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against the enactment of any and all pro=-
hibition legislation; to the Commitiee on the
Judiciary.

2615. By Mr. HEIDINGER: Communica-
tion from Morrison and Noah Oil Operators,
of Albion, 1., urging the enactment of House
bill 8203 providing for an increase in the
price of crude oil; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.” .

2616. By Mr. SHORT: Petition of Neva
Piland and others of Foll and Ozark Counties,
Mo., urging support*of House bill 2082, intro-
duced by Hon. JoserH R. BrysoN, of South
Carolina, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of aleoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war and
until the termination of demobilization; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

2617. Also, petition of T. W. Endicott and
others of Hbcomo and Howell Counties, Mo.,
urging support of House bill 2082, introduced
by Hon. JosepH R. Bryson, of South Caro-
lina, to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transporta-
toin of alcoholic liguors in the United States
for the duration of the war and until the
termination of demobilization; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

2618. Also, petition of Jennie E. Hovey and
others of Howell County, Mo,, urging support
of House bill 2082, introduced by Hon. JOsEPH
R. Bryson, of South Carolina, to reduce ab-
senteelsm, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war, by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alccholic
liquors in the United States for the duration
of the war and until the termination of de-
mobilization; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

2619, Also, petition of Mrs. G. J. Ragain and
others of Marionville and Lawrence Counties,
Mo., urging support of House bill 2082, in-
troduced by Hon JoserH R. Bryson, of South
Carolina, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed preduction of mate-
rials necessary for the winming of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war
and until the termination of demobilization;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2620. By Mr. POULSON: Petition of Mrs.
P. Brooks and others favoring passage of
House bill 2082, prohibiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors in
the United States for the duration of the
war and until the termination of demoblliza~-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2621. Also, petition of Mrs. E. Leah Ster-
ling, of Eagle Rock, Calif., and others, ap-
proving House bill 2082 which seeks to enact
prohibition for the perlod of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

2622, Also, petition of Rev. E. Dow Hoff-
man and others, favoring passage of House
bill 2082, prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liguor in the
United States for the duration of the war and
until the termination of .demobilization; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

2623. By Mr FOGARTY: Memorial of the
New Enzland Association of Chiefs of Police,
Inc., relative to care of returning disabled
veterans; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation. .

2624. By Mr. ROHRBOUGH: Petition of J.
A. Pisher and 21 other citizens of Weston and
Buckhannon, W, Va., favoring enactment of
House bill 2082, to remove one of the
chief causes of absenteeism, to conserve ship-
ping space, and to prevent the waste of un-
told amounts of money and huge guantities
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of food, coal, iron, rubber, and gasoline, by
providing for the stoppage of the manufac-
ture and sale of alcoholic beverages for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary. .

2625. By Mr. MOTT: Petition signed by
Mrs. G. T. Dickinson and 49 other citizens of
Salem, Oreg., urging enactment of House
bill 2082; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

2626. Also, petition signed by J. C. Gear-
hart and 25 other citizens of Willamina,
Oreg., urging enactment of House bill 2082;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2627. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of Rev.
T. M. Gladden and 656 members of the First
Methodist Church of Chester, W. Va., urging
the passage of House bill 2082; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

2628. By Mr. HOPE: Petition of sundry
citizens of Garden City, Kans,, favoring the
Bryson bill (H. R. 2082); to fhe Committee
on the Judiciary.

2620. By Mr. CANNON of Missouri: Petl-
tion of H, J. Dickherber and 30 other citizens
of St. Charles County, Mo., protesting against
the enactment of any and all prohibition
legislation; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

2630. Also, petition of Morris Care, of Silex,
Mo., and 43 other citizens of the ninth dis-
trict, protesting against the enactment of
any and all prohibition legislation; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

2631. Also, petition of €. E. Schuchman,
American Legion Post, No, 323, and 14 citizens
of Wentzville, Mo., protesting against the
enactment of any and all prohibition legis-
lation: to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2632. Also, petition of Joe H. Sachs, of
Flinthill, Mo., and 28 citizens of the State
of Missourl, protesting against the enact-
ment of any and all prohibition legislation;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

2333. Also, petition of Becker's Bervice
Station, Flinthill, Mo., and 41 citizens of the
State of Missouri, protesting against the en-
actment of any and all prohibition legisla-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2634. Also, petition of Theo. Becker, of
Flinthill, Mo., and 23 citizens of the State
of Missouri, protesting against the enact-
ment of any and all prohibition legislation;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2635. Also, petition of Victor Becker, of
Flinthill, Mo., and 69 other citizens of the
State of Missouri, protesting against the en-
actment of any and ell prohibition legisla-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2636. By Mr. HOLMES of Washington:
Petition of sundry citizens of Sunnyside,
Thorp, College Place, and Outlook, Wash.,
urging favorable action on House bill 2082, a
bill to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alccholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war and until
the termination of demobilization; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

2637. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
chairman, committee on radio, American
Civil Liberties Union, New York, N. Y., peti-
tioning consideration of their resolution with
reference to the Select Committee on Federal
Communications Commission; to the Com-
mittee on Rules,

2638. Also, petition of the Cumberland
United Baptist Association, Portland, Maine,
petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to liquor advertising in news-
papers; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2639. Also, petition of the city of Waukegan,
Il1,, petitioning consideration of their resolu-
tion with reference to Lake Michigan when
it is at & mean level which is deemed higher
than the safe conduct of interstate commerce
and navigation; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.
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Fripay, OcroBer 1, 1943

(Legislative day of Wednesday, Seplem-
ber 15, 1943)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon, on
the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty and everliving God, all
things wax old as dath a garment; but
Thou art the same. Thy years shall not
fail. Change and decay in all around we
see, but Thy mercy endureth forever.

