V. Deibert, July 1, 1943,

Richard C, Arnold, July 1, 1943.

Donald W. Patrick, July 1, 1943,

Marion K. King, July 1, 1943,

Thurman H. Rose, June 1, 1943.

The following-named assistant surgeons to
be passed assistant surgeons in the United
Btatesr Public Health Service, to rank as such
Irom the date set opposite their-names:

William A. Miller, July 1, 1943,

Robert L. 8mith, July 1, 1843.

Joe M. Chisholm, July 1, 1943,

Kenneth M. Endicott, July 1, 1948,

Malcolm J. Ford, July 1, 1943.

James W. Hawkins, July 1, 1943,

Glen E. Ogden, April 22, 1943.

Rudolph F. Sievers, July 1, 1943,

Samuel S. Spicer, July 1, 1943,

Willlam H. Stimson, July 1, 1943.

William B. Wiley, July 1, 1843,

Clarence L. Hebert, July 1, 1943,

James A. Finger, July 1, 1943.

George E. Parkhurst, July 1, 1943.

John F. Oesterle, June 1, 1943,

Frederick K. Albrecht, July 1, 1943,

Edwin N. Hesbacher, July 1, 1843.

William 8. Baum, July 1, 1943.

Arnold B. Eurlander, July 1, 1943,

William F. Powell, July 15, 1943.

David B. Wilson, July 1, 1943,

Ralph W, Pagel, July 1, 1943.

Leslie W. Enott, July 1, 1943.

Evert A. Swensson, July 1, 1943,

Robert J. Anderson, July 1, 1943.

Jesse D, Harris, July 1, 1943,

Frederick H. Hull, June 26, 1943.

Raymond S. Roy, July 1, 1943.

James L. Southworth, June 1, 1943,

Willlam G. Budington, July 1, 1943.

Gabriel P, Ferrazzano, June 15, 1943.

Btanley E. Krumbiegel, July 1, 1943.

Donald W. McNaughton, July 1, 1943.

James B. Donaldson, July 1, 1943, |

James A. Smith, October 2, 1942.

Milton W. Gwinner, July 1, 1943.

Vernon W. Foster, August 15, 1943,

George F. Ellinger, June 1, 1943,

Verne C. Waite, July 1, 1843.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY
TO BE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER

Maj. Gen. Harry Clyde Ingles (colonel, sig-
nal Corps), Army of the United States, for
appointment in the Regular Army of the
United States as Chlef Signal Officer, with
the rank of major general, for a period of
4 years from date of acceptance, vice Maj.
Gen. Dawson Olmstead, Chief BSignal Of-
ficer, to be retired June 30, 1943.

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT, CORFS OF ENGINEERS,
WITH RANE FROM OCTOBER 5, 1942

First Lt. Dawson Hope Mullen, Jr.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS, MEDICAL CORPS, WITH
RANK FROM DATE OF APPOINTMENT
Maj. Frederic J. Hughes, Jr
Ma). Vince Moseley
Capt, Adolph Benedict Schneider, Jr.
Capt. Freeman Irby Stephens
Capt. Bertram Allen Weeks
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TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT, DENTAL CORPS, WITH
RANK FROM DATE OF APPOINTMENT
Capt. Albert Rhoades Buckelew

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT, VETERINARY CORPS,
WITH EANK FROM DATE OF APPOINTMENT

Ma]. Alpheus Helse Seeley

CONFIRMATIONS ?
Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate June 24 (legislative day of
May 24), 1943:
REGISTER OF THE LaND OFFICE
Mrs. Jessie M. Gardner to be register of the
land office at Denver, Colo.
POSTMASTERS
CALIFORNIA
Mary D. Briggs, Los Angeles.
MINNESOTA
Louls F. Masonick, Browerville.
Russell A. Quist, Fairfax,
Bam Doherty, Le Sueur. i
George V. Anderson, New York Mills, |

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
THURSDAY, JUNE 24, 1943

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Heavenly Father, in the holy name of
Him who is at the right hand of the
Father, we pray; we praise Him that our
eyes are open to the wide reaches of His
impartial love. On this summer day we
are wooed by the marvelolis voices and
hushed by the tender spell as we behold
the ever new miracle of nature. Be-
wilderment overtakes us as we look
across this world; the pitiless struggle
goes on. Blessed Lord, we pray that the
lower impulses of men may know of the
mastery of Thy teaching and that they
may forswear avarice, violence, and in-
tolerance and be brought into the king-
dom of sacrifice and peace.

In Thy name there is no higher gift
than one’s self and the stronger we are
the more we owe to the lowest and least.
Teach us Thy rule, dear Saviour; the
poorer one is the more we are needed,
and the further away from the state of
happiness " the greater our obligation.
We then who are strong, ought to bear
the infirmities of the weak and not to
please ourselves, O God, we need not
search the heavens for Thy guidance or
the horizon for Thy presence. We would
unveil the cross and behold infinite love
struggling with the dying expression for
the salvation of the world. O may men
know the touch of the Master and see the
light in His eyes and take their place in
the midst of a doubtful and a perverse
world. In the name of our dear Re-
deemer. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-

dent of the United States was communi-

cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries, who also informed the
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House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills and

-joint resolutions of the House of the fol-

lowing titles:
On June 19, 1943:

H.J.Res, 16. Joint resolution authorizing
the appropriation of such sums as may be
necessary to pay the proportionate share of
the United States in the annual expenses
of the Inter-American Financial and Eco=

‘nomiec Advisery Committee;

H. J.Res. 16. Joint resolution providing for
participation by the United States in the
Emergency Advisory Committee for Political
Defense, and authorizing an appropriation
therefor; and

H.J.Res. 136. Joint resolution making ap=-
propriations for advances to States for cer-
tain Federal grants for the first quarter of
the fiscal year 1944,

On June 22, 1943:

H.R.575. An act for the relief of Peter
Cuccio and Violet Cuccio;

H.R.637. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Eliza Ward;

H.R. 1278. An act for the relief of Doctor
and Mrs. Richard Stever;

H.R.1731. An act granting the consent of
Congress to the State of Louisiana to con=
struct, maintain, and operate a free high=
way bridge across the Calcasieu River at or
near Lake Charles, La.;

H.R.1947. An act to extend the time with-
in which a suit or suits may be brought un=
der the act of June 28, 1938 (52 Stat. 1209);

H.R.2077. An act to extend the times for
commeneing and completing the construc=
tion of a bridge across the Saint Croix River
at or near Hudson, Wis.;

H.R.2750. An act to amend section 353 (b)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended; and

H. J.Res. 128. Joint resclution to authorize
an appropriation for work relief in Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed, with amend-
ments in which the concurrence of the
House is requested, a bill of the House
of the following title:

H. R, 2798. An act to amend the act en-
titled "An act to provide that the United
States shall aid the States In the construce
tion of rural post roads, and for other pur=
poses,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended
and supplemented, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the foregoing bill, requests a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr., CHAVEZ,
Mr. ScrucaaM, Mr. REEp, Mr. LANGER,
and Mr. Buck to be the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the

Vice President had appointed Mr. CoN=-
NALLY, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. AUSTIN, and Mr.
BuUrTON as members on' the part of the
Senate to attend the meeting of the
Canada Branch of the Empire Parlia-
mentary Association at Ottawa, Canada,

-June 26 to July 1, 1943, pursuant to the

provisions of Senate concurrent reso-
lution 14.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
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2409) entitled “An act making appropri-
ations for the legislative branch and for

the judiciary for the fiscal year ending-
June 30, 1944, and for other purposes.”

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr, Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that, at the conclu-
sion of the legislative business of the
day and other special orders, I may ad-
dress the House for 40 minutes today.
The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.
There was no objection.

WOMEN'S ARMY AUXILIARY CORPS

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on
Military Affairs, submitted a conference
report and statement on the bill (8. 495)
to establish a Women's Army Auxiliary
Corps for service in the Army of the
United States.

INCREASE IN COMPENSATION FOR SUB-
STITUTE POSTAL EMPLOYEES

The SPEAKER. The chair recognizes
the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I ask for the immediate consideration of
the bill (H. R. 2836) to grant increases in
compensation to substitute employees in
the Postal Service, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the hill.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
will the gentleman explain what this bill
does?

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. This is a bill
recommended by the Post Office Depart-
ment, approved by the Budget, and
unanimously reported by the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Under
present law a substitute carrier may
serve for 10, 15, or 20 years and remain in
the same status with the same pay. This
bill gives him the right, after he has
served 2,448 hours to be promoted to the
hourly pay of the lowest grade of regular
clerk,

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

Mr., MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
yield.

Mr. RANKIN. I introduced a bill some
time ago to make these substitute rural
mail carriers eligible for promotion to
the position of carrier. Of all people in
the Postal Service who deserve more con-
sideration, in my opinion, they are the
substitute rural carriers. They never get
to carry the mail as a rule except when
it is raining or when the weather is so
cold or so hot that the regular carrier
wants to get off, or when he is off on
vacation or he or some of his folks are
sick. I wish the gentleman would bring
out a bill to make the substitute carriers
eligible for promotion and transfer to
the position of carrier when the carrier
dies, resigns, or retires.

Mr, BURCH of Virginia. The gentle-
man says he has introduced a bill to
that effect?

Mr. RANKIN, Yes.

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. And would
like to have a hearing on it?

Mr. RANKIN. I certainly would.

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. I will see
that the gentleman has a hearing.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. This,
in the meantime, comes.a little nearer
doing justice by them,
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Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the hill?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be il enacted, ete., That substitute postal
employees, after 2,448 hours of actual and
satisfactory service as such substitute, in-
cluding service as a special-delivery messen-
ger, shall be paid for services actually per-
formed at the rate of the annual salary re-
ceived by regular employees of the first grade,
the hourly rate to be computed by dividing
the annual salary of such regular employees
by the number 2,448; and thereafter the rate
of pay of such substitute employees shall be
increased to the annual rate of the next
higher grade of such regular employees, com-
puted in the same manner, upon the comple-
tion of each additional period of 2,448 hours
of actual and satisfactory service, until they
shall have attained the rate for the highest
successive rate of regular pay or shall have
received appointment to a regular position:
Provided, That there shall be not more than
one increase in the rate of pay of such em-
ployees within a 12 months' period: Provided
further, That the increases in the rate of pay
provided herein shall become effective at the
beginning of the guarter following the com-
pletion of 2,448 hours of required service.

Sec. 2. Upon appointment to a regular po-
sition in the Postal Service an employee shall
receive credit for actual service performed as
a substitute, including time served as a spe-
cial-delivery messenger on the basis of 1 year
for each unit of 2,448 hours, and shall be
promoted to the grade which such em-
ployee would have progressed had his original
appointment been to grade 1. Any frac-
tional part of a year's service as a substitute
shall be included with regular service in de-
termining eligibility for promotion to a higher
grade, following appointment to a regular
position.

Sgc. 3. Allowable service under the pro-
visions of this act shall be only such service
as has been rendered during continuous ac-
tive service and shall not Include previous
periods or terms of employment: Provided,
however, That in the case of those who have
been separated, or shall hereafter be sepa-
rated from the Postal Service for military
duty, the periods of terms of service immedi-
ately preceding induction into the military
service, as well as the time engaged in mili-
tary service, shall be construed as allowable
service, and pro rata credit shall be given for
the time engaged in military service upon the
basis of 2,448 hours for each year of such
service.

Sec. 4. The amounts of the increases in the
rates of pay provided in this act shall be re-
garded as part of the earned basic compensa-
tlon for the purpose of computing the in-
crease of 15 percent of earned basic compen-
sation authorized by the act approved April
9, 1043, entitled “An act to provide temporary
additional compensation for employees in the
Postal Service.”

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 14, after the word “service”
insert a colon and the following: “Provided
further, That in the adjustment of the in-
creases in the rates of pay provided herein
credit shall be given for past continuous
service and the hourly rate of compensation
adjusted accordingly.”

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

was
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to place in the Ap-
pendix of the REcorp a letter from
James E. Thorp, chairman, committee
on livestock and dairiés of the Califor-
nia Legislature.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that after disposi-
tion of business on the Speaker’s desk
today and at the conclusion of other spe-
cial orders I may be permitted to ad-
dress the House for 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman “from
Georgia [Mr, GiesoN].

There was no objection.

FEDERAL AID TO STATES IN THE CON-
STRUCTION OF RURAL POST ROADS

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 2798),
to amend the act entitled “An act to
provide that the United States shall aid
the States in the construction of rural
post roads, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved July 11, 1916, as amended and
supplemented, and for other purposes,
with Senate amendments thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendments and ask
for a conference.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Utah
[Mr. RoBiNsON]? .

There was no objection, and the
Speaker appointed the following con-
ferees on the part of the House: Messrs.
Rosinson of Utah, Warrtineron, and
WoLcorT.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the RECORD
and to include an editorial taken from
the Worcester Telegram of Sunday, June
20, 1943, entitled, “Market Basket Too
Vital for a Political Football.”

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. HoLMEs]?

There was no objection.

Mr. HEIDINGER. Mr. Speaker I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and to include a
resolution adopted by the General As-
sembly of the State of Illinois.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. HEIDINGER] ?

There was no objection.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp in
two instances, in one to include an ad-
vertisement from the St. Louis Star
Times and in the other a resolution of
the Missouri Bankers’ Association.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr, PLOESER]?

There was no objection.
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PROPOSED CHANGES IN MEAT SITUATION

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute,

The Speaker. 1Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. PLOESER]?

There was no-objection.

Mr, PLOESER. Mr, Speaker, Judge
Vinson has before him a proposition pro-
posed by the various interests in the meat
industry which contemplates the elimi-
nation of all price ceilings, with the ex-
ception of the retail level on all meat ex-
cept pork, the 10-percent roll-back to
be effective without subsidy at the retail
level—otHer levels in the production of
- processing of meat to be free.

It is hopeful that this would immedi-
ately free the meat industry in such
fashion as to start packing houses in full
production. This suspends all of the
O.P. A, rulings which have been the cause
of price squeezes and black-market oper-
ations, It is considered by the industry,
retail, wholesale, and slaughterer, and
producers that there is sufficient margin
under the retail ceiling. This becomes
the responsibility of everyone in the
meat industry, from the growers to re-
tailers, to work together to prevent the
danger of erowding the retail ceiling,

I think the plan is worthy of immediate
trial, and much more preferable than the
ill-advised and impetuous ruling of the
10-percent subsidy roll-back on meat
prices which has recently been put into
effect at the processors’ level.

THE ROLL-BACK AND SUBSIDY SCHEME

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. BUFFETT]?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers will be interested in the following
wire from Harry B. Coffee, long an able
Member of this House. It reads as fol-
lows:

Have yet to find first livestock producer
favorable to price roll-back subsidy program.
Hope Congress prohibits this misuse of pub-
lic funds and authorizes Office cf Frice Ad-
ministration to adjust meat prices upward to
cover cost of production. Otherwise produc-
tion will be curtailed and more meat diverted
throu.gh black-market channels,

UNION STOCKYARDS CO.,
Harry B. CoFreE, President,

The roll-back and subsidy scheme is
Just the same vicious rebate racket used
in the 90’s by Standard Oil and many
great railroads to destroy their competi-
tors. As Mr. Ccffee points out, the farm-
ers of America have seen through this
rebate trick, which would eventually de-
stroy free enterprise. The rural uprising
against subsidies will not be ignored by
thoughtful officials. Hunger cannot find
nourishment in Executive orders.
APPROPRIATIONS FOR TREASURY AND

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr, Speaker, I call up

the conference report on the bill (H. R.
1648) making appropriations for the
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Treasury and Post Office Departments,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944,
and for other purposes, and I ask unan-
imous consent that the statement of the
managers on the part of the House be
read in lieu of the full report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr, LupLowl?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement of the
managers on the part of the House,

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on certain
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
1648) “making appropriations for the Treas-
ury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other pur-
poses,” having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to thelr respective Houses as
follows:

That the House recede from its amendment
to the amendment of the Senate numbered
1 and agree to the amendment of the Senate.

Amendment numbered 26: That the Sen-
ate recede. from its disagreement to the
amendment of the House to the amendment
of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the
same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu
of the matter proposed to be stricken out and
inserted by the said amendment and amend=-
ment thereto insert the following:

“Sec. 204. The Joint Committee on Investi-
gation of Nonessential Federal Expenditures
is hereby directed to make a study of the
problem of penalty mail in all of the depart-
ments and branches of the government, with
a view to eliminating unnecessary volume
and reducing costs, and shall report its find-
ings and recommendations by bill or other-
wise to Congress not later than the first day
of the next regular session of the Seventy-
eighth Congress. The departments and agen-
cies of government shall furnish such infor-
mation and detall such personnel as may be
requested by the Committee to assist in its
investigation”; and the House agree to the
same,

Louis LupLow,
EMMET O'NEAL,
GEORGE MAHON,
Janmes M, CURLEY,
JoHN TABER,
Frawx B, KEErE,

HeNRY C, DWORSHAK,
Managers on the part of the House.
EENNETH MCEELLAR,

PAT McCARRAN,

H. C. LobgE, Jr.,

WaLrace H. WaTTE, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the Senate,

BTATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at
the conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the
Benate to the pill (H. R. 1648) making appro-
priations for the Treasury and Post Office
Departments for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1044, and for other purposes, submit the
following detailed statement in explanation
of the effect of the action agreed upon and
recommended in the accompanying confer-
ence report as to each of such amendments,
namely:

Amendment No. 1: Strikes from the biil the
limitation, proposed by the House, prohibit-
ing the use of any of the funds appropriated

for carrying into effect the Silver Purchase
_A
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Amendment No. 26: Strikes from the bill
the limitation, proposed by the House, pro=
hibiting the use of any of the funds appro-
priated for the handling of penalty mail and
the section, proposed by the S=nate, requir-
ing a study of the use of the mails by Gov-
ernment agencies to be conducted by the
Postmoster General and the Director of the
Budget and provides for a study of the use
of the mails by Government agencies by the
Joint Committee to Investigate Nonessential
Federal Expenditures.,

Lours LupLow,

EMMET O'NEAL,

GEORGE MAMON,

JAMES M, CURLEY,

JoEN TABER,

FrRANK B. KEEFE,

HENRY C. DWORSHAR,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, this is a
unanimous report of all members of the
committee.

i Mr, Speaker, I move the previous ques-
on,

The previous question was ordered.

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

The conference report was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. MARCANTONIO, Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein some correspondence between the
Navy Department and myself,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow at
the conclusion of the regular business on
the Speaker’s desk and after other spe-
cial orders heretofore entered, I may be
allowed to address the House for 20
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Oregon [Mr, ANGELL]? :

There was no objection,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr., MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent-to extend my own re-
marks in the REcorp and include therein
an editorial from the Gary Post-Tribune,
Gary, Ind.

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to
the request of the gentleman from Indi-
ana?

There was no objection,

Mr. HOFFMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
8 newspaper article.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan? !

There was no objection.

Mr., McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an editorial.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.
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STUDY OF ORGANIZATIONS AND PROB-
LEMS IN THE FIELD OF VITAL REC-
ORDS—COMMUNICATION FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES
(H. DOC. NO. 242)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
President uf the United States, which
was read, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union
and ordered to be printed with illustra-
tions:

JUNE 24, 1943.
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRE-
SENTATIVES.

Sir: In a letter dated July 27, 1942, I
indicated that I would ask the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget to make a
comprehensive study of organizations
and problems in the field of vital records.
The Director has reported to me on this
subject and I am transmitting his report
to you herewith. I am transmitting an-
other copy of the report to the President
of the Senate. In view of the relevance
of this report to the subject matter of
various bills which are now before the
Congress, I would suggest that the re-
port and appendixes I-VIII might ap-
propriately be printed as a public docu-
ment.

Respectfully, g
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

EECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1943

Mr., CANNON of Missouri, Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3030)
making appropriations to supply defi-
ciencies in certain appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for
prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental
appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1944, and for other purposes;
and pending that motion, I wonder if the
gentleman from New York and I cannot
agree on an hour of general debate.

Mr. TABER. I have requests for 95
minutes at this time, and I do not see
how I can pare them down too much. I
think we ought to have 3 hours of gen-
eral debate. B

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Then, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
general debate on the bill be limited to
not to exceed 3 hours, one-half to be con-
trolled by the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Taser]1 and one-half by myself.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the genfleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itsell
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
‘sideration of the bill H. R. 3030, with Mr.
Pace in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The first reading of the bill was dis-
pensed with.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield 15 minufes to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. KLEBERG].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15
minutes to the gentleman from Texas.

-
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Mr. KLEBERG. Mr, Chairman, I de-
sire to state at the beginning of this
statement, but not as a part of it, a few
things which you should know concern-
ing my viewpoint and attitude insofar as
they affect my utterances today.

I take the floor before you, I assure
you, without feeling any animosity
toward a single fellow citizen of our
country. I have no to grind and
the only special interest which I attempt
to serve to the limit of my meager ca-
pacity is the best interest of my country-
men and our allies in the prosecution of
this war which today engulfs us, and at
the same time looking toward the fu-
ture with the same interest in mind.

In this inimitable period of stress I do
not find it in me to be actuated by any
partisan motive whatsoever.

Members of each and every political
party are to be found in the armed
services on the many fronts where Amer-
icans are to be found defending our
national right to live the American way.

It is my unwavering and deep convic-
tion, based upon much study and devoted
consideration, that paramount in our
efforts in these tragic days is the preser-
vation of the public confidence in ifs
entirety of the people of these United
States. This public confidence if strong
and secure is the mightiest agent in the
support of the war effort of our country.
Yes, and the war effort of our allies,

Confusion is the enemy of both confi-
dence and attainment; it should be
abated as thoroughly and promptly as
possible. Uncertainty as to what to do
today and as to what we may expect to-
morrow breeds confusion.

Vacillation is the inevitable result of
the impact of these agencies of the devil,
and cohorts and aides of our enemies.

Fear is another of these, and greed
still another. And when this array aided
and abetted by intolerant and untem-
pered thought, reaction and speech
combine, they but add to the formidable
array which opposes a successful or ap-
proximate conclusion of this world’s
troubles.

These are days, fellow Members, and I
speak to you with all'the earnestness and
emphasis which I can muster, when a
prudent jealousy concerning our future
and our rights as free men should be ever
exercised; and so, without hate or other
vicious inelination toward any person or
group living or dead among those who
defend man's right to be free and enjoy
the rewards of justifiable labor, I bring
to your consideration some facts and
thoughts upon which, in my earnest
opinion, much depends as to our suc-
cesses today and in the tomorrows to
come.

We have now before the Congress some
vital legislative matters concerning
which I desire to address myself in the
exercise of the most emphatic expression
of which I am capable.

Mr. Chairman, I am not a pessimist
nor am-I chargeable with being willing
at any time to sell the United States
short. -

The history of our country is replete
with victories over gloom and despair in
troubled times and we will emerge again
as from those dark days in the past with
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that incomparable flag which is your and
our background, still unwavering over a
free people in the greatest and most
blessed land of all.

I desire for the moment to discuss
some problems we have before us to
legalize the program of so-called roll-
back and subsidies and some related
matters. If this program recently put
into effect under a directive by our Chief
Executive is carried on through, it is my
opinion that it will be the result of extra-
legal action on the part of the Office of
Price Administration. Inmy interpreta-
tion of the Price Control Act, may I
state at the outset the law clearly pro-
vides that any proposals affecting prices
on agricultural commodities considered
as food must first be submitted to the
Department of Agriculture as the law
reads and today to the National Food
Administration which by directive has
taken over that task which at the be-
ginning of the price control was admin-
istered by the Secretary of Agriculture.
I am reliably informed that the National
Food Administrator was not advised of
the roll-back subsidy proposal until after
the Office of Price Administration had
already put the program into effect by
proclamation. If this is true there is no
question but that this action was extra-
legal and in complete disregard of the
law of the land as enacted by the Con--
gress,

Mr. Chairman, I should like to call
your attention to some things that are
going on which, if we do not do some-
thing about them, will not only lead to
bad results but add to the confusion and
bring to naught possibly our major fight
on the home front, which has to do with
the production of food. I want to give
you some examples.,

Not so long ago, the senior Senator
from Texas, Senator CownnaLLy, and I
called on Price Administrator Brown
about some matters involving the pouliry
industry. In my district are five or six
counties which comprise the third larg-
est poultry center in the United States
producing broilers and fryers. The
price fixed for those broilers was 25.67
cents per pound. The actual cost in-
volved in the production of over 24,000,-
000 pounds of edible broiler meat, chicken
meat, figuring a broiler at 2 pounds to
the chicken, ranges from 31.5 cents to
40 cents a pound, established by affida-
vits and checked over by auditors at my
request looking into the business of sev-
eral of the poultrymen affected.

We went from the Office of Price Ad-
ministration to the War Food Adminis-
tration to inquire concerning the fixation
of this price level and the vicious differ-
entials which accompanied it; nothing
came of this. Despite the fact that the
poultry produced in this center was en-
tirely consumed within the State of
Texas by Government camps engaged in
the war effort and by industries engaged
in the war effort, as well as civilians,
one of the producers handling over 125,-
000 chicks a year went out of business.
He went to work at a shipyard started in
at $12 a day Some in high places think
that he did a good job because he could
make more money at that than he could
if he had stayed in the poultry business.
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This producer, who the year before
produced 125,000 chicks and 250,000
pounds of edible meat, is now boarded
up and out of business. What happened
to him happened not to one or two more
but to a high percentage of the men en-
gaged in the professional business of
raising baby chicks.

Now let us look at some other facts.
There is no factual evidence showing that
in the last World War or in the present
World War the price of livestock, if left
uncontrolled, would rise sufficiently to
become & dangerous or inflationary force.
At the present time this fact is best illus-
trated by the price of hogs, which has re-
mained at between 14 and 16 cents most
of the time, whereas in the last war the
price of hogs reached 24 cents.

The only evidence of an extremely high
price of livestock is to be found in the
black market. The black market is pat-
ently the outgrowth of Government regu-
lation, inaugurated in November 1942, at
which time all killers not under B. A. 1.
inspection were placed on a quota of 70
percent of thelr 1941 kill.

At about the same time that this quota
system was inaugurated the wholesale
price ceiling was put into effect. 'This
was under regulation 169. Before this
was placed in effect there had been no
visible evidence whatsoever of an over-
the-counter shortage in beef. The house-
wives in every community in this land
could go into a butcher shop or a grocery
store and fill their needs.

The drafting of men into the armed
services patently does not add to the
population of the United States, certain-
ly not with a war going forward.

If you will review the facts contained
in a brief inventory of the acfual live-
stock situation in this country, you will
be interested in noting that at the time
of the 1929 crash there were approxi-
mately 68,000,000 head of cattle in this
country.

This was a healthy cattle population
up to that time. While this cattle pop-
ulation was heavy, the increase of hu-
man population in the country made
this cattle population fairly low when
analyzed on a per capita basis, but every-
one knows that it was sufficient to meet
all and over the then civilian needs. We
had no wartime needs then. In 1934
this cattle population had jumped to
something in excess of 65,000,000 head,
and on the floor of this House in a de-
bate with a beloved friend of ours who
happened at that time to be the leader
on the Republican side of the aisle, the
Honorable Bertrand Snell. I handled
the passage of a $200,000,000 appropria-
tion bill, devoted to bringing the demand
and the supply insofar as cattle were
concerned, into a workable balance,

Under that appropriation which was
passed in this House without objection,
8,000,000 cattle were slaughtered. Those
of you gentlemen who were here at that
time will recall this. The Department of
Agriculture in recent estimates, estimates
that up to January 1, 1944, the population
of cattle in this country will have reached
82,500,000 head, and that estimate is low,
and I am going to tell you why. A brief
analysis of what we had on hand in 1941,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

and what we had on hand In 1942 will
show that in those 12 months the cattle
population of this Nation increased in
excess of 3,000,000 head, and it is my hon-
est conviction that today, there are 82,-
000,000 head and upward in the feed lots
and on the ranges and on the farms of
these United States.

Let us look at the facts, and I have
some of them here for you. All of this is
in the name of avoiding inflation. In
1941 the national income based on fig-
ures from authentic sources of informa-
tion stood at $95,600,000,000, in round
numbers. That is the 1941 national in-
come. The 1942 national income was
$119,800,000,000. In 1943, up to date,
based on present conditions, the national
income is estimated to be in excess of
$138,000,000,000, and if prices continue
on the present scale, and wages go on as
they are, the estimate shows that that
will be in excess of $140,000,000,000. All
right, People in these civilized days do
not attempt to eat livestock, but they
buy raw meat, and cook it.

Reducing the killing of cattle down to
10 percent level of the 1941 kill, when the
income nationally stood at $95,600,000.000
and expecting 70 percent of that kill to
satisfy not only the civilian demands,
upon which their kill was based, and
which that kill supplied in 1941, because
not until the tragic date December 7,
did this Nation go to war—in the minds
of reasonable men, how could we fail to
have a beef shortage with an income ap-
proaching a peak of $140,000,000,000 this
yvear, and expecting the purchasing
power of that surplus income to be satis-
fied with 70 percent of what we consumed
under peacetime conditions® in 1941,
added to the 35 percent reduction of sup-
plies once going to civilians taken over
by the Army and lend-lease? Then, to-
day, that 35 percent has been increased
to 45 percent, and if it continues, what
happens? The 35 percent I refer fo
is 35 percent of the total kill in the
United States taken by the Armed Serv-
ices and lend-lease.

In servicing the needs of the war and
the lend-lease program, every pound of
beef purchased by those two agencies
was purchased from killers—and the
word “killers” means butchers and pack=-
ers and slaughterers of all kinds—lend-
lease and Army needs were satisfied
solely through purchasés from killers
that were under the Bureau of Animal
Industry inspection, that is, Federal in-
spection of beef. These killers, under
B. A. 1. inspection, were the major pack-
ers. And those demands took every bit
of the beef killed in those killers’ plants,
and those killers no longer serviced the
clvilian needs, and that left the local in-
dependent killer confronted with the
problem, that while he at his best had
never killed over 35 percent of the kill
of the Nation, was now required on 70
percent of the 1941 kill, to meet the
civilian needs of a population which in
the past 20 years has risen 25 percent.
And during which time in the entire food
picture there has not been a single year
when the United States market supplied
its own food needs. We have been on a
constantly increasing import basis of
food during these 20 years.
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Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. KLEBERG. I ask the gentleman
to please let me go on and present the
picture to you, and bring a recommenda-
tion, because it has been said that no
recommendations have come from the
United States Congress, and I propose to
give you one, which is not based on the
development of untested ideologies
which come from the school of econom-
ics of Harvard or Princeton or Colum-
bia, or any one of the major schools of
economies, but which comes from a long-
time effort applied to the production of
livestock and food commodities in this
country. I was not a synthetic farmer
or a synthetic ranchman when I came to
this Congress. Believe it or not, there
is not a single job performed on a ranch
which produced everything in the way of
livestock that was produced in that

“area which preoduced everything agri-

cultural that was produced in that area
from citrus fruit on down through cof-
ton and all kinds of grain that I did
not know how to do myself. I have har-
vested crops. I have slaughtered cattle
myself. I have gone with them to the
slaughter pen as a shipper, and I have
done every single thing done with cattle
from the pasture to the slaughterhouse.
So I learned it at least in the school of
experience,

What I am proposing here is to re-
member the figures I have just given
you and take into consideration some
facts that come after those figures.
They say this roll-back and subsidy pro=
pasal is for the purpose of curbing in-
flation. Let us see.

We will take $140,000,000,000 for the
purpose of making it easily understood,
as the national income of 1943. Of that
amount in Federal taxes under the 1941
figure of income and faxes there was
paid in $9,600,000,000 in taxes. In 1942
$17,400,000,000. In 1943 it is expecied to
pick up by way of taxes $24,552,000,000—
let us say $25,000,000,000. Take that
from $140,000,000,000 and what does it
leave? One hundred and fifteen billion
dollars. In purchasable consumer goods
the best estimates from every statistical
department we have in this country indi-
cate that the supply represented in cash
is from $80,000,000,000 to $83,000,000,000.
Let us take the higher figure, because it
makes the picture easier. Say {85,000,-
000,000 worth of consumer goods avail=
able. Subtract $85,000,000,000 from
$115,000,000,000 and what do you have
left? Then after going through that
let us realize that savings to meet mar=-
gins and protective devices indulged in
by American industry, agriculture, and
otherwise, to meet the ravages of de-
preciation, replacement of egquipment,
inereasing fluctuating prices, and costs
of maintaining an operation such as
that which occurs on a great cattle ranch
or on a small cattle farm. Say you take
off that amount 20 percent, down to 16
percent of what is left.

The very best figures available out of
this jumble, figured out carefully, would
indicate that at the maximum, without
reference to money taken out of circu-
lation for bond sales, and so forth, there
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remains as a dangerous sword of Damo-
cles to create inflation the utterly insig-
nificant sum of between 15 and 16 billion
dollars. With costs going as they are and
expenses mounting, how ridiculous it
seems to me to continue a program of
shortage in the midst of actual plenty as
applied, for instance, to the cattle indus-
try, which I am using as an illustration.
You Members know the canning picture.
I have given you a brief description of
what happened on poultry, where, by ill-
advised regulation, vacillation, and fail-
ure to attempt a solution the American
way, but on the other hand attempting to
follow out and prove some formula which
came from what might be termed higher
education, the people have been put out
of business as far as poultry is concerned,
small packers and butchers closed up and
canneries going out of business every-
where. I think education that is too high
is education that does not permit those
who indulge in its practice to get down
to Mother Earth long enough to have it
said truthfully of them that they have
at least had their feet on the ground.
There are in actual round numbers ap-
proximately fifteen and one-half million
head of surplus cattle on the ranges and
farms of this Nation. Indulging for a
moment the vivid and accurate recollec-
tion of what was done under this same
administration in 1934 to bring the law
of supply and demand into action—that
can be done by a wise government and a
wise people and a beneficent Providence.
Without the latter of course the other
two cannot deliver the goods. But sup-
pose you remember the $200,000,000 that
was spent and the slaughtering of 800,000
cattle, principally culls to improve the
herds of the Nation and bring supply and
demand into balance.