Give us the untroubled calm which il-
lumines a faith in the final triumph of
every true idea let loose in the world.
May we see and know Thy word as the
power of a growing seed hidden in the
cleft of the rock, which presently it will
split to pieces. In the light of Thy pres-
ence may we know that we live only as
we love; that we are strong only as we
are pure; that we succeed only as we
are just and merciful and good. In this
tumultuous day when the highways for
Thy conquering truth are being paved
even by the wrath of man, we pray not
that Thou shouldst help us carry out our
plans, but that we may be the willing
channels for Thy redemptive purpose for
all mankind. We ask it in the name of
Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarkLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Thursday, September 30, 1943,
was dispensed with, and the Journal
was approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States submitting nomina-
tions were communicated to the Senate
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Phe VICE PRESIDENT laid before the -
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

Lanp 1y UraAr To BE RESERVED FOR ADDITION
T0 GOSHUTE INDIAN RESERVATION

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to reserve certain land on the public domain
in Utah for addition to the Goshute Indian
Reservation (with an accompanying paper);
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS OF A DEPARTMENT,
CommissioN, Erc.,

Letters from the Postmaster General, the
Acting Director, Office of Strategic Services,
and the Chairman and Administrator of the
United States Maritime Commission and the
V/ar Shipping Administration, submitting,
pursuant to law, estimates of personnel re-
quirements for the Post Office Department,
the Office of Strategic Services, and the
United States Maritime Commission and War
Shipping Administration for the quarter end-
ing December 31, 1943 (with accompanying
papers); to the Committee on Civil Service.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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BOXCAR SHORTAGE IN NORTH DAKOTA

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have prinfed in
the REcorp at this point, telegrams and
letters received by me from citizens and
corporations of North Dakota dealing
with the boxecar shortage, which is seri-
ously interfering with the war effort.

There being no objection, the tele-
grams and letters were referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce and
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

LiGNITE, N. DAK., September 17, 1934.
Hon, WiLLIAM LANGER,
Washington, D. C.:

Present railway order on boxcars discrimi-
nates against co-op elevators. This order has
not been used since 1923. No reason for dig-
ging it up now. I ask only a fair distribution
of cars on a basis of historic volume of busi-
ness. Please carry this protest to the Office
of Defense Transportation and see that
A. R. A. Order C. 8. C. No. 10 is rescinded.

RALPH NOTMAN,
St. Anthony & Dakota Elevator Co.
GoLDENVALLEY, N. Dax,,
September 17, 1943,
Hon. Senator LANGER,
Washington, D. C.:

The grain-car situation remains critical.
Those few cars available are equally distrib-
uted between the elevators regardless of vol-
ume handled. This is an unfair practice, and
some of our members’ patrons are forced to
haul their grain to the line elevator. We
would appreciate very much if you could do
something to correct this unfair practice.

Farmers GralN Co.
WaITMAN, N. Dax., September 10, 1943,
Senator WiLLIAM LANGER,
Washington, D. C.:

Urge you do all possible to relieve grain-
car shortage. Our crop only half threshed.
Need cars badly.

WHITMAN CO-OPERATIVE ASSOCIATION.
RockLaxe, N. Dax., September 11, 1943.
Senator WirLLiam LANGER:

Car situation is terrible. Anything you can
do to get more cars to move this crop should
be done at once.

Crocus FarMERs UN1oN ELEVATOR.
Epmore, N. DAK., September 10, 1943.
Senator LANGER:
I wrge release on boxcars for grain.
FarmeRs SHIPPING & SurpLY Co.,
G. P. Davipson, Assistant Manager.

ANETA, N. DAK., September 10, 1943,
Benator WILLIAM LANGER:

Thirty percent of grain threshed. Eleva-
tors and farm granaries filled to capacity.
Grain wiil have to be left in open if empty
cars not furnished.

FarMERS UNION ELEVATOR ASSOCIATION.

EKroteN, N. Dax., September 10, 1943,
Senator WILLIAM LANGER:
We are not getting enough cars up here.
Situation very bad. Have same corrected.
KroTteN. FARMERS UNION ELEVATOR Co.

MicHiGAN, N. Dax., September 10, 1543,
Benator WiLLiAM LANGER,
Untted States Capitol, Washington, D.C.:
Boxcar situation very critical. Something
has to be done or situation will become dis-
astrous.
MicHicaN FarmeRs UnioN ELEvATOR Co,
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RocrrAke, N. Dax., September 10, 1943.
Senator WILLIAM LANGER:

Urgent cars be provided for grain. Thresh-
ing only starting this area and elevator filled.
Ouly four cars received last 10 days. Three
per day needed for normal shipment.

A. O. SOLBERG,
RockrLAKE FArMERS UNION
ELEVATOR ASSOCIATION.
Noowan, N. DAK., September 15, 1943.
Benator WILLIAM LANGER:

Urge fair distribution of cars on basis of
volume of business. Have A. R. A. Order
C. 8. C. No. 10 rescinded.

FarmEers Co-op, ELEvaTOR CoO.,
A. M. PauLson, Secretary.
BERLIN, N. Dax., September 15, 1943.
Senator WILLIAM LANGER:

A. R. A. Order C. 8. C. No. 10 discrim-
inators to large volume grain elevators should
be rescinded. Order has not been used since
1923, Why use it now? We are depending
on you to enter protest with Office of Defense
Transportation, We want only a fair dis-
tribution of cars on a basis of historic volume
of business.

BerLIN FARMERS UNI1ON ELEVATOR CoO,,
Grorce McNaLLy, Manager.
ParsHALL, N. DAK., September 15, 1943.
WiLLiaM LANGER,
Senate Office Building:

We urge you to get railroad to rescind
A. R. A. Circular C. 8. C. No. 10, which dis-
criininates against our ‘cooperative elevator
and have cars allocated on basis of historic
volume, Our association has a membership
of about 850 members.

ParsBALL FArMERs UNION
Co-op. ELEVATOR Co.
KraMER, N. DAK., September 15, 1943.
Senator WiLLIAM LANGER,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Please 1se your influer ce to rescind A. R. A,
Order C. 3. €. No. 10. It discriminates greatly
on our normal volume of business. In the
past we have used four cars to our compet-
itors' one. Please protest this discrimination
to 0. D. T.

Kramer EQuiTY ELEVATOR CoO.
E. F. TroTTER, Manager.

TaYLoR, N. Dak., September 15, 1943,

_ Senator WiLL1AM LANGER:

We want fair distribution of grain cars on
a basis of historic volume of business. Have
A, R. A, Order C. 8. C. No. 10 rescinded,

Farnmers ELeEvATOR CO.,
R. INcoOLD.
ToLnA, N. Dak., September 15, 1943,
Hon. WirriamM LANGER,
United States Senate Office Building:

Have received only five cars for grain ship-
ment in past 6 weeks. Must have A, R. A.
Order C. 8. C. No. 10 rescinded at once. Pro-
test O. D. T. unfair to Co-op elevators,

ToLNA FarmERs UNioN ErEvaToR Co.,
F. T. PATTERSON.

SoUTHHEART, N. Dax,, September 15, 1943.
Senator WiLriam LANGER,

Senate Office Building:

Boxcar distribution for grain. We want
fair distribution of cars on basis of historic
volume of business for all elevators.

FarMeERs COOPERATIVE ELEvaTOR Co.
ApriaN, N. Dax., September 15, 1943.
Hon. Senator Wirriam LANGER,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Because of the present system of boxcar

distribution by the railroads, we are filled to
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capacity on grain and have had only three
cars so far this month, while to the west of
us our line-house competitors on the Mid-
land Continental Railroad are getting all the
Northern Pacific cars they want. Even
though the Midland doesn't own any cars of
their own, we who are on the Northern
Pacific suffer. Our Co-op elevator stands to
go under from this year's discrimination,
because our customers are forced to go where
they can get rid of their grain, namely, the
Midland Continental Rallroad. In previous
years the distribution of cars depended on
the volume of business done by an elevajor.
Now we are all equal, every one, and farmers
are forced to do business and haul their
grain to elevators, even against their wishes,
in order to get rid of their grain. Under the
present set-up of car distribution we stand to
lose customers, and no doubt will wind up in
the “red” We would like to have you use
your honorable and good offices to have
A. R. A, Order C. 8. C. No. 10 rescinded, and
protest to the Office of Defense Transporta=
tion to have the distribution of cars put on
the basis 'of past volume of business. Thank
you.
ADRIAN Equiry ELEvATOR CO.,
E. R. LUuEDTEE, Manager.

Powers LAKE, N. Dax., September 15, 1943.

Hon. WiLLIAM LANGER,
Washington, D. C.:

Car situation is extremely serious here.
Thousands of bushels of grain are piled on
the ground because our elevator is blocked,
Appreciate your effort for relieving this criti-
cal situation.

Lunps VALLEY FARMERS ELEVATOR CoO,

Emnireer, N. Dax., September 15, 1943,
Senator WiLLIAM LANGER,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:
Enter protest with Office of Defense Trans=
portation against A. R. A. Order C. 8. C. No.
10. Have same rescinded. Letter follows:
Enroeer EquiTy ErLevaTor Co.

Menina, N. Dax., September 15, 1943,
Senator WiLLiam LANGER,
Washington, D. C.2
We protest against the boxcar discrimina=
tion against the cooperative elevator. Rall-
roads refuse to give cars on -basis of past
volume of business. We want nothing unfair
but we ask for our share of boxcars according
to the volume of business we have had In
the past years.
Mepina FaArRMERS UNION GRAIN CoO.,
Frep Eremv, President.

Ray, N. Dax., September 15, 1943.
Senator WiLrtaMm LANGER,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Present rallroad boxecar order discriminates
against cooperative elevator companies.
This is an old order last used in 1923, which
does not apply to us today. All we ask is a
fair distribution of cars on a basis of historic
volume of business. We are asking you to
protest to the Office of Defense Transporta-
tion on this unfair car distribution tnd that
you do everything in your power to have
A. R. A, Order C. 8. C. No. 10 rescinded. Un=
der present order a company with one house
which did not operate last year is able to
obtain same number of cars as we do when
we have three .elevators and handled over
700,000 bushels of grain last year. We vigor=-
ously protest against this kind of dictatorial
ruling and are depending on you to do all in
your power to abolish this order. '

Ray FarMers UnioN ELevaTOR Co,
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Cuirrorp, N. Dar., September 14, 1943.
Hon, Wirniam LANGER,
Washington, D. C._

Dear Sir: You have already received infor-
mation in regard to the boxecar situation our
cooperative elevators find themselves up
against. It seems queer that when our ele-
vator is chuck full and Cargill is not full that
Cargill should get two empties to every one
ours gets, The situation is becoming des-
perate,

We need action and now. Put all you've
got behind this and help us out.

Sincerely,
Conrap 1. RYca.