Suppose you do pay the salaries of a
few extra meat inspectors to give B. A. 1,
inspection a wider spread over the kill
and suppose you throw away the ridicu-

\ lous figure of 70 percent of the 1941 kill,
in cowboy parlance I would want to know
where in, and I would not use the word
“Jehoshaphat”, that theory came from,
when we need beef. I doubf if there is
a single man anywhere connected with
this plan who ever thought of the
ridiculous and tragic position presented
by a great country, shouldered with re=-
sponsibility the equal of which has never
been fixed on a people, when food, the
sustaining element upon ‘which our suc-
cess will finally depend, is pulled down
to the level where both the Army and
the civilian services find themselves con-
fronted with a synthetic shortage,
created by ill-advised regulation. It was
not in the law, but yet here it is. We
will have an actual surplus by January
1, 1944, if this keeps up, of from 15,000,000
to 16,000,000 head. This surplus will
grow and destroy the cattle industry if
it still exists when peace comes. If half
of this surplus were slaughtered it would
supply normal beef requirements for one
year to 200,000,000 persons including the
population of the United States and 74,-
000,000 others. Think of that. You
could thus reduce by one-half the sur-

' - plus on the ranges and feed lots at a time

when we are short of feed and when we
are losing extra poundage because we
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are shipping warmed up cattle, if you
please, from the feed lots and are not al=
lowing the cattle to have their full com-
plement of gain and full conversion of
the corn and grain of this Nation into its
utmost realization of cash value and
beef.

Now, let me make my recommenda-
tion. I want to boil it down to just a
few flat statements. If the price is fixed
at the point of retail, in reason—not
based on any 70 percent of the 1941 kill,
which has no possible relationship to
what we deal with today—if the price is
fixed there and efforts are made to stimu-
late the slaughter of 6,000,000 head of
cattle extra, to take up the gaping holes
in refrigerators and boxes of all kinds
over this land, you will immediately, be-
cause of the supply meeting the demand
of the surplus cash, insofar as the prices
of livestock are concerned, including
hogs, solve your problem. That is the
only control that is necessary to hold
your price level at a point where it af-
fects the consumer at a legitimate price.
The principle of balancing income and
expendable money and consumer sup-
plies is the only time-tested cure for in-
flation of the kind that threatens our
country. Also we must rescind that
silly quota provision which permits those
who slaughter to kill only 70 percent of
their 1941 kill.

We should analyze the needs of the
armed services to a reasonably fixed
figure. Ration civilians to a quantity
commensurate with their needs and lend-
lease would take the rest. This plan
while only outlined will meet the exigen-
cies of our present situation fairly and
sanely.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

Mr. KLEBERG. May I have 5 addi-
tional minutes?

Mr, CANNON of Missourl, Mr. Chair~
man, I yield the gentleman from Texas
5 additional minutes.

Mr. KLEBERG. There is one thing I
want to say in the 5 minutes, if I
may do so, and that is to conclude with
some thoughts that I think have occa-
sioned some of the errors that we have
committed.

I was interested to check up on the
fact with reference to our great ally,
England. We have had advanced here
before us, and ctertainly before members
of the House Committee on Agriculture
to which I belong, some statements con-
cerning the amazing success of Britain
in closing the inflationary gap. Let me
call attention to the food situation. In
England today those who have the cre-
dentials can get 23 cents worth of meat
per week. These are the figures, so far
as the civilian population is concerned.
Only 7 percent of the people in Britain
are producers, farmers.

Of course, Britain, as an industrial na-
tion, with its population divided up in
that manner, with its heavy industrial
activities, wants to hold its food prices to
a minimum. She only produces 60 per-
cent of her food. She has neither the
land resources nor the farm labor to do
much more than this. Ninety-three per-
cent of the population, therefore, cer-
tainly could well afford to subsidize the 7
percent, But when you take one-fourth
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of a country’s population, as we have it,
you have an entirely different picture.

Forty percent of the entire food sup-
ply of England in the last 2 years has
been mostly imported from the United
States of America, One and a half bil-
lion dollars worth of food were supplied
under lend-lease, which food Britain sold
to her people and paid a subsidy of $730,-
000,000. She could well afford to spend
a little money, half, or about half of the
cash represented by the lend-lease food
supplies in the payment of subsidies over
there to meet the inflationary gap.

‘What is the situation with reference to
consumer goods in Britain? Under lend-
lease operations and the situation there
from the standpoint of studies which
have been made of things which may
cause inflation, and the facts as they
exist in Britain and what she has used
to close the inflationary gap, and some
of the conclusions we have reached are
these: She does not have to impose a tax
on her people to pay subsidies. But today
with the earning power of American tax-
payers, taxed as they are to the highest
degree in the history of this country, with
their earning power restricted, with the
original source of wealth being deci-
mated by restrictions, how in God’s name
should they put the restrictions on, which
have been put on, in this effort to meet
the problem?

I ask you, as sensible men and women,
I plead with you to consider this whole
problem of simple arithmetic, natural
laws, and untested theory which is pre-
sented by this silly expression of fear of
inflation, on the one hand, and the utter-
ly inconsistent remedy offered until it
has increased the inflationary problem
to a degree never before realized in our
Nation.

As was illustrated in the case of the
Ohio wheat farmer whose case was
brought finally before the Supreme
Court on a question of some payments
of overproduction fines. He argued that
the law had been passed after he had
planted his wheat crop. Therefore his
property was being taken without due
process of law. The Supreme Court held
that it is hardly lack of due process for
the Government to regulate that which -
it subsidizes,

Mr. Chairman, I leave the rest with
you. That is an illustration and gives
you a picture, one which I am more fear-
ful of than anything else.

Finally let me sum up the situation.

We are told we are in grave danger of
inflation. This because of great surplus
or excess income over available con-
sumer goods.

Using the plan our Government now
has in effect including subsidy and roll-
back on beef prices—what do we have?

Approximately a $140,000,000,000 in-
come and approximately $85,000,000,000
worth of consumer goods.

What do we do about it and what are
the facts? We reduce the available sup-
ply of consumer goods, in the case of
beef, to 70 percent—in the case of civilian
needs—of the average supply used in
1941. In this year our income was $95,=
600,000,000, Why? On what theory?

In 1941 we paid $9,600,000,000 in taxes,
In 1943 we will pay $24,552,000,000.
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After taxes, $85,000,000,000 in purchases,
and marginal savings we have a sum of
about $16,000,000,000 left without con-
sidering what we will spend for bonds.

In the midst of plenty we force a
shortage when we should increase con-
sumer goods.

We now propose to continue to roll
back prices and provide funds to sub-
sidize some few losers while we permit
the rights of freemen in property and
free enterprise to be endangered in the
future by both famine and Government
control and regulation of their property
and business.

All of this with no improvement in
sight of the food supply situation.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has again expired. d

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Montana [Mr. O’CoNNORI.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed out of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Montana?

There was no objection.

Mr. O’'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, firstI
want to make an observation inspired
by the address given by the distinguished
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ELEBERG].
We of the West know that we have the
highest population of cattle in the his-
tory of this country. I have been in-
formed that the big packing plants of
the country are filled with beef, yet we

. have this anomolous situation, notwith-
standing that condition, we are unable,
even when we have the necessary points
for meat, to get meat in our retail stores
right here in the city of Washington and
that is true to a great extent through-
out the country.

The question is, what is wrong? We
have the beef; we have the transporta-
tion facilities, not only by rail but by
trucks, but we cannot get beef because
the retail stores cannot get it.

Yesterday morning I had the experi-
ence of applying to three different retail
stores here in Washington just to find
out if that fact prevailed, and it does
prevail. Notwithstanding that we have
more beef than the civilian population
can use, more than needed to supply the
Army requirements and to meet the
lend-lease requirements. What is
wrong? Ihave been informed that pack-
ers ship direct to the large restaurants
throughout the country and sell their
beef directly to these restaurants who in
turn are not controlled at all in prices
and can mark up any price they see fit
on their menus for their cuts of beef.

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

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I would
like to ask the genfleman from Montana
& question as to this kill of this 70 per-
cent. Is that for domestic consumption
80 percent, or whatever percentage is
needed for the Army, or is it a kill of
only 70 percent? I understood the gen-
tleman from Texas to imply that they
could kill only 70 percent. Would the
gentleman from Montana explain that?

Mr,
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Mr. O'CONNOR. I cannof explain
that because I am not familiar with the
ficures given by the gentleman from
Texas, but from the over-all picture the
cut, if there is one, is not understandable
with the couniry full of beef cattle.

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

Mr, O'CONNOR. I yield.

Mr. TABER. When they limit the
amount of cattle that can be slaughtered
to 70 percent of last year and a great lot
of that goes to the Army; is not that the
answer?

Mr. O'CONNOR. Not necessarily; but
if they do limit the kill to 70 percent it
is nonsensical.

Mr, ELLIOTT, Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, O'CONNOR. I yield.

Mr, ELLIOTT. Does the gentleman
know whether it is merely 70 percent of
last year, or is it not 30 percent reserved
for the Army and lend-lease and 70 per-
cent to the civilian population?

Mr. O'CONNOR. If the figures fur-
nished by the gentleman from Texas are
correct, that there is a limitation of 70
percent of the kill of last year that would
not account for present conditions, be-
cause there was & big surplus left after
the kill cf 1942,

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

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield.

Mr. CURTIS. I think the gentleman
will find that some of the small packers
are not even on a T0-percent arrange-
ment. The Lincoln Packing Co., at Lin-
coln, Nebr., is operating on only 23 per-
cent of its 1942 basis, and out of this it is
50-50, the Government gets one animal
'I;;;very animal that goes to the civilian

e.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I have heard this—I
do not know whether it is true or not;
I hope it is not—I have heard thaf the
big packers have devised some sort of
squeeze play to put the little packer out
of business. The price-control program
is putting the little man out of business
generally throughout the country, and
now it seems the same thing is about to
happen to the little packers. It is hap-
pening to our retail stores. Small retail
meat stores in the West and throughout
the country are gradually closing up be-
cause they cannot get the beef to sell to
the people, although there is a tre-
mendous surplus of it in the United
States today.

Mr. Chairman, I wish now to talk
about a matter that applies principally
to Montana.

Mr. Chairman, taken all in all, I think
that one of the most ill advised and pro-
hibitively costly proposals to come out of
Washington in many a moon was the
one that was recently attemnted in west-
ern Montana in connection with a Fed-
eral proposal to obtain additional water
in Montana for hydroelectric develop-
ment in another State. For sheer breath-
taking audacity I do not think the pro-
posal can be equaled, It is inconceivable
to me that such an utterly destructive
and wanton disregard of property, scenic
beauty, and States’ rights should be con-
ceived of at any time much less in the
middle of & very serious war When every
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bit of foodstuff raised and energy exerted
toward the furtherance of the war effort
is of paramount importance.

In fact I do not think such a hold at-
tempt to strip Montana of one of its
greatest natural resources would ever
have been made if those responsible for
this proposed deal had not thought that
in the hurry and confusion of war their
plan would be a fait accompli before any-
one could protest. Buf in that assump-
tion they erred.

Be it said to the everlasting credit of
Montana and Montanans that once again
that old vigilante spirit, which mani-
fested ifself about three-quarters of a
century ago to assure the first settlers of
that day their right to a peaceful and
law-abiding existence, that that spirit
still prevails. The perpetrators of this
folly overlooked the fact that these people
who would be ousted from their homes
and farms, were such a proposal followed
out, are the sons and daughters of those
hardy pioneers who went into that sec-
tion of Montana when it was notLing but
a timbered wilderness filled with then
hostile Indians and lawless bandits, there
to carve out and develop homes for them=
selves and their posterity, Those pio=
neers had to face and overcome tremen=
dous adverse odds and it took a great
courage and determination to build for
the future, to uproot the trees and bushes,
to till the soil, and to build homes for
their loved ones and those who would
come after them, That those noble men
and women who spent a life of hardship
and toil in order to leave a better place
for their loved ones to live in, that they
and the sacrifices they made have not
been forgotten was attested to admirably
in the spontaneous and determined way
in which their descendants, and others,
who realize and appreciate the beauty,
grandeur, and productiveness of this val=
ley that would be destroyed, have rallied
to the call to defend that valley as they
know it today.

Specifically, I have been referring to
the recent attempt made on the part of
Federal authorities to raise the level of
Flathead Lake 17 feet with all its ensuing
and devastating consequences.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. It
might be well to point out that this at-
tempt on the part of the Federal authori-
ties was not only to raise the level of the
lake 17 feet by 1945 but eventually to
37 feet. This would result in the inun-
dating of several of our large towns, the
loss of 50,000 acres of good agricultural
land, the decline of a large lumber in-
dustry, and a destruction that would be
of no benefit whatsoever to the State of
Montana. Furthermore, this proposal,
if allowed to go through, would affect
25,000 people directly and 50,000 peo=
ple—one-tenth of the population of my
State—indireetly. The most beautiful
gcenic area in the United States would
be desecrated as a result. It might be
well to add further that there was no
one in the State of Montana in favor
of this proposal and that as far as the
Montana congressional delegation in
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both the House and the Senate are con-
cerned we are 100 percent with the peo-
ple of the State in this respect. This
solidarity on our part is an indication of
how strongly we in Montana feel about
this proposed infringement of our rights,

Mr, O'CONNOR. I thank the gentle-
man because everything he has said is
true.

Apparently it was of little consequence
to those responsible for that idea that
hundreds and hundreds of homes would
be destroyed; that the beautiful city of
Kalispell would be isolated if not inun-
dated; that some 50,000 acres of the
most fertile farm land in America would
be inundated; that lumber mills and mil-
lions of feet of valuable timber would be
forever and irreplaceably lost; that the
scenic wonderfulness of Flathead Lake,
a great national asset and beauty spot,
would be seriously marred; and that the
cost to the State of Montana in property
loss, resources lost, hishway replacement
costs, plus the cost of litigation involved
would be tremendous and staggering to
the imagination, And all for what pur-
pose? As I have said, and now say
again, simply to take from the State of
Montana one of its greatest natural
assets for the benefit of another State.

Nor should the fact be overlooked that
the Flathead Indians would also stand
to suffer greatly by such a transaction,
and I think all will agree that the Indian
has been treated shabbily enough in the
past without this further thrusting of
the Indian down the economic scale.
What is known as the Kerr Dam was
constructed on the Flathead Indian
Reservation. The Montana Power Co.
pays a royalty to the Indians of $175,000
per annum for the use of the Indian
property. Should the Government take
this dam the Indians would be deprived
of this royalty unless compensation was
secured from the Congress of the United
States, and in view of past experience in
getting appropriations for Indians I
would say that it would be a man’s job
to secure this compensation.

Every excuse was put forth in justi-
fication of this proposal except the real
reason back of the desire to get the use
of this Montana water. The people of
Montana were told that the use of this
extra water diverted into Grand Coulee
and Bonneville dams would save tons
and tons of structural steel. No men-
tion, however, was made on their part
as to the resulting loss of 25,000 tons
of vifally needed foodstuff produced
annually in this section. Nor has any
mention been made of the fact that
thousands of dollars’ worth of property
damage would be sustained by Kalispell
people who, because of the wording of
the law, undoubtedly would be in a posi-
tion where their property was worth-
less, as a consequence of the raising of
the lake level, but at the same time find
themselves unable to collect any dam-
ages because their property was not
taken or actually damaged. Nor do I
think we should overlook the fact that
no less than 70,000,000 board feet of
lumber is produced annually in this sec-
tion, which production gives employment
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to about 750 persons and that pay rolls,
and so forth, totaled almost $3,000,000
in 1942,

It looks very much to me like the real
and only reason for this attempted rape
of one of Montana's resources 'is that
Bonneville and Coulee now find that they
need more water to operate on. How-
ever, I cannot see where Montana should
be forced to be the means of supplying
most of the Pacific Northwest with
power. That problem should have been
taken into corsideration when these
dams were being constructed. The peo-
ple of the northwest section cannot un-
derstand why the Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration and the Army engineers,
instead of endeavoring to make a storage
reservoir out of Flathead Lake, did not
look to Fort Peck. A world of power
could be developed at Fort Peck if power
generators were secured for the latter
place. The development of additional
power at Fort Peck could be had at very
little cost. We of Montana cannot un-
derstand why, if additional power is
needed in the Northwest, Fort Peck is
being overlooked.

The attempt to raise Flathead Lake is
clearly an attempted violation of the
sovereignty of the great State of Mon-
tana and we are all proud of the manner
in which our Montana people resisted
such an unheard of effort to invade and
destroy the rights and property of the
people of Montana,

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Maine [Mr. HaLel.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I rise for
the purpose of expressing my satisfaction
at the reporting of the Fulbright reso-
lution, In the campaigns which led to
my election to this body, I uniformly
stressed the point that the aim of this
country was the recovery of national se-
cuaity, which we had had for a short time
following the year 1918, and had negli-
gently lost for lack of any active or pre-
cise foreign policy—indeed of any
foreign policy at all—in the succeeding
years. I did everything possible to em-
phasize to the electorate my conviction
that the attainment of national security
meant, first, the defeat of the Axis Powers
and, second, the perfection of interna-
tional arrangements which would insure
the continuance of our national security.
This country would be secure if there
were a just and lasting peace. It would
not be secure if there were an unjust or
ephemeral peace; any unjust peace
would probably prove ephemeral, and
any war of any consequence would cer-
tainly involve the United States.

I acclaim the Fulbright resolution as
a succinet statement of a policy in-
dispensable for the infegrity of American
institutions and the safety of our chil-
dren, not merely from the steadily in-
creasing horrors of total war, but from
something worse—the overthrow of this
Republic by enemy powers which, with-
out suitable preparations, both in policy
and armament, we cannot resist.

For generations there have been people
in this country who believed that a for-
eign policy was a sort of immoral lace
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frill on the sober flannel petticoat of do-
mestic virtue. This is a tempting view
but not a sound one. Last Monday we
appropriated over $75,000,000,000—more
than half our national income—because
we threw away our alliance with the Eu-
ropean democracies in 1919 and created
nothing in its place—not an army, not
an air force, not a fleet. Indeed we even
serapped the ships that might have saved
the Philippines, just as in complete
thoughtlessness we suffered Japan to
take possession of the island bases which
made the Philippines indefensible.

In acclaiming the Fulbright resolution,
let me emphasize the things which, in
my opinion, it does not mean:

It does not mean an international
W.P. A.or an international N. Y. A. On
the contrary it looks to the abolition of
future O. P. A's It does not mean a
conspiracy of the starry-eyed who yearn
with Wallace to elevate the wages of the
tin miners of Bolivia and the living stand-
ards of banana growers of Nicaragua.
Still less is it a scheme to override our
immigration and naturalization laws
with new and hazardous forms of world
citizenship. It is not a project to sub-
ordinate the interests of the United States
to any nation or group of nations. On
the contrary it is merely a commitment
to study with other friendly inferests
the most appropriate and safest insur-
ance policies against the recurrence of
the disasters which now have our sons
dying on more battle fronts than can
readily be counted.

There is no cause to fear that the pas<
sage of this resolution can diminish the
part whicli our soldiers of today can take
in the conduct of our affairs tomorrow.
They must be given a voice on the best
ways of securing the American sover-
eignty and freedom for which they have
already fought. But I do think that we
of our generation should tell them out of
our experience that America’s security
does not consist in ignoring the dangers
that beset it.

And let me say that I think no harm
can result from considering this very
human question in this body which is
never more than 2 years from the heart
of the people, instead of leaving it as a
mystery so deep that only more august
minds can hope to comprehend it. In
fact I make bold to say that we should
be better off if all international arrange-
ments could be left to a simple majority
of both Houses instead of being controlled
as at present by a minority in one.

I hope the Fulbright resolution will be
adopted in this House by a sweeping vote.
It springs from a real instinct for na-
tional prudence and not from what Ed-
mund Burke called the false and reptile
prudence which seeks to avoid national
hazards by disregarding their existence.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 8 minutes to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. CELLER].

Mr, CELLER. Mr. Chairman, we
listened with a great deal of interest to
the remarks of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. KLEBERG] concerning the vast sup=
ply of cattle in this country, The New
York Times of yesterday morning called



1943

attention to the vast cattle surplus that
is piling up as the meat famine, particu-
larly in New York City, increases. The
subheading reads:

If half the excess were slaughtered it would
supply 200,000,000 persons with beef for 1
year the rangemen say.

What is happening to all this beef?
‘We cannot get it here in the eastern in-
dustrial area. The consumers in my dis-
trict and the industrial cities are hunger-
ing for beef; we are starving in the midst
of plenty.

The gentleman from Texas says that
all he wants by way of solution of the
problem is to put a ceiling price upon re-
tail beef and leave beef prices in the
hands of the packers and the cattle
growers uncontrolled. He wants the
law of supply and demand to operate.
The experience of every belligerent
country is fo the effect that you cannot
control inflation and cannot prevent the
spiral of inflation unless you control all
along the line wages, rents, prices of
commodities, prices of services, and
prices of everything that go into the
usual standard of living. No halfway
measure can succeed. The law of supply
and demand is out the window.

If you, for example, control only the
retailer, then the packers under no con-
trol could raise their prices at will to the
retailer and the retailer could not do any
business because he has a ceiling beyond
which he cannot go. He could be the
subject of a squeeze of the packer. The
cattle grower could likewise charge any-
thing he wished to the packer or he could
hold back the carcasses of beef at will,
as he is doing now. The packer, in turn,
would be at the mercy of the rancher.

This same article in the New York
Times, which is in part an explanation
of what is happening to this vast quan-
tity of beef, states as follows:

The spokesman for the Ranchmen's Asso-
clation emphasized what he thought was the
black market and sald he thought “black
market"” was & misnomer for the thousands of
small slaughterers and customers who are
determined not to be deprived of beef arti-
ficlally by Office of Price Administration
regulations.

Throughout the West an increasing num=-
ber of individuals are buying and storing in
freezers whole carcasses of bheef, and these
people are not comparable with the mem-=-
bers of the old prohibition bootleg trade.
They are patriotic, but they are determined
that they shall not go hungry.

I take exception to that statement and
I am inclined to the belief that since they
are indulging in a bootleg market con-
trary to the law of the land and the regu-
lations promulgated thereunder, they are
not patriotic. 'When they do not live up
to these regulations they should be pun-
ished. This hoarding of vast quantities
of beef to get higher prices for reasons
best known to their own selfish interests,
which interests are contrary to the in-
terests of the consumers throughout the
length and breadth of the land, is some-
thing to be deprecated and I emphasize
the thought that these ranchmen who are
holding back all this cattle are doing the
country a grievous wrong.
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The livestock producers want the free
law of supply and demand to operate.
The Livestock and Meat Council so in-
dicated. And they practically say, “Un-
less it does operate we will hold back.”
That is like pointing a gun at the ad-
ministration, to vary the simile. Ii is a
strike against the consumers.

Just see what happened in the Revolu-
tionary War with reference to the opera-
tion of the law of supply and demand.
Note what Washington said with refer-
ence thereto during the Revolutionary
War when he wrote John Jay as follows:

A wagon load of money will scarcely pur-
chase a wagon load of provision.

The Commander in Chief was gravely
concerned that the American cause
would be lost not in battle but from the
high cost of living and the high cost of
supplies for his army. Why? Because
of the operation of the ordinary laws of
supply and demand. The packers of
those days and the moneyed interests
of those days, if I may put it that way,
in New York and in the East, were de-
manding that the law of supply and
demand operate.

What did Washington say concerning
price raising and price fixing? He said:

That which is usual and customary in
such cases is to fix the prices of the several
articles; bearing a proportion to what is the
ordinary rate, and if persons will not com=-
ply the great law of self-preservation must
authorize us to compel them.

Meaning that the law of self-preser-
vation comes ahead of the economic law
of supply and demand and “We must,”
said Washington, in effect, “compel peo-
ple to disregard the law of supply and
demand in emergency in the interest of
the law of self-preservation.” I com-
mend these admonitions to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, KLEBERG] and fo
all ranchmen.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Montana.

Mr. O'CONNOR. According to news-
paper reports we are told that it is con-
templated importing Argentine beef into
this country regardless of the sanitary
laws. Does a policy of that kind make
sense when we have more beef on the
hoof and in the packing plants than we
have ever had in the history of the coun-
try and no place to go with it? In other
words, we cannot get it even though we
have the points.

Mr. CELLER. It does not make sense
if we have this vast store of cattle and
we cannot get it to the hungry mouths
that need it, particularly of the industrial
workers who need the proteins and vita-
mins contained in the meat. If we can-
not get it, we must be pregmatic. We
will be compelled to import Argentine
beef. I may say to the gentleman from
Montana that some Argentine beef is not
subjeet to the foot and mouth disease;
for instance, that which is grown in
Patagonia is not. We can import it
corned and we can get it in cans where
it is not subject to that disease,
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The law of supply and demand does
not operate in England as the result of
artificial restrictions. In England they
have been eminently successful in con-
trolling prices and in making wages meet
prices. The gentleman from Texas says
that England is not an agricultural na-
tion. Of course, it is not. It is an in-
dustrial nation importing most of its
food, but we cannot blind ourselves to the
experience of England with its roll-back,
with its subsidy, and so forth. In a way
we can pattern after England. Canada
is not an industrial nation. It is an agri-
cultural nation and has been eminently
successful in doing that which we have
been trying to do and what the O. P. A. is
trying to do in getting carcasses of meat
to the city populations, Canada has
held back prices of rationing, enforce-
ment, ceilings, roll-back, and subsidies,
It has “held the line.” We must hold the
line by doing the same. If we do not hold
the line, wages again will lag and will
not enable the wage earner to maintain
decent living for himself and loved ones.
He will demand and get higher wages.
Higher wages—higher prices. 'Then
higher wages again. Higher and higher
rises the spiral of inflation,
Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mz, Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. FuLMER].

Mr, FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I have
asked for this time to correct a statement
made by the distinguished gentleman
from New York [Mr, Cerier]l. I realize

‘that my good friend does not know very

much about price-fixing or prices except
what his consumers have to pay. He
said awhile ago that the great trouble at
this time is that farmers will not sell
their hogs and cattle, although farmers
have plenty of hogs and cattle. It is
true in certain areas we have an in-
creased production of hogs and cattle,
The trouble is that right recently since
O. P. A. has been talking about rolling
back the price on meat, hogs and cat-
tle have gone down about 2 to 3 cents a
pound, and packers are not buying and
therefore farmers cannot sell; or if they
do it is at reduced price. Do you think
the farmers would go running all over
each other under these circumstances to
force the sale of their hogs and cattle
when they are going down every day?

Farmers operate as individuals. They
have not any say-so as to what price they
are to receive for their products. They
are as helpless as consumers. There is
no definite price fixed to the farmer’s
products by the O. P. A. like they have
fixed for everybody else, The farmer
has to take whatever is offered. The
packers are absolutely refusing to buy,
and if so it is at a reduced price. Farm-
ers are willing and anxious to sell, but
they do not want to sell with prices roll-
ing back on them. Feeding hogs after
they become top hogs is an exira expense
to farmers. I am selling hogs from my
farm now at 1314 cents that some weeks
ago sold for 15 cents. In the meantime
my tenants are short of meat but O. P. A.
will not permit me to kill and sell my
own hogs to these tenants,
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Mr. STEFAN.
yield?

Mr. FULMER. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

Mr. STEFAN. Is it not a fact that
there are hundreds of farmers who have
spent a half century or a quarfer of a
century feeding and producing beef who
cannot longer stay in business because
of the conditions that exist today?

Mr. FULMER. The gentleman is ab-
solutely correct. Iam getting letters and
telegrams daily stating, “I am being
forced to sell out—I am reducing my pro-
duction of hogs and poultry because I
cannot get any feed.”, One of the best

Will the gentleman

producers and one of the most intelligent ,

farmers in my district, Mr. Moss, of
Cameron, S. C,, who has been a producer
of purebred hogs, wrote me the other
day, “I wanted to increase the production
of hogs, but I am forced to reduce.”

It is not the farmer’s fault. If the
0. P, A, had started out its operation on
a sound, common-sense, practical basis,
that is, from the farmer, the bottom up,
with proper differentials with processor
and all handlers, including the retailer,
then everyone could have operated on a
fair and normal business basis. No; they
fixed the price of meat to the packer and
retailers, and hogs and cattle kept going
up. Now they want to roll back prices
and pay packers a subsidy and the pack-
ers are pushing the prices of hogs and
cattle down.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FULMER. I yield to the genile-
man from New York.

Mr. CELLER. I agree with the gentle-
man., It may be that the packers are
endeavoring to prevent the farmers get-
ting a proper price. I want the farmers
not to sell at a loss. If a roll-back is
necessary for the consumers to get food
at a proper price and to make up for that
loss the farmer should get some sort of
a subsidy; I am willing to do that. Let
us get together and work something out.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from South Carolina has ex-
pired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 additional minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. FULMER. If you are going to
roll back prices and pay packers a sub-
sidy, believing you will help consumers,
then the farmer’s prices should be fixed,
so the packer cannot roll back the price
on the farmer. May I say to the gentle-
man that I do not believe there is a Mem-
ber on the floor of this House any more
interested than I am in wage earners
and the consumers of this country. Many
people in my part of the country live in
poverty and raise their children in igno-
rance because of the type of wages they
have been paid and because of unfair
prices they receive for their farm prod-
ucts. Before we passed labor legislation,
for instance, the textile workers in South
Carolina received only about 10 to 12
cents an hour, and they and their fami-
lies went around in rags. Not a single
boy or girl able to go to college, yet on
these factory lists we have many boys
and girls that would be able to make a
name for themselves if they only had a

\
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chance. But the trouble is that a great
many Representatives of the city dis-
tricts like my good friend representing
consumers and labor do not know the
many problems of the farmers. If there
is any two groups that should get to-
gether it is farmers and wage earners.
The farmer, like labor and the consum-
er, in selling and buying farm products
has no power whatever in demanding or
fixing fair prices. The packer fixes his
price and then fixes the farmer’s prices
so as to pay all expenses connected with
his business, including his taxes and a
fixed profit. Then this product passes
through many middlemen, all able to fix
their prices with many additions be-
tween the farmer and the consumer.
Naturally the consumer has to take it or
leave it.

Mr. CELLER. The gentleman would
have control all the way along the line?

Mr. FULMER. Absolutely, from the
bottom up and I would weed out many
of these useless middlemen who operate
as parasites on farmers and consumers.

Mr. CELLER. The gentleman and I
agree.
Mr. FULMER. You cannot do it from

the top down. As previously stated,
when they put a ceiling price on meat
some time ago, hogs went up. You have
to start at the bottom with proper dif-
ferentials and if I had my way about it,
I would definitely fix all prices, includ-
ing labor, on a fair basis for the duration
and quit so much foolish experimenting.
I begged them to do it, and they would
not do it.

Mr. CELLER. We are in absolute ac-
cord on that.

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, FULMER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.
Mr. BISHOP. I appreciate the gen-

tleman'’s explanation. In the final anal-
ysis, just who is responsible for the con-
ditions that exist now?

Mr. FULMER. Under the present sit-
uation, perhaps you cannot hold any
one person Oor any one agency respon-
sible, for we have a half dozen agencies
running all around over the lot with no
one with any definite power. When you
check on O. P. A, you are referred to
someone else. When you talk to Chester
Davis, he will tell you, “I have not any
power,” and finally you are referred to
Mr. Vinson, and he will tell you “We are
working on it.”

My committee reported a bill today to
place sufficient power in the hands of
the Food Administrator, that which he
thought he had when he was appointed,
in connection with production, distribu-
tion, rationing, and price fixing,

Let us cut out red tape, lost motion,
and confusion before we wake up too late
with too little.

Mr. BISHOP. I wish to congratulate
the gentleman on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from South Carolina has
again expired.

Mr. TABER. My, Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr, CurTisl,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, it is re-
grettable that the estimate from the Bu-
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reau of the Budget on an item of $8,000,-
000 for airports did not arrive in time
for the committee to incorporate it in
this deficiency bill. It would have en-
abled 28 communities in the United
States to complete their airports which
were started by the W. P. A.

Originally, the Work Projects Admin-
istration had 267 airports. When the
W. P. A. ceased functioning, 103 of these
airports were completed; 656 have been
specified by the Army and the Navy as
being of military necessity and will be
completed by funds otherwise provided
for; 71 of these airports are now being
operated by the Army. However, there
are 28 airports which are not completed
and a huge investment of not only the
Federal Government, but the State gov-
ernments and local municipalities, is
wasting away. In this category is the
air port at Beatrice, Nebr.: also the one
at Fremont, Nebr. The other 26 airports
are scattered over the States of Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Georgia,
Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Maine,
Michigan, Minnesota, New Mexico, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Texas, West Vir-
ginia, and Wisconsin,

Mr. Chairman, these communities
have completed their part of the contract
that they made with the United States
Government to build an airport and thus
advance aviation, aid in the pilot-train-
ing program, and improve the national
defense, As the matter now stands, the
Federal Government is a defaulter in its
arrangement with these several com-
munities in regard to their airports.
Most of these airports are far along on
the way to completion.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to call at-
tention to a letter received from Mr. W.
W. Cook, secretary of the airport board
of Beatrice, Nebr., bearing date of Jan-
uary 12, 1943, which is as follows:

BeATRICE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT BOARD,
Beatrice, Nebr., January 12, 1943.
Mr. CARL CURTIS,
Member of Congress,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: I am writing you to give you some
information regarding our local Work Proj-
ects Administration airport project. As Work
Projects Administration stops February 1,
we have been notified that the work on our
airport will cease as of that date.

The airport is a municipal airport, the land
being owned by the eity. It is located 2
miles north of this city on paved highway
U. 8. No. 77, Last April the citizens of this
city voted by a majority of 2 to 1, $60,000 for
the purchase of the land and to pay the
sponsors’ contribution for a class 3 airport.
The cost of the land was approximately
$45,000 for 395 acres.

The city entered into a contract with Work
Projects Administration for the development
of this tract of land as a class 3 airport.
The amount of money necessary for the city
to spend, according to their contract with
Work Projects Administration, was about
$B80,000. This Included the purchase of the
land, the sponsors’ contribution, and the en-
gineering fee. The clty has cooperated with
the Work Projects Administration 100 per-
cent, We have furnished everything that
we have been asked to. We have even gone
further than our contract agreement. When
Work Projects Administration labor became
scarce, the city furnished high-school boys
to drive trucks. The city paid these boys
as, of course, they could not be paid by
Work Projects Administration. We have fur-
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nished lumber, sand, and other materials,
the cost being paid by the city. All of these
things being over and above the amounts
called for in the contract.

At the present time the fleld is in much
worse condition than #f the improvement
project had never been started. There was
grading done and ditches dug which have not
been filled. Before Work Projects Adminis-
tration started there was 160 acres of this
tract that was a usable alrport. The field,
in the condition it is now, leaves us very
little of even the original 160 acres that we
may use.

The drain tile is being put in place at the
present time, the city having agreed to fur-
nish and pay for the necessary labor. This
also is over and above the contract agree-
ment. Work Projects Administration award-
ed a contract to the Robert Construction Co,,
of Lincoln, for grading and moving of dirt.
The amount of this contract was approxi-
mately $101,000, The Robert Construction
Co. have moved a great deal of equipment
and machinery to Beatrice. They have done
very little work. Of course, if their con-
tract is terminated, there will be a large_
amount of money due them as liquidating
damages for which the Government will get
nothing in return. They, of course, are
rightfully entitled to the liquidating dam-
ages as they have been to considerable ex-
pense,.

We have tralned approximately 50 stu-
dents here in Beatrice under the Civil Aero~
nautics Authority War Training Service. The
majority of these people are now either in the
Army or the Navy. We are still training these
students, although it is quite difficult with
our limited runway.

I am enclosing photostatic coples of some
letters received from the Store Kraft Manu-
facturing Co., of this city. They are large
subcontractors under the Cessna Co. As you
can see from the letters, they need the air-
port continually. As a matter of fact, Cessna
many times have flown parts and supplies
into the Store Kraft Co., and if they had not
been able to ‘do this, it would have greatly
delayed the program of the Store Kraft Co.
in their vital war business.

I am also enclosing information compiled
by our engineers showing the summary of
the work planned, the work accomplished,
and the work yet to be done. This was all
approved by the Work Projects Administra-
tion.

We are calling upon you to help us in any
way that you can to get some other agency
to take over and complete this work. We
need it very badly. The city has at the
present time spent in the neighborhood of
£70,000, fulfilling their part of the contract.
It does not seem fair to us that the city,
having spent their part of the money, that
the Government should not complete this
project.

Anything that you can do for us will be
greatly appreciated. If there is any addi-
tional Information that we may furnish you,
please let us know.

Yours truly, 3
W. W. Cooxr,
Secretary, Airport Board.

Mr. Chairman, throughout the weeks
and months since the termination of the
W. P. A, I have been endeavoring to get
some action that would bring about the
completion of this important airport at
Beatrice. Many contacts and conversa-
tions have been had with officials in the
C. A. A. and the Army and Navy. Up
until now, the Army and Navy have not
seen fit to take over this airport or aid
in its completion. It is my belief that
the C. A. A. wants this airport completed
and that their request is now before the
Bureau of the Budget.
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The city of Beatrice has done every-
thing that they could do. In fact, their
expenditures at the present time ap-
parently exceed the amount mentioned
in the above-quoted letter of Mr. Cook.

On June 14, Mr. M. S. Hevelone, an
attorney at Beatrice, advised me by tele-
gram, “Beatrice fulfilled its part of orig-
inal contract with W.P. A,, including fur-
nishing land, all engineering, and other
items, totaling over $80,000. W. P. A,
agreed to complete port in three phases
but did not complete phase one. Air-
port in worse condition now than before.
Besides, Government defaulted on con-
tract. Beatrice has three industrial
plants devoted to war production, One
plant working under subcontract with
Cessna Aircraft of Wichita. Beatrice
port in incompleted condition not usable
by men flying here on war work."”

State Senator Ladd Hubka of Beatrice
has been very active in promoting the
Beatrice airport. He, too, advises that
the city of Beatrice has done everything
required of them and more, and urges
that the Federal Government complete
its agreement.

Mr., Chairman, in the interest of
economy and fair dealing on the part
of the Federal Government with these
28 communities having unfinished air-
ports started by the W. P, A,, I urge that
this Congress, at an early date, take the
necessary steps to bring about their com-
pletion. :

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr, Chair-
man, I ask to be recognized for such
time as I may require.

Mr. Chairman, we are presenting this
morning the last of the annual appro-
priation bills, The pending bill, the sec-
ond deficiency appropriation bill, closes
the appropriation program for the ses-
sion. We are at last able to approxi-
mate in general terms the total amount
carried by the annual supply bills for
this session of Congress. Of course, it
is impossible yet to say definitely just
what the amount is, as a number of the
hills are still subject to change in the
Senate and in conference, but, under the
present status, the annual supply bills
and the supplemental and deficiency ap-
propriation bills aggregate approxi-
mately $111,000,000,009 for the first ses-
sion of the Congress. An approxXimate
estimate of the permanent appropria-
tions, special and general accounts, not
ineluding trust funds, for 1944 is $4,000,-
000,000. So we reach a grand total at
this time, under the present status of
the supply bills, of $115,000,000,000 for
the first session of the Seventy-eighth
Congress,

This is the largest amount of money
ever appropriated by the American Con-
gress, with one exception. The second
session of the Seventy-seventh Congress
appropriated a total of $147,000,000,000.
We are falling short of that amount this
session by some $32,000,000,000.

And that is as it should be. There is an
encouraging note in the fact that the ap-
propriations for this session make it the
second largest appropriating session in
the history of the Nation. There is reason
to believe that it indicates we are over
the hump, that the biggest job of getting
our production geared to war needs is
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done, and that we have now reached
the point where we have practically com-
pleted capital investments. All major
factories are built; all major plants
are in operation; all patterns, jigs, and
dies have been supplied; our personnel
has been mobilized and organized. From
now on we need production, replacement,
and maintenance, as far as we can see
now; and from now on, the trend should
be to keep producing to the limit. There
is heartening evidence in this decrease
in appropriations for this session under
the appropriations for the last session—
that we have passed the turning point
in the war. It is an encouraging and
optimistic atgury. At last we are defi-
nitely headed toward ultimate victory.
We are winning the war. i

Mr, O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from "Montana.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I hope everything
the gentleman has said will prove to be
true. If the gentleman has not read
it, I should like to have him read in the
current issue of Life a description of the
Battle of Attu. It will give him a vivid
idea of what this country is up against
before we lick the Japs, which we have
to do.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am very
glad to have the gentleman call atten-
tion to that phase of the situation. I
trust no one will get the impression that
victory is either near or easy. While
this is an encouraging omen, it does not
mean that the war is over or that any
material part of the incalculable price
has been paid. Anyone who took note
of the very informative address made
by General Marshall this week, must
realize that there are long days of hard
and strenuous battle ahead, and thaf
it is to be battles in which we must
expect to suffer frequent reverses and
severe losses; but we can begin to take
heart in the knowledge that the proc-
esses of preparation for war are now
secure.

We are just beginning to realize, just
beginning to catch a glimmer of light
on how close we came to tragic .and
irretrievable defeat. We are beginning
to realize that if the enemy full-pan-
oplied, full-armored, ready to the last
buckle, had been able to throw his
mechanized might against us as against
France before our plants were built, our
troops equipped, our personnel mobilized,
that, regardless of our resources, re-
gardless of the dauntless spirit of the
American people, we could not have pro=
tected our shores or defended our cen-
ters of production.

We are now in a position through the
capital expenditures of the last Congress
and this where we can be assured we are
as well or better armed, as well or better
equipped, our armed forces as well
trained and disciplined or better trained
and disciplined as any force which the
enemy can bring against us. From now
on our job will be to keep our present
plans and factories in production. As a
maitter of fact, it has been developed in
our hearings that we are producing so
effectively that we can now turn some
small part of our energies and facilities



6428

to civilian needs and divert some of our
war plants to the production of mate-
rials for civilian consumption. That is
one of a number of edcouraging conclu-
sions reflected in the substantial reduc-
tion in the amount of the total appro-
priations for this session under the peak
appropriations of the last session.

It must be understood, of course, that
all appropriations here tabulated, either
for the last session or this session, are
not devoted to war purposes. In the last
session, and in this session, about six or
seven billion dollars have been devoted to
the maintenance of the ordinary func-
tions of government, including interest
on the public debt, which for next year
amounts to something like $3,000,000,000;
but outside of the six or seven billion
dollars in the last session and this ses-
sion the entire appropriation of $147,-
000,000,000 for the second session of the
Seventy-seventh Congress and $115,000,-
000,000 for the first session of the Sev-
enty-eighth has been for war,

The second deficiency appropriation
bill contains comparatively few items
and comparatively small amounts to take
care of the ordinary odds and ends of
deficiencies that ordinarily appear at the
end of a session. We have here appro-
priations for the Postal Service, the bulk
of which is for the pay of personnel, for
clerks, for postmasters, and for Star
Route Service, and the deficiency is occa-
sioned by the tremendous increase in the
volume of mail and to mail carried free
for those in the armed forces.

Under the Federal Works Agency we
have an appropriation of $7,000,000 to
carry on a work-relief program in Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands from July 1
to November 30, 1943, under the act of
June 22, 1943, legislation which came
unanimously from the Committee on In-
sular Affairs. This $7,000,000 is a reduc~
tion of $1,000,000 from the $8,000,000
recommended by the Budget in respect to
this legislation to provide a stop-gap to
take care of unemployment and destitu-

' tion conditions in the islands, much of
which is due to war conditions, and the
disappearance of commerce occasioned
by our war activities.

Under the Treasury Department we
provide $2,700,000 for payment to Pan-
ama and the Export-Import Bank on ac-
count of Panama’s share of the cost of
constructing the Chorrera-Rio Hato
Highway. When this road was projected
the original cost was to be $4,000,000, of
which the United States was to pay one
and a half million and Panama would
pay two and a half million dollars, Pan-
ama borrowed her share from the Ex-
port-Import Bank at 4 percent interest.
The work was to be done by Panama un-
der advice of the United States engineers;
but with the coming of the war, and
the imminent necessity of prompt de-
fense of the Canal and the locks in Pan-
ama and other installations, we took over,
with the consent of Panama, the building
of the road, changed the specifications,
and agreed, for other important consid-
erations, to assume her part of the cost
of the road. We here provide for a re-
fund of the part of the amount of the
loan which Panama has paid, principal
and interest, and to pay the bank the
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remainder due from Panama on the two
and a half million dollars in the original
loan,

Under the Civil Service Commission we
provide for the Board of Legal Examiners,
with which the House is familiar, and for
the liquidation of the National Resources
Planning Board.

The bill as presented to the House
carries a total recommendation of $36,-
245,360.60, a reduction from the amount
of the Budget estimates of $2,255,500, as
large a retrenchment as we felt the pro-
gram could afford.

It is to be regretted that time could
not _have been afforded for inclusion in
this bill'of an appropriation to take care
of distress condifions occasioned by
floods in the Missouri, Mississippi, and
Ohio Valleys. Conditions in these sec-
tions are so severe that 3 weeks after
the first inundation, the Army engineers
have not yet been able to make an ac-
curate estimate of the damage or of steps
to be taken for alleviation of flood condi-
tions in these devastated valleys. The
loss has been very heavy and will be
greater unless early assistance can be
given to rehabilitate farm facilities and
to start production before it is too late to
take advantage of the season,

Mr, STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska.

My, STEFAN. On the Missouri River
flood situation we have no funds for a
survey based on the damage done this
year, have we?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This hill
carries no provision of any kind. There
has been no time to secure estimates,

Mr. STEFAN. Does the gentleman
understand that there is a new section
to the new road bill passed in the Sen-
ate yesterday providing for some con-
struction of damage done to bridges and
roads in the recent flood? Will we get
that bill here before we recess?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. It is to be
hoped that some such provision will be
provided before the recess. It is' the
most distressing flood we have had in
the Middle West in a generation, and
the crest of the flood had not reached the
confluence of the Missouri and Missis-
sippi at last report.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman
from Missouri has consumed 17 minutes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. ENGEL].

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I was in-
tensely interested in the statement made
by my good friend—and he is a good
friend—the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations, the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Cannon], to the effect that
the total appropriations at the last ses-
sion of the Congress aggregated $147,-
000,000,000, and that the appropriations
for the present session of this Congress
had aggregated $115,000,000,000, making
a total appropriation for the two sessions
of $262,000,000,000 of the taxpayers’
money.

On May 27 I placed in the RECORD a
statement giving the latest available rec-
ords on the assessed valuation of each of
the 48 States of the Union. That record
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shows that the total assessed valuation
of the 48 States of the Union is $150,-
000,000,000, I fail to find anything that
is very encouraging in the picture. We
have passed appropriations for $262,000,-
000,000 in two sessions of the Congress,
and this session is not over yet. That
amount is almost twice the assessed val-
uation of every piece of property, real
and personal, tangible and intangible, in
the 48 States of the Union,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
30 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut [Mrs. Lucel.

WHAT IS AMERICA'S FOREIGN FPOLICY

Mrs. LUCE. Mr, Chairman, recently
there has been unanimously reported by
the Foreign Affairs Committee a reso-
lution, which I hope will be unanimously
passed when it reaches this floor. Iread
that resolution:

That the Congress hereby expresses ltself
as favoring the creation of appropriate in=
ternational machinery with power adequate
to establish and to maintain a just and last-
ing peace among the nations of the world,

and as favoring participation by the United
States therein.

Since this resolution was reporied a
number of people, including to my as-
tonishment one or two Senators, have
spoken as though the foreign affairs of
this country were not the business of this
House. I can imagine no conception of
foreign affairs which betrays such a
complete lack of understanding of what
foreign affairs are all about. To talk as
though this House had no concern with
foreign affairs, is to talk as though for-
eign affairs were some sort of esoteric
parlor game, some pukka-sahib sport, a
sort of private political monopoly which
has no vital relation to the vital inter-
ests of the people. Is this House, then,
to raise the most staggering taxes in all
history, for a $300,000,000,000 war, and
to have nothing to say about what we
win when we win that war? ]

Such indeed seems to be the attitude
of a few people in high offices who have
always sought jealously to maintain a
monopoly of foreign affairs. They have
cozened and propagandized the people
into thinking that foreign affairs is a
delicate abracadabra which the people
had better leave to their betters. This
is also the doctrine of those who preach
a century in which there will be 129,-
999,000 common men but only 1, or per-
haps 2, very, yery uncommon men who
will do all the thinking about every-
thing foreign for you and for me.

Mr. Chairman, I know, and every
Member of this House knows that the
future foreign policy of the United
States is a matter of profound concern
to all the people. To be sure the people
are confused about it now. They have
been deliberately confused by those who
have claimed a monopoly of wisdom in
this field. The catastrophe of this war
is the very measure of their wisdom.
This, the people have begun at last to
realize. 8o, while the people do nof yet
know what they intend their future for-
eign policy to be, they do intend to be
the architects of it. If, in spite of their
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desire to do so, the American people are
denied the chance to determine their
own foreign policy, there will have been
committed the greatest crime that was
ever committed in this Nation against
government by the people.

It is in response to the demands of the
people that their representatives in
every branch of government contribute
to this task of shaping America’s foreign
policy by every available means that the
Fulbright resolution has been brought
before us. Wisely, I believe, it has been
determined to postpone the vote until
after every one of us shall have had an
opporfunity to consult again with our
people who have sent us here. When we
return here, I have no doubt that we
shall pass this resolution unanimously.

But though this step is all, perhaps,
that we can wisely take at this time, it
is only a first step toward an American
foreien policy. For actually the Ful-
bright resolution is only the expression
of a national sentiment. And there is a
world of difference between sentiment
and policy.

My argument is that, even at this late
date, America has no foreign policy; that
we 'must shape ourselves a policy soon;
and that without a foreign policy we in
this House can do nothing in the future
with intelligence or success. Without
some idea of the shape of American for-
eign policy, our attempts here to deal
with the problems of finance, labor, agri-
culture, currency, social security, lend-
lease, demobilization, rehabilitation of
stricken countries, feeding of starving
nations, and disarmament can hardly be
more brilliant than the attempts of
blindfolded children to pin the tail on
the donkey.

To show how we may go about getting
a foreign policy, may I with your kind
permission propose a base point in a true
American foreign policy? But let me say
one thing, first: I do not care what for-
eign policy all the American people finally
determine—provided they determine it
on the basis of the facts. For I know
this—and each of you knows it—that
after all the argument is done, a policy
which stems out of the true character and
vital interests of the American people is
not going to differ very much from what
I want or from what each of you wants,
on either side of this aisle.

How then do we proceed from vague
verbalisms to concrete decisions? How
do we proceed from sentiment to policy?

At the risk of sounding schoolmarmish,
let me press the distinction between the
sentiments of a nation and its policies, by
defining the word “policy” itself. Here
the ordinary Webster’'s Collegiate Dic-
tionary will do. There policy is defined
as “procedure based primarily on tem-
poral or material interest, rather than
on higher principles; hence worldly wis-
dom in the conduct of a nation’s affairs.”

This, Mr, Chairman, is the specific
sense in which I use the word “policy.”
This is also the sense in which it has
been used for hundreds of years by states-
men and diplomats whenever they have
spoken of any nation’s domestic or
foreign policy. By historic use, as well
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as by dictionary definition, the philos-
ophy, the ethics, the morals, the prin-
ciples, the sentiments of a nation are not
the same thing as its policies. Indeed,
policy, which is procedure, based on tem-
poral or material interests, in short, pro-
cedure based on self-interest, may be at
total variance with the accepted prin-
ciples, or spiritual concepts of a nation.
Or it may be in accord. Benjamin
Franklin made clear for all time the nice
distinction between principle and policy,
as well as the great importance of har-
monizing them happily, when he said,
“Honesty is-the best policy.”

Policy is, to put it another way, the
pursuit of national or international ends
by a choice of national means. A wise
and honest nation will always demand
that the international ends it seeks
should be open and aboveboard, just and
honorable, and so also should be the
means to these ends. That is what
Woodrow Wilson meant when he said,
“Open covenants, openly arrived at.”
Secret means, used to achieve secref ends,
midwifed by secretive diplomacy are not
the ways of a democracy. These are the
ways of totalitarian and Fascist powers.
These are the ways of dictatorship. And
when they are practiced or embraced by
democratic statesmen, they are the ways
that lead a democracy to its own doom.

Now the effort during the past 40 years
of millions of Americans in high places
and low to avoid having any foreign
policy at all has come to be known in our
day as “isolation.”

Your extreme isolationist of yesterday
was a citizen who believed that his coun-
try could develop peacefully and pros-
perously with nothing but a domestic
policy, regardless of the foreign policies
of other nations.

+ At this point let me say, every Amer-
ican realizes that we do have a procedure
and do practice a foreign policy toward
Canada and Mexico and the Central and
South American countries. In short, he
has long recognized and accepted the
need of stating his material interests in
the Western Hemisphere, and pursuing

them there intelligently and vigorously.

But in the past 40 years the average
American had come to feel, for some
strange reason, that our thinking about
Europe and Asia could stop at the water's
edge. And he has twice been doomed
to ugly surprises. He is doomed for
uglier and even more tragic ones, if he
has failed to learn the lesson of two
World Wars. Ido notthink he has failed
to learn it. I believe there are few isola-
tionists, by my definition, left in this
Nation.

Now it has been noted, I believe, that
I am no proponent of “globaloney.” But
it has not been generously nofed that I
am equally a bitter enemy of “globlind-
ness”, and a stanch friend of “globh-
alliances.”

I know, as most of my colleagues do,
that the policy of no-policy toward
Europe and Asia ignores one hard and
woeful fact. All the other nations—
European and Asiatic—do have foreign
policies, ey do assiduously and tire=
lessly pursue their international ends by
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the choice of national means. What the
isolationists had failed to realize is that
all these other foreign nations—both our
friends and our enemies, put the United
States’ foreign policy—which is paradox-
ically to have none at all—at the very

- top of their agenda. For example, for a

hideous example, the whole foreign pol-
icy of the Germans and Japs and the Axis
Powers was carefully built and secretly
pursued in the justified belief that Amer-
ica would not take the trouble carefully
to inspect ultimate Axis aims, and would
therefore never realize in time the nature
of Axis designs on America. In short,
during the past 40 years, our lack of any
alert and positive foreign policy toward
them allowed them safely to pursue their
own toward us. Thus, we see an ugly
paradox; our lack of a foreign policy not
only became an irritant, a worry, a heart-
ache to our natural allies, forcing them
into appeasements and uncertain allian-
ces, but it became a comfort and an en-
couragement and a very real aid to our

-natuml enemies.

Mr, Chairman, twice in our lifetime
America’s lack of a foreign policy has dis-
couraged our friends, encouraged our en-
emies, weakened the forces of peace,
fanned the flames of war, and plunged
the world into catastrophe.

So isolation has twice proven to be
a disastrous attitude for America. Buf
what, you ask, of intervention? If iso-
lation is the lack of an American for-
eign policy, is what has come to be called
intervention the presence of an Amer-
ican foreign policy?

The answer again is an unequivocal No.
Intervention, as it also has been twice
practiced in our lifetime, is no more of
an American foreign policy than iscla-
tion. Intervention, both under Woodrow
Wilson and under Franklin Roosevelt,
was simply the adoption in extremis of
another nation’s foreign policy. Twice
before this isolationist nation, belatedly
seeing that its many moral and material
commitments abroad and on the high
seas were menaced, and its shores there-
fore ultimately endangered, has been
plunged into a world war, prepared neith-
er with war aims nor peace goals, and
barely prepared with sufficient arms to
defeat those of its enemies.

Neither the avowed interventionists
nor the avowed isolationists can conceal
the appalling fact of their own paucity
of ideas about American international
aims. For neither interventionists nor
isolationists had any clear pre-war inter=
national American policy.

I believe that an American interven-
tionist who adopts lock, stock, and barrel
another nation’s foreign policy when the
threat of war is fully revealed is no more
to be admired as an American patriot
than the isolationist who denied the need
of any policy when the threat of war was
not visible, The interventionist is just
a renegade Isolationist, the isolationist
an unconverted interventionist. Neither
has honestly thought through his own
country’s true interests.

Now, let us, since the question of isola-
tion came first, take the so-called for-
eign policy of the President. Until 1937
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Franklin Roosevelt was the world’s out-
standing isolationist. For years he was
famed for his blithe indifference to the
oneness of the world in every chan-
celry in Europe and Asia, His public
approval, for example, of Munich is a
matter of public record. This adminis-
tration’s isolation from Eurcpe and Asia
until, and even after, that very day is a
fact that no historian disputes. Hitler
and Mussolini thrived and waxed strong
in those balmy days of the isolationist
New Deal. In those days, too, Hirohito,
slowly encompassing the conquest of
China, bought the scrap and steel from
us with which to beat our only potential
elly in the Far East to her knees, And
even then Hirchito was planning the
conquest of American possessions in the
Pacific. Until 1931 America had had a
coherent, if not a vigorous, far eastern
policy. From then on, under New Deal
statesmanship, that policy was allowed
to deteriorate slowly but inexorably; a
fact that was memorialized by our piled
dead at Pear]l Harbor.

But after Munich the evil tidings out
of Europe and Asia began to swamp the
State Department. No President fit for
office could any longer ignore them,
Slowly, reluctantly, hesitantly, Franklin
Roosevelt abandoned his isolation.
Little by little, cautiously, compromis-
ing always uninformed public opinion
with his own bitter State Department
information, Roosevelt, the world’s out-
standing isolationist, became Roosevelt,
the world’s outstanding interventionist.
Which is to say, insensibly he began to
adopt another nation's foreign policy.
He adopted that of our greatest and
nearest and most friendly neighbor—
Great Britain. Fortunately, he adopted
something, and better late than never.
Though, may I point out here, even that
policy was never forthrightly sdopted
by him, but rather thrust upon him at
long last by Pearl Harbor and the Ger-
man declaration of war upon America.

Now, right away you ask, Was Mr.
Roosevell’s acceptance of British foreign
policy a good thing or a bad thing for
the U. 8. A.? I want to be quite clear
about this. The acceptance of any co-
herent, funetioning foreign policy, long
confrived to preserve the material wel-
fare of millions, no, hundreds of millions
of people, above all, the acceptance of the
foreign policy of a powerful and friendly
and kindred nation is far, far better than
having none of your own., And Mr.
Roosevell had no foreign policy for
America before Pearl Harbor—and he
has no foreign policy for America now.

But as we all know, for many divers
reasons, many Americans who were
azainst Roosevelt's domestic policy were
entirely willing to follow him in so-called
American foreign policy. Those who
did so for the best reasons were the
thoughtful, unselfish, patriotic Ameri-
cans who wanted above all things for
America to be physically safe, not only
today, but tomorrow. They knew, in
short, their geography., They knew that
for purely geographic, utterly material-
istic reasons, lacking a foreign policy
of our own, the foreign policy of Great
Britain was the policy of all those in the
world best calculated to preserve Amer-

-
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ica from direct attack. They were the
people who also knew that the Monroe
Dectrine itself would never have been
tenable without the existence of a strong
and friendly British Navy. They knew
that for time out of mind, the British,
who kept the seas open and policed, had
coincidentally kept them open for Amer-
ican trade, American defense, American
ideas. They knew and saw what people
do not yet see clearly enough—though
there is nothing whatsoever to keep them
from leoking at the map—that the Brit-
ish Empire is America’s natural buffer
state.

As France has stood between England
and Germany for centuries, as Poland,
Czechoslovakia, and the Balkans have
stood between Russia and Germany, so
there, my colleagues, on the globe stands
the far-flung British Empire between the
United States and all its real or potential
enemies, in Europe and to some extent
in Asia.

We have been attacked by the Germans
and the Japs. Where are the great
masses of our American troops gathered
or fighting? Not on American soil. In
Australia, the British Isles, the Near East.
We have had to borrow everywhere Em-
pire soil to get at our enemies, Even in
the Far East, now that the Philippines
are gone, to aid our Chinese sallies we
must pass for thousands upon thousands
of miles through commonwealth land to
India. Conversely, if our enemies today
or tomorrow want to get at us, they too
must always borrow British soil, or first
subdue all or parts of the British Empire.

To repeat, with the exception of Japan,
there is not cne country in this whole
world—again I am omitting South
America, for obvious reasons—which
could get at the United States of America,
or at which the United States of America
could get without passing over or through
some part of the Empire and common-
wealth. America's geographical armor,
its eternal physical shield are colonial
parts or commonwealth components of
the Empire and its many Gibraltars.
Even Japan had first to dispose of British

* strongholds in the southwest Pacific in

order to secure her lines of attack on our
loosely held outposts in the Pacific.

Let us say that mighty Russia might
be our next enemy, which I do not for a
second believe. - Attacking from the polar
cap, even Russia would have to pass
through, or over, Canada to get at us.
Attacking out of Siberia past Japan,
striking at Alaska, Russia would still

have to go through Canada to reach

American heartland. Therefore, Mr.
Roosevelt was right, so far as the ques-
tion of sheer self-defense of the United
States of America went, in the early
stages of the war to embrace Empire
policy and strategy. He saw, as any
child who consults his maps can, that if
the Empire were to be destroyed Amer-
fca must eventually become physically
vulnerable to a score of nations. For
vesterday, today, tomorrow this country
must always deal with immutable geog-
raphy. We have the neighbors we have.
And this must always make our foreign
relations to the British Empire of para-
mount importance to the United States
of America,
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Therefore, it is, I think, obvious be-
yond dispute that the base line of our
search for an American foreign policy
must be our relations with the British
Empire. I believe that the American
foundation stone of an American foreign
policy ought to be a military alliance, or
nonaggression pact, with Great Britain
and the self-governing members of the
Commonwealth. The high-minded, sin-
cere internationalists, or the deliberate
makers of political confusion may falk
all they want about world organizations,
regional federations, leagues of nations,
and other mechanisms of collective se-
curity, I submit that in this epoch of
history, collective security is meaningless
without the firm and clearly established
military, as well as economic and
spiritual, collaboration of the United
States and the British Commonwealth.

Today and tomorrow the guestion is
not paramountly the peace of Europe but
of the world. In the world scene, any
scheme, however noble in concept, to
maintain peace will in the last analysis
be no better than the character and
clarity of the relationships between the
United States and the British Common-
wealth,

I speak, at this point, not of a foreign
policy, but of the search for a foreign
policy, and I say that this search must
be enormously speeded up. It is for the
people of America to determine their fu-
ture foreign policy. In foreign affairs,
as in domestic, politics is the art of the
possible. The American people have a
right to know what is possible in foreign
affairs and what is not. It is the busi=
ness of the executive branch of this Gov=
ernment to serve the people. In foreign
affairs, as in all else, it is for the Presi-
dent of the United States to be the serv-
ant of the people, not their master, and
certainly not their Delphic oracle., Let
us then call upon the executive branch to
serve us and all the people by ascertain-
ing without further delay the broad lim-
its at least within which a permanent
alliance with the British Commonwealth
may be obtained.

There are, I believe, no insuperable
difficulties in the way of an Anglo-Ameri-
can alliance. But no doubt there are
difficulties. Some of these difficulties
certainly exist in the sphere of our world-
wide material, commercial and economic
interests, such as currency, aviation, ship-
ping, communications, oil, and so forth.
All such questions need not be settled at
once, though they certainly should be ex-
plored at once. The question to be de-
termined today is whether we and the
British are willing to work out these prob-
lems in a generous spirit of give and take.
Senator Lobge has ably pointed out that
all of our allies are definifely pursuing,
in their policies, their own material and
temporal interests. I do not for 1 minute
object to Great Britain pursuing her own
interests with vigor and selfishness, so
long as she is threatened, and the world
is threatened by the possibility of recur-
rent American isclation. So long as the
Government of the United States is not
prepared to get down to brass tacks—so
long as high officials of this Government
continue to make windy words and senti-
ments and vague principles such as the
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“four freedoms,” a substitute for the hard
but patriotic business of statesmanship,
Great Britain cannot do otherwise. Nor
can the rest of the United Nations. But
if our Government would ever get down to
brass tacks, and help to give the Ameri-
can pesople a clear conception of what are
the vital interests and needs of the United
States so that we could all agree to our
foreign policy—then surely the British
Government would, for the first time, be
willing and glad to deal with us on the
basis of a high regard for our material
interests and our spiritual aims of world
freedom. I cannot conceive that any
government of His Majesty would want
to jeopardize the security of the common-

wealth or the peace of the world by un-

due opposition to American interests and
ideals. His Majesty's Government would,
I am certain, wholeheartedly welcome a
Government of the United States which
would be able to make plain in sensible,
common-sense fashion the continuing
and vital interests of the American Na-
tion, in Asia” and Europe. Benjamin
Franklin might well have said: “Fair
play is the best Anglo-American policy.”

I have said that policy must be sharply
differentiated from principle. Policy
cannot always achieve, indeed policy can
never wholly achieve the perfect fulfill-
ment of principle. At the same time,
when there is too big a gap between pol-
icy and high principle, we are plunged
into an abyss of moral confusion—the
very kind of confusion from which Amer-
ica now so deeply suffers. For instance,
either in the vacuum of an American for-
eign policy, or even with an American
foreign policy, the “four freedoms” for
the whole world are impossible of appli-
cation. But implemented by a clear An-
glo-American accord, the application of
them to many parts of the world, where
they do not yet exist, becomes infinitely
more possible. In fact in these circum-
stances we may even be able to achieve
the “four freedoms” for the United
States of America.

For my part, I believe that the greatest
of our principles does not separate us
from the British Commonwealth, but
rather binds us together: namely, our
mutual faith in government by the peo-
ple, for the people, and of the people, and
our determination to maintain it for
ourselves, whatever else happens.

The people of the British Common-
wealth are utterly devoted to this prin-
ciple, In the course of two centuries,
however, they have acquired the tremen-
dous problem of the application of this
principle of self-government to vast
areas of the Empire where self-govern-
ment is not fact nor even, in some cases,
an active theory. Today many British
leaders tell us they are determined to
apply the principle of self-government
everywhere in the Empire as rapidly as
possible. Certainly the United States
ought not to be a party, directly or indi-
rectly, to any unjustifiable delay in the
‘expansion of political freedom for all
peoples. But an Anglo-American alli-
ance would, I believe, give great impetus
to the expansion of world political free-
dom.

Finally, we cannot enter into a basic
all.ance with the British Empire if to
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do so would provoke the reasonable en-

‘mity of or suspicion of other peoples,

such as the Russians and the Chinese,
with whom, as with the rest of the United
Nations, we are also determined to estab-
lish enduring relations of fruitful co-
operation.

Let me now summarize my argument:
In the long and tragic absence of any
American foreign policy, vis-a-vis Europe
and Asia, Mr. Roosevelt did the “second
best thing” when he adopted that of
Mr. Churchill. But second best it was,
and is, and will be.

Until America finds and proclaims a
vigorous policy of its own, our isolation-
ist Presidents, in times of stress and
war, will always be faced with either the
disastrous choice of letting the British
Empire go under at the hands of its ag-
gressors—and our potential enemies—
or of becoming interventionists and
jumping in at the last desperate moment
on Britain’s side—and in that seramble
of accepting, in a vacuum of all else,
Britain’s foreign policy, her ways and
means of waging war, and her ways and
means of shaping the post-war world.
For we shall never, never, in material
things, or spiritual ideas, be prepared
for anything else.

How shall peace finally be brought to
the world? By what—to use the words
of the Fulbright resolution—“appropri-
ate machinery”? Well, first, by using the
machinery of our minds. Let us here in
this House make it clear that it will be
no longer an advantage to statesmen
who wish to remain in power to make
America’s foreign policy seem exclusive,
mysterious, and complicated. The Greeks
invented the painless trick of the maze
to drive ordinary men insane. It is
the trick of politicians in high places
today to raise a terrible dust of words
about police forces, leagues of nations,
world federations and so on, and then
to complain that people do not see. If is
a trick of these politicians to egg on
every man to call his neighbor who is
trying desperately to think things
through from any American point of

view, either an isolationist or imperial- -

ist, a warmonger or a pacifist. Let us

“put an end to this nonsense by proclaim-

ing the simple obvious fact:

What is most wanted in America today
are statesmen and legislators who can
formulate a clear, honest, all-American
foreign policy for the United States of
America in Europe and in Asia. I pre-
dict that any such clearly announced
American policy will at no point come
into harsh conflict with the best interests
of China, Russia, Great Britain, or any
of the United Nations, Once we see this
clearly, each of the great nations will
give a little and all the nations will gain
more. Only in this way will we be able
to work out our destinies peacefully at
home and abroad.