WiLLow CiTy, N. DAK., September 15, 1943,
Senator WmwriaM LANGER,
Washington, D. C.:

Present railroad order on boxcars dlscrlm-
inates against cooperative elevators and this
order has not been in use since 1923 and no
reason for digging it up now. We want noth-
ing more than a fair distribution of cars on
basis of historic volume of business. Urging
you to contact Senator WaEELER to have
A. R. A, Order C. 8. C. No. 10 rescinded.

Wirtrow Ciry FarmEers ErLEvaTor Co.

EpriNG, N. Dax., September 16, 1943.
Benator WiLLiAM LANGER,
Washington, D. C.;

We feel it very unfair that present ruling
of the American Railway Association, allo-
cating empty freight cars for shipment of
‘grain equally to all elevators regardless of
volume of business. We, as a board of di-
rectors of a cooperative elevator, respectfully
ask your wholehearted aid in having this
order rescinded to the former method of al-
location according to volume of business,

AuprYy YOUNG.
MAURICE ARCAND.
JorGEN HavUG.
JoE THEIGE.
ALvVIN ANDERSON.

BorTiNeaw, N. DAk., Seplember 16, 1943.

Senator LANGER,
Washington, D. C.:

Honorable SBenator, would appreciate you
.doing everything possible to have railroads
rescind order on allocation of boxcars. We
are unable to handle patrons' grain as long
a8 this order is in effect. Thank you.

Careury Farmers Union Evevator Co.

FARMERS ELEVATOR OF HAZEN,
Hazen, N. Dak., September 14, 1943,
Senator WinriaM LANGER,
United States Senate,
Washington, D, C.

Dear Sir: You are no doubt aware of the
seriousness of the boxcar shortage In this
area. While we realize that not much can
be done to increase the total number of
cars we can get here, I am writing you to
acquaint you with certain factors that are
resulting in inequitable distribution of the
cars we do receive in this community.

One line elevator company operating here
and in nearby towns has apparently con-
vinced the Northern Pacific Railway that a
fair distribution of cars would be based
strictly on the number of elevators—if eight
cars were available here, two should be as-
signed to each of the four local elevators.
This would not appear too unreasonable if
it were not that this line company has two
elevator buildings here, one in operation and
one used for storage. Even so these two
bulldings have a total storage capacity of
only 80,000 bushels as compared to the 160,-
000-bushel capacity of our one elevator in-
cluding annexes,
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If storage capacity is not a satisfactory
basis for car assignments, perhaps volume
of business for the past few years might be
considered. Our volume every year has been
at least double that of -the line house ele-
vator,

For these reasons we believe that assign-
ment-of cars on a one-for-one basis is de-
cidedly unfair to us. It has already re-
sulted in great loss of business to us since
grain can be now taken only when it can be
shipped cut. The line house with a previous
volume of less than one-fourth the local
business in the past is now being handed
exactly one-half the local grain by virtue
of the arrangement.

We are asking your immediate considera-
tion of this problem and we urge action that
will restore to us the right to do our just
share of grain buying.

Respectfully yours,
FARMERS ELEVATOR OF HAZEN,
GorrrLos FROESCHLE, Manager.

BEULAH, N. Dax., September 16, 1943,
Hon, WinLiam LANGER,
United States Senator,
JSenate Office Building,
Washington, D, C.:

As a cooperative elevator with over 150
producer stockholders, we hereby appeal to
you to do all in your power to have the
rallroads discontinue their present basis of
distributing box cars under a ruling known
as C. C. 8, No. 10 first Issued in 1923, but
not having been used until this year. Under
this rule all cooperative elevators are dis-
criminated against because they have in
past years handled the bulk of the grain at
local stations but their stockholders are now
being forced to deliver their grain to rival
elevators. We ask for distribution of cars
on basis of volume handled and not eleva-
tors owned.

BevurLAH FARMERS UNioN ELEvaTOR Co.,
ErNEST R. HAFNER, Secretary.

BeuLan, N. Dak., September 17, 1943,
Hon. WiLLiaMm LANGER,
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

The Mercer County Farmers Union appeals
to you to do your utmost in regard to the
unfair distribution of grain cars by the rail-
roads under ruling known as CCS-10 first
issued in 1923 and not used until present
time, Stockholders of cooperative elevator
are being forced to deliver their grain to com-
petitive elevators. We ask for distribution of
cars on basis of volume handled and not
acoordlng to the number of elevators.

Mercer CouNTY FARMERS UNION,
MAuRicE PETERSON, President,

Pincar, N, Dax., September 15, 1943.
Senator WiLriam LANGER,
Washington, D. C.

Dear BSewaTor: Our farmers' elevator at
Eathryn, N. Dak., is having a hard time this
fall because we do not get enougn freight
cars.

We have been informed that an old law is
followed in the distributing of cars to eleva-
tors whereby the elevators all get an equal
number of cars regardless of volume handled
in the past, and regardless also, I presume, of
the size of trade territory and number of
patrons involved.

Whatever may have been the purpose back
of this law when it was passed 20 years ago,
(and has been disregarded in later years) it
works out to the disadvantage of our com-
pany, and I presume that this is largely true
of every cooperative elevator in the North-
west.
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The Farmers Mutual Elevator is the only
elevator ‘at Kathryn. We have a large trade
territory and a great number of stockholders
and patrons. *

This fall we are lnsing a lot of grain because
we are not In position to take it all, as at
times we are filled to the brim and have to
wait for cars—sometimes several days. Some
of our competitors who formerly did not han-
dle a very large volume of grain must this
year be sitting pretty. Ordinarily we would
not begrudge them this business if it was
obtained through free competition, but giv-
ing them as many cars as we get makes it a
sort of a “forced feed” affair.

L] * - L]
Yours very truly,
KATHRYN FarmerRs Mutuan EvevaTor Co.,
A. C. NeELsoN, President.

FarMERs SHIPPING & SurpLy Co.,
Edmore, N. Dak., September 14, 1943.
Senator WiLriaMm LANGER,
Washington, D, C.

DEear Sir: I, as a voter and a friend of the
farmers, urge you as our Senator to help en-
force a law to the effect that all railroad box
cars be distributed according to historic busi-
ness.

The ruling that the American Railway As-
sociation has dug up from their ancient files,
known as Circular C. C. 8. No. 10, is crip-
pling our business. This order discriminates
against us; it diverts our business to a rival,
a detriment to our cooperative. You, Mr.
LANGER, a8 our Senator, I would like you to
get in touch with Senator WHEELER, who I
believe is the chairman of the Senate Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and ask him
to investigate this procedure at once.

You as our Senator, Mr. Lancer, I would
like to have you ask the O. D. T. to act.
Joseph Eastman, who is chairman of the
0. D, T. I believe, is a fair man and one who
will act promptly when the facts are given
to him.

The time to kill this order is mow—not
next year—and I will be writing to you and
wiring you until we have accomplished our
aim.

Yours truly,
G. H. DavipsoN.
BurNsTAD FARMERS UN1oN ELEVATOR CO.,
Burnstad, N. Dak., September 14, 1943,
Hon. Senator LANGER,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SEnATOR: We are up against a very
serious problem.in North Dakota this year.
We have a large wheat crop and it seems as
though the railroads are discriminating
against the cooperative elevators in the
northwest territory.

It would seem to me that the railroads
should distribute grain cars according to the
amount of grain that was handled by each
elevator the past year. I have here before
me a record of grain that was handled by all
the elevators in Logan County the past year.

I will cite you one example at Lehr, N. Dak.
They have three elevators and they are pri-
vately owned. They handled 257,000 bushels
of grain the past year, and we handled
209,000 bushels, and we have only one ele-
vator. Our elevator is owned by the farmers
in our territory. These elevators at Lehr,
N. Dak., had five grain cars on September 13,
1943, and we only had one car on September
14, 1943. I would think, considering the
amount of bushels that we handled in com-
parison with those elevators at Lehr, N. Dak.,
we would be entitled to four cars to their five,

L] - - L -
Very truly yours,
BurnsTaDp FARMERS Union EvLeEvator Co.,
By PerEr GREss, Manager,
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on
‘Naval Affairs:

H.R.2859. A bill to amend the Naval Re-
serve Act of 1938, as amended; with amend-
ments (Rept. No. 426).

By Mr. WALSH (for Mr. Davis), from the
Committee on Naval Affairs:

8.714. A bill for the relief of the com-
missioned officers of the United States ship
St. Louis during the Spanish-American
War, May 18, 1898, to September 2, 1898;
without amendment (Rept. No. 427).

By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committee on
Claims:

5.1008. A bill for the relief of Gerald G.
Woeds; without amendment (Rept. No. 428);

S.1293. A bill for the relief of Cleo Pickrell;
with amendments (Rept. No. 429); and

H.R.305. A bill for the relief of Howard

Morgan; without amendment (Rept. No.
430).

By Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on
Claims: .

B.862. A bill for the relief of the Grafton
Boat Works; without amendment (Rept. No.
431): and

B.1309. A bill for the relief of Pan Ameri-
can Airways, Inc.; without amendment
(Rept. No. 432).

By Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on
Claims:

8.950. A bill for the relief of the Milford
Trust Co. and Blanche R. Bennett, as ad-
ministrators of the estate of Charles E. Reed,
deceased; without amendment (Rept. No.
433).
By Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee
on Claims:

8.1246. A bill for the rellef of Ervin 8.
Finley; without amendment (Rept. No. 434);
and

H. R.304. A bill for the relief of J. E. Mar~-
tin; without amendment (Rent. No. 435).

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Com-
mittee on Commerce:

8.J.Res. 77. Joint resoclution to establish
a Board of Visitors for the United States
Merchant Marine Academy; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 436).

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on Sep-
tember 30, 1943, that committee pre-
sented to the President of the United
Etates the enrolled bill (S. 881) to amend
an act entitled “An act relating to the
levying and collecting of taxes and as-
sessments, and for cther purposes,” ap-
proved June 25, 1938.

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

A bill and a joint resolution were in-
troduced, read the first time, and, by
unanimous consent, the second time,
and referred as follows:

By Mr. TYDINGS:

S 1407. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act to provide a civil government for
Puerto Rico, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved March 2, 1917, as amended, and known
as the Organic Act of Puerto Rico; to the
Committee on Territories and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. McKELLAR:

3. J. Res. 83, Joint resolution providing for
the retirement of Harry Colder, an employee
in the Benate restaurant; to the Committee
on Rules.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, on Sep-
tember 14, at the request of the Navy
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Department, I introduced a bill (S. 1353)
to further amend the act of February 14,
1931, relating to allowances for travel by
automobile; to permit of allowances for
transportation in excess of minimum
first-class accommodations; and for
other purposes. I find that the bill deals
with all civilian employees in all depart-
ments of the Government, and, in my
opinion, it is therefore not a matter for
the Naval Affairs Committee to handle.
I therefore ask that the Naval Affairs
Committee be discharged from the fur-
ther consideration of the bill, and that
it be referred to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments,
which I understand deals with civilian
employees.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jectgon, the change of reference will be
made.