One more point and I am done: A
foreign policy never should be and never
can be at odds spiritually or economi-
cally with a domestic policy. The same
spirit and philosophy that informs one
will inevitebly inform the other. Lais-
sez-faire tycoonery, economic isolation
and reaction at home before 1932 bred
the same sort of disastrous American
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foreign policy abroad. Today “W.P. A.-
ism,” “poppa-fixism,” “mama-do-good=
ism” will breed the same kind of Ameri-
can policy abroad—and with inevitably
the same results on the foreign scene
that it has had on the domestic scene.

Mr. Chairman, I ask you, Where are
today's Jeffersons and Franklins and
Adamses? Where are today's Monroes
and Washingtons? Where are the men
who believed in helping those who help
themselves? In equal opportunities for
all men and all nations? In vigilance
being the eternal price of liberty? In
America creating its own destiny?
Where are the men, such as those I have

_named, who had both a policy for Amer-

icu and an American policy for other na-
tions, and who put them squarely and
honestly and without apology before the
people and the world? Where? Where?
Well, when they come—and come they
will, perhaps on the very floor of this
House—they will bring order out of our
national and international chaos. They
will set an honorable and yet realistic
American foreign policy before us, and to
that policy we will pledge our words, our
honor, and our arms; and having done so,
our words will never haunt us, our honor
will remain unsullied, and our swords
will stay bright in their scabbards—
bright and unused.

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentlewoman yiela?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield.

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Out where
I live we have a port. For 5 or 6 years
before December 1941, out of that port
went hundreds of thousands of tons of
scrap steel; and the same thing out of
San Francisco. It went to Japan, and
at the very same time we were shipping
those thousands of tons of steel we were .
befriending, or. supposed to be befriend-
ing, China, What kind of a policy was
that?

Mrs. LUCE., That is the isolationist
policy of Mr. Roosevelt which I am
presently going to describe.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs, LUCE. 1 yield.

Mr, DONDERO. I have a distinct rec-
ollection of the campaign of 1940 when
some of us were charged with some of
the things the lady is now announcing.
Is it not true that even the President of
the United States then announced that
the boys of this Nation would never
fight on foreign soil?

Mrs. LUCE. That is perfectly true
and I thank the gentleman for making
the point,

Mr. McMURRAY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE, Please let me finish, It
is quite true, as the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. DonbpeErol says, that in
the last election the President out-did
Mr. Willkie in telling the people of the
United States that their boys would
never be put on troop ships and sent
overseas. What safeguarded his politi-
cal position for him at that time was
that the insiders all knew he was talk-
ing with his tongue in his cheek. Now,
it is one thing for a private citizen to
talk with his tongue in his cheek, but
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it is quite another thing for the Presi-
demntt, ¢f the United States to talk with
his tongue in his cheek, of the whole
American people. Mr, Roosevelt was in
reality an interventionist talking like
an isolationist.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield.

Mr. TABER. Is it not true that the
President himself became the leading
isolationist when he espoused and put
through the so-called neutrality bill of
1935 and 19377

Mrs. LUCE. That is perfectly true,
fa‘,‘;:l.cl I thank you for making that point,

0.

Mr. BENDER. Mr.Chairman, will the
‘gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield.

Mr. BENDER. If the gentlewoman
will read the New York Times the day
after the Munich conference she will find
in that paper a statement giving Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt equal credit with Britain
and France for having established the
peace of the world by enforcing or par-
ticipating in the Munich conference,

Mrs. LUCE. I thank the gentleman
for making still another point in my
argument that Mr. Roosevelt has been
%he world’'s greatest isolationist in his

ime.

Mr., LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. 1 yield.

Mr LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The
statement which the lady made that the
President inspired neutrality legislation
is not in accordance with the facts.
Neutrality legislation was not looked
upon with favor by the President and
the Sscretary of State, as I happen to

know. That was an act of Congress.

: Mrs. LUCE. The President of the
United States for 10 years had this House
in the hollow of his hand. There was
seldom any piece of legislation he wanted
‘that he could not get here. If he did
not at the time inform the people of the
Tnited States what an insane policy the

Neutrality Act was, then it was because |

he did not choose then to upset the over-
whelming political balance of power
which he had in this House.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Let me
sgay to the lady that familiar as I am with
the facts, the statement that the Presi-
dent of the United States or the Secre-
tary of State inspired neutrality legisla-
tion, is not supported by the facts. I
speak as one who led the fight for neu-
trality legislation, and I was wrong and
I have apologized since to Secretary Hull
I:r differing with him upon that very

Sue.

Mrs. LUCE. The gentleman is a typi-
cal example, as the President himself is,
of an isolationist, which is to say he was
en unconverted interventionist. Con-
versely, an interventionist is nothing but
& renegade isolationist. What America
wants are men who have a positive for-
eign policy for the United States, who
will see clearly enough ahead so that
they cannot possibly make a mistake
about a thing as serious to the United
Bt:.tes as the passage of the neutrality
act.
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Let me
say to the lady that if I am guilty of that
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name, whatever it is, the Members on |

your side of the aisle voted just as nu-
merously and in just as large proportion
for neutrality legislation as those on this
side of the aisle.

Mrs. LUCE. The gentleman misun-
derstands my words completely if he
thinks I am supporting either interven-
tionists or isolationists. I say that
neither is good for America. Neither
has a foreign policy for the United
States.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WRIGHT. I wasvery much inter-
ested in what the gentlewoman had to
say about the period 1932, 1933, and
1934.

Does the gentle lady believe that any
one person, no matter how popular or
with what authority in this country
could have sold the American people the
idea we must intervene to protect China
or any other country?

Mrs. LUCE. I believe great leaders
can sell the people anything. I believe
that great leaders have in times gone
by sold the American people great new
forceful ideas; I believe Thomas Jeffer-
son was such a leader; Washington was
such a leader; Abraham Lincoln was
such a leader. We have had them in
history before. And when we have again
men like Monroe and Jefferson, men
who have both a foreign and domestic
policy for the United States of America,
and when that day comes people will
fall completely unified behind such a
leader.

Mr. ENUTSON., Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. ENUTSON. Is it not true that
the present administration has no for-
eign policy to sell to the people?

Mrs. LUCE. - Precisely; you have
made the very point my whole argument
is based on. This administration never
has had a clear foreign policy.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. ,

Mr, SCOTT. Does the gentlewoman
Lave any hope that the President will
announce any foreign policy until about
2 weeks or so before the election in No-
vember of 1944?

Mrs. LUCE. It is to the interest of
those in political power today to keep
a monopoly on foreign affairs. The
Greeks invented the maze, a very pain-
less way of driving a sane man insane.
It is therefore certain that this admin-
istration will not reveal its foreign pol-
icy, if any, before election, but will
rather, induce the American people to
lose itself in a maze of terms like col-
lective security, world federations, re-
gional federations, and so on, so that the
people will become so confused that they
will believe no one but the President
can show them the way to go home.

Mr. O'CONNOR. The distinguished
gentlewoman has frequently referred to
isolationists and interventionists. I
think those terms are largely inspired

JUNE 24

terms. I do not think there was such a
person in the United States as an isola-
tionist so far as war was concerned.

Mrs. LUCE. Peace, sir, is not a policy;
peace is an expression of hope. -

Mr. O'CONNOR. Pardon me just a
minute, may I continue?

Mrs. LUCE. 1Is the gentleman asking
a question?

Mr. O'CONNCR. Yes. I now pro-
pound a question: If a man believes in
trade and friendliness and neighborli-
ness with foreign nations but if he did
not want to participate in war would
the gentlewoman call such a person an
isolationist?

Mrs, LUCE. Certainly not. I did not
want to get into this war; the gentleman
from Montana did not want to get into
this war; even Franklin Roosevelt did
not want to get into this war. If that
was isolationism, then we were all isola-
tionists and, so long as we hate war, will
continue to be.

Mr. O'CONNOR. If the gentlewoman
will permit me to continue with just one
further cobservation: In the campaign
of 1936 the President of the United
States made this statement: “We are not
isolationists; none of us are except in-
sofar as war is concerned.” Would you
call him an isolationist at that time?

Mrs. LUCE. The man who sent the
message of congratulation to Chamber-
lain at Munich was an isolationist—by
my definition he had no American for-
eign policy. The man who said that
America could stay out of this war and
that he would keep this country out of
this war in the face of the informafion
that was piled up in his own State De-
partment—I refer you to Mr. Hull’s own
white paper on the subject of the inevi-
tability of war with Japan—was an isola-
tionist; he had no positive American
foreign policy.

Mr. EEFAUVER. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs, LUCE. 1 yield. .
Mr. KEEFAUVER. I remember wit
much interest the statement of the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman when she made
her first speech on the floor of the House
to the effect that Mr. Churchill and Pres-
ident Roosevelt could not agree on a for-
eign policy until they knew what was in

the mind of Joseph Stalin.

Mrs. LUCE. I should think they
should no longer be in doubt.

Mr. EKEFAUVER. Has the gentle-
woman any reason to believe now that
they knew what was in the mind of Jo-
seph Stalin, or if she knew what was on
his mind which makes her think that
they can now enter upon a foreign
policy?

Mrs. LUCE. It was and is of the ut-
most importance that Mr. Roosevelt
should have sought and should continue
to seek what is in the mind of Mr. Stalin.
I believe without any reasonable doubt
he knows now what is in Stalin’s mind.
From here out he can proceed to act in
the formulation of a policy toward Rus-
sia.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. I understood the
gentlewoman to say a few moments ago
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that Thomas Jefferson had a sound, defi-
nite foreign policy; is that correct?

Mrs. LUCE. That is correct.

Mr. RANKIN. Jefferson expressed
that policy in his first inaugural address
in these words:

Peace, commerce, and honest friendship
with all nations; entangling alliances with
none.

Is that what the gentlewoman alludes
to? =

Mrs. LUCE. That is quite correct. I
do not wish any entangling alliances
with any foreign country that are nof al-
liances based on the physical security of
the United States,

Mr. RANKIN. I am a Jeffersonian
Democrat and, of course, I agree with his
views as expressed in that historic ad-
dress. .

Mrs. LUCE. The British Navy is the
one thing that made Jeffersonian inter-
nationalism, and later the Monroe Doc
trine, possible. -

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentlewoman. yield?

Mrs. LUCE. I yield. ©

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Iam
trying to reconcile the gentlewoman’s
statement with reference to a military
alliance with her answer to the gentle-
man from Mississippi when she said——

Mrs. LUCE. Does the gentleman con-
sider that our relations with South Amer-
ica are entangling alliances? That our
relations with Canada is an entangling
alliance? Is that the gentleman’s sug-
gestion?

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. Iam
trying to find out the type of alliancde the
gentlewoman desires with Great Britain,

Mrs, LUCE. I would encourage the
exploration of a nonaggression pact with
Britain, which is our natural buffer
state. Look, please, at the map; and re-
member at the same time this is an air
world we are living in, and that in future
we shall need to surround ourselves with
as wide a margin of physical protection
as we can, -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlewoman from Connecticut has ex-
pired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman from New York
yield me 5 minutes?

Mr. TABER, Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON],

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Chairman, the distinguished gentle-
woman from Connecticut [Mrs. Lucel,
who always comes prepared with beauti-
ful and devastating phrases based largely
upon her own views and frequently un-
supported by logic or facts, has just en-
tertained the House with one of her
clever addresses, Unfortunately, I did
not know that she was to address us upon
this occasion on the subject of our for-
eign policy and only came in the Cham-
ber while she was in the midst of her
address. I can only secure 5 minutes of
time, but I do want to consume that 5
minutes, if I may, in correcting, if I can,
some of the unjust criticisms and some
of the illogical statements based upon
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conclusions which are not justified by the
record.

It is easy for one who has not been a
Member of the House until this session
and who has never voted upon any meas-
ures coming up in the House during the
past 10 years, like the distinguished gen=-
tlewoman, to be free to criticize all votes
because she has no record to commend
or to condemn. Had she been a Member
of the House for the past 12 years, dur-
ing that critical period through which
we have been passing and had served
upon the Foreign Affairs Committee in

.the House and had seen these various

transactions unfold themselves, she
would not have made some of the state-
ments which she made here today.

I think she was rather unfair and
manifested a spirit of extreme partisan-
ship when she leveled her criticisms at
the President of the United States,
Franklin D. Roosevelt, and his great Sec-
retary of State, the Honorable Cordell
Hull. It is easy to criticize; it is difficult
to construct. The question of a foreign
policy is not a static thing, just as the
domestic policy is not static. Domestic
legislation and domestic policies depend
upon conditions existing in a country at
the time, and our foreign policy just as
naturally rests upon conditions that con-
front us abroad. None of these great
leaders of the past of whom she has
spoken ever had an inflexible domestic
or inflexible foreign policy. The foreign
policy has always had to depend upon
the conditions ‘existing throughout the
world at the time,

I resent the charge or the implication
that Franklin D. Roosevelt and Cordell
Hull are responsible for this war. On
the contrary, they have both done every-
thing within their power to prevent it
and I dare say that the historians of
the years to come will not point, as the
lady did today, the finger of guilt to them
as being responsible for this great global
war.

Mrs. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LUTHER A. JOHNSON. For a

question. What has the lady on her
mind?
Mrs. LUCE. I wish to know if the

gentleman misunderstood me? Does he
think that I blamed one man for the iso-
lationism of the whole country? I do
not think I blamed the President alone.
The almost unanimous attitude of Amer-
icans for 40 years has been isolationist.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The lady
does not blame the President alone then?

Mrs. LUCE. Definitely not.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Will

“the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUTHER A, JOHNSON. Yes.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I
wonder if the gentle lady is aware of the
fact that only 27 Members of her own
party voted for the lend-lease bill?

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I thank
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for
that reminder and I was going to say

. something in that connection, which

brings to my mind this: She condemned
the neutrality legislation as being respon-
sible for the war, but I call her attention
to the fact that when we voted to repeal
that neutrality legislation, when that be-
came necessary by reason of conditions
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abroad it was the Members on her own
side of the aisle who tried to defeat it and
we had to depend on this side for the votes
to do so.

Thé CHAIRMAN. The time of the
genfleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield the gentleman 5 additional
minutes.

Mrs. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I yield
to the gentlewoman from Connecticut.

Mrs. LUCE. Does the gentleman again
misunderstand me? Does he think I
was defending Republican isolationism?
Because, if he does, I want fo cor-
rect him. I am against and was against
both the isolationists and intervention-
ists—neither of which had a foreign
policy—on both sides of this aisle.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The lady
not having been here, we do not know
how she would have voted. It is very
easy for her to criticize now the votes
of others who were here when we voted
upon many measures affecting our for=
eign policy.

Talking about isolationism, when did
isolationism begin? It was back in 1920
after that great leader of ours, Wood-
row Wilson, left the White House, and
Harding and the Republican regime
came into power. Aye, it began even be=
fore that, when the Republicans in the
Senate, aided by a few isolationist Demo-
crats, turned down Wilson's request that
we become members of the League of
Nations and the World Court, and I
doubt very much today whether the
world would be at war if this country
had not turned its back on Wilson’s
leadership and his plan to preserve world
peace. I want to remind the gentle-
woman that in my opinion one of the
reasons responsible for this war and
which helped to produce it was the dis-
armament conference under the Harding
administration when the other countries
of the earth scrapped their blueprints
and we scrapped our ships and found
ourselves without a Navy sufficiently
large to make the Axis Powers respect us.
That was not caused by Franklin D.
Roosevelt or Cordell Hull.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Iyield to
the distinguished minority leader,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts., To
be accurate, historically accurate, what
does the gentleman have to say about
this last World War having been started
by the peace of Versailles? That was
framed by President Wilson. There is
where it started.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. No; I
have no such delusion, I do not think
that this war started by the Treaty of
Versailles, That is the reason Hitler
gives, but I do not accept his alibi as the
cause of this war,

I want to talk a little about this neu-
trality legislation because I do know
something about the history of that leg-
islation, I was chairman of the sub-
committee that framed the first bill upon
that subject and I know the attitude of
Secretary Hull and I think I know the
attitude of President Roosevelt with ref-
erence to it. It was not recommended
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by the President to the Congress or sub-
mitted to the Congress by him. The
Congress, and not the President, initi-
ated it and passed it without any nod
from the White House. I do know that
Secretary Hull was against it, and there
was considerable doubt at the time
whether or not the bill would be signed
by the President afier we passed if.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr.
Chsirman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I think
I had better not yield to anybody now.
I wanted to talk a little more about this
neutrality legislation, because that has
been injected into the debate. Inad-
vertently I said campaign instead of de-
bate, and my friends on the Republican
side, by their laughter and applause, in-
dicate that they recognize the speech just
made by the gentlewoman from Connec-
ticut as being a part of a political cam-
paign, and it was evidently made for
that purpose.

Mrs. LUCE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON.
gentlewoman'’s insistence.

Mrs. LUCE. Will the gentleman, for
the remainder of his time describe quite
clearly and simply what he thinks the
foreign policy of the President of the
United States is? g

Mr, LUTHER A, JOHNSON. Iam not
going to be diverted by the lady’s telling
me what to talk about. I am going to
choose my own subject, and talk in my
own time. On some other occasion when
my time is not consumed in answering a
speech of the gentlewoman, I will be
glad to discuss at length the foreign
policy of this administration. ;

What I was starting to say was that
the neutrality legislation was conceived
as being legislation which was designed
to keep us out of war and keep other
countries from going to war. That was
the whole inspiration on which it was
based. .

As I said a moment ago, I was one of
those who so believed and supported it.
I believed that we should set an example
for the rest of the world by refusing to
sell arms so that they might follow our
example and we might thereby encour-
age peace and prevent war, But I am
convinced now, and I say to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from New York
[Mr. WapsworTH] who wsas here a mo-
ment ago, and who led the fight against
the neutrality legislation, that he was
right and I was wrong. It is not a popu-
lar thing to admit that you are wrong,
but in the light of subsequent history I
want to say that that legislation, in my
judgment encouraged rather than dis-
couraged the Axis Powers in bringing on
the war in which we are now engaged.
They interpreted it as a license from us—
that they could rob, murder, and pillage,
and attack the rest of the world and we
would do nothing about it. And that
after they destroyed the rest of the
world they could then destroy us. Re-
bublicans and Democrats both voted for
it. It was enacted by Congress not at the
instigation of the President or his Secre-
tary of State. |

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gie?téeman from Texas has again ex-

ed.

At the
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Mr. CANNON of Missourl. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 5 additional minutes fo the
gentleman from Texas,

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LUTHER A, JOHNSON, I yield
to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr, VORYS of Ohio. I know the gen-
tleman has an intimate knowledge of the
neutrality legislation, The gentleman
will recall that in the fall of 1939, after
war had started, we were called into
special session to change our neutrality
law. ‘

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Iremem-
ber the Vorys amendment, too. -

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The arms em-
bargo repeal was involved. Let me re-
mind the gentleman what the President’s
attitude was on September 21, 1939, In
his message he said:

The step I recommend is to put this coun-
try back on the solid footing of real and
traditional neutrality.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The gen-
tleman can put it in the Recorp. I am
not going to take all my time letting the
gentleman read the Recorp. I decline to
yield further.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. He said he was
for neutrality.

Mr. LUTHER A, JOHNSON. By tradi-
tional neutrality, the President meant the
kind that we had before we passed the
neutrality law.

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I yield to
the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. KEFAUVER. I wonder if the gen-
tleman recalls the vote on the Republican
side on the repeal of the arms embargo
when we came back in September 1939
for a vote on that issue.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON., Yes; I
remember it. I was in there fighting for
its repeal and a large majority of the
Republicans voted against the repeal of
the arms embargo, as they did against
all bills to modify or repeal any part of
the neutrality law. Many Democrats and
many Republicans may have made a mis-
take in enacting the neutrality law back
in 1935, but many more Republicans
made a greater mistake when they voted
against its modification or repeal when
the storm clouds were breaking over
Europe. While it was a mistake to pass
the neutrality law in 1935, if we had re-
pealed it or modified it before the Euro-
pean war began, it would have done
much to have averted the present global
war. Those who prevented its repeal
or modification before the war began
erred far more grievously than those who
originally enacted it.

On June 30, 1939, 2 months to a day
before Germany invaded Poland, the
House voted on the repeal of the arms
embargo of the neutrality law and failed
to repeal it because an overwhelming
majority of the Republicans voted
against its repeal.

The President felt and Secretary of
State Cordell Hull felt that if we could
repeal that arms embargo before the war
started in Europe it would be notice to
Adolf Hitler and to the Axis Powers that
these countries who were attacked could
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secure arms from us, and Congress was
urged by the President so to do.

We had that session here which I well
remember. Unfortunately—I say unfor=
tunately, I think fragically unfortu-
nately—we failed to repeal the arms em-

‘bargo in June 15939, and on September 1

Hitler invaded Poland and the World
War began. I have always felt that if
the Congress of the United States had at
that historic session on June 30 repezled
the arms embargo it would have given
notice to Adolf Hitler and to his cohorts
that we were not going to hold ourselves
aloof, and that countries that were at-
tacked could come here and get muni-
tions with which to defend themselves,
and Hitler might not have invaded Po-
land, and the present war would have
been averted. The special session of
Congress, after the invasion of Poland,
did repeal the arms embargo, but it was
too late to prevent the beginning of
hostilities in Europe.

Mr. Chairman, I say in the light of
history, in the light of what has hap-
pened in the last 10 years, in the light
of the history of our country and its re-
lations with other countries, no vne
familiar with the facts and with the
events as they have happened can criti-
cize the President of the United States
as not having done all that he could to
keep us oui of war and to help win it
after we were attacked.

I do not believe in all of the domestic
policies of Franklin D. Roosevelt, and
have not supported all of his domestic
policies with my vote, and on his do-
mestic policies I think he has made mis-
takes; but I say to you, and this is what
I have said many times elsewhere, that
on foreign policies throughout this crisis,
President Roosevelt and Secretary Hull
have been right 100 percent, and the ver-
dict of history will so record.

REPUBLICAN FOREIGN POLICY

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman from Connecti-
cut, in a well-prepared address and in
her usual suave manner, opened the 1944
Presidential campaign with a somewhat
related rear attack upon the President
of the United States. She found con-
siderable criticism with his foreign
policy, or his lack of foreign policy.

But somehow or other the leading
newspapers of this Nation—many of
which opposed the President on the
domestic front—supported his foreign
policy. Our distinguished colleague
from New York, James W. WADSWORTH,
a Republican, but an outstanding Ameri-
can, has been one of the greatest sup-
porters of the President’s foreign policy.
Certainly President Franklin Delano
Roosevelt pledged to all Americans that
he would make every effort to keep
America out of war. As early as 1938,
the President warned America of totali-
tarian dangers. In 1939 he again warned
us of the danger of Germany and Japan.
He was called a war monger and an in-
terventionist by Republicans and by
some of the press of the Nation. Ref-
erence to the CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp will
clearly establish to the satisfaction of
the gentlewoman from Connecticut who
favored and who opposed preparedness.
Apparently in 1929 the gentlewoman



1943

from Connecticut must have been in
China or somewhere on one of her many
international sojourns—unaware of the
solid isolationism of her own Republican
Party.

Let us look at the record of both major
parties since Cohgress sensed the danger
of impeding war. Let us see how the
Democrats and the Republicans voted to
prepare America:

June 30, 1939: House Joint Resolution
306, Neutrality Act of 1939, passed the
House 201 to 187. One hundred and
seventy-five Republicans opposed this
measure.

September 7, 1940: House Resolution
10132, a bill to protect the integrity and

* institutions of the United States through

8 system of selective compulsory military
training and service—selective service—
passed the House 263 to 149. One hun-
dred and thirty Republicans opposed this
measure.

February 8, 1941: House Resolution
1776, a bill to further promote the de-
fense of the United States—Lease-
Lend—passed the House 260 to 165. On
this measure, considered the most im-
portant of our entire foreign policy, 137
Republicans voted in opposition.

October 17, 1941: House Joint Reso-
lution 237, a joint resolution to repeal
section 6 of the Neutrality Act by per-
mitting arming of merchant ships,
passed the House 259 to 138, One hun-
dred and twenty-eight members of the
Republican Party opposed this measure,

November 13, 1941: House Joint Reso-
lution 237, a joint resolution to re-
peal the Neutrality Act of 1939, passed
212 fo 194. One hundred and seventy-
six Republicans opposed this important
measure less than a month before Pearl
Harbor,

In view of this conclusive record of
Republican isolationism, the very parti-
san address by the gentlewoman from
Connecticut, opening the 1944 Presiden-
tial campaign, sounds like some more
“globaloney.”

Let me remind the charming lady from
Connecticut that when she “aired” her
first “supremacy of the air"” address, she
stated then that we—Great Britain and
the United States—should not formulate
or embark on any foreign policy until
we knew what was on Joe Stalin’s mind,
and in that premise she was absolutely
correct. Let’s move slowly on any new
foreign policy. Let us try to make it as
flexible as possible, depending on the
day-by-day turn of world events.

The gentlewoman’s endorsement of
the Fulbright resolution to which I
heartily subscribe was the sole bright
spot of an otherwise ill-timed address.

For 4 years, I was the quarterback of
the football team of my university and
real generalship demanding instant de-
cisions necessitated by the game’s cir-
cumstances meant the difference be-
tween victory and defeat. It is easy to
find fault with the plays called or
strategy used by the quarterback the
day after or the following Monday
morning by the sideline all-American,
In my opinion, the gentlewoman'’s criti-
cism of the President’s foreign policy
sounded like “Monday morning quarter=
backing.”

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The gentlewoman from Connecticut
would certainly be making a greater con-
tribution to the war effort if she and
the Republican Party which she repre-
sents, would rally behind one of the
greatest leaders of all time comparable
to Washington, Jefferson, Lincoln,' and
Wilson; yes, President Franklin Delano
Roosevelt, the Commander in Chief of
all Americans—Republicans as well as
Democrats.

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr, Scortl.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am
sure that the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut [Mrs. Luce] will feel indebted to
the distinguished gentleman from Texas
[Mr. LurHER A. JoENSON] because he has
confirmed her thesis that the President
has no foreigm policy, the gentleman
from Texas having stated that the for-
eign policy of this country during the
last 8 or 10 years had to change as con-
ditions changed. I take it that the pol-
icy of opportunism as enunciated by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LUTHER A.
Jounson] is still the foreign policy of
this Government, changeable, variable,
turning with each wind of public opin-
ion, and that we still have no foreign
policy. The symbol of such a policy
should be represented, not by the Ameri-
can eagle, but by s weathervane. I am
glad, as I say, that the gentleman from
Texas confirms the gentlewoman from
Connecticut.

Mr, TABER. Mr, Chairman, I yield
15 minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
wish to make some comment with refer-
ence to an item which is carried in the
bill on page 7, and which has to do with
Puerto Rico, and after all of this discus-
sion on international affairs, perhaps we
can go back to one of the milk bottles
that is on our own doorstep, from a con-
tinental standpoint. On page 7 of the
bill we have an item of $7,000,000 which
the committee has recommended that we
provide, with which to carry on the Fed-
eral Works Administration program in
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands, dur-
ing the period beginning July 1, 1943,
and ending with November 30, 1943.

A committee from this House, under a
resolution of instructions passed by the
House, has just returned from Puerto
Rico, and that committee will in due
course file, for the benefit of the House
Members and the interested public, a
committee report. Of course, I shall not
at this time attempt to give a report for
the committee, but my only purpose in
coming before you at this moment is to
discuss rather briefly and in a prelim-
inary manner, this item of 7,000,000 and
the course that this Congress may have
to follow on this particular part of our
relief program, as related to those two
areas, beginning next December 1, be-
cause this appropriation expires as of
November 30, 1943, You gentlemen may
wonder how the $7,000,000 got into the
bill. The Puerto Ricans asked for $50,-
000,000, $25,000,000 to be spent during
the coming fiscal year, beginning July 1
next, and $25,000,000 to be spent during

- the following fiscal year. That request
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came before the Insular Affairs Commit-
tee of the House at about the time we
were prepared to go to Puerto Rico for
this investigation, and it was the judg-
ment of the committee that the $50,000,-
000 should not be provided before the in=
vestigation was made. So there came to
that committee a recommendation for
$8,000,000, to be used during tlte coming
5 months, and to prevent the destruction,
we will say, of the Public Works Admin-
istration in Puerto Rico and the Virgin
Islands. :

I understand there was a division in
the Committee on Appropriations with
respect to whether this $7,000,000 should
be left in the bill, so I want to give a few
thoughts on the whole program.

Puerto Rico has about 1,800,000 peo-
ple who came under our control after
the Spanish-American War. The Virgin
Islands are some 1 or 2 hours travel dis-
tance from Puerto Rico by air. We pur-
chased the Virgin Islands from Denmark
in 1917 as a matter of national defense.
In those 3 islands there are about
26,000 or 27,000 people. On 1 island
there are 12,000 or 13,000 people, on an-
other about 700, and on another about
13,000. It is my frank, blunt opinion
that our program as related to the Virgin
Islands has operated to turn the entire
economy of those islands into a ball
of wax. When I say we, I mean the
Congress and the administration., How
that is to be “unballed” and put back
into order I do not know. The
Virgin Islands are included in .this
bill, and in this $7,000,000 item. I make
that observation because unfortunately
the amount that is to go to the Virgin
Islands is not segregated, and in my
opinion the Virgin Islands is in a dif-
ferent: world to that of Puerto Rico,
from the standpoint of nature, from the
standpoint of production, and from the
standpoint of present economic condi-
tions. Puerto Rico has a budget which
is divided into three general heads—what
is called the general fund, and the special
funds, and the trust funds. The total
revenue that will flow in under all of
these funds during the coming fiscal year
will perhaps approximate $70,000,000 or
mayhbe $75,000,000. There is a population
as I say of about 1,800,000 people. This
side of Puerto Rico, and largely under-
our jurisdiction, is the country of Haiti,
with about 4,000,000, with a budget which
will probably run $5,500,000, during the
coming fiscal year, maybe $6,000,000.
Note the comparison there—4,000,000
people with a $6,000,000 budget, and
1,800,000 people with a $75,000,000 to
$80,000,000 budget. What are doing to
Puerto Rico when we supplement
budgets like that with $7,000,000 for 5
months or $25,000,000 for a year, or with
an average, say, of about $30,000,000 for
the past 10 years?

What have we done to the Puerto
Rican people? After-I have read the
investigating committee report I will
have something to say about that. Do
we wish to give the Puerto Rican people
this $7,000,000, and through this debate
indicate to them that at the end of this
5-month period they may not receive
any more from us while present condi-

' tions continuz; or do we wish to leave
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"the record in such shape as to lead the
Puerto Rican people to believe that when
this $7,000,000 is exhausted and the 5
months have expired they will receive
another $18,000,000 to carry them
through the remaining part of the fiscal
year and which, added to this $7,000,000,
will give them the $25,000,000 they asked
for before the committee went to Puerto
Rico?

Those are basic questions with which
we should deal and about which we may
wish to say something in this debate in
the final disposition of this $7,000,000.

At the present time, as the Appropria-
tions Committee, the Naval Affairs Com-
mittee, and the Military Affairs Commit-
tee particularly know, the Federal Gov-
ernment is releasing into Puerto Rico
an enormous flow of dollars. Do you
want to make your appropriations for
public works after the Army and Navy
cease to turn these many million dollars
loose, or do you wish fo supplement this
fantastic budget with the Federal ex-
penditures by the Army, the Navy, the
Marine Corps, and the Coast Guard, and,
in addition, give appropriations such as
this bill carries? That is something for
us to think about.

Here is another thing that enters into
this proposition: As many of you no
doubt know, the distillery industry in this
country has ceased to manufacture in-
toxicating liquors. That means to say
that insofar as boats are made available
the West Indies—Cuba, Puerto Rico,
Haiti, Santo Domingo—and sbme of the
other countries down there will have ac-
cess to the intoxicating-liquor market in
this country up to their capacity to pro-
duce. Puerto Rico is in an unusually
favorable position to produce rum and
ship it to this country. The boys who
like rum tell me it is a pretty good prod-
uct. As the rum flows out of Puerto Rico
it creates an export tax. For the month
of May, I was informed this tax exceeded
$2,000,000. Mr, Tugwell estimated it
would probably be $10,000,000 to $12,-
000,000 for the coming fiscal year, and the
largest rum manufacturer down there,
who produces a product under the name
of Bicardi, told the committee that with
favorable shipping he thought it might
reach $25,000,000 a year, That is a very
unusual and a very peculiar position in
which Puerto Rico finds herself at this
particular moment from a revenue stand-
point. Do we want to go further and
gupplement the income of Puerto Rico
with appropriations of this nature, with
Puerto Rico benefiting by the heavy flow
of export taxes on rum? There is some-
thing else we must think about and that
is the increased income from new taxes.

You have down there four or five basic
crops—sugarcane, coffee, tobacco, coco-
nuts, and rice. Every man who is at-
tempting to farm in Puerto Rico is com-
peting with the Federal Government
through the W. P. A., the Army and the
Navy, the Marine Corps, and these other
agencies, in an effort to obtain labor to
carry on his agricultural operations.
That is something for us to think about.

Mr. CANNON of Missourl, Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, CRAWFORD. I yield.
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The official
report shows there are 250,000 unem=-
ployed employables in Puerto Rico to-
day; that of those 250,000 the W. P. A.
is at this time employing 41,000, and this
appropriation will permit the continued
employment of that number, So, even
subtracting the 41,000 provided for by
the amount in this bill, there are still
209,000 unemployed employables in the
island who are available for employment
by any farmer who wants farm labor.

It was further shown that W. P. A,
refuses to employ anyone who can get a
job anywhere else. If any man is of-
fered a job, and refuses to take it, they
promptly fire him from W, P, A. em-
ployment. The W, P. A. officials took up
the matter with the industries and asked
them how many men of those on W. P. A,
rolls they could use., They told them
they could use 100—100 out of 41,000.
So, I am puzzled by the gentleman’s
statement that the employment of these
41,000 is drawing labor from private in-
dustry, when there are 209,000 who can-
not get any kind of a job at all and, in
addition, W. P. A. offers the entire 41,000
on its rolls to local industry when needed.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
certainly am not going to dispute what
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations has just said,
but I call attention to the fact that he
is now speaking about the official report
which has been given to him. In other
words, these figures he is giving are not
his figures, as I understand him.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. No; they
are not my figures. They are official
figures compiled on the basis of a local
census. I wondered if they agreed with
the gentleman’s figures., Did the gen-
tleman get any figures down there which
indicated that the official figures were
incorrect or inaccurate? If so, will he
let us have that evidence?