DEFERMENT OF FATHERS FROM THE
DRAFT—AMENDMENT

Mr. REVERCOMB (for himself and
Mr. RoBERTSON) submittea an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute in-
tended to be proposed by them jointly to
the bill (S. 763) exempting certain mar-
ried men who have children from liabil-
ity under the Selective Training and
Service Act of 1940, as amended, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

NAVY DAY

Mr. WALSH. I ask consent to submit
a concurrent resolution asking the Presi-
dent to designate October 27 of each year
as Navy Day.

There being no objection, the cinecur-
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 20) was re-
ceived and ordered to lie on the table, as
follows:

Whereas the Navy League of the United
States traditionally designates October 27 as
Navy Day; and

Whereas October 27 is the birthday of the
late President Theodore Roosevelt, who was
a stanch advocate of an adequate Navy; and

Whereas Navy Day is observed on this date
because it marks the birthday of President
Theodore Roosevelt; and

Whereas the Navy Department officially
recognizes October 27 as Navy Day and the
Navy League's sponsorship thereof: Therefore
be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That October 27 of
each year is hereby recognized by the Senate
and House of Representatives of the United
States of America as Navy Day, and that the
President of the United States is requested,
as Commander in Chief, to order naval units
throughout the United States to assist civic
bodies in appropriate observance to such ex-
tent as he may deem advisable, to issue a
proclamation each year declaring October 27
to be Navy Day, and in such proclamations
to Invite the Governors of the various States
to issue Navy Day proclamations: Provided,
That in the event Octcber 27 falls on Sunday,
the following Monday shall be recognized as
Navy Day.

LINCOLN COUNTY, TENN., OVER THE TOP
IN WAR BOND PURCHASES

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have
received a telegram of some importance
from R, A Largen, chairman, Lincoln
County (Tenn.) War Bond Sales Com-
mittee, which I desire to read into the
Recorp. It is as follows:
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FAYETTEVILLE, TENN., September 30, 1943.

Benator ToM STEWART,
Washington, D. C.:

Lincoln County, Tenn,, with a population
of 27,000 people, with September bond quota
of £888,000, with several districts unheard
from, we have gone over the top with a total
sale of $1,083,621, which is an average of $40
for every man, woman, and child in Lincoln
County. We just wired you to let you kno
we are with you. A

. R. A. LARGEN,
Chairman, Lincoln County
War Bond Sales.

INDEPENDENT BANEING—AN AMERICAN
INSTITUTION

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the world
likes plain-spoken, straightforward lan-
guage,

Recently an American from Spokane,
Wash., Eric A. Johnston by name, talked
straight from the shoulder to the Asso-
ciation of British Chambers of Com-
merce.

He bluntly told his audience the dif-
ferences between our two countries, and
then he told of the resemblances and
how we could cooperate after the war
for a good world purpose.

It is about one of the differences he
stressed—centralization of all power in
the Federal Government—that I am now
conzerned.

Johnston calls attention to the fact
that in Britain the financial system is
practically a unit, the great banks hay-
ing branches all over Britain, whereas in
this country our banks are independent
banks, National and State.

Recently Marriner 8, Eccles, Chairman
of the Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, in an address in Cin-
cinnati before the bank-supervising au-
thorities of 48 States, spoke of a “uni-
fied banking system” coupled with “well-
regulated branch banking limited to
trade areas.”

All this means that apparently, in Mr,
Eccies’ judgment, we should become
British-minded in our banking methods,
or that our State and Federal banking
supervisions are no longer functioning
effectively together, and that our sys-
tem of dual banking must be eliminated,
with State authority supplanted by a
strongly centralized authority.

It cannot be denied that a single cen-

" trally controlled rational banking sys-

tem would wipe out one more aspect of
our traditional democratic economy. In
every totalitarian country one of the first
steps was the taking over of the bank-
ing and financial institutions. The con=
trol of money and credit has always been
a prerequisite for a strong centralize

government., ?

We base our Government on duality—
a federation of autonomous States.
Here the people are sovereign. They
have given to the State governments the
powers they possess. They can retake
those powers. The Federal Constitution
provides that all power not specifically
delegated to the Central Government
shall be reserved to the States.

I call attention to Marriner Eccles’
statement because I do not believe that
the National Government should have
exclusive power in the banking field.
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In other words, the States should not be
deprived of their right to charter and

supervise banks which are designed to-

look after local needs.

Marriner Eccles’ idea is just another
indication of the thinking of some people
who believe that by centralizing more
power in Washington, a better job can
be done in the hinterland.

There is no better example of the
fallacy of such thinking than in bank-
ing - itself. The independent country
banker has been one of the great stal-
wart forces of our country. He has been
father confessor in connection with all
the financial troubles of the community.
To him have gone the troubled in spirit
and in mind, and they have received aid
and assistance. By and large, he has
been faithful to his trust.

In most instances, he has grown up in
the community. He knows every man,
woman, and child of the community. He
is in touch with the heartthrobs of the
town and the village. He is interested in
the economie, social, and moral growth
of the town because it is his town. He is
more than a money lender. He is a com-
munity builder. He is interested in
church, school, and community life. He
is interested in the old folks and the men
and women in business, and he is in-
tetested in the youngsters who are going
to school. This is his home town. With-
out all these ties and knowledge, without
the sympathy and understanding which
flow therefrom, he could not render the
service he does.

Now it is proposed that his bank
should simply be a branch institution,
not a local home-bred institution, and,
of course, the banker would be con-
sidered to be out of date, so a manager
would come from some distant -city.
That is what Eccles was talking about.

1 stress this matter at this time be-
cause in the opinion of the average
American, centralization in government
has gone too far. I believe that the next
nominee for President on the Republican
ticket will “ring the gong” if he em-
phatically tells the American people that,
when the war is over, he will pledge him-
sell to demobilize department after de-
partment to the extent of at least 50
percent, and in many instances more,
and get rid entirely of useless agencies
in government,

The people’s experience with the
O. P. A. and other agencies of government
has been such that when the war is over
they want to get rid of government inter-
ference, which after all is simply the re-
sult of centralization in government of
matters which should be handled locally.

Our banking system in America is en-
tirely different from the British system.
We want to keep it different. We ques-
tion all centralized dominance in gov-
ernment.

PRESIDENT VERSUS PRESS—EDITORIAL
FROM WASHINGTON TIMES-HERALD

[Mr. WHEELER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the ReEcorp an editorial en=
titled “President Versus Press,” published in
the Washington (D. C.) Times-Herald, which
appears in the Appendix.]
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DEFERMENT OF FATHERS FROM THE
DRAFT

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (S. 763) exempting certain
married men who have children from
liability under the Selective Training
and Service Act of 1940, as amended.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment
reported by the committee.

Mr. TAFT obtained the floor.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I inquire if
the Senator from Ohio is going to dis-
cuss the bill.

Mr. TAFT. Yes.

Mr. HILL. I should like to suggest
the absence of a quorum.

Mr. TAFT. Very well.

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a
quorum, P

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Gurney Radcliffe
Andrews Hatch Reed

Bailey Hawkes Revercomb
Ball Hayden Reynolds
Barbour Hill Robertson
Barkley Holman Russell
Brewster Johnson, Calif. Shipstead
Bridges Johnson, Colo. Stewart
Brooks Kilgore Taft

Burton Langer Thomas, Idaho
Bushfield Lodge Thomas, Okla.
Byrd Lucas Thomas, Utah
Capper McCarran Tobey
Caraway McClellan Tunnell
Chavez MecFarland Tydings
Clark, Idaho McKellar Vandenberg
Clark, Mo. McNary Van Nuys
Connally Maloney Wagner
Danaher Maybank Wallgren
Downey Mead Walsh
Eastland Millikin Wheeler
Ellender Moore Wherry
Ferguson Murdock White

George Murray Wiley

Gerry O'Danlel Willls
Gillette O'Mahoney Wilson

Green Overton

Gufiey Pepper

Mr, HILL. I announce that the Sena-
tor froma Washington [Mr. Bongl, the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grassl, and
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Smrta] are absent from the Senate be-
couse of illness.

The Senator from Missouri [Mr, Tru-
MAN] is detained on official business for
the Special Committee to Investigate the
National Defense Program,

The Senator from Alabama [Mr,
BankHEAD], the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. BiLeol, and the Senator from Ne-
vada [Mr, ScrucHAM] are detained on
important public business.

The Senator from Eentucky [Mr.
CHanpLER] is necessarily absent.

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr, Avstin], the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. Buck], and the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr., BuTLER] are neces-
sarily absent.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Davis] is absent on public business.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
NvyEel is absent because of illness.

The senior Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. La ForLETTE] has been confined to
a Madison hospital since September 13.

OCTOBER 1

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-two
Senators have answered to their names.
A quorum is present.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, yesterday
I submitted an amendment intended to
be offered &s a substitute for the pend-
ing bill. I wish at this time to explain
the intention of the proposed substitute
amendment. We have been dealing with
three questions. We have been dealing
with deferment of registrants under the
selective-service system, first, for indus-
trial occupations; second, for depend-
ency; third, for health. Those subjects
are all dealt with in paragraph (1) of
section 5 (e) of the Selective Training
and Service Act of 1940, which was last
amended on June 23, 1942, It seems to
me that if we are going to deal with the
subject comprehensively it should be done
by a redrafting of that particular section.
I have attempted to do so, and to rewrite
that section in accordance with the
various principles which I think have
been developed in the discussion here.
Some parts of the amendment, which
Senators will find on their desks, are
simply rewritten from the existing section
and are the same; the first part, for in-
stance:

(1) The President is authorized, under
such rules and regulations as he may pre-
scribe, to provide for the deferment from
training and service under this act, in the
land and naval forces of the United States, of
any or all categories of those men whose
employment in industry, agriculture, or other
occupations or employment, or whose ac-
tivity in other endeavors, is found in accord-
ance with section 10 (a) (2) to be necessary
to the maintenance of the national health,
safety, or interest.

Under that section there have been
deferred approximately 1,500,000 men,
and it has been thought that those de-
ferments are too numerous. I have
added only one proviso to that section.
In conferring with various members of
the Senate we have repeatedly discussed
the problem of industrial exemption;
the question of whether the authorities
have gone too far in that respect; the
question of feather-bedding of labor; the
question of employers being allowed to
hoard labor which should be in the Army.
Some of the Members of the Senate with
whom I have discussed the question feel
that industrial exemption should be en-
tirely abolished, at least with respect to
men under 25 years of age, or.even under
30 years of age. On the other hand, I
have discussed the question with other
Members of the Senate who think that
would be going too far; that there are
men who, even though they are under 25
and unmarried, are more essential in in-
dustrial occupations than in the Army,
particularly in the airplane plants.
Therefore I was unwilling to go so far as
fo say that we should absolutely cut off
those exemptions with a broadax.
Amendments of that kind will be of-
fered, however, and I think the Congress
should consider them.