Mr., CRAWFORD. Our report, prac-
tically all of which was taken in the form
of sworn testimony, will not squarely
support the report which was given to
our committee before we went down
there and which undoubtedly has been
given top the Committee on Appro=-
priations. Conditions have radically
changed with the improved shipping sit-
uation.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Does the
gentleman say there is no unemploy=-
ment on the islands? And what does he
say to the statement that W, P. A. asked
local indusiry to estimate how many
men they could use, and they said they
could use 100 men—100 out of 250,000.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would not say
there is no unemployment there, I
would say there is unemployment there,
and I will make the further statement
that as long as we pour these millions of
dollars into this island there will be
more unemployment, because the Fed-
eral dollars which come in siphon people
down from the hills into the cities and
reduce them to a life in as nasty and
degraded a slum area as you are likely
to find anywhere, with tuberculosis, gon-
orrhea, and syphilis and all that goes
along with it. They come down there
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from the hills and squat and live as best
they can.

And knowing they can get a few relief
dollars, why, certainly, many refuse to
stay up in the hills and work, and this
drift that I refer to runs all through the
operation.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr, TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan 5 additional minutes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Of course, we can
rely on the record. The record will show,
and there are other members of the com-
mittee here who were down there with
me and who are on the floor now, who
can give you the facts about this situa-
tion. We went into the facts, and the
record will show that men are taken
away from sugar and coffee plantations
for public-works projects, I went out
into the country just to ascertain for
myself, and I found that at a 1,500-foot
elevation there were about 340 acres of
land, with 28 coffee plantation houses on
it. Italked toa man there and asked him
why men were not working on it, and he
sald they are working down in the valley
on a works project; working on public
roads that you came over awhile ago. I
saw them at work but I did not know
what specific project they were working
on or what farm they were from.

You can go down there now and study
the sugarcane operation and you will
find sugarcane is left in the field uncut,
and at the end of next month, July 1943,
that will be true, and it is left there be-
cause the Work Projects went in there
and absorbed the sugarcane workers,
took them away from the particular
flelds.

There is no question about that, I
made it my business to go out and visit
on some of the farms and plantations
throughout the country to see them with -
my own eyes, 50 I do not have to take any
official record.

Of course, we have got the testimony
from the farmers; their testimony is in
the record, and the record will speak for
itself.

That does not mean fo say that the
farms will absorb all these people, hut
here is the fundamental point I am rais-
ing, which I fear we are about to over-
look. Do we at this time, with reference
to this $7,000,000, wish to further a plan
of putting more revenue into the Puerto
Rican hands and thus encourage addi-
tional waste and graft and extravagance
and experimentation, or do we at this
time, by serving warning that we will
leave the $7,000,000 in the bill, but that,
beginning in December next, we are go-
ing to insist that they use some of their
own funds. In other words, we will leave
the $7,000,000 in the bill, but when the
commitiee has completed its report and
when we come back here next fall, we will
have to revamp the whole program, or,
because of the few remarks that we are
making here today, give them a warning
in questioning this proposal, that we are
looking into a new policy with reference
to Puerto Rico which we have never had
in mind prior to today.

I am worried more about the domestic
situation; there are others who can wor=
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ry about infernational affairs, but I am
for protecting the United States and its
Territories, organized or unorganized,
first, last, and all the time, and take care
of the balance of the world thereafter
if we feel able to do so.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I would
like to ask the gentleman—and I am ask-
ing purely for information. I have the
highest regard for the gentleman. He
has just returned from the island, and
we want to get all the facts we can. 1
would like to ask him two questions. He
mentioned graft just now. Does he
charge the W, P. A. down there with
graft?

Mr., CRAWFORD, I charge that in
this whole operation, without any hesi-
tation whatsoever, that in the adminis-
tration of these amounts, the Congress,
through the support that goes to Puerto
Rico and to the insular government in
Puerto Rico in connection with this
whole problem, is a party to the graft
that runs through the entire operation
financed by Federal and insular funds for
all activities.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Just a
second. May I ask if the gentleman will
elaborate, in the extension of his re-
marks, and explain in what specific man-
ner he says graft exists. That is a seri-
ous charge and should be itemized. We
cannot lightly charge General Fleming’s
administration of graft without being
able to prove it. It is the gentleman’s
prublic duty to tell what graft he found,
if any.

Mr. CRAWFORD. No; we will let the
committee report cover that, along with
the testimony presented.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. May I ask
the gentleman to enlarge on it? He
surely has not made so grave an indict-
ment without being able to prove it.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the official rec-
ord and report speak for itself. I am
willing to stand on that.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Buf as the
gentleman knows it does not speak for
itself. It does not charge graft, but the
gentleman does. If the gentleman will
not answer that question, may I ask this
one: Is the gentleman in favor of the
appropriation of the $7,000,000 or does
he oppose it?

Mr. CRAWFORD. At the present
time?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri.
this time in this bill.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am in favor of it
on this condition: That if this debate
serves warning on Puerto Rico that from
here on we are going to expect them to
take funds from their own treasury; yes.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am glad
to hear the gentleman say that he favors
the appropriation of the $7,000,000 as
provided by the bill.

Mr. CRAWFORD, If they are going
to take warning from this that we are
going to expect them to help support
themselves as a part of their own domes-
tic economy, I am willing to let it go
through, but otherwise not.

Yes; at

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That is
what I wanted to know—if the gentle-
man, after visiting the island, is willing
to support the 7,000,000 until the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs, of which he is
a member, has presented its report on
permanent legislation.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am bringing this
up for discussion at this time to get the
House thinking on the whole subject.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield.

Mr. CHURCH. Does the gentleman
really believe in his own heart that any
substantial good can be given to Puerto
Rico with this money as long as the
political philosophy of the present ad-
ministration down there, meaning Tug-
well’s philosophy if you please, persists?
In his own heart does he believe it?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not going to
make a political discussion out of this
matter. What I am dealing with here
is how far do we propose to subsidize the
Puerto Rican treasury in addition to
the great military expenditures we are
now making, along with the enormous
flow of income which is coming into the
insular treasury by reason of these sit-
uations to which I have referred.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr., WEISS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp following the ad-
dress of the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
LutaER A. JOHNSON].

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr, Berrl,

Mr. BELL., Mr, Chairman, I have lis-
tened with the greatest interest to the
remarks of my distinguished colleague
from Michigan, for whom I have the
greatest respect. It has been my honor
and pleasure to serve as chairman of
the subcommittee of the Committee on
Insular Affairs which recently went to
Puerto Rico to investigate conditions
there and I want to take this oppor-
tunity to thank every member of that
subcommittee for the splendid coopera-
tion they gave in every manner. I think
if there has ever been a committee that
worked without any partisan feeling it
has been this committee. We did not
know whether we were Republicans or
Democrats; we went down there and tried
to do our duty as Members of this House
to get all of the pertinent information as
to what was going on there in order that
we might come back and in due time
make a report and give Congress the real
facts so that this Congress might exer-
cise its judgment as to what is the best
legislation to pass with reference to
Puerto Rico and its effect upon the
United States as well as Puerto Rico. I
wish I had a longer period of fime in
which to outline the situation. 3

With reference to the $7,000,000 item
which is before us today I think we ought
to leave that in the bill as it is; I think
we ought to pass that item, and I will tell
you why: There has been some question

6437

as to whether or not funds were improp-
erly used or whether there was graft
exercised in their use. I think the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Michigan
who just spoke will agree with me that
there was no evidence of any graft so far
as the W. P. A. officials were concerned.
I think sincerely that Members on both
sides of this subcommittee had the feel-
ing that of all the agencies, W. P. A, as
represented by General Fleming, has
done a good job there.

On the question as to the necessity for
ifs continuance beyond this 5-month
period I will in turn agree with the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Michigan
that I was against giving them $50,000,-
000 before we went down there, and upon
returning I am still of the same opinion.

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

Mr, BELL. I yield fo the gentleman
from New York.

Mr, TABER. Are we not sticking our
neck out to give them $7,000,000 at this
time when they have such a large island
revenue, from $75,000,000 to $80,000,-
000—a revenue.higher per capita than
that of any State in the United States?

Mr. BELL. On the surface that would
appear to be so, but if one studies and
analyzes the situation one will find that
the revenues for the months to come
have been allocated to certain plants and
projects. W. P. A. down there is finish-
ing up certain projects which are neces=
sary to the war effort, some of them very
necessary. ;

Mr. TABER. But they are more im-
portant in that they take help away from
the farmers and take help from the pri-
vate employer, destroying the economy
of the island,

Mr. BELL. I am inclined to believe
that the continuation of this program in
its limited form for another 5 months
is a matter of winding it up down there
in an orderly manner and will not inter-
fere with the economy of the island, I
feel just as the gentleman does that we
do not want to spend any money down
there that is going to interfere with pri=-
vate industry. I am just as much op-
posed to that as the gentleman is, but I
do feel that with respect to these projects
which have been started we as a Con=
gress ought to permit them to be finished
in an orderly manner and that is what
this $7,000,000 appropriation is for, to
conclude the thing in an orderly manner
and to wind up an agency which has been
doing that work down there.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BELL. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Is it not a fact
that the Insular Legislafure in Puerto
Rico at its last session passed one of the
stiffest tax bills in the history of the
island? -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. HOEVEN].

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, the
food crisis is so real, so serious, that we
of the Congress must act and act prompt-
ly. We face an inevitable food shortage
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due mainly to the mishandling of our
food program. There simply will not be
enough food for our men in uniform, our
allies, the people whom we may rescue
from Nazi rule, and our own pecple at
home.

It is too late to increase food produc-
tion for this year. The administration
has failed to heed the repeated warning
of an impending food shortage. Before
we entered this war representatives of
agriculture appealed to the President to
regard food as important as planes, ships,
and guns, and to encourage maxXimum
food production. Not only was nothing
done to give us more food but the poli-
cies adopted restricted and discouraged
production and brought about the pres-
ent alarming situation. Forcing down
prices by regulation discourages produc-
tion and depresses the .morale among
producers. When the supply of any
product is decreased by low-price ceil-
ings, prices are forced up by the law of
supply and demand, creating unlimited
black markets.

The attempt to roll back butter prices
under a subsidy has brought about the
sale of so much butter to Government
agencies that cold-storage warehouses
are packed to overflowing, so the supply
of butter for the public has been dis-
tinctly cut by the roll-back method.

Today, when there is a shortage on
meat, four small packing plants in my
congressional district are closed because
they cannot operate under the O. P. A.
price-ceiling regulation. Feeders can-
not get corn for their cattle. Poultry
raisers cannot get feed for their baby
chicks, Proteins are difficult to procure.
Bakeries are crying for corn sirup, corn
products, and starch. Policies now be-
ing followed have brought about the
slaughtering of milk cows that cannot
be replaced in 3 years, and a milk fam-
ine is predicted in our larger cities this
coming winter.

Our food supply must not be manipu-
lated by politicians for the purpose of
winning votes. Food production and dis-
tribution should be placed in the control
of one competent individual whose sole
purpose will be to give the American
people more food at fair prices, He must
know food production and distributing
preblems, and must be a practical man
free from the restrictions and interfer-
ence of New Deal theorists, and he must
be blanketed with all-out authority to do
the job. The manipulations of our im-
practical bureaucrats, who know noth-
ing about our food problem, are making
the situation worse. We need an im-
mediate house cleaning to bring order
out of chaos.

_ 'The people are looking to Congress to
deal with this food problem vigorously
and immediately. Food is a basic war
weapon. The effective solution of the
food problem will have an important
bearing upon the outcome of the war
and upon the healilr and morale of the
people of this country. The hour is
ﬁwing late, and we have no time to

H. J. Haskell has written a book en-
titled “The New Deal in Old Rome.”
Facts are recorded in history back in the
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year 301. Late in the third century, the
anarchy was ended by an able soldier
and administrator; Diocletian, with army
backing, became the dictator, reorgan-
ized the government, and stabilized the
currency on what he believed was a
sound basis. Unfortunately, like some
modern rulers facing a similiar problem,
he overvalued his new monetary unit.
Prices promptly responded with a violent
rise. Diocletian recognized the suffering
that resulted, bu€¢ naturally did not un-
derstand the cause. In 301, he issued his
famous edict setting maximum prices

and wages. The act had the death pen-
alty for evasion. If read like modern
orders,

The civil service had so expanded that
a contemporary wrote, with disgusted
exaggeration, that half the men in the
nation were on the government pay roll.
There were plenty of inspectors, but this
early attempt at price fixing failed. It
is recorded that businessmen closed their
shops, that many articles of commerce
disappeared, and that food riots resulted.

A few years later, we read the obituary
of the act. For merest trifles blood was
shed, and out of fear nothing was offered
for sale, and the scarcity grew much
worse until the law was repealed from
mere necessity.

This, history records as of the year
801, It could be 1943,

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. STEFAN].

Mr., STEFAN, Mr. Chairman, much
has been said in the debate on this bill
on the guestion of subsidies and also
about the probable amount of meat we
have in the United States which is avail-
able for our. civilian population, our
armed forces, and for lend-lease. The
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KLEBERG] in
his lengthy and very interesting address
indicates that we have sufficient meat on
hand. Others who have spoken on the
subject also indicate that we have plenty
of meat. I wish fo enter the debate from
a different viewpoint and on behalf of
the farmers who feed cattle, farmers
who for half & century have been in the
livestock-feeding business, farmers and
producers who have furnished to us mil-
lions upon millions of pounds of beef and
pork. I wish to differ from those who
have spoken so often on the subject of
supply. From what they have said, it
would seem there is nothing to the meat
problem except transportation and dis-
tribution. Of course, that has much to
do with our farm problem. Let me give
you the other side of the picture. Let me
tell you the side of the farmer who feeds
cattle and finishes them for the market.
There is a tremendous expense for feed
and care of these cattle before they are
finished. The price these feeders get for
this finished meat today is too ‘low to
allow them fo stay in business. Under
present conditions they cannot get even
the cost of production. They are operat-
ing at a loss. The spread must be wider
so far as finished beef is concerned. This
subsidy and roll-back program is affect-
ing these great producers to such an ex-
tent that I fear many of them are being
forced to quit business.

JUNE 24

Recently I called attention of this
House to the case ofrone feeder in my dis=
trict. This farmer has been in the feed-
ing business for 25 years. He has always
had arnund 1,000 head of cattle on feed
in his yards. Today he probably has not
one critter in the yards. He just cannat
operate under present conditions. He
just has to quit. On yesterday I pre-
sented to the House the resolution of 700
feeders and producers who met at Fre=
mont, Nebr., indicating that they cannot
operate nor can they continue in the
feeding business any longer unless heip
comes to them at once. I presented to
you a telegram from 97 feeders in Cedar
County, one of the 24 counties in my
district, who say they, too, fear a deep
decrease in meat production unless some
stabilized program is adopted at once.
I have presented to you the reports from
many other feeders in my district who
have the same thing to tell you. They,
too, are pleading for some immediate
help. They do not fear any overpro-
duction of meat. They have a different
story to tell about meat supplies as com=
pared to the stories told here about the
tremendous stocks of available meat.
These feeders are patriotic. They know
that food is needed to win this war and
they are anxious to produce it. They
cannot do it under the roll-back and
subsidy program. They want a stabilized
program which will permit them to stay
in business. Otherwise you are going to
allow the destruction of a great meat-
producing business upon which we must
depend for badly needed food. These
great producers who always take great
chances in this business wanf to con-
finue to furnish food.

I call your attention to the fact that
the House Agriculture Committee has
passed out a bill which will help the situ-
ation. It is known as the Fulmer hill.
This legislation should pass before we
recess here because it will help the farme
ers and producers of meat. It will help
these feeders who are threatened with
destruction. Also we will have on to-
morrow the Wolcott amendment to H. R.
2869 which would eliminate this subsidy
and roll-back program. I believe this
measure, too, would help the producers
of meat. I urge quick consideration of
these measures because they represent
the only pieces of legislation we now
have and which will answer the demands
of the producers who are so much con-
cerned over the new price and food pro-
grams which have been inaugurated.

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Murray]l.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, with all our name calling in
connection with the discussion of world
affairs I am wondering where our states-
men were when Mussolini was boiling
the Ethiopians in cil and I wonder who
furnished Mussolini the oil to burn the
Ethiopians in? There was not too much
protest from anybody about that pro-
cedure. One’s hindsight is so much
better than one's foresight.

In regard to this meat situation it does
not do you or I or anyone else any par-
ticular good to get up here day after day
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and continually repeat criticism of the
O. P. A, without a constructive sugges-
tion to offer. Most everyone is familiar
with the facts and the causes of this
meat shortage. The question is| Is there
anything we can do about it? What are
we going to do about it?

The gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr. FuLmer], chairman of the Agricul-
tural Committee, has a bill .which has
passed through that committee, a bill
that in his opinion—and a large majority
of the committee members think the
same way—will help correct this situation
as far as meat is concerned. I want to
say that there are absolutely no politics
in it. If anyone wants to make politics
out of it, they will have to accept the
responsibility. The gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. FuLmer] has lived
up to his responsibility. He has the bill
out of the committee and it is now up to
the Rules Committee. The Rules Com-
mittee can now assume their responsi-
bility, and so can the other individuals
and bodies whose approval is needed to
translate this legislation into law.

I maintain there is no use to con-
tinually blame the O. P. A, and then do
" nothing to correct the situation in a
legislative way. The Fulmer bill is an
attempt to take the confusion out of
food production and place the responsi-
bility in the hands of one man and one
foad agency. The Fulmer bill is a con-
structive approach to the war food
program.,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the

gentleman has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of the time on this
side.

Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that if we
continue this W. P. A, proposition down
in Puerto Rico it means the absolute
and complete destruction of all private
employment in those islands. I have
listened to statements by different mem-
bers of the Subcommittee on Insular
Affairs who went down there. I am
satisfied that those people in charge of
the government of that island are ouf
to wreck the economy of that island and
unless we stand up here and limit the
operations of the W. P. A, down there
so that they cannot continue to break
down private employment, it is gone and
there is no hope for its recovery.

Mr. CHURCH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. CHURCH. Speaking about the
policy of government down there, let me
read from this: American Economic Re-
view, volume XXII, No. 1, supplement
March 1932, papers and proceedings of
the forty-fourth annual meeting of the
American Economic Association. Be-
ginning on page 75 there is an article
under the heading, The priiaciple of
planning and the institute of laissez
faire, by R. G. Tugwell, Columbia Uni-
versity., On page 89 he states:

The next series of changes will have to do
with industry itself. It has already been
suggested that business will logically be re-
quired to disappear.
statement for the sake of emphasis,
Uterally meant.

It is

That is not an over= |
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Then on page 86, in the footnote, he
states:

When industry is governed and govern-
ment is industry, the dual conflict deepest in
our modern institutions will be abated.

That was Dr. Tugwell’s philosophy, ap-
parently as stated by him at that time.

Mr. TABER. That is just the situa=
tion that he is trying to create in Puerto
Rico. He is now spending $2,000,000 of
the money out of their own treasury to
build a glass factory. The entire outfit
is run without any efficiency or economy
of business stability and I do not be-
lieve that I am going to neglect my duty
here on the floor to offer an amendment
to clear up that situation in order to
try to make them do the things that
they ought to do.

I have not the time to go into details.
I have here in my hand an example of
the way they perform. The Food Ad-
ministration, as I understand it, sent
down there from $25,000,000 to $30,000,-
000 worth of food in the last year., How
have they treated it? I have here in
my hand the report indicating that the
Food Administration has sent down there
a great lot of red kidney beans and white
beans that are now rationed by our Gov-
ernment, through the Office of Price Ad-
ministration, and that they have allowed
them to spoil rather than distribute
them to the people. If there is trouble,
it is the trouble of incompetent and im-
proper administration, it is not the
trouble of not having enough money.
If we continue this W, P. A, in Puerto
Rico, we are placing a curse upon the
people of Puerto Rico from which it will
take generations to recover. I hope the
House will not be a party to this degen-
erate performance.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

The Clerk will read the bill for amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

INDEPENDENT EXBCUTIVE AGENCIES
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

Balaries and expenses, Civil Service Com-~
mission: For an additional amount for sal-
aries and expenses, Civil Service Commission,
fiscal year 1944, including the objects speci-
fled under this head in the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act, 1944, and including
an additional $5,000 for employment of ex-
pert examiners, and actual transportation
expenses and not to exceed $10 per diem in
lien of subsistence and other expenses of
members of the Board of Legal Examiners
serving as such while away from their homes,
without other compensation from the United
States, $81,600: Provided, That the avail-
ability of this appropriation for the fiscal
year 1944 shall be contingent upon the enact-
ment into law of the bill (H. R. 1025) entitled
“An act to amend section 1753 of the Revised
Statutes to create a Board of Legal Examiners
in the Civil Service Commission, and for
other purposes.”

Mr., TABER. Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order against the paragraph
that it is legislation on an appropriation
bill and is an appropriation not author-
ized by law, There is absolutely no leg-
islation authorizing this appropriation.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Chair-
man, we concede the point of order.
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order
is conceded and sustained,

The Clerk read as follows:

Printing and binding, Civil Service Com=
mission: For an additional amount for print-
ing and binding, Civil Service Commission,
fiscal year 1944, including the objects speci-
fied under this head in the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act, 1944, £5,000: Pro=-
vided, That the availability of this appropria=
tion for the fiscal year 1944 shall be contin-
gent upon the enactment into law of the bill
(H. R. 1025) entltled "An act to amend sec-
tion 1753 of the Revised Statutes to create a
Board of Legal Examiners in the Civil Service
Commission, and for other purposes.”

Mr, TABER. Mr, Chairman, I make
the same point of order against that par=
agraph,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The point
of order is conceded, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order
is conceded and sustained.

The Clerk read as follows: >

Work relief in Puerto Rico and the Virgin
Islands: To enable the Federal Works Ad-
ministrator to carry out the provisions of the
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 128) entitled
“Joint resolution to authorize an appropria-
tion for work relief in Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands”, approved June —, 1943, dur-
ing the period beginning July 1, 1943, and
ending November 30, 1943, 87,000,000, of
which not to exceed $350,000 shall be avail=
able for administrative exzpenses, including
the items of expenditure specified in section
14 of the Emergency Relief Appropriation
Act, fiscal year 1943: Provided, That employ=
ees of the Work Projects Administration in
active duty status on June 30, 1943, may, in
the discretion of the Federal Works Admin-
istrator, be transferred to and paid from this
appropriation without the necessity of fur-
ther appointment,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri.
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CannNoN of Mis=
souri: On page 7, line 11, after “June”, insers
‘422‘"

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. TABER:

On page 7, line 6, strike out “Puerto Rico”

On page 7, in line 12, strike out “§7,000,000"
and insert in lieu thereof *“$500,000,” t

On page T, line 13, strike out “$350,000" and
insert in lieu thereof *'$50,000.”

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
recognition in favor of the amendment.
However, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. BELL] advises me that he has an
appointment shortly and he would like
to precede me, so I ask unanimous con=
sent that he may be permitted to pre-
cede me in speaking on this amendment,
and I reserve my time.

" The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. BELL. I thank the gentleman.
from New York.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

The gentleman from New York in his
remarks a little while ago seemed to
have the feeling that if we pass this bill

_carrying the $7,000,000 it might have

Mr, Chair=
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a tendency to set aside the traditional
way of life in Puerto Rico and the cap-
italistic system and all that sort of
thing.

I think every Member of the House
who knows me knows there is no Mem-
ber of the House who is more firm than
I in his belief in our traditional form of
government, I believe in the capital-
istic system that our forefathers left
to us. As far as I am given strength
of mind and body, as long as I am a Mem-
ber of this body I am going to fight and
contend for those sacred things our fore-
fathers gave us when they gave us the
Constitution of the United States and
our present form of government.,

On the other hand, in regard fo this
particular item, I believe that in fur-
therance of an orderly manner of clos-
ing up the W. P. A. down there we ought
to go ahead and pass this $7,000,000 item.
I have a feeling that it is the orderly
way to do it. There are certain projects
there which have to do with our national
defense that ought to be finished up.

My distinguished colleague from Mich-
igan said something about graft down
there. I know he did not intend to im-
ply there was any graft in the manage-
ment of the W. P. A. down there.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BELL. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is correct.

Mr. BELL. I knew that was the gen-
tleman’s opinion, but I merely wanted
to clear it up for the body, because the
W. P._A. down there, I think, has been
handled in a fine manner.

As I said a moment ago, I believe that
what we ought to do is to continue this
limited program until they have an op-
portunity to wind it up. I think 5
months is a short time in which to do
that. Ithink the President of the United
States acted very wisely when by Execu-
tive order he ordered the closing up of
W. P. A. all over the United States. I
rejoice that he did it. I think he left the
W, P. A. open in Puerto Rico because of
the fact that he felt there was a special
condition down there. It is one of our
military outposts. There are certain
things that ought to be done. So I am
leaving it to you gentlemen to go ahead
and pass this $7,000,000 item.

I want to serve warning that when
this item is passed, it is the last item I
expect to vote for for W. P. A. down in
Puerto Rico. I think that when this
thing is closed up the W. P. A. should be
i:llosed up down there the same as it is

ere.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, wﬂl
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BELL, I yield to the gentleman
fmm Illinois.

Mr.CHURCH. The gentleman is clear
now that this is the last item under
W.P.A.?

Mr, BELL. I am speaking for myself.
I am not speaking for anybody else.

Mr. CHURCH. Imean, the gentleman
understands that Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands are the only places we
are still attempting to vote W. P. A.
money for?
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Mr. BELL. That is my understand-

Mr. CHURCH. The gentleman is ac-
quainted with the graft and the theft,
not under General Fleming in this par-
ticular case, no, but in the administra-
tion hertofore of W. P. A, Is not the
gentleman familiar with that?

Mr. BELL. I do not care to get into
a general discussion of W. P. A. in the
United States, because that is a closed
issue, but I will say that W. P. A, as
operated under General Fleming I think
has been operated honestly and care-
fully down there, because I have been
down there and I have found no evi-
dence to the contrary. I know Gen-
eral Fleming to be an able executive. I
think he is thoroughly, beyond any ques-
tion, an honorable man. I know his
work down there is above reproach.

Mr. CHURCH. And does not the gen-
tleman feel that it approaches reckless
theft of the taxpayers' money to appro-
priate this $7,000,000.

Mr. BELL. No; I would not say that
at all. I do not agree with the gentleman
on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I cannot
be a party to permitting an appropria-
tion for the continuance of the W. P. A,
in Puerto Rico. Here is the story. They
have now in sight a tax revenue of $75,-
000,000 to $80,000,000 a year. That is
more per capita than the State of New
York, the State of Pennsylvania, the
State of Illinois, the State of Texas, or
the State of Massachusetts or any other
State in the United States. Why is it
that with that enormous revenue they
are unable to meet their own demands?
The mismanagement down there of their
affairs has been such, as the gentleman
from Michizan, Mr, CrRAWFORD, has told
you, that men who were supposed to be
working on a farm left their jobs and
went down into the W, P. A. employment
in place after place and farm after farm,
I say to you that unless you want to
destroy completely the entire economic
set-up of these islands, and of that is-
land, it is absolutely necessary that we
discontinue the W. P. A. in Puerto Rico.
I leave funds in here for the operation
of the Virgin Islands, perhaps leaving
too much. There is nothing in the evi-
dence to show how much it was for one
and how much for the other.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. Yes.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Why did the com-
mittee leave $350,000 as administrative
expense of the $7,000,000?

Mr. TABER. Because the Public
Works Administration asked for $8,-
000,000 for the job, They asked for
$400,000 out of this for administrative
expenses. The commitiee made a cut of
$1,000,000, and they cut the administra-
tive expenses a like percentage.

Mr, CRAWFORD., In other words, it
is 5 percent?

Mr, TABER. PFive percent.

Mr, CRAWFORD, I have not had
access to the figures given to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, but it seems to
me that that is awfully high.
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Mr. TABER. It is altogether too high.
It is ridiculous, like the whole thing.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In view of what
has been said on the floor, I certainly
feel that should be reduced anywhere
from $100,000 to $200,000, without hurt-
ing the program at all.

Mr. TABER. On the other hand I
think this whole Puerto Rican W, P. A,
proposition should be eliminated, and
that is what I ask the House to do, to
save six and a half million dollars.

Mr. PAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word. I agree with
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Taeer] in part when he refers to the
present government that we have been
having in Puerto Rico in the last 2 years
under Dr. Tugwell. Really the Puerto
Ricans have been suffering from a most
tyrannical and rotten government under
the direction of Dr. Tugwell. Under
Governor Tugwell democracy is a shal-
low word. He has also been tfaking
Puerto Rico as a guinea pig for his crack-
pot experiments, that are regimenting
and ruining agriculture, industry, and
commerce, and are a scare for private
enterprise. I have been opposing and
protesting against Dr, Tugwell for 2 long
years, speaking on behalf of the majority
of the Puerto Ricans, who do not want
Dr. Tugwell there, and speaking on be-
half of agriculture, commerce, industry,
and labor in Puerto Rico who are oppos-
ing Governor Tugwell and requesting his
removal,

Mr.CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PAGAN. Yes, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. CHURCH. Does the gentleman
really believe that there is any real hope
for a successful program for Puerto Rico
as long as Dr. Tugwell or his philosophy
prevails in the government of Puerto
Rico?

Mr. PAGAN. No; I do not have any
hope as long as Dr. Tugwell is Governor
of Puerto Rico, and I hope that soon
Puerto Rico will be rid of Tugwell. To
put Tugwell out would be democratic and -
fair to the Puerto Rican people. They
do not want him there.

Mr.CHURCH. Iread awhile ago some
of the philosophy of Dr. Tugwell. Here
is some more of it, if you will pardon me.
In the Battle for Democracy, by Rexford
G. Tugwell, professor of economics, Co-
lumbia University, published in 1935 by
the Columbia University Press, he stated
on page 19:

This will perhaps explain what President
Roosevelt meant when he spoke of this new
system of relatlonship as govemmental
partnership with industry. The phrase is
precise. The Government, however, is the
senior and controlling partner.

These statements of Dr. Tugwell indi-
cate his philosophy. Its effect is to de-
stroy private industry and to destroy
jobs for these people. He is now putting
Government more and more in charge of
industry.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PAGAN, I yield.

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. I think the
gentleman's attention should be called to
the fact that Dr. Tugwell has absolutely
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nothing to do with this proposition. This
is a matter exclusively under the juris-
diction and administration of General
Fleming.

Mr. TABER. But he has to do with
the operation of the revenue.

Mr. PAGAN., Mr. Chairman, I say
this appropriation has nothing to do with
the administration of Dr, Tugwell. SoI
oppose the amendment proposed by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TaBEr].
The authorization for this appropriation
is already a law, and was approved
unanimously a few days ago by the Sen-
ate and the House,

The present situation in Puerto Rico
is very critical. A committee of Mem-
bers of this House that recently went
down there to investigate conditions can
tell you how difficult are our economic
problems. While here in the mainland
there is labor shortage, in Puerto Rico
more than one-half of our workers are
unemployed. We have more than 3,000
workers unemployed. We have no war
industries at all. Agriculture and in-
dustry are practically wrecked, mostly
due to lack of transportation. The
shipping shortage, due to the war situa-
tion, has been very acute. Shortage in
shipping has been the cause for shutting
down industries and for reduction in
planting and harvesting our agricultural
crops, producing great widespread un-
employment,

The tax collections in Puerto Rico,
mentioned before, are mostly for certain
trust funds, which by law are tied for
other purposes. The insular govern-
ment of Puerto Rico has appropriated
some amounts to help the unemployed
through relief and public works, but it is
not enough, bedause of lack of sufficient
funds.

May I state also that a great part of
the appropriation provided in the bill, as
was stated by W. P. A. officials at the
hearings, is to be devoted for works for
malaria control and other health and
sanitation purposes in districts close to
the naval and military establishments
in Puerto Rico, to protect the health of
the naval and Army troops in Puerto
Rico during the war,

I think that the people of Puerto
Rico, under present circumstances, are
entitled to this aid. In normal times,

.under other circumstances, I would not
ask for such aid. The United States
have certain moral responsibility with
the people of Puerto Rico, with about
2,000,000 loyal American citizens, which
they hardly can evade.

I hope that the amendment is rejected.

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PAGAN. Yes; I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. CURLEY. Is it true that the
$7,000,000 is earmarked for health and
sanitary measures of Puerto Rico?

Mr. PAGAN. It was so stated by the
officials of the W. P. A. who testified at
the hearings.

Mr. CURLEY. And in the gentle-
man’s judgment it cannot be used for
any other purpose.

Mr. PAGAN. Yes.
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Mr. CURLEY. And it is admitted by
everyone that large sums of money are
necessary for the protection and preser-
vation of the health of the people of
Puerto Ricq.

Mr, PAGAN. And also for the health
protection of the naval and military
troops stationed now in Puerto Rico.

Mr. CURLEY. So that Dr. Tugwell
would have nothing to do with the ex-
penditure?

Mr. PAGAN. Absolutely not. If Dr.
Tugwell were to have anything to do
with it I would be the first to oppose it.

Mr, CURLEY, So that irrespective of
the views of Dr, Tugwell, the gentleman
is in agreement with the committee that
this appropriation is absolutely vital and
necessary to the people of Puerto Rico?

Mr. PAGAN. I agree with the gen-
tleman, it is absolutely vital and neces-
sary.

Mr. CHURCH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, PAGAN. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois,

Mr. CHURCH. Iknow the gentleman
wants to be fair., Neither the Navy nor
the War Department have asked for this
appropriation of funds to be used to help
any of their projects in Puerto Rico,
under the W, P. A. or the P. W. A, Is
that not right? They have adequate
funds to carry out their own projects?

Mr, PAGAN. I answer the gentleman
that in the hearings before the Senate
committee, when a similar bill was dis-
cussed, the officials of the W. P. A. testi-
fled that a great amount of this money
was being spent on works for health
and sanitation purposes, in districts close
to the Army and Navy Establishments in
Puerto Rico which were absolutely nec-
essary to protect the health of the troops
stationed in Puerto Rico.

Mr. CHURCH. I understand that the
representatives of P. W. A., carrying out
these W. P. A. projects, have represented
that they can use some of it in the lo-
calities; yes. But the Navy and the War
Departments have adequate funds to
carry out every project that they have
down there, and they do not want the
W. P. A. leaf-raking around these proj-
ects. I am anxious to help Puerto Ricans
help themselves.

Mr. PAGAN. The Navy and War De-
partments do not oppose this appropria-
tion, they favor it.

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PAGAN,
from Michigan.

Mr. RABAUT. For the benefit of the
gentleman from Illinois, 656 percent of
the projects have been approved by the
Army or the Navy. With all deference to
his leaf-raking program, he is all off color
on this. Sixty-five percent have been ap-
proved by the Army or the Navy as as-
sisting in the war effort.

Mr. LUDLOW. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, PAGAN. I yield to the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. LUDLOW. I would like to call the
attention of the gentleman from Illinois
to page 61 of the hearings, where Mr.

I yield to the gentleman
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Field, testifying in behalf of this appro-
priation, said:

Then we have & malarial control project
which the Army wants us to expand. Malaria
has broken out in a virulent form and the
Army 18 back of that project. Ten percent
of the soldiers down there have malaria,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico has again
expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I wonder if we cannot arrive at
some limitation on time for debate on -
this matter. I ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this paragraph and
all amendments therefo close in 40 min-
utes, the last 5 minutes to be reserved
for the use of the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Utah [Mr. RosmwsoN] is recog-
nized.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr, Chair-
man, I think we should clarify the issues
here a little.

I had the privilege of going to Puerto
Rico with the committee, While I do
not have time to go into the problems
that exist there at this time, I wish to call
attention to a few facts as I saw them.

In the first place, the Insular Affairs
Committee of the House reported an
authorization for $8,000,000 to be ex-
pended by W. P. A. during the next §
months. This was reported out unani-
mously and the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, CaUrcH] is a member of that com-
mittee.

Mr. CHURCH. Will the gentleman

yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I do not
yield.

Mr. CHURCH. The gentleman voted
against it.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I am not
vielding. If there is any question abouf
my - statement, read the report of the
committee. The gentleman is a member
of that committee and we reported that
bill from the Insular Affairs Committee
of the House unanimously.

‘Mr. CHURCH. The gentleman voted
against it.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I decline to
yield. I am a member of that commit-
tee. The bill went to the Senate. The
Senate reported $8,000,000 for this pur-
pose, unanimously, on the theory that
a committee was going down there to
make a report on the conditions on the
island, and then some decision would be
made as to what should be done.in the
future with this island. Your commit-
tee has been down there. They appeared
before you-today. The chairman of the
committee urges you to pass this appro-
priation of $7,000,000, which is a cut of
$1,000,000 by the Committee on Appro=
priations. The ranking Republican Mem-
ber, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CrawrorD], came before you and urged
you to pass it. I went down there with
the committee and I want to tell you
people in this House that in my opinion
there could be no greater piece of in-
justice or inhumanity against some of our
citizens than the denial of this amount
that is asked here at this time. It would
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be outrageous. It would be inhuman. It
would be unjust. These people have some
rights, They are our citizens.

Here is what they are doing with the
money. At the present time they are
building roads, with practically all of this
money, If that is cut off you would have
some of the roads that are the most im-
portant roads on the island in such shape
that they cannot be used, and there is no
money to proceed with them,

The money that is spoken of here in
the treasury of the insular government
is almost entirely tied up in various
funds—trust funds and otherwise.
There is no money they can get for this
particular use. Not only that, but I my-
self talked with a number of people on
this question—men who are opposed to
Mr. Tugwell. He is no problem here. I
do not see why he should be dragged into
this argument. Many of these laws were
passed before he became Governor, Itis
an interesting thing that a great many
of these measures that are called social-
istic were passed by unanimous consent
of the Legislature of Puerto Rico. The
whole island wanted these measures. It
is not a matter that concerns Tugwell.
Tugwell only has veto power. In my
opinion, while I do not have any great
brief for Rex Tugwell, I think he is do-
ing a fine job at the present time. I
want to tell this House there has been
some mention of graft and corruption
and such things, but there is not one
scintilla of evidence in all the evidence
taken before this committee that indi-
cates any graft or any corruption at all.
That will be shown by your committee’s
report.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Utah has expired.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Horrman] for 5 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, ear-
lier in the afternoon the Member from
Connecticut [Mrs. Luce]l stated in sub-
stance, if I understood her correctly, that
she did not agree with any of the dunder-
heads on either side of the aisle.

Now, in view of the fact that a book
was published last fall, around about
election time, which gave a list of the
dunderheads, so-called, I would be glad
to have the Member put her list of the
Members of Congress she considers
dunderheads in to see how the two lists
compare with each other. I have never
regarded any of my colleagues on either
side as either dumbheads, dunderheads,
or dumbbells.

With reference to this matter of
Puerto Rico: The President issued a
statement yesterday in connection with
the coal strike and down in the last para-
graph in one of the papers I find this
language:

As the Selectlve Service Act does not au-
thorize the induction of men above 45 years
into the armed services, I intend to request
the Congress to raise the age limit for non-
combatant military service to 656 years. I
ghall make that request of the Congress so

" that if at any time in the future there should
‘e a threat of interruption of work in plants,

mines, or establishments owned by the Gov-
ernment—
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Note, “owned by the Governmen{’—

the machinery will be available for prompt
action.

Being ignorant of the establishments,
plants, and mines which are owned by
the Government, as distinguished from
those which are operated, I am asking
the chairman of the committee how
many, if any, establishments owned by
the Government we have in Puerto Rico
or any other of the Territories covered by
this bill or the appropriations in this
hill.

Will the chairman of the commitiee
or any other memher of the committee
answer that question?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I1yield tothe gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle-
man restate his question?

Mr, HOFFMAN. How many establish-
ments, plants, or mines does the Govern-
ment own that would receive a portion
of the funds carried by this bill?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman explain what
he means by his inquiry? Does he mean
Army and Navy Establishments?

Mr, HOFFMAN, Well, the President
said in this statement that he wants au-
thority to draft all men up to 65 years of
age, so that if at any time in the future
there should be a threat of interruption
of work in plants, mines, or establish-
ments owned by the Government, the
machinery will be available for prompt
action.

Mr, CANNON of Missouti. Mr. Chair-
man, may I ask the gentleman if he will
explain to me what if any reference his
inquiry has to the appropriation of the
$7.000,000?

Mr, CRAWFORD. I understand that
this $7,000,000 is to go to Puerto Rico or
some of the different Territories, and my
inquiry is, Does the statement of the
President apply to any work that is be-
ing carried on in such Territories?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Does the
gentleman mean Naval or Army Estab-
lishment? It has nothing at all to do
with it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; you do not un-
derstand my inquiry.

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. It has
nothing at all to do with it and I do not
see the connection between the gentle-
man’s inquiry and the item under dis-
cussion.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The connection is
that the President wants to put men in
the Army and to use them in plants and
establishments owned by the Govern-
ment if the need arises.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. The Presi-
dent made no statement about Puerto
Rico.

Mr, HOFFMAN. The President refers
to plants owned by the Government and
he did not limit it to plants, establish-
ments, or mines in the continental Unit-
ed States.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield, if the gen-
tleman can answer the inquiry.
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Mr. CRAWFORD. As an illustration,
let us take the cement plant just outside
of San Juan, which was financed
through funds appropriated from the
Federal Treasury approved by ' this
House, through the so-called Puerto
Rican Reconstruction Finance Corpora-
tion, which funds were used for the pur-
pose of building the plant. Now I would
ask the gentleman, with his legal knowl-
edge, does he construe that to be a plant
owned by the Government?

Mr. HOFFMAN. 1 do not know.

Mr. CRAWFORD., Personally, I do.

Mr, HOFFMAN, I am trying to learn
the answer to this for one thing: Does
the Government own the rum plant in
the Virgin Islands?

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Federal Gov-
ernment through its agency owns the
rum plant; the Federal Government
through its agency owns the cement
plant, but I do not know whether the
President meant plants thus owned
through Government corporations would
come under the gentleman’s inquiry.

Mr, HOFFMAN. That is the ques-
tion I am asking; that is what I would
like to know specifically. Just what did
the President mean; just what did he
include when he said plants, mines, or ~
establishments owned by the Govern-
ment. Did he mean that the Govern-
ment considers itself the owner as dis-
tinguished from the operator of the
mines? And did he mean that he ex-
pects the Government to own mines,
plants, and establishments in the near
future?

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LUDLOW. I should have hoped
that every Member of the House might
have had an opportunity to read the
hearings on this matter before being
called upon.to vote. The situation in
Puerto Rico is very bad indeed, and,
while I know it is true that we have
been very generous to Puerto Rico, the
fact remains that we have been gen-
erous to people all around the world.
We are giving food at the present time
to an untold number of people in Africa
and in other parts of the globe. These
people down in Puerfo Rico are our
people; they are citizens of the United
States, and they are under the American
flag. The war has brought about some
very serious economiec repercussions in
Puerto Rico; there is no doubt about
that; it has multiplied their woes enor-
mously.

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

Mr. LUDLOW. 1 yield.

Mr. TABER. Is it not true that in-
stead of the war it is the Tugwell admin-
istration that has wrecked their econ=
omy? :

Mr. LUDLOW. I think the Tugwell
administration has had a good deal to
do with it, yes; but I do not think we
ought to dwell upon the Tugwell ad-
ministration in seeking to appraise the
economig situation in Puerto Rico; we
should look at the humane features of
this proposition and try to do something
for our own citizens who are loyal mem-
bers of the American Union.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUDLOW. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. As to the
Tugwell situation, he did not go into
office until 1942 and this island was in a
worse condition prior to that fime than
it has been since.

Mr. LUDLOW. I think Tugwell and
Tugwellism have done considerable in-
jury to the political system of Puerto
Rico, but I cannot imagine he has had
anything to do with bringing about these
very serious economic conditions which
we are trying to cope with here in this
bill.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUDLOW. I yield.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. The fact of the
matter is that Puerto Rico’s economy
during the 45 years the island has been
in our possession has never amounted to
much due to the fact it has been sub-
Jjected to our high tariff walls, our ship-
ping monopoly, and whenever Puerto
Rico attempted to develop an industry
of its own, because of our shipping mo-
nopoly and our high tariff walls, we have
gone down there and dumped goods to
- wipe out any industry in Puerto Rico.

Mr. LUDLOW. Ithank the gertleman
for his contribution. I have not time to
do anything but sketchily review the
evidence here. If, however, you will read
General Fleming's testimony he says the
unemployment situation is very bad in
Puerto Rico and the submarine menace
has been bad, very bad, and the entire
situation is very distressing.

The gentleman from Illinois raised
the question as to whether the Army and
the Navy is interested in any projects
down there. I should like to call his
attention to page 61 of the hearings
where Mr. George H. Field, the Deputy
Commissioner of the Federal Works
Agency, testified. He said:

We have a malarial-control project which
the Army wants us to expand.

He testifies further that they have
more cases of malaria in Puerto Rico in
a year than in the whole continental
United States. He testifies further that
in June 10 percent of all the soldiers
down in Puerto Rico were afilicted with
malaria. There are some things we
can do and should do for humanity’s sake
to help the people of Puerto Rico. One
thing we can do, and one thing we have
been doing, is to keep 160,000 little chil-
dren from suffering the pangs of hunger,
Surely that is something worthwhile.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. RAEBADT].

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the only
place that Governor Tugwell has in this
argument is that of a “red herring” to be
dragged across the trail. The argument
here is: Are you interested in the feed-
ing of 160,000 children? Or will you
abandon them to hunger? Are you in-
terested in seeing what you can do to
prevent further tuberculosis? Or do you
just want to walk out on your duty?
This is the real argument. It is easy
enough to drag a “red herring” around
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here, but it is quite another thing to face
the picture.

Fourteen thousand of these Americans
down there are in the armed forces of
our country today. Perhaps if they had
had better food there would be more
of them physically fit to serve in the
armed forces. Look at the hearings,
page 61, and find the answer to questions
raised by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. CHURCH] :

Sixty-five percent of the people working
on our projects are on projects certified by
the Sécretary of War and the Secretary of
the Navy as being important for their pur-
poses; and that includes not only road work
but other types of construction work,

There are unemployed 250,000 people
who are asking for food—asking us for
food. We live in a country that has rec-
ognized the conditions of the world.
Our lend-lease program proves that.
The amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr, TABER] would
walk out on the very people——

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

Mr. RABAUT. Not now.

Mr., TABER. But the gentleman re-
ferred to me.

Mr, RABAUT, I will not yield until I
have finished my statement.

If you want to follow the gentleman
from New York you will walk out on some
of our own. under-the-American-flag
citizens, while we talk about helping the
people of the world, Two hundred and
fifty thousand of those people are unem-
ployed. Forty-one thousand only are
on W. P. A, The difference is in excess
of 209,000. These are the facts—not a
Tugwell “red herring” drawn across the
trail.

Mr, Chairman, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr., TABER. The gentleman was
present, if I remember correctly, when
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
McGEHEE] spoke. -

Mr. RABAUT. I was; and I compli-
mented him on his remarks.

Mr. TABER. And the gentleman
from Mississippi indicated that there
was no substantial unemployment there.

Mr. RABAUT. Did what?

Mr., TABER. Indicated that there
was no substantial unemployment there.

Mr. RABAUT. As I remember his
testimony he said there was unemploy-
ment. A person can take one or two
sentences here and there and get a dis-
torted view—but his general testimony
before the commitiee was that this as-
sistance should be given.

I quote from the testimony of my
friend the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr, McGenee] from page 101 of the
hearings on the bill:

A subcommittee of the House Committee
on Insular Affairs was sent to Puerto Rico
to make an investigation and report back
their recommendations to the Congress for
the future handling of the affairs of Puerto
Rico,

The placing of a limitation of 5 months
in this bill is a stopgap which would allow
sufficient time for this subcommittee to make
its investigation and report to the Congress,

It developed in our hearings that there is
quite a large number of unemployed in
Puerto Rico.
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Moreover, the original amount was $8,«
000,000, approved by the Senate, which
this committee reduced to $7,000,000.

It is a stopgap appropriation. It runs
for 5 months and it amounts to $1,400,000
a month. Two hundred and fifty thou-
sand people are asking for food, and they
are Americans,

What is this House thinking about?
That is all.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr,
CaLvin D. Jounson].

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Mr.
Chairman, we have heard here this after=
noon statements on this legislation that
causes us to reminisce and reflect back
over the last few years, because all of
us have watched this relief program
grow. We have again been told by in-
ference that unless we make appropria-
tions and do certain things blood would
run in the gutters and the people would
kick in the windows of the shops and
that people would starve.

I can remember the experience back
in my own State of Illinois. I can re-
member investigations which we made
into relief conditions and at one par-
ticular place we found 1,250 families on
relief and upon investigation we found
that 431 of them had employment. We
found that the percentage of fraud ran
from 30 to 60 percent of all those who
were receiving assistance, and this was
true in every section we checked. We
found that our State was becoming a
mecca for those who wanted to obtain
something for nothing. We found that
as soon as we spread out this bounty
there were those who came from all
over the Nation to get it, and I know
you will find the same condition to exist
wherever public relief is passed out. It
has happened in Puerto Rico, according
to this testimony.

We have been told that the people
from the hill country of Puerto Rico
come down and take employment on
W. P. A. because they can probably earn
more than working upon the farms of
their particular community. We are
told that politics has no effect on its
administration and I hope it does not,
and we are told that Tugwell has noth-
ing to do with it, and I wish to commend
him if such is the case, because if that
is true he is the first Governor in the
history of the Nation that I know of who
has not dabbled at some time or other
in W. P. A. We have seen it work; we
know what has happened. I am in-
formed by a member of the committee,
and if I am wrong I should like to be
corrected, that there has been some
$16,000,000 appropriated by Puerto Rico
for the relief of its indigent, yet they
ask for this $7,000,000.

To stop the influx of transients into
my State I helped to enact into law a
3-year residence law which requires
a residence of 3 years in order to obtain
relief. We also made it mandatory for
a man upon relief, if he was physically
able, to work and earn the amount of
his budget, and as soon as that went into
effect the relief rolls went down very
substantially.

I believe sincerely that if this appro-
priation is removed you will find those



6444
who are now receiving the relief will
return to the farms and places where
they were formerly employed or where
they earned their own livelihood by
cultivating the soil.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the genfleman from New York [Mr,
MAaRrCANTONIO], .

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in opposition to the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York
[Mr, Taser]l, I desire to restrict my ar-
gument at this time to the question of
need, and I use as my authority one
whose integrity is beyond the realm of
impeachment, one who is respected and
accepted as an excellent administrator,
I refer to Maj. Gen. Philip B. Fleming,
who is the Administrator of the Federal
Works Agency. He said as far back as
April 26 that “the unemployment crisis
in Puerto Rico is more severe than it
was in continental United States at the
depth of the depression.” He also said
that “about half of the population is in
great need.” He stated further that
“complete economiec collapse has been
prevented only by assistance from the
Federal Government.”

According to the chairman of another
investigating committee, Senator CHAVEZ,
“‘unemployment is increasing” and “local
industries are practically at a standstill.”

It has been estimated that there are
unemployed in Puerto Rico, at various
periods, between 225,000 and 325,000 peo-
ple, affecting 165,000 families. These are
facts and no amount of hocus-pocus can
conceal them. Yet we are urged to elim-
inate this §7,000,000 appropriation, a
mere pittance for the relief of a good
and honest people who are the victims
of the worst evils of colonialism.

Let me point out to you, gentlemen,
that the Latin-American people of South
and Central America have a strong feel-
ing of kinship toward the people on the
island of Puerto Rico who are also Latin
Americans, There are 100,000,000 Latin
Americans who are watching the United
States, following closely the manner in
which we treat the people of Puerto Rico,
the people who live on what we call the
Gibraltar of the Caribbean, which guards
the entrance to the Western Hemisphere,
Despite this vital factor in this war you
seek to deny the people of Puerto Rico
$7,000,000 to relieve their unemployment
in a slight degree, and you do so by
heaping insults upon them, and by mis-
information, and misrepresentation of
the facts.

Now let me for a moment deal with the
question of ownership, the question
raised by the gentleman from Michigan,
He wanted to know about ownership in
Puerto Rico. Lei me give you some fig-
ures. Fifty percent of the sugar land
is absentee-owned by four big United
States corporations, I will give you their
names: The Fajardo Sugar Co., the
South Puerto Rico Sugar Co., the East-
ern Puerto Rico Associates, and the Cen-
trale Aguirre Co. Another 26 percent is
also in the hands of absentee owners,
The American centrales control 41 mills,
The sugar industry comprises 40 per-
cent of farm acreage, 56 percent of the
value of all farm lands and buildings,
and 60 percent of the exports. It em-
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ploys 50 percent of the agricultural
workers. Isthe present plight of Puerto
Rico’s agriculture the fault of the peo-
ple of Puerto Rico?

Why is there unemployment in Puerto
Rico? DBecause first of all we have
never permitted Puerto Rico to develop
an industry of its own. In Puerto Rico,
had they ever attempted to develop any
kind of an industry, it would soon have
been destroyed by those who now exploit
the people of Puerto Rico.

For the past 45 years Puerto Rico,
under the complete control of the United
States, has been prevented from develop-
ing its own industry. High tariff walls
have exXcluded the island from other
world markets. This fact and the coast-
wise-shipping laws which forced Puerto
Rico to do its commerce under ships
flying the American flag at exorbitant
rates, have made the island almost
wholly dependent on the United States
for its food and essential supplies and
for the marketing of its cash products.
Puerto Rico has been our colonial pos-
session from which we have drained a
rich abundance of raw material but
have not permitted to develop an island
industry which would guarantee the
well-being of her people. Under such a
system of colonial exploitation Puerto
Rico has not and cannot ever hope to
develop a sound national economy which
will guarantee the Puerto Rican people
employment, good health, and decent
standards of living. That is why the
problem of immediate political inde-
pendence and self-determination for
Puerto Rico is a matter of such basic
importance. There can be no hope of
effective industrialization of Puerto
Rico without Puerto Rican independence.

Let the investigators also tell you that
Puerto Rico has a one-crop economy,
sugar, a diabetic economy. Because of
this large ownership of land concentrated
in the four corporations I have just men-
tioned it has been impossible for the Gov-
ernment and the people of Puerto Rico
to take farm land and use it for a sub-
sistence-crop program, use it to raise a
few things with which to feed their
families.

I have often wondered whose ideas
have been voiced when I have heard argu-
ments against Puerto Rico similar to
those expressed on the floor of the House
today. I have wondered if these argu-
ments have not been the ideas of the
sugar trust which has little if any regard
for the well-being of the Puerto Rican
people. -

I am not suggesting the destruction of
the sugar industry. I am suggesting the
simple formula of diversified agriculture,
a subsistence crop program, use of mar-
ginal and other unused land, to develop
an adequate-food supply for the Puerto
Rican people. The sugar trust with its
monopoly of land has prevented this ra-
tional approach to the problem.

Instead for Puerto Rico and her peo-
ple it has been sugar, low wages, and ex-
ploitation. Then you stand up here and
base your argument against appropriat-
ing $7,000,000 for the relief of these peo-
ple on the ground that these people are
diseased, they are lazy, they want to get
away from the farms to seek W, P, A,
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wages. It is nonsense, sheer nonsense,
and you use it to alibi a system of colo-
nialism which shames the United States
of America.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chaisman, I
wish to ask the Commissioner from
Puerto Rico if it is not a fact that the
insular government has appropriated
some $16,000,000 for relief during the
coming fiscal year,

Mr. PAGAN. I do not think that is
the correct figure. :

Mr. CRAWFORD. What does the
gentleman think it is?

Mr. PAGAN. They have appropriated
all possible amounts to help the unem-
ployment there.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Does the gentle-
man know whether or not they are pre-
paring to spend any of those amounts
they have appropriated, or have they
spent any of them?

Mr. PAGAN. They have spent some,

Mr. CRAWFORD. How much?

Mr. PAGAN. I cannot tell the gen-
tleman the exact amount, but I know
they have spent nearly $3,000,000; but
that is not a sufficient amount to take
care of 300,000 families.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that,
but what I want to get intc the record,
if the gentleman will give us the figures,
is how much they appropriated. I think
the gentleman will find it is exactly
$16,000,000. *

Second, how much of the $16,000,000
have they spent, when do they expect
to spend if, and are they going to hold
it up to 1944 and use our Federal Treas-
ury funds in the meantime? I suggest
that the gentleman look into that for
his own protection, if for no other
reason.

Now may I ask the Commissioner this,
I think the Commissioner knows what I
am talking about. Does the gentleman
want the record to show that this
$7,000,000 carried in this bill is to be
spent for sanitary and health purposes?
If I understood correctly, the gentleman
from Massachusetts asked the gentle-
man that question. Does he want the
record to show that?

Mr, PAGAN. A great portion of that.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What does the gen-
fleman mean by “a great portion”? We
want to keep the record straight.

Mr. PAGAN. The portion stated by
the officials of the W. P. A, in the hear-
ings. They stated that 65 percent of
this fund was to be spent for works for
malaria control, on sanitation, and on
other ‘health purposes, especially in dis-
tricts close to the Navy and Army bases
established in Puerto Rico.

Mr. CRAWFORD, If I understand the
gentleman correctly, he wants the rec-
ord to show that 65 percent of this $7,-
000,000 is to be used for health and san-
itation purposes.

Mr. PAGAN. That is correct.

"Mr. CRAWFORD. We will watch and
see how it is spent, then, because that is
not my understanding at all. I think
the gentleman from Michigan, a mems-
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ber of the committee, stated that 65 per-
cent of the projects had been approved
by the military authorities. Is that not
correct?

Mr. RABAUT, I corrected by state-
ment when I took the floor. I said that
65 percent of the people working on the
projects are on projects certified by either
the Secretary of the Navy or the Secre-
tary of War, :

Mr, CRAWFORD. That certainly does
not say it is for health and sanitary
purposes. That is the point I am getting
at. In other words, if you would build
8 big military road from San Juan to
Mayaguez—I am not objecting to the
road, now I am trying to get our think-
ing straight on this, because you are not
going to settle this problem this after-
noon. So I say that if the $7,000,000 is
largely spent for military roads then it
will not go for health and sanitary pur-
poses, If we had a list of the projects
which have been approved we would
know roughly for what the money is to
be used, but without the list, we are
largely guessing about the matter.

You are not going to stop this pro-
gram with $7,000,000. You are going to
have this problem for the next 25 to 50
years. I stand on that statement, be-
cause we have done some very extraordi-
nary things down there, that will perhaps
have to be undone. For instance, take
the question of people starving to death.
Here is Haiti, for instance, under our
supervision for some 15 or 20 years. We
still dominate the picture almost 100
percent. Do you know what the cash
income of the Haitians was? About $4
a year, just $4 a year. Is there any
starvation there? Not at all.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. You will find the
Haitian works, he produces food, gets
along. Take the December 12, 1942,
issue of the Foreign Commerce Weekly.
I was reading it this morning. See what
they have to say about how 95 percent of
the Haitians are getting along and how
well they are and how they take care of
themselves, although I think the last boat
to land in Haiti was some months ago.
In a country in the Tropics, you can gen-
erally feed yourselves if you want to do it.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. On what?

Mr. CRAWFORD. On the things that
nature provides, just as we do in the tem-
perate and arctic zones. Did not the
Eskimos get along before the Public
Works Administration began to operate?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. On what?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Bananas, bread-
fruit, mangoes, sugarcane, tropical nuts,
various root foods which grow in abun-
dance, plants, and many other highly
important foods to say nothing about
rice and fish, plus other items obtained
with cash income., There is a shortage
of proteins, of course. The gentleman is
making fun of sugar.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Do you eat
sugarcane?

Mr. CRAWFORD. That question in-
dicates how coddled the gentleman fis.
If he understood the Tropics he would
know how valuable the sugar content of
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the cane is to the native and how much
he uses it. Sugarcane will give about
$300 in dollar income from an acre of
good cane. Do you know what these so-
called substitute food products, which
the gentleman from New York would
have grown, probably as much as $15
per acre—more likely less. And then
what would be the buying power of the
people? Apparently the gentleman from
New York [Mr. MarcanTonIiol would do
away with the sugar industry, and have
everybody now engaged by that industry
starve to death on the same basis he
claims some of the other people who are
not engaged in and by the sugar indus-
try are starving. I ask the gentleman
just why he thinks God Almighty placed
sugarcane in the Tropics and sugar beets
in the colder zones?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, this item came to the Committee
or. Appropriations at the end of a long
process of executive and legislative col-
laboration.

The House Committee on Insular Af-
fairs, which exercises jurisdiction over
the legislation involved, after some con-
siderable deliberation, passed a resolu-
tion on May 24, 1943, as follows:

Resolved by the Committee on Insular Af-
Jairs of the House of Representaiives, That
pending a study of conditions in Puerto Rico
and the Virgin Islands, recently authorized
by the House, and in view of emergent con-
ditions there;

It is the sense of the committee that the
Federal Works Administrator should be au-

-thorized to continue a work-relief program

in Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands for
& period of several months from July 1, 1943,
and, in aceordance with the purposes of the
Emergency Relief Act, fiscal year 1943. In
the opinion of the committee, this emergency
authorization should not exceed 5 months,
nor the funds $8,000,000. * The chairman is
authorized to communicate this resolution
to the Committee on Appropriations.

This resolution was passed unanimous-
1y, and was subscribed to by all members
both majority and minority, of the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs. They then
held hearings and eventually formulated
a bill which was brought into the House
as House Joint Resolution 128, authoriz-
ing an appropriation for work relief in
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. The
joint resolution was referred to the Union
Calendar, and passed the House May 27,
1943,

I quote briefly from the report, House
Report No. 506:

Economic conditions in Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands are critical. This has
resulted in widespread wunemployment.
While in the United States there is a shortage
of manpower and a great demand for work=
ers, conditions in the islands of the Carib-
bean, as a result of the lack of shipping to
bring in raw materials for manufacture and
to ship out finished products and agricultural
commodities, have produced the opposite re-
sult.

- - - L .

The Senate committee found that the
work program provided by the Work Projects
Administration in Puerto Rico has prevented
widespread suffering and general collapse of
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economy. It is the plan of the President,
with whom the committee is in agreement,
to close up the Work Projects Administration
throughout the United States and the insular
possessions by June 30 next., The Work Proj-
ects Administration is now employing on the
islands of Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands
about 41,000 people on a large number of
projects. Of these, 40,000 are employed in
Puerto Rico. The cost for this employment
is at the rate of $1,600,000 a month.

The committee is unanimous in the view
that some arrangement must be made to
prevent the discharge of this great group of
people on June 30. The committee does not
propose the continuation of the Work Proj-
ects Administration as such, but in lleu
thereof, recommend to the House the passage
of House Joint Resolution No. 128 which
would authorize the Federal Works Admin-
istrator to provide work for employment of
needy persons on useful public projects for a
period not to exceed 5 months from July 1
next, according to the provisions and pur-
poses of the Emergency Relief Act for the
fiscal year 1943 insofar as they are applicable
to such employment,

This legislation is admittedly a stop-gap
arrangement pending the time when the
committee can bring to the House its con-
sidered judgment after making actual ob-
servations of the conditions on the islands
and after completing the studies of the va-
rious proposals that have been made to
alleviate them.

This House joint resolution was not
only reported by the committee unani-
mously, but it passed the House unani-
mously, was unanimously approved by
the Senate committee and unanimously
agreed to in the Senate. The item then
went to the Budget, and was transmitted
by the Bureau of the Budget to the House
and referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. At no stage of that long
process is there any record of criticism
or objection.

My friend from Michigan [Mr, CRAW-
Forp], a member of the committee which
considered the legislation, occupies a
rather anomalous position. He agreed
to this recommendation by his commit-
tee. He approved the preliminary res-
olution. He voted for the bill. In com-
pany with other members of the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs he accompanied
the delegation to the islands and per-
sonally participated in the inspection
and viewed the situation at first hand.
And with all this familiarity with the
proposition and an intimate personal
knowledge of conditions as he found
them on the islands, when I inquired of
him at the close of his speech just now
as to whether he favors the appropria-
tion of the $7,000,000—although in co-
operation with my friend, the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Taser] who offered
this amendment, he has tried in every
way to throw cold water on the proposi-
tion—he says we ought to appropriate
the full $7,000,000. That is the gentle-
man’s position. That is his final con-
clusion. And that is the opinion of
every member of the official delegation
which visited the islands and has just
returned within the last week, They
saw the unemployed. They saw men at
work who otherwise would have been
without employment. They inspected
the public works in process of consirue-
tion. They saw them feeding 160,000
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hungry children and having just re-
turned from that enlightening experi-
ence, they recommend, without excep-
tion, that the money carried by the hill
be appropriated to take care of the situa-
tion until permanent legislation can be
enacted.

This bipartisan delegation from the
Committee on Insular Affairs, after a
minute inspection of the islands, were
unable to find anything to criticize in
General Fleming's administration. No
one questions his integrity and ability
and the success of his work as W. P. A,
administrator in the islands. When I
inquired of the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. CrawrorDp] just now if there
was any implication of inefficiency or
maladministration, whether there was
any evidence of graft in connection with
the work, he replied unequivocally, if
somewhat reluctantly, that there was not.
He gave the W. P. A, a clean bill of
health, He did not submit a single ob-
jection to or criticism of the manner in
which this money is being expended or
the integrity with which it is being ad-
ministered.

Mr, Chairman, no higher tribute. could
be paid to General Fleming and his
staff, and no more convincing justifica-
tion could be submitted for the approval
of this appropriation and the rejection of
the pending amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.
All time has expired. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demand by Mr. Taper) there were—
ayes 36, noes 86.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

TrrLe IIT—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Sec. 301. No part of any appropriation
cgntained in this act shall be used to pay
the ealary or wages of any person who ad-
vocates, or who is a member of an organiza-
tion that advocates, the overthrow of the
Government of the United States by force or
violence: Provided, That for the purposes
hereof an affidavit shall be considered prima

facie evidence that the person making the
© affidavit does not advocate, and is not a
member of an organization that advocates,
the overthrow of the Government of the
United States by force or violence: Provided
further, That any person who advocates, or
who is a member of an organization that
advocates, the overthrow of the Government
of the United States by force or violence and
accepts employment the salary or wages for
which are paid from any appropriation in
this act shall be guilty of a felony and, upon
conviction, shall be fined not more than
$1,000 or imprisoned for not more than 1
year, or both: Provided further, That the
above penalty clause shall be in addition to,
and not in substitution for, any other pro-
visions of existing law.

Mr. STEFAN, Mr. Chairman, I want-
ed to strike out the last word-under the
head of “Department of Commerce.” I
ask unanimous consent to return to that
part of the bill. .

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I am very sorry, but we have agreed
to finish this bill promptly this after-
noon, and I shall have to object to re-
turning.
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The CHATRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr, KEEFE, Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, provision is made in
this bill for some funds for the Civil
Aeronautics Authority of the Depart-
ment of Commerce. I desire to discuss a
matter in that connection in which I be-
lieve a large number of the Members of
the House and Senate are interested.
Since 1935 the W. P. A. has engaged in

an extensive program of airport con-

struction throughout the United States.
The construction activities of W. P. A.
have now terminated. When the order
for termination was given engineers of
the C. A. A., together with those of W.
P. A., conducted joint surveys of the proj-
ects still in operation. This survey dis-
closed that 28 airports in the country
remained in a state of partial completion
due to the withdrawal of W.P. A, funds.

Mr. McMURRAY. Mr. Chairman, a
point of order. I make the point of order
that the subject under discussion by the
gentleman does not relate to the provi-
sion of the bill which we are now con-
sidering.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may proceed out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Wisconsin will proceed.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, 267 air-
port projects were approved by the Civil
Aeronautics Authority to be completed
under the W. P. A, formula by contri-
bution of W. P. A. funds to be met by
local municipal funds to complete those
ports. Of those 267 airport projects so
approved, when the W. P. A, ceased func-
tioning, there were 28 ports located in
various States where local communi-
ties had expended, in connection with
W. P. A, a total sum in excess of
$8,400,000.

Herewith is a complete list of these
airports:

California: Merced.

Colorado: Pueblo.

Connecticut: Danbury,

Georgia: Atlanta.

Idaho: Idaho Falls.

Indiana: Bloomington,

Iowa: Iowa City, Des Moines,

Kansas: Pittsburg.

Maine: Dexter, Eastport.

Michlgan: Menominee,

Minnesota: Eveleth, Hibbing, International
Falls.

New Mexico: Eaton.

North Carelina: Wilson, Burlington, Rock-
ingham.

North Dakota: Valley City.

Texas: Henderson.

West Virginia: Clarksburg, Wheeling.

Wisconsin: Eau Claire, Siren, Oshkosh.

Nebraska: Fremont, Beatrice,

Many of these communities have bor-
rowed money through bond issues and
have raised money and bought the land
to make the sponsor’s contribution for
the completion of these airports. They
did so with the distinct understanding
that the Federal Government would
maintain its proportionate share under
the W. P. A. formula to enable those
ports to be completed. Now we find,

with the folding up of W. P. A., these 28
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airports, some of them from 50 to 90 per-
cent completed, upon which the sum of
$8,400,000 has been spent by the local
and Federal Government; 3 of them are
located in my State. May I say to the
distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. McMurrayl, who sought to take me
off the floor and prevent me from bring-
ing this matter to the Congress, that the
people of Wisconsin and the people of all
the States I have mentioned are extreme-
ly interested in seeing the Congress take
action to complete these ports. Now,
I say that unless we are able to direct
the Federal Government to expend the
money necessary to meet its obligation,
those ports are going to disintegrate and
become useless, and each day that they
remain in their present state the $8,400,-
000 investment we have already made
in those ports will be depreciated.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman “yield?

Mr, KEEFE, I yield. :

Mr. RABAUT. I just want to ask the
gentleman a question. I am as inter-
ested in airports as anybody in this
House, but how can we distinguish with
regard to the airport program? With
the cessation of W. P. A., we stopped the
school lunches, we stopped building
schools, we stopped building hospitals,
and we stopped building roads. Every-
thing else fell in- the same category as
airports.

Mr, KEEFE. I will say to the distin-
guished gentleman that I think the atti-
tude of Congress has been reflected in
other legislation which clearly shows
that the Congress intends to have the
Federal Government keep faith with the.
municipalities so that projects that
were started under W. P. A. and were
partially completed, and which were
started with the distinct understanding
with the local communities that they
would be completed, should be com-
pleted.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad-
ditional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. I yield.

Mr,. LUDLOW. Iam somewhat famil-
iar with the situation that the gentleman
describes. There is one of those airports
at Bloomington, Ind. I am in complete
agreement with the contention of the
able gentleman from Wisconsin that
those half-finished and rapidly deterio-
rating airport projects should be com-
pleted. That is just common sense. I
would like to offer this as a contribu-
tion to the gentleman's discussion: I
understand that the Civil Aeronautics
Authority has prepared a proposed esti-
mate and submitted it to the Bureau of
the Budget for an appropriation of $8,-
000,000 to complete those 28 airports.

hMr. KEEFE. I was just coming to
that.
Mr., LUDLOW. I understand the Bu-

reau of the Budget is to present the mat-
ter to the joint Army and Navy Board
and get its opinion as to the military
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necessity of those airports, and those
that are approved as being essential in
the military interests will be recom-
mended for appropriation by the Bureau
of the Budget.

Mr., EEEFE. May I say to the dis-
tinguished gentlemen there are two
sources from which funds are available
for the building of airports. One is the
fund that we appropriated to the De-
partment of Commerce, which is ap-
proximately $200,000,000. Those funds
are subject to the jurisdiction of the
Army and the Navy Board. There must
be a finding of the Army and the Navy
in order to secure money from that fund
to complete the airport projects, that
those projects are essential and neces-
sary in the interest of national defense.

Now, it so happens that these 28 air-
ports have not received the approval of
the Army and Navy that they are of
military necessity, and yet the munici-
palities that are involved went on the as-
sumption, being misled by the Federal
Government through the W. P. A. and
through governmental agencies, that if
they would go ahead and bond themselves
and procure land, go ahead and meet the
sponsor’s contribution, that these air-
ports would be constructed.

It seems to me that it is utterly and
completely breaking faith on the part of
the Government of the United States if
we do not take steps here in this Con-
gress to see that funds are provided to
complete these ports under the program
which was originally started by the
W.P.A.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? -

Mr. EEEFE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana.

Mr. LUDLOW. Supplementing what
the gentleman says, I took this matter
up teday with Mr. Wayne Coy, the Act-
ing Director of the Budget, and he stated
these 28 projects will be resubmitted to
the Board to determine their essentiality

in the military interest and those which"

are approved will be favorably considered
by the Budget in the hope that in the
next deficiency bill funds may be ap-
proved to carry the program out.

Mr. EEEFE. May I say that at the
time the airport program was started, the

question was asked as to whether or not

strictly military necessity was of para-
mount importance, and these municipali-
ties were led to spend their money in the
purchase and building of these airports
at a time when it was necessarily con-
sidered that they must be of military
necessity in order that the Federal Gov-
ernment would make a contribution to
complete them.
Now we are faced with a ‘situation
where the Army and Navy declines spe-
- cifically to approve these ports as a mili-
tary necessity. The Bureau of the Bud-
get will not approve a request of the Civil
Aeronautics Authority which is now
pending before them, without Army and
Navy approval, and these communities
will be sitting there “holding the bag,”
with airfields on their hands. The Gov=-
ernment must keep faith with the mu-
nicipalities, when it asked them to go
ahead and spend their money on these
projects.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman fro 1 Wisconsin has expired.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Wisconsin may pro-
ceed for 2 additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Mexico that the gentleman from
Wisconsin may proceed for 2 additional
minutes?

There was no objection,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield to me for
a unanimous-consent request?

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that all
debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto close in 17 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEEFE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from New Mexico.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
went into this matter with my colleague
the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr.
PFernanpEZ] in connection with an air-
port in New Mexico, and in our particu-
lar case the airport was started with the
understanding it would have military ne-
cessity, and it was channeled through the
regular sources and Colonel Harlow said
that he thought that it should be done,
and I am glad the gentleman is bringing
the matter up. :

Mr. KEEFE. I will say to the distin
guished gentleman that we had a meet-
ing in my office this morning. Many
Congressmen from these various States
are interested in these projects, and there
was a unanimity of agreement among the
Members present that we should make
every effort possible to place an amend-
ment in this deficiency bill if the rules
would permit it in order to secure imme-
diate approval of the estimate that has
been submitted by the Civil Aeronautics
Authority to the Bureau of the Budget.
This is a matter that should demand
the immediate attention of the House,
and I am at this time calling it to your
attention and expect to call it to the
attention of the other body in order that
we may get this appropriation through
and get some action on it before this
House recesses. Unless we do, the mat-
ter will go over again, and perhaps to
the next year., We must protect and
finish these airports we have started.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. SteFan] for 10 min-
utes.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, the
matter under discussion should be of
interest to every Member of this House
who took an interest in the original con-
struction of these airports.

W. P. A, began with an original pro-
gram of approximately 1,019 of these air-
port sites, The chairman of the Sub-
commitiee on Appropriations for the De-
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partments of State and Commerce is
very sympathetic to what is involved in
this particular item of debate. We ecould
not include it in the regular bill for Com-
merce due to lack of our Budget request.
Now, let me give you a brief explanation
of this program hecause eventually it is
going to have something to do with an
over-all program involving about 3,500
airports in every State in the Union and
every congressional district when hostili=
ties cease. When the President of the
United States sent a lefter to Major Gen-
eral Fleming liquidating W. P. A. he had"
this to say:

State or local projects should be closed out
by completing useful units of such projects
or by arranging for the sponsors to carry on
the work.

The President wanted to complete
these useful projects. Certainly airporis
50 to 90 percent completed, with over
8 millions invested, could be considered
useful units. Now, what is the picture?
When W. P. A. liquidated it had com-
pleted 103 out of 287 airports. Of the
rest the Army and Navy took over 71 and
is now completing them, or we think they
will complete them. A resurvey was
made of the other airports. There were
93. The Army and the Navy and the
C. A. A, Board made a resurvey and
picked 65 for completion because of mili-
tary necessity, and the money for their
completion will come to you in a few days
in the form of a conference report re-
appropriating $99,000,000 earmarked for
these W. P. A. projects. That left 28
which are from 50 to 90 percent com=-
pleted and which projects we are now
discussing. The United States Treasury
is interested in these 28 uncompleted air-
ports because over $8,400,000 of Federal
money, State money, and county money
is invested in them. Every day those air=
ports lie idle a great loss of invested capi=
tal is incurred through wind erosion, and
so forth. We are losing a large Federal,
State, and municipal investment. It is
only a matter of economy that the work
be finished. It will take $8,000,000 to
complete them. The Civilian Aviation
Administration, knowing of this great in-
vestment, knowing the value of these air-
ports to national defense, would like to
have them completed. So the C. A. A,
went to the Budget. They told the Budg~
et they needed $8,000,000 to complete
these airports because the airports were
needed. The President has said to com-
plete useful units or make arrangements
with the sponsors to complete them. The
C. A. A, has carried out its part by the
request to the Budget.

We met this morning. Many of us
have been working on this matter a
long time. We decided to take the floor
to inform Congress of the probable loss
of this big investment.

The gentleman from New York [Mr,
TaBERr], ranking minority member of the
Committee on Appropriations, has a
break-down of what it will cost to com~
plete each one of these airports. Those
of you interested should get those figures.
You will be surprised at the amount of
money that your State, your city, and
your Government has invested in air-
ports 50 to 90 percent completed.
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Mr, CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? °

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska,.

Mr. CURTIS. There is one airport
near the city of Vesta, Nebr. where a
W. P. A. project was constructed, an air-
port covering 130 acres where they were
training 50 flyers for the Government,
W.P. A, said we ought to enlarge it. They
did so by taking in areas surrounding
the field with the result that the new
one is not completed and the old one
cannot be used.

Mr, STEFAN. That is right and it will
cost $450,000 to complete it. There is
one airport in my district, Fremont,
which will cost about $25,000 to complete,
It is 90 percent complete yet it has been
abandoned representing a great outlay of
city and Government funds, I want
that investment saved and this valuable
and badly needed airport completed.

Because of parliamentary procedure
we are stymied, we cannot offer an
amendment to include this important
item. We may get help in the Senate.

We are pleading with the Budget Bu-
reau to allow and approve immediately
this C. A. A, request for $8,000,000 to
complete and save this investment in
order that we may include it in this bill
when it gets over to the Senate. We
want these airports authorized before
we go home or before we recess.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from New Mexico.

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
want to confirm what the gentleman has
said and fto point out that the airport
I mentioned at Raton, N. Mex, is 91
percent completed.

Mr. STEFAN. Yes. It will only cost
$75,000 to complete that airport. The
gentleman has worked hard for its com-
pletion.

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from North Carolina.

Mr. KERR. May I say on the gentle-
man’s behalf that there is not a man in
the House who is more diligent and who
has taken more interest in this matter
than he has. There are three of these
airports that the people of my State have
spent thousands and thousands, ves,
millions of dollars, as I understand it, to
build or, rather, they have given land
that is worth that. These are magnifi-
cent, prosperous towns near the great
Army activities of my State. Yet they
will leave this out, and they cannot be
completed.

Mr., STEFAN. The gentleman has
helped and worked hard for aviation
generally,

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, STEFAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WRIGHT. I am very much in-
terested in what the gentleman says. I
do not know whether there are any of
these in my State or not. Nevertheless,
I feel that there is a great future for
aviation, and I think it would be a per-
manent investment for the country. Un-

Wwill
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less there would be some Member object
or raise a point of order, the amend-
ment could be offered. Erom what I can
judge, it is the unanimous sentiment of
the House, if no point of order is raised.

Mr. STEFAN. Of course, we could
pass it if no point of order were raised.

Mr: WRIGHT. There is no doubt
about the amount.

Mr. STEFAN. Our committee wants
to proceed in an orderly manner, I am
sure a point of order would be raised.
I want to thank the gentleman, how-
ever, for his contribution. We want to
save this investment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Suort] for 3 minutes. !

Mr, SHORT. Mr. Chairman, we all
should, if we all do not, feel grateful to
both the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Keerel, and the gentleman from Nebras-
ka, [Mr. Steran] for calling this im-
portant matter to the attention of the
House. I feel that the Government does
have a moral obligation to carry out a
solemn contract and if we fail to com-
plete these ‘airports that have already
been started and many of which are
nearly completed, we would not only be
guilty of a breach of faith but we would
suffer a severe economic loss. I never
did believe much in W. P. A. but when
one undertakes even a bad thing he should
see it through, “Blessed is he who swear-
eth to his own hurt and changeth not.”

I happen to have an airport down at
Joplin, Mo., that is practically complete.
All that it lacks is $14,000 to $16,000
worth of lighting facilities. The people in
that community have cooperated with
the Federal Government and both have
spent over $500,000 for building that
airport, which is located in one of the
third largest defense areas in the United
States. The field is complete, the hangar
built, the runways constructed, and yet
we cannot use it,

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SHORT. No; I do not want the
gentleman to embarrass me. I do want
to tell the gentleman that this Joplin
airport is between Fort Leonard Wood
and Camp Crowder, in Missouri. It is
just across the line from the Jawhawk
ordnance plant and from the shell-load-
ing plant over in Kansas. It is about
halfway between Kansas City and Fort
Joe Robinson, at Little Rock, and Camp
Chaffee at Fort Smith, in Arkansas, It
is about halfway between St. Louis and
Oklahoma City, in one of the most stra-
tegic areas in the United States. We
have lead and zine mines and several
powder plants in this area.  This airport
could be easily extended. Yet, because
the W. P. B. or the Army or the Navy
or some other agency overlapping C. A. A,
has been negligent, envious, or jealous,
we are denied these $14,000 worth of
lighting equipment in order to utilize
that field that is already complete. What
a waste of public funds. Yet I know
the acute shortage of ecritical materials.

Recently a bomber that cost $350,000
crashed near that field, killing all the
crew and, of course, the bomber was lost,
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too. It is all right for the Congress to
appropriate funds to complete these
fields, but unless we can jar some sense
into the heads of some administrative
agencies down at the other end of the
Avenue in order to get the equipment to
utilize these airports, the money will
have been spent in vain.

Mr. Chairman, it is shocking to know
that we already have lost more men in
air service training than we have lost
in combat.

The CHAIEREMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Rasavurl for 2
minutes.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, may I
say to the last speaker that there was no
contractual obligation on the part of
W. P. A. in its relation to the States. In
this, my answer to him, I desire to quote
my distinguished friend the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Taser], who has
always referred to this Federal assistance
as a hand-out.

Under the W. P. A. the Federal Gov-
ernment was to pay about 75 percent of
the cost. I want to be very clear about
the matter. There was a requirement
in W. P. A. to complete Federal projects,
and if the completion of an airport is
requested now as necessary to the war
effort by either the Army or the Navy,
it will be completed. However, other
projects not necessary to the war effort
upon which great contributions have
come from the Federal Government may
be completed by their sponsors, As far
as these airports are concerned, I am as
strong for the construction of airports
as anyone present, and I wish at this
time to commend in a special manner
the devotion in this regard of my per-
sonal friend and colleague the gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. Steran] for the air=-
port program.

But it certainly comes as a surprise to
hear W. P. A, praised in this House; it
certainly comes as a great surprise to
now hear that W. P. A, really has done
some good in so many parts of the coun-
try; that W. P. A, has been accountable
for some airports; that W. P. A. was ac-
countable for schools, libraries, court-
houses, roads, lunches for children, and a
thousand other things. Formerly we
heard much talk about boondoggling and
everything else, but today, at last,
W. P. A, comes into its own and is praised
on the floor of Congress. I am happy
that this day has come, for at last recog-
nition is made of the generous gifts of
the Federal Government to the States
of the Union.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 302, The appropriations and author-
ity with respect to appropriations contained
herein shall be available from and including
July 1, 1943, for the purposes respectively pro-
vided in such appropriations and authority.
All =obligations incurred during the period
between June 30, 1943, and the date of the
enactment of this act in anticipation of such

“ appropriations and authority are hereby rati-

fled and confirmed if in accordance with the
terms thereof.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chaire
man. I offer an amendment, .
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Cannon of Mis-
souri: On page 26, after line 6, insert a new
section as follows:

“Sec. 303. Appropriations contained In this
act may be used to reimburse the emergency
fund of the President for advances made
therefrom to meet obligations for purposes
for which the funds are provided in this act
and for which purposes such appropriations
are contained herein.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., Mr, Chair-
man, this is a precautionary amendment
offered by direction of the committee.
We trust it will not be necessary. We
hope and expect this bill will be passed in
ample time to antedate the close of the
fiscal year, but in the event through some
misfortune it should be delayed beyond
the first of the fiscal year, this will make
it possible for reimbursement to be made
of funds advanced to take care of the
items.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Missouri,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 303. This act may be cited as the “Sec-
ond Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1943.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 26, line 7, strike out *“303” and
Insert “304."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, my good friend the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER],
in his remarks of yesterday, appearing
on page 6343 of the REcorp, made the
statement that certain contracts had
been entered into by the Office of War
Information in violation of law. Also
that it was incorporated by a group of
people most of whom are on the preferred
list of the Dies committee.

The original contract with Short Wave
Research was entered into by the Office
of Coordinator of Information, headed
by Brig. Gen. William J. Donovan. Gen-
eral Donovan is one of the most eminent
men in the Government service today.
He has a long record of public service,
He served with credit and distinction
in the first World War. He was the
nominee of his party for Governor of
New York against Governor Lehman.

While he needs no defense, I am glad
to be able to certify that this contract
was not in violation of law and that he
did not recruit for carrying out the con-
tract men from the preferred list of the
Dies committee. I think it is only due
to General Donovan that this statement
be made. ;

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

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. I just want to call the
attention of the chairman to the fact
that I stated that those who incorporated
the Short Wave Research, Inc., were a
group of people who were on the pre-
ferred list of the Dies committee. I did
not say that those whom they recruited
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were on that list. I made no comment
of that kind.

I still say that the contract was illegal.
It is perfectly clear, I think, that it is
illegal. It is now under investigation by
the Comptroller General.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It could
hardly be under investigation when it
was discontinued some time ago.

By way of historical review, Mr, Chair-
man, I shall read the following state-
ment:

The Office of War Information, Overseas
Branch, inherited on its establishment in
June 1242 a contract which had been entered
into on April 25, 1942, between Bhort Wave
Research, Inc., a private corporation, and
the Foreign Information Service of the Office
of Coordinator of Information, headed by
Brig. Gen. William J. Donovan. After the
Office of War Information was given the for-
eign information service formerly in the
Office of the Coordinator of Information, the
Office of War Information renegotiated this
contract with Short Wave Research in July
1942, and that contract was contlnued until
terminated by the Office of War Information
on March 7, 1843. During the pericd of the
contracts with Short Wave Research by the
Office of the Coordinator of Information and
the Office of War Information, beginning In
April 1942 and ending in March 1943, §545,-
009.79 was paid to Short Wave Research, Inc,,
for {foreign-language services required in
overseas propaganda. This sum was entirely
from authorized and vouchered funds,

The arrangement was entered into orig-
inally for reasons of economy, of which the
Bureau of the Budget and the Civil Bervice
Commissfon were cognizant. At that time,
the Foreign Information Servire of the Office
of Coordinator of Information was preparing
programs in many languages, but did not
broadecast in any single language sufficient
hours each day to warrant hiring full-time
linguistic personnel. Short Wave Research,
Inc., maintained a pool of available person-
nel with linguistic or literary skills needed in
overseas propaganda. Under the contract,
the Foreign Information Service could call
for such services as it needed, for given
hours each day or week, and payment for
these services was made to Short Wave Re-
search, Ine. All payments were for writing,
translating, or radio broadcasting services
actually rendered.

When the Office of War Information sub-
mitted its first budget to Congress in Sep-
tember 1942, a sum was included for these
services and the item was clearly set forth
and explained in the book of justification,

By January 1043, programming by the
Overseas Branch of the Office of War In-
formation had increased in volume to such
an extent that it became preferable for the
Office of War Information to place all lin-
guistic and literary personnel directly on its
pay roll. This change was completed and
therefore the contract was terminated by
the Office of War Information on March 7,
1943. .

Payments made under contracts with Short
Wave Research
Fayments made by the Office of Co-
ordinator of Information, April to

June 1942, before transfer of the

foreign information service to the

Office of War Information______ $226, 855
Payments made by the Office of War

Information from July to Octo=

e b L e S R e TR et ey 178, 120
Payments made by the Office of War

Information from  November

1942 to March 1048 cccccccaca o 140, 033

There was a saving here.., Originally,
instead of using personnel whose entire
time could not be employed, they used the
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pool supporfed by this service to give
the service only when service was needed,
At other times there was no charge upon
the Government. All payments were for
writing, translating, or radio broadcast-
ing services actually rendered. When the
service was built up to a basis of con-
tinuous employment, the contract was
discontinued,

If there had been such maladminis-
tration, such malfeasance, and misuse
of funds as are indicated by the gentle-
man, it would have been brought out at
that time, and certainly opportunity was
ofiered for criticism at that time.

So there is no basis on which an in-
vestigation could be predicated. I am
sure if any investigation is being made,
General Donovan can more than main-
tain the right he had to make the origi-
nal contract. And, of course, O. W, I.had
a similar right.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pro forma amendment.
The statement that the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. CannoN] has just read is
incorrect in several respects. In the first
place, Mr. Davis became the head of the
0. W. 1. some time before we went away
from here in the early summer of 1942,
For almost a year he has operated under
this contract with the Short Wave
Research, Inc., and this set-up was
designed to hire people for the Govern-
ment without their having to go through
the Civil Service Commission or be classi-
fled by the Civil Service Commission,
The O. W. I. was given opportunity to
enter into contracts without reference to
the provisions of section 3709 of the
code, but that applies only to supplies
and materials. It does not apply to per-
sonal services, because the statute was
designed to keep people on the Federal
pay roll so that they could be checked
upon, and the Civil Service Commission
could properly classify them. I do not
feel that any statement that I have made
in criticism of O. W. I. in this connec-
tion is in the least out of the way, or in
the least incorrect, and I think that I
will stand right square upon what I said.
I did not say that the majority of the
employees were upon the preferred list
of the Dies committee. I said the in-
corporators were on that list. The gen=-
tleman seeks to make General Donovan
the goat. The man I criticized wag
Elmer Davis, and the criticism was well
founded.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr,
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for an additional 3 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. M.
Chairman, originally this work was
under the Coordinator of Information,
General Donovan, and he, in this capac-
ity, negotiated the contract, and the fact
that the contract was not illegal is shown
by the fact that expenditures under it
have regularly passed through the Gen-
eral Accounting Office and been properly
vouchered and approved. Later the Of=
fice of War Information was created,
and this work was transferred, that is,
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the Foreign Information Service was
transferred from the Office of the Co-
ordinator to the O. W. 1. under Mr. Davis,
and the O. W, I renegotiated a contract
with Short Wave Research in July 1942,
and in March 1843 discontinued this
contract.

The record cannot be construed as a
reflection on General Donovan, who has
had a distinguished public career, and
who has represented and is representing
both his country and his party in a most
praiseworthy manner. The evidence is
that his accounts were vouchered by the
proper authority and O. W. I, continued
a contract and followed a practice in-
augurated by the Coordinator’s office.

‘Mr. Chairman, I move that the Com-
mittee do now rise and report the bill to
the House with the amendments, with the
recommendation that the amendments
be agreed to and that the bill as amended
do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Pace, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee had
had under consideration the bill (H. R.
3030) making appropriations to supply
deficiencies in certain appropriations for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and
for prior fiscal years, to provide supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1944, and for other pur-
poses, and had directed him to report the
same back to the House with sundry
amendments, with the recommendation
‘that the amendments be agreed to and
that the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I move the previous question on
the bill and amendments to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. ‘Is a separate vote
demanded on any amendment? If not,
the Chair will put them en grosse. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments.

The amendmenis were agreed to, and
the bill as amended was ordered to be
engrossed and read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider laid on the table.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., Mr.
_ Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members who have spoken on this
bill may have 5 legislative days in which
to extend their own remarks on the bill,
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.
There was no objection.

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION OF PER-
SONS DISABLED. IN INDUSTRY

Mr, HART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
‘mous consent to take from the Speaker’s
table the bill (H. R. 2536), to amend the
act entitled “An act to provide for the
promotion of vocational rehabilitation
of persons disabled in industry or other-
wise and their return to civil employ-
ment,” approved June 2, 1920, as amend-~
ed, and for other purposes, with Senate
amendments, disagree to the Senate
amendments, and ask for a conference
thereon.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none and appoints the following
conferees: Mr. BARDEN, Mr. HART, Mr.
Lesinski, Mr. DonpEro, and Mr. CHENO-
WETH.

EXCESS PROFITS APPLICABLE TO CER-

TAIN PRODUCTION BONUS PAYMENTS

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Ways and
Means, I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of the bill (H.
R. 2888), relating to the application of
the excess-profits tax to certain produc-
tion bonus payments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. REED of New York. Reserving
the right to object, will the gentleman
make a brief explanation of the bill?

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, this in-
volves the question of excess profits on
the production of zinc in the lead and
zine mining areas of Oklahoma, Missouri,
and Kansas. Last year we attempted to
correct an apparent inconsistency in-
volved in the payment of bonuses for the
work of low-grade zine deposits, and then
charged the producer excess profits. By
oversight the matter of the working of
so-called tailing piles was overlooked and
the anomalous condition still prevails as
far as that is concerned.

The bill was unanimously reported by
the Committee on Ways and Means, and
there is no objection from the Members
on the minority side,

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I have examined this bill thoroughly. It
is a meritorious bill and ought to be
passed in the interest of the prosecution
of the war,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 7356 (c) of
the Internal Revenue Code is amended to
read as follows:

“(¢) Nontaxable bonus income: The term
‘nontaxable bonus income’ means the amount
of the income derived from bonus payments

‘made by any agency of the United States

Government on account of the production in
excess of a specified quota of:

“{1) A mineral product or timber, the
exhaustion of which gives rise to an allowance
for depletion under section 23 (m), but
guch amount shall not exceed the net income
(computed with the allowance for depletion)
attributable to the output in excess of such
quota; or

(2) A mineral product extracted or recov=
ered from mine taillngs by a corporation
which owns no economic interest in the min-
eral property from which the ore containing
such tailings was mined: Provided, That the
exhaustion of such mineral product would
give rise to an allowance for depletion under
section 23 (m) if such corporation had an
economic interest in such mineral property,
but such amount shall not exceed the net
income attributable to the output in excess
of such quota.”

8ec. 2. Section 711 (a) (1) (I) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code is amended to read as
follows:

“(I) Nontaxable income of certain indus-
tries: In the case of a producer of minerals,
or a producer of logs or lumber from a timber
block, as defined in section 735, there shall
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be excluded nontaxable income from exempt
excess output of mines and timber blocks and
nontaxable bonus income provided in section
736. In respect of nontaxable bonus income
provided in section 735 (¢), a corporation de-
scribed in section 735 (¢) (2) shall be deemed
a producer of minerals for the purposes of
this subparagraph.”

8Sec. 3. Section 711 (a) (2) (K) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code is amended to read as
follows:

“(K) Nontaxable income of certain indus-
tries: In the case of a producer of minerals,
or a producer of logs or lumber from a timber
block, as defined in section 735, there shall be
excluded nontaxable income from exempt ex-
cess output of mines and timber blocks and
nontaxable bonus income provided in section
735. In respect of nontaxable bonus income
provided in section 735 (¢), a corporation de-
scribed in section 735 (¢) (2) shall be deemed
a producer of minerals for the purposes of
this subparagraph.”

Bec. 4. The amendments made by this act
shall be applicable to taxable years beginning
after December 31, 1940.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 8, after the word “mined”,
strike out “Provided, That the exhaustion of
such mineral product would give rise to an
allowance for depletion under section 23 (m)
if such corporation had an economic interest
in such mineral property.”

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, the
amendment merely strikes out some sur-
plusage that was overlooked.

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, TABER. Mr. Speaker, on behalf
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
KeEere], I ask unanimous consent that
he may be permitted to revise and ex-
tend the remarks he made today in
Committee of the Whole and to include
therein certain tables. :

The SPEAEER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Appendix and
to include therein certain telegrams.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

SILVER FOR WAR PURPOSES

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to inquire, if I may,
of the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. DovcHTON], chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, if he ean tell
us when the bill S. 35 is likely to be re-
ported from his committee? It involves
a question of silver which the War Pro-
duction Board and others who are inter-
ested in the war effort think should be
passed quite speedily.

Mr., DOUGHTON. It has heen re-
ferred to a subcommittee, I do not
know just when they will be ready to re-
port. I will check up and give the gen=
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tleman that information in the next day
Or S0.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
wish the gentleman would do that, be-
cause I understand it is a question of
days before there will be no silver for
use in the war effort.

Mr. DOUGHTON. It is an emergency
?:ifar as silver currency is concerned,

t?

Mr, MARTIN of Massachusetts. No;
1t is silver that is used in the war effort.
I think the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. McCormack] understands the
urgency of it.

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. CELLER] has spoken
to me about it and it has been referred
to a subcommittee.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The
bill originated in another branch of the
Congress.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I beg the gentle-
man’s pardon, but the gentleman from
New York [Mr. CELLER] called it to my
attention frequently.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. He
may have a bill of like nature, but the
one I am referring to was passed in the
other branch of Congress.

Mr. DOUGHTON. All bills relating to
that subject, of course, will go before the
subcommittee, and I will try to inform
the gentleman in a day or two just when
it will be reported.

Mr. McCORMACK. The bill is S. 35,
introduced by Senator GreeN, and it has
passed the Senate.

It is a bill that is connected up with
the elimination of the Celler amendment
in the Treasury-Post Office appropria-
tion hill, and there seems to bz no ob-
jection to it. I know that if it is possible
to get the bill considered before we re-
cess there is no objection to the commit-
tee giving it early consideration.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The
gentleman will agree with me that it has
been represented as being quite urgent
for the war effort and should be taken
up very guickly. :

Mr. McCORMACEK. Yes, there is no
question about that.

EXTENSION OF REMAREKS -

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
glso ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the Appendix of the REcorp
and include therein a letter I have
written to the President.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and to include an
editorial.

The SPEAEER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr, Speaker, I also
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and to include a
letter which I have just received.

The SPEAKER. Is there ohjection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROWAN., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Appendix of the REcorp and to
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include an editorial from the Washington
Post.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
the remarks I made in the Committee
this afternoon and to include therein
some excerpts.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourn today it adjourn to meet tomor-
row at 11 o’clock. 3

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Appendix of the RECORD and to in-
clude an article by the gentleman from
Indiana, Hon. Louis LubLow, entitled
“What Our People Want of the €on-
gress.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

FROM PEARL HARBOR TO TOMORROW

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILSON. Mr, Speaker, I realize
only too well that none of us can spare
one-tenth of the time he needs to read
one-hundredth of the wonderful printed
material which flows across our desks in
a continuous flood tide.

However, once in a while I do get a
chance to read some item or booklet with
care and thought and when I discover a
good one I want to share it with others;
especially you, my colleagues, whom I
know face my own problem of sorting
and selecting what to read. I am happy
to recommend without reservation a
booklet I have just read entitled, “From
Pearl Harbor to Tomorrow.” It is a
most wonderful day-by-day account of
the first 15 months of our war. Not only
is the whole publication of great interest
to all of us who saw the hand of destiny
at work in the dark days before the war
but the booklet is well indexed, and is,
therefore, invaluable for reference pur~
poses. -

James Bell is the author of this work
and one of his readers who was very
much impressed with the book brought
me two copies and asked that I place
them where they would be accessible to
other Members of Congress. This I am
happy to do and you will find a copy in
each of the cloak rooms.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that

my colleague the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. PLoMiLEY] be permitted to
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extend his remarks in the Recorp and to
include an ediforial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, ROGERS of California. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to
include therein a newspaper editorial,

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr, WrigHT] is recognized for
40 minutes,

OFFICE OF WAR INFORMATION

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day the House of Representatives in con-
sidering an appropriation bill deprived
the Office of War Information of the
funds necessary to conduct its Domestic
Branch. This action if concurred in by
the Senate, which is presently consider-
ing the bill, will result in the complete
elimination of this agency without the
provision of any substitute. Indeed the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STARNES]
who introduced the amendment to elimi-
nate this appropriation stated that there
is no necessity for the work now being
performed by this office and that the war
effort would proceed more expeditiously
if no similar office existed.

I do not wish to talk of the spirit of
pique and legislative resentment in
which the House took this action. We
know that Friday was a field day for the
critics and enemies of the administra-
tion. I will not even say that some of
this resentment is not understandable
and that a small portion of it is not jus-
tifiable but I do however think that we
should calmly and in a proper delibera-
tive mood consider now the results of the
action we have taken and whether or
net we have performed a service or a
disservice to our country.

The following day Elmer Davis, the Di-
rector of the Office of War Information,
announced that should the House pro-
vision be finally enacted into law he
would have no alternative save to resign.
This morning the Washington Post con-
demned the action of the House and
pointed out the impossibility of servic-
ing the American public with the proper
news and information about the war and
about the domestic front unless some
office existed which could collate and as-
semble such information from the var-
ious agencies of the Governmeni and
also from the news sources on our battle-
fronts.

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

Mr. WRIGHT. 1 yield.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I ap-
preciate what the gentleman is doing
this afternoon. In my judgment, if Mr.
Elmer Davis should discontinue the work
he has been doing for this Government
in connection with the Office of War In-
formation it would be a serious loss to
our war effort.

Mr. WRIGHT. I am glad the gentle-
man feels that way because I believe
Mr. Davis is doing a very valuable work,

Mr.
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work we cannot afford to dispense with
af the present fime,

I will discuss in some detail the valu-
able and necessary service now being
rendered by the Office of War Informa-
tion.

I might state at the outset that much
of this information was obtained from
the Office of War Information itself and
that any Member is free to challenge its
accuracy.

The controlling principle of O. W. 1 on
the domestic front is this: “This is a
people’s war, and to win it they should
know as much about it as they can. We
will tell the people the truth and nothing
but the truth, Only information of value
to the enemy will be withheld.”

If the domestic branch of the Nation's
war information organization is abol-
ished, will the people of this country have
a clear and accurate picture of our war
activities, policies, aims, successes, and
failures? Will they remain, as they are
now, the . best-informed people in the
world?

PRESS

Before O. W. 1. was established a year
ago, the public had lost confidence in the
accuracy of military news. Newspapers
were carrying the charge that the Navy
was withholding news of the complete
destruction of our Pacific Fleet. Another
charge was that bad news was withheld
until good news could be halanced with
it. The people at war, ill-informed, were
deeply shaken.

The O. W. I. has fought within all
councils of Government for the prompt,
complete, and accurate reporting of all
military news. Only information valu-
able to the enemy is withheld. Today
the American people know they are ac-
curately informed as speedily as possible.

A year ago the press of the country
was bitterly attacking the Government
for conflicting statements by various
Federal officials on rubber, oil, produc-
tion, prices, manpower, and so on. Con-
flicting statements led to Nation-wide
public confusion. Newspapers in all sec-
tions charged that no one could be sure
that he had obtained the truth.

Today not all, but most, conflicting
statements have disappeared, due to the
coordinating work of O. W. 1. The public
knows where we stand on the battle
fronts, in production, in conservation, in
financing, in price control, and in all
other major war undertakings.

A year ago newspaper correspondents
had to work with 33 separate Federal
agencies to obtain war news. Today 54
correspondents get most of their stuff
from the O. W. I. central news desk,

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

Mr, WRIGHT.
man from Texas.

Mr. PATMAN. Iam in accord with the
gentleman’s views. Right now is no
time to dispense with the domestic branch
of O. W. I. It is the only organization
that has a well coordinated, well planned
campaign to educate the people on the
dangers of inflation. That campaign is
to start soon, yet Congress will be in the
position of not only failing to levy taxes
to siphon off sufficient excess purchasing
power to prevent inflation, but also to

I yield to the gentle-
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have crippled the O. P, A, the only
agency that is charged with the duty of
keeping down prices. We must not dis-
pose of the only agency which is trying
to carry on a campaign to prevent
inflation.

Mr. WRIGHT. I agree with the gen=-
tleman.

Mr. PATMAN.~ So it is especially bad at
this particular time.

Mr. WRIGHT. Ithank the gentleman
for his observation because I know this
organization is going to be quite valuable
also in our domestic front, although I
spoke of the dissemination of foreign
news. I agree with the gentleman that
inflation is probably a greater danger at
present than it has been at any time
since we have been in the war.

RADIO

The radio industry—networks, affili-
ated stations, and independent stations—
are devoting about $100,000,000 in radio
time to war information. The industry’s
desire is to help keep people accurateiy
informed and to stress those campaigns—
such as bond sales, salvage, food conser-
vation, and so forth—which will help pro-
mote the war on the home front.

The industry depends upon O. W. L. to
bring the facts together in proportion
and perspective. Without O. W. 1., the
industry would have to work separately
with 33 Federal agencies, each of which
would be interested in only 1 phase of
the war, and each of which would con-
tend with the industry that its program
deserved first attention on the air. The
result would be chaotic. The truth is
that a $900,000 annual cost by O. W. L
enables the radio industry to do an effec-
tive $100,000,000 war job.

ADVERTISING

The advertising industry has converted
its output to war, also. About $100,000,-
000 in nmewspaper and magazine space
carries vitally- helpful information on
black markets, food conservation, point
rationing, and so on. The advertising
council obtains its basic data from O. W. L
If O. W. I. were discontinued, 33 sepa-
rate departments would attempt to work
directly with the advertising industry;
their competitive demands would most
likely cause the industry to give up in
disgust. -

MOTION PICTURES

The motion-picture industry is making,
at its own cost, 26 special war pictures
a year for use in the bulk of American
movie houses. O. W. I. makes 26 also.
Hence, there is 1 picture a week, on an
important war topic, in the movie thea-
ters each week. The industry favors the
present cooperative arrangement. It
knows that O. W. I, having sifted the
needs of all agencies, is supplying it with

- basic facts on those war problems which

can best be tackled by motion pictures.
If there were no domestic branch" of
0. W. 1., the industry would be besieged
separately by W. P. B, O.P. A, O.D. T,
Treasury, War Department, Navy De-
partment, Agriculture, and other agen-
cies. The industry would have to pick
and choose, with no assurance that it was
making its maximum contribution to
public understanding.
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POSTERS

The retail stores of the country placed
their display windows at the disposal of
O. W. I. One poster each week deals
with a current war campaign, such as
security of information, Navy recruit-
ment, black markets; food conservation,
bond sales, and so forth.

MAGAZINES, BOOKS, AND FREE LANCE WERITERS

0. W. I. does not write articles for
magazines and books. But editors, pub-
lishers, and writers are constantly ask-
ing “What problems need to be ex-
plained?” O.W.I. keeps them informed
and they in turn, at their own expense,
do the job.

THE FIELD

Each Federal war agency has field of-
fices. Many cities have 4 or 5 such of-
fices and a few have as many as 15. At
these field locations, 1 O. W. 1. office
does the information job for all. If each
did its own, the cost would more than
double,

ENEMY PROPAGANDA

Every American citizen may obtain
enemy propaganda by radio or by read-
ing Rome, Berlin, and Tokyo dispatches
in his newspaper. O. W. I. is the only
agency in America that is regularly ex-
posing the lies and fallacies of what the
enemy is saying to us.

SAVING THE GOVERNMENT MONEY

The Domestic Branch of O. W. I. costs
less than $9,000,000 a year. But ifs serv-
ices enable the free communication
media of America—press, radio, adver-
tising, motion pictires, magazines—to
do an effective job and this private ef-
fort, on war subjects alone, costs several
hundred million dollars a year.

If O. W. I is abolished, the informa-
tion costs of every Federal war agency
will rise. Indeed, the Federal cost will
easily double, and the result, to the
American people and to our free com-
munication media, will not be half as
good as it is now.

Why is it then in the face of the im-
portance of this Office in tha conduct of
the war that its operation should have
aroused so much resentment among the
Members of the House that they would
vote to discontinue its appropriation?

Several distinct criticisms have been
leveled at the conduct of this Office and I
will speak of each of them briefly. The
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ALLEN]
stated in a moving address that this Of-
fice had stirred up racial feeling in the
South and that in consequence it was a
detriment to the war effort in that sec-
tion of the country. Having an appre-
ciation of the delicate nature of this
question, particularly at the present-time
when we read of the hideous occurrences
recently in Detroit, I am constrained to
sympathize with the gentleman’s posi-
tion. Certainly at this time no action
should be taken, no word should be spok-
en which would aline Americans against
each other on racial issues and I would
not countenance any such activlty. ;3
sincerely believe, however, that there has
been no intentional attempt to cause
racial disunity on the part of the re-
sponsible heads of this organization. I
believe that if any Member holds a dif-
ferent opinion and thinks that the Office
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of War Information is fermenting racial
discontent, Mr. Davis would give his com-
plaints sympathetic consideration and
eliminate any action which could be rea-
sonably criticized as having this effect in
time of war. I wish to comment at this
point what the Director of this office him-
self has to say about the racial question
and its connection with the operation of
his Office.

Some Members of Congress have sug-
gested that the Office of War Informa-
tion intruded into racial relationships by

the publication of a pamphlet, Negroes:

in the War.

This pamphlet was written specifically
to point out the stake that 13,000,000
American Negroes have in the war, and
to help counteract Japanese propaganda
designed to foment racial discord in this
country.

Obviously the responsibilities of O. W. I
to convey information about the war
to the people of this country include
the responsibility of providing infor-
mation of particular interest to minor-
ity groups. The Negro minority is the
largest racial minority in the country
and has a special interest in the part
that the Negroes are playing in the war
effort. The purpose of the pamphlet was
to indicate the advances made by the
Negro people under American democracy
in contrast to what would be in store for
them in event our enemies should win;
to point out the contributions being
made by Negro citizens in professional,
industrial, and military fields, and in
general to foster among Negroes a feel-
Ing that they, as well as white Americans,
are fighting this war. There was noth-
ing inflammatory in the pamphlet. It
was written by a well-known Negro writ-
er and edited with extreme care by com-
petent members of the O. W. L staff who
are thoroughly familiar with the Negro
problem,

Negroes in the War is largely photo-
graphic, giving the pictures of Negro
leaders and showing what contributions
they were making to wartime America.
The. pamphlet was distributed largely to
Negro religious, social, and fraternal or-
ganizations.

The most prevalent criticism, however,
is that frequently heard from the Re-
publican Members of the House, They
accuse the Office of War Information of
playing Democratic politics and specifi-
cally of promoting the fourth term of
President Roosevelt.

If their criticisms be well taken and if
this office is using its prestige and fa-
vored position to play partisan politics,
I would of course agree with these gen-
tlemen that such conduct is highly rep-
rehensive and should be stopped im-
mediately. Iam a Democrat and a fairly
consistent supporter of the administra-
tion. I am not so partisan, however, that
I would deny to the Republican Members
the right to protect their legitimate po-
litical interests nor do I think that a
governmental office, particularly in war-
time, should promote disunity by engag-
ing in partisan politics.,

Again, however, I would suggest that
this charge also is entirely unfounded
and largely prompted by the too tender
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political sensibilities of the members of
the Republican Party. There was one
booklet issued by O. W. I. which por-
trayed and somewhat idealized the life
and accomplishments of the President.
This book was, however, not circulated
in this country and no one charged that
it was. It was sent to our foreign front
for propaganda purposes, not among our
own people, but among our allies and our
enemies. I think that this booklet and
its circulation can be defended. Wheth-
er we like it or not, the President sym-
bolizes America to most foreign coun-
tries and I might say that his personal
popularity among our allies and sympa-
thizers does much to promote the popu-
larity of our cause. I will agree, how-
ever, with Mr. Davis who himself has
stated thatin an effort to lean over back-
ward to avoid the slightest semblance
of politics that there should be no future
dissemination of similar literature. Mr,
Davis has this to say about political ac-
tivity in his organization:

‘The Office of War Information has neither
the ineclination, the talent, nor the experience
to engage in political propaganda.

The Director, moreover, has instructed
the staff to take every precaution against
issuing material which might in any way
be construed as having a political in-
tent. In a staff order binding on all
personnel the Director stated:

It is the duty of all staff members to con-
tlnue so to conduct themselves that there
shall never be any basis for such ecriticisms,
in the judgment of fair and intelligent ob-
servers. Office of War Information can no
more be concerned with politics than can the
Army or Navy. Our sole function is to con-
tribute to the winning of the war.

The Director of the Domestic Branch
and many members of the staff are Re-
publican. No consideration whatever is
or has been given to personal political
affiliations, however, beyond the regular
check to determine possible Communist
or Fascist connections,

By and large the personnel of O. W. I.
Domestic Branch are professional peo-
ple—newspapermen, script  writers,
photographers, artists, motion-picture
technicians, and advertising men. They
are not political partisans. They are
concerned only with how they can pre-
sent the facts.

The information programs conducted
by O. W. L in general involve no political
issues whatever—the why and how of
food rationing, fuel rationing, airplane
production, and similar matters quite
outside the field of political controversy,

In a recent speech in Boston Mr. Davis
criticized the perspective of some of the
Washington correspondents. He has
been subjected to attack both on the
floor and in the press for his remarks.
I have often thought myself that many
news writers and commentators fail to
keep before the people the picture of
the great accomplishments which this
country has performed in its conduct of
the war and that they have confined
their observations largely to the inevita-
ble disagreements among the wvarious
branches of the Government and be-
tween the two major parties and also
among those in administrative .offices,
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many of whom are nonpolitical and are
drawn from business life. Whether or
not my opinion is correct is beside the
point. This is a matter of extreme un-
importance and not even the most severe
critic of Elmer Davis would state that
a veteran newsman like himself had any
thought whatever either in his remarks
in Boston or at any other time fo in any
way shackle the free press of America.

Finally, I wish to speak of an address
made on the floor of the House last
Thursday by the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr, Lesinsk1], the burden of which
was that the Office of War Information
was playing Communist politics largely
because it has not adopted as the pol-
icy of its office the contentions of the
Polish Government in exile as to the
various matters which it has in dispute
with the Soviet Government,

This last attack has caused me some
concern because the gentleman has al-
ways been an outstanding liberal and
a supporter of the President, in addi-
tion to being a personal friend of my
own. In the course of his address the
gentleman has, undoubtedly in good
faith, but unjustly, attacked the charaé-
ter and patriotism of several of the staff
of this office, He moreover has adoptéd
8 position concerning our foreign pol-
icy and our relations with Russia which
I consider unforfunate and one which
would, if given any public support, en=
danger our friendly relations with that
country at the time of our common bat-
tle with the enemy.

The gentleman’s strictures upon the
personnel of the Office of War Informa-
tion do not extend to Mr. Elmer Davis,
the Director, except insofar as he states
that Mr. Davis has been a failure as an
Administrator. I share the gentleman’s
praise of the high accomplishments of
Mr. Davis as a correspondent and news
analyst. I know that he has taken his
present position with the sole motive of
rendering service to his country and at
& considerable financial sacrifice. I dis=
agree with the gentleman, however, in
his statement that Mr, Davis has man=-
aged his office badly and also with his -
statement that he has surrounded him-
self by incompetents and Communist
sympathizers. I am personally ac-
quainted with only one member of the
staff of this office who has been criticized
by the gentleman, but my acquaintance
with him and my knowledge of the
falsity of the accusations against him
give me good reason to doubt the ac-
curacy of his remarks about the others.

He has seen fit to attack the character
and attainments of Alan Cranston, who
heads the Foreign Language Division of
the Domestic Branch of this office. Mr.
Cranston is an experienced newsman,
having been for years a foreign corre-
spondent in Italy and London for the
International News Service. I ean
testify from my acquaintance with him
that he is capable and patriotic and also
that he personally detests any trend to-
ward communism in this country. In-
stead of playing down the contribution
to the war rendered by the exiled gov-
ernments and the people in their oc-
cupied countries, the group headed by
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Mr. Cranston has continuously empha-
sized the sufferings and the bravery of
these people who have done so much to
help us with the war. I have several
exhibits which I will be glad to show the
gentleman, showing news releases to the
foreign language newspapers in this
country which emphasize the value of
what is being done by the governments
and people of occupied Europe. As to
the insinuation of any connection on
the part of Mr. Cranston with the so-
called Tresca affair, which incidentally
was an unexplained homicide down in
New York, I shall not comment except
to say that any mention of his name
relative to this occurrence is absurd.

Mr. Gordon, who is criticized as igno-
rant of the duties of his position, as inex-
perienced and as communistic-minded,
and whom I do not know, is, I am told, a
journalist of 8 years’ experience, a col-
lege graduate, a fine American, and a
linguist who is conversant with several
languages.

As to Mr, Hudes, whom the gentleman
states was a Communist, I was told my-
self by Mr. Davis that he had no knowl-
edge of any communistic connections on
the part of this man nor any reason to
believe him so disposed. If the gentle-
man is of the opinion that Mr. Hudes
~ is guilty of subversive activities, I would
suggest that he refer his name to the
Eerr committee,

I am concerned also with the gentle-
man’s complaint that the Office of War
Information has not promulgated propa-
ganda criticizing the Russian Govern-
ment in the so-called Katyn massacre
and in the Ehrlich and Alter case. Iam
convinced, and I am sure that the House
will agree with me, that if the Office of
War Information or the Department of
State had taken the position suggested
by the gentleman it would have been a
serious affront to our ally, the Soviet
Government, which might have been of
sufficient gravity to have caused the sev-
erance of our relations with them. These
are matters of such extreme delicacy that
I do not think that any high Govern-
ment official can risk becoming involved

" in them. Every responsible American

writer considers the EKatyn massacre
story as unadulterated Nazi propaganda.
As to the Ehrlich and Alter case, none
of us knows all the facts, and, more than
this, it so intimately involves the sov-
ereignty of the Russian Nation that to
me at least its discussion upon the floor
of the Upited States Congress seems
improper and dangerous.

The gentleman is passionately inter-
ested in a free Poland and I can sympa-
thize with his desires. With my great
friendship with those of Polish ante-
cedents, any peace settlement which
would not insure the ancient and Chris-
tian nation of Poland its proper recogni-
tion would be to me a tragic failure, but
I do not propose for this reason to make
-~ public statements unfriendly to the
Russian Nation on matters which should
be discussed, if at all, through our proper
diplomatic channels, We need friend-
ship with Russia to beat Germany, we
need friendship with Russia to beat Ja-
pan, and we need friendship with Russia
_to maintain a world peace.
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Let it not be thought in my making
these statements that I in any way con-
done communism at home. American
Communists are in my opinion disloyal
to this country in which they live, because
their ultimate allegiance is not to Amer-
ica but to Russia and the Third Interna-
tional. I think they are potentially dan-
gerous because although at present the
party line demands that they cooperate
with our war effort, they will surely sabo-
tage our interests if they change the
party line. My feelings in this matter
and my sympathy with the future of Po-
land will not permit me, however, to en-
danger our friendship with Russia which
I think we must maintain for the safety
of our Nation and of the world.

So, therefore, I do not condemn the
Office of War Information for its posi-
tion as to foreign affairs but rather I
heartily commend it for its devotion to
the national interest.

I sincerely trust that whatever mat-
ters the gentlemen of the House might
sincerely have in disagreement with this
important Government office, they will
attempt to adjust them amicably and
that if we get an opportunity in the
House to modify our action taken last
Friday that we should reconsider the
vote which we have cast to destroy a
valuable public function without pro-
viding any substitute for it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Ram-
spECK). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr,
Gieson] is recognized for 10 minutes.

WASTE IN GOVERNMENT OPERATION

Mr. GIBSON. Mr, Speaker, I have
recently spent 10 days in my district in
Georgia in daily contact and association
with my constituents who form a part,
and to me a very important part, of the
populace of this Commonwealth known
and loved by us as the United States of
America, I have always been convinced
that the essence of a representative
form of government was a close associa~
tion of a representative with his people
and a first-hand knowledge of their
problems, their hardships, their emo-
tions, and reactions to the various na-
tional issues. I am more convinced
than ever that any Representative in
Congress to give the best representation
to his people should at least have regu-
lar periodical association with his
people.

I want to say to this body, and through
this medium, to every taxpayer of this
Government, that I saw and learned
facts first-hand that were appalling,
amazing, and distressing while I was in
my district.

I am bringing these facts to this floor
with the hope that the people who toil to
furnish the money to run this Govern-
ment may be.awakened sufficiently that
they will correct the disgraceful and
shameful waste that is being committed
by those in operation of the Government,
I have often remarked, and I believe,
that 40 percent of every dollar that is
appropriated to the various departments
here in Washington for their operation is
wasted. This, of course, I must admit
is an epinion based upon my observation
since I have been in Congress, but I be-
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lieve sincerely after conservative reflec-
tion that if an efficiency expert were to
investigate the operation of the various
departments of government that his
findings would sustain my opinion above
expressed. However, this is a question
that at least could be considered de-
batable.

On the contrary, I found while on my
trip away from Washington that the
War Department in entering on great
tracts of land and clearing same for air
bases, in disregard to every intelligent
impulse, and as I consider as an insult
to every taxpayer of the United States,
cut down hundreds upon hundreds of
acres of sawmill and pulpwood timber
and hired men to cut it, pile it and
burn it, in the face of a great need
through the country and in the war ef-
fort of sawmill timber and pulpwood, and
further in the face of the highest tax
assessments that have ever been levied
against the people of this country. I
have no way of computing accurately the
actual value in timber destroyed willfully
by fire, but on one air base it would cer-
tainly run into hundreds of thousands
of dollars. I cannot see how any man
can destroy tangible property in the face
of the hardships that the citizens of this
country are having by necessity to go
through at this time. Just why the War
Department would commit and have
committed these fiendish acts of destruc-
tion in the face of a $71,000,000,000 ap-
propriation is inexplainable. This, of
course, is a small item as compared to
what has been destroyed throughout the
United States by similar conduct by this
Departmen_t. My colleagues from the
four corners of this country have told
me of similar instances. I have further
been told by reliable parties that they
do not hesitate to push chimneys down
to large buildings of good lumber and
fire them when farmers who are trying
to produce for the war effort are stand-
ing by trying to purchase such lumber
for badly needed repairs on their farms, -
I have further learned from reliable
sources of this same Department piling
up lumber that is left over from con-
struction work in amounts sufficient to
build several large dwellings and burn-
ing it when farmers who actually need
it are asking for it; and from similar
sources I have learned of near whole
kegs of nails being thrown away in the
face of farmers being denied sufficient
nails to operate their farms.

Another fact that is rather significant
is that not willfully, but as a direct result
of carelessness, the Department has
burned up toward $100,000 worth of tim-
ber in Clinch County, Ga., belonging to
three or four individuals in that county.
I have been endeavoring over a period
of several months to get the War De-
partment to do something about fire pro-
tection for the property adjoining a
bombing-practice range, and have been
given the usual line of promises without
any action until thousands upon thou-
sands of acres of timber land have
burned to ruin, destroying the life ac-
cumulation of the individual citizens,
the direct result of gross negligence, for
the payment of which damage the Gov-
ernment is unquestionably bound by
every moral law,
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I was humiliated and disgusted over
other acts being committed by this Gov-
ernment that are unthinkable in the face
of the manpower shortage existing today.
I heard of many similar instances, but
especially one where a turpentine oper-
ator and farmer who was cutting badly
needed lumber with a small sawmill, and
very properly was working a son about
15 years of age whose school was in va-
cation. One of these wage and hour
field representatives, or whatever he may
be designated, appeared on the scene
and became very much alarmed over
this young man performing this work,
and not knowing he was a son of the
operator, propounded to him many silly
questions, The man who 4vas delaying
the work of these people was of draft age
and by all means should be in the serv-
ice of his country fighting for the free-
dom Americans have learned to love in-
stead of puttering about trying to take
from the American citizens the privilege
to work and earn an honest living. In
other words, they are continually put-
tering about the premises and agitating
the employees of sawmills, turpentine
processors, and other citizens who are
trying to make an honest living and fur-
nish means to others to make an honest
living, and in every instance entering
where there is peace and harmony and
general satisfaction to go away leaving
discord, dissatisfaction, and a frustrated
and unproductive business. ;

If there has ever been a time in the
life of our Nation when the taxpayers of
this Nation should wake up and rout
from its pay rolls parasites and demand
a complete stamping out of disgraceful
and eriminal waste of their property and
money it has now been reached. I rep-
resent a people who expect to work for
a living, who always have worked for
their living, and who accept as a privi-
lege the right to work for a living, and
who love their flag and the Nation it
represents and are free and willing tax-
payers, but a peeple who were born and
reared in an atmosphere of honesty and
sincerity, and who expect from their
Government the same degree of consid-
eration, honesty in purpose, and action
that they are willing to give their Gov-
ernment.

I realize that there is no more waste
in my district than in any other district
of the United States, but I am calling
upon the War Department and the Sec-
retary of War to see that this criminal
waste is stopped, and I am calling on
the American people who are now being
taxed to the bone and who may expect
to be taxed a greaf deal heavier if this
waste is not stopped, to demand that it be
stopped.

Mr. CHURCH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GIBSON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. CHURCH. We are all going to
have a chance to get out and see what
is going on in the country in the next
few weeks if we adjourn around July
3. I think the gentleman has made
quite a fine statement here and we should
all take it to heart.

Mr, GIBSON. I thank the gentle-
man. It helped me to go down there
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and see the fruits of our labor, to see
what fruit the tree is bringing forth.

Mr. HAYS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GIBSON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Arkansas,

Mr. HAYS. I wonder if the gentle-
man’s inquiry regarding the waste of
lumber has extended fto the purchase of
unnecessary quantities of lumber and
timber by the War Department for the
construction of large camp projects.
I have been told by men in my State,
who are familiar with the situation,
that in some instances timber is lying
idle now as a result of purchases of huge
quantities that were not needed. "I won-
der if the gentleman can throw any light
on that question.

Mr. GIBSON. I cannot. I was down
there for a special purpose. I heard a
great deal about such waste but I can-
not verify it. What I am bringing to
your attention are these things which I
saw with my own eyes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time
of the gentleman has expired.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granfed as follows:

To Mr, PLumeey, for 10 days, on ac-
count of official business.

To Mr. Firzeatrick, indefinitely, on
account of illness.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. HAYS, Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the
House, under -the order heretofore
adopted, adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, June 25, 1943, at 11 o'clock a, m,

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON THE CIVIL SERVICE

The Committee on the Civil Service
will hold a public hearing on Friday,
June 25, 1943, at 10 a. m. (H. Res. 16),
for further investigation and studies of
the policies and practices relating to
civilian employment in governmental de-
partments, room 246, old House Office
Building.

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS
EXECUTIVE SESSION

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands in executive
session at 10 a. m. Friday, June 25, 1943,
for the purpose of considering S, 364,
H. R. 647, H. R. 2801, and various other
bills. At 10:45 a. m. the committee will
resume open hearings on H. R. 2596, to
protect Naval Petroleum Reserve No. 1.
Hon, Norman Littell will be the witness,

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Subcommittee No. 4 of the Committee
on the Judiciary will conduct hearings
on H. R. 2203, a bill to amend.the Judi-
cial Code in respect to the original juris-
diction of the district courts of the
United States in certain cases, and for
other purposes, at 10 a. m., on Friday,
June 25, 1943, in room 346, old House
Office Building, Washington, D. C.

The Special Subcommittee on Bank=-
ruptcy and Reorganization of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary will conduct fur-
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ther hearings on H. R. 2857, a bill to
amend section 77 of the act of July 1,
1898, entifled “An act to establish a uni-
form system of bankruptey throughout
the United States,” as amended, at 10
a. m., on Wednesday, June 30, 1943, in
room 346, old House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

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

517. A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting report on a list
of papers recommended to him for disposal
by the Federal Works Agency; to the Com=-
mittee on the Disposition of- Executive
Papers.

518. A letter from the Chairman, War Pro-
duction Board, transmitting the sixth bi-
monthly report dated June 11, 1943, on the
activities of the Smaller War Plants Corpo=
ration from April 10 to June 11, 1943; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
commitiees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. WHITTINGTON: Committee on Flood
Control. H. R. 3010, A bill to provide for
emergency flood-control work made neces-
sary by recent floods; with amendment
(Rept. No. 596). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation. H. R. 3019. A
bill to amend the act of August 11, 1939 (53
Stat. 1418), as amended by the act of Octo=
ber 14, 1940 (54 BStat. 1119), relating to
water conservation and utilization; without
amendment (Rept. No,597). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. ROBINBON of Utah: Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation. H. R. 3018. A
bill authorizing wartime construction and
operation and maintenance of reclamation
projects; with amendment (Rept. No. 588).
Referred to the Committee of the Whaole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. FULMER: Committee on Agriculture.
H. R. 2837. A bill to provide for central re=-
sponsibility for the produciion and distri=
bution of the Nation's food by establishing
a War Food Administration in the Depart=
ment of Agriculture, and for other purposes;
with amendment (Rept. No. 599). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Unlon.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of rule XXTI, the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions was dis-
charged from the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 2401) granting an increase of
pension to Mrs. Emma Hall, and the same
was referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. ALLEN of Loulslana:

H.R.3041. A bill to suspend the immigra-
tion of aliens into the United States during
the war; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.
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By Mr. BARRY:

H.R.3042. A bill to amend gection 105 (b)
of the Servicemen's Dependents Allowance
Act of 1942 for the purpose of Increasing
the Government's contribution to the family
allowance of servicemen having wives and
children; to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

By Mr. CANNON of Missourl:

H.R.3043. A bill to provide rellef to farm-
ers whose property was destroyed or dams-
aged by floods in 1943; to the Committee on
Appropriations,

By Mr. HINSHAW:

H.R.3044. A bill to exclude service per-
formed by certain real-estate salesmen from
the definition of “employment" under the
Federal Unemployment Tax Act; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RANKIN:

H.R.3045 (by request). A bill to promote
the welfare of persons discharged for dis-
ability from the military and naval forces
during World War No. 2 by establishment in
the Treasury of the emergency loan fund,
Veterans' Administration, and for other pur=
poses; to.the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation.

By Mr. CANNON of Missouri:

H.J.Res, 141. Joint resolution to provide
priorities with respect to farm machinery
and equipment to farmers in areas affected
by floods in 1943; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

H.J.Res. 142, Joint resolution authorizing
the Secretary of Agriculture to suspend lim-
itations on production in areas affected by
floods in 1943; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

By Mr. BENDER:

H. Con. Res. 31. Concurrent resolution ap-
pealing to every citizen to support our gal-
lant alrmen, soldiers, and sailors with racial
cooperation at home; to the Committes on
the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. COURTNEY:

H.R,3046. A bill for the rellef of Hershell

Parrish; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. ROLPH:

H.R.3047. A bill granting a pension to

Irene M. Estes; to the Committee on Invalid
Penslons.

H.R.3048. A bill granting an increase of
pension to Josephine Morris Rowan; to the
Committee on . Pensions.

By Mr. ROGERS of California:

H.R.3040. A Dbill for the relief of Mrs. Joe
J. Svejkovsky; to the Committee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

1735. By Mr. ANDERSON of California:
Petition of Mary Albanese, requesting the
passage of legislation against the return of
the Japanese to the Pacific coast; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1736, By Mr. GRIFFITHS: Petition of 125
citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, urging support
of House bill 2082, introduced by Hon. JoserH
R. Bryson, of South Carolina, to reduce ab-
senteeism, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war, by prohibiting the man-
ufacture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
ligquors in the United States for the duration
of the war and until the tarmination of de=
mobilization; to the Committee on the Judi-
elary.

1737. By Mr. HEIDINGER: Communica=
tions from F. E. Giltner, president, Massao
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County Farm Bureau; one from Ernie Harper,
of Belknap, Ill,; and also one from William
Maedeker, of Rosebud, I1l.,, earnestly opposing
the proposed subsidy and price roll-back on
foods; to the Committee on Agriculture.
1738. Also, communication from the Farm
Bureau of Richland County, Ill., opposing the
proposed subsidy and roll-back on food
prices; to the Committee on Agriculture.
1739. Also, communications from Fred
Kotter and C. P. Fletcher, of Karnak; Allen
Rottmann, Walter E. Dyer, Charles L. Adkins,
Carl Baccus, and Frittz Kruger, of Metropolis;
and 8. A. Lynn, of Brookport, all representa-
tive farmers of Massac County, Ill., opposing
the proposed subsidy and price roll-back on
foods; to the Committee on Agriculture.

SENATE
Fripay, June 25, 1943

(Legislative day of Monday, May 24,
1943) s

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.,,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father God, in a world filled with
the clamor of those whose trust is in
violence and with the boasting of those
who reckon not with the ultimate su-
premacy of forces unseen and eternal, we
come seeking fortitude and stability as
we rest our souls in those final and vital
things stronger than the noise of the
world. Confront us, we beseech Thee,
with a vision of Thy majesty that we may
be stripped of pride and made humble
and penitent.

Save us from being victims of the ap-
parent and the transient. Give us the
steadying confidence that behind the
unchartered riot of today there hides a
power whose invisible energy is the real
master of the field. May we keep that
faith even when the obtrusive circum-
stances of the hour shriek against that
creed. And so in dark and dangerous
days may we still be able to utter our
glad and grateful confidence:

Though an host should encamp
against me, my heart shall not fear;
though war should rise against me, in
this will I be confident: The Lord is my
light and my salvation; whom shall I
fear? The Lord is the strenglth of my
life; of whom shall I be afraid?

Amen,
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr, Hirr, and by unan-
imous consent, the reading of the Jour-
nal of the proceedings of the calendar
day Thursday, June 24, 1943, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was ap-
proved.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of
& guorum. i

The VICE PRESIDENT.
will call the roll.

The CHier CLERK called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to
their names:

The clerk

Alken Bone Burton
Andrews Brewster Butler
Ball Bridges Byrd
Bankhead Brooks Capper
Bllbo Buck Caraway
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Chavez McCarran
Clark, Mo, MecClellan Shipstead
Connally McFarland Smith
Davis McEKellar Btewart
Downey McNary Taft
Eastland Maloney Thomas, Idaho
Ellender Maybank Thomas, Okla.
Ferguson Mead Thomas, Utah
George Millikin Tobey
Gerry Moore Truman
Green Murdock Tunnell
Guffey Murray Tydings
Gurney Nye Vandenberg
Hatch O'Daniel Van Nuys
Hawkes O'Mahoney Wagner
Hayden Overtoni Wallgren
Hill Pepper Walsh
Holman Radcliffe Wheeler
Johnson, Colo, Reed ‘Wherry
Kilgore . Revercomb ‘White
La Follette Reynolds Wiley
Langer Robertson Willis
Lodge Russell Wilson

Mr, HILL, I announce that the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grassl, the Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], and
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, EL-
LENDER] are absent from the Senate be-
cause of illness.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Baieyl, the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Crark], and the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Lucas] are detained on important
public business.

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE]
is necessarily absent.

The junior Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. CuanpLER] is absent, having been
directed by the Committee on Military
Affairs, as a subcommittee of one, to visit .
the hospital ship which recently reached
New York from Africa.

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. AusTIN] and the Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR] are
necessarily absent.

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
BusHrIELD] is absent on official business
as a member of the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee.

The Senator from California [Mr.
Jounson] is absent because of illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-four
Senators have answered to their names.
A quorum is present.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS

The VICE PEESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following communications,
which were referred as indicated:

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE FOR WAR DEPART-
MENT—IMPROVEMENT OF EXISTING RIVER AND
Harsor Works (8. Doc. No. 76)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting a supplemental
estimate of appropriation, fiscal year 1944,
for the War Department, for the improve=-
ment of existing river and harbor works, to
remain available until expended, amounting
to 87,095,000 (with an accompanying paper);
to the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

EsTIMATE FOR FEDERAL WORKS AGENCY, PUBLIG
RoAns ADMINISTRATION (8. Doc. No. T7)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting an estimate

-of appropriation, fiscal year 1944, in the

amount of $12,000,000 for the Federal Works

Agency (with an accompanying paper); to

the Committee on Appropriations and or-

dered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED AGAINST THE GOVERN=-
MENT BY A DistrRICT COURT IN A SFECIAL
Case (8. Doc. No. 78)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
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