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

Mr. TAFT, I yield.
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Mr. REVERCOMB. Upon the point
being discussed by -the Senator from
Ohio, it will be noted that the defer-
ments of registrants under 30 years of
age will begin after January 1, 1944. I
should like to inquire why the defer-
ments should not begin immediately
upon passage of the pending measure. It
seems to me that if deferments are to be
made, they should be effective as soon
as possible. It would be unfair to men
with dependents fo take some of them
until January 1 and then start deferring
them. Why delay the deferments until
January 1, 19447

Mr. TAFT. This is the only restric-
tion I have been able to convince myself
should be made on the deferment of men
for essential industrial occupations:

Provided, however, That if the registrant is-

under 30 years of age on October 1, 1943, he
shall not be deferred under the authority
given by this first sentence of paragraph (1)
after January 1, 1944, unless such deferment
is approved by the local selective-service
board where the registrant is registered—

That is the present law—
by the local selective-service board having
Jurisdiction over the locality where the regis;

trant is working, and by the Director of Selec~
tive Service.

That would mean that while the local
board where the individual is registered
would have final say with respect to de-
ferment, in addition to that local board’s
deferment he would have to get the local
board in the place where he is working to
say that he should be deferred, and he
would have to have the deferment ap-
proved by the Director of Selective Serv-
ice in Washington.

With respect to the delay in deferments
until after January 1, 1944, concerning
which question has been raised, I do not
object to making the provision apply
sooner, but a review by the Director of
Selective Service of approximately from
500,000 to 600,000 individual cases will be
necessary with respect to the men under
30 years of age. It seemed to me that
that was such a gigantic job that prob-
ably it could not be done before January
1. However, I think we could speed it up
somewhat by providing that no further
deferments should be granted at this
time without the approval of the Director
of Selective Service.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. TAFT. Ishould prefer, if the Sen-
ator from West Virginia does not mind,
to finish my explanation of these sub-
jects. I will be very glad to yield later
on.

One of the reasons for providing that
deferment also must be made by the
local board where the registrant is work-
ing was suggested by the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Crarx]. He pointed out
that in many cases men are deferred by
their home boards; then they go to a
big city and become employed by, let
us say, the Curtiss-Wright Airecraft Co.,
and they send back certificates stating
that they are employed by the Curtiss-
Wright Aircraft Co. They may be em-
ployed at sweeping out the floor, or they
may be performing wholly unessential

President,
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work, and the local boards in the towns
from which they come are wholly unable
to determine the essenfiality of that
worlk. -

The language of the amendment pro-
vides that a registrant must also obtain
the approval of the local selective serv-
ice board having jurisdiction over the
locality where the registrant is working,
the local board which can judge of the
essentiality of the work, which can ascer-
tain if the registrant is performing es-
sential work, which can call before it of-
ficers of the plant and ascertain whether
the registrant is really performing essen-
tial work. That board shall pass on the
question of deferment.

Finally it has seemed to me tnat the
Director of Selective Service should as-
sume all responsibility for this job. We
are asking him now to determine that
there shall not be too many men deferred
for industrial employment. It would
place the Director of Selective Service
also over all the Government officials.
He could determine whether a man de-
ferred in the Department of the Interior
was essential,

I do not see how we can prevent the
delegation of some discrelion to some-
body. The trouble today is that we are
delegating discretion to thousands of
individual boards scattered throughout
the United States, many of them with-
out the facts upon which to base their
opinions, guided by very general and
rather ambiguous rules as to who should
be deferred and who should not be de-
ferred. I believe we should place the
responsibility on the Director of Selec-
tive Service, so if 500,000 men under 30
years of age are deferred, they are de-
ferred only because he says they should
be deferred. That first part of the
amendment deals with the question of
industrial deferment. I feel that it will
force back into the service a consider-
able number of men who are now de-
ferred for industrial occupation. I
think the Senate should debate whether
we should go further; whether we should
say that no man under 25 years of age
shall be deferred. I am afraid we would
find a great many essential men who
should be deferred. I do not think we
should deal with the question with a
broadax.

The second part of the provision deals
with the question of dependents. It
would do two things, First, it would put
the whole matter on a national basis,
on the basis of a national pool.

It is provided that notwithstanding
the section of the Selective Service Act
which requires State quotas and local
quotas, hereafter no person shall be
taken until the class which is prior to
him is substantially exhausted through-
out the entire Nation. It seems to me
that perhaps that is the most essential
thing we can do; because, although the
system was all right in the beginning,
today every State has made approxi-
mately the same sacrifice; but there has
been so much migration—men have
wandered away from the agricultural
States, for instance, to the industrial
States—that the result has been that
many more married men are called in
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the States from which the single men
have migrated. It seems to me we have
reached the point where we should have
a national pool. That is what the
amendment provides.

The categories which would be set up
are categories only of men who have de-
pendents.

The first category is that of those who
have collateral dependents.

The second category is that of those
who have a wife but no children.

The third category would be made up
of married men with pre-Pearl Harbor
children, men who are under 25 years of
age on the 1st of October 1943.

Category 4 would be made up of those
men between the ages of 25 and 30.

Category 5 would be made up of those
men over 30 and up to 38 years of age.

Category 6 would be made up of those
whose induction into the service would
cause extreme hardship or privation to
the wife, child, or parent with whom the
man maintained a bona fide family re-
lationship in their home. Those words
are the words now used by the Selective
Service System in determining who shall
be considered to come within the cate-
gory of extreme hardship and privation
cases,

It is then provided that no man shall
be taken in category 1—that is, the cate-
gory of men who have collateral depend-
ents—until substantially all the single

‘men throughout the Nation are taken;

that no man shall be taken in category
2—that is, the group of men with wives
but no children—until substantially all
the men with eollateral dependents have
been taken. That is substantially the
rule of the Selective Service, except the
amendment would put the matter on a
national basis instead of on a State basis.

Second, the amendment provides that
no man with children—in other words, no
father—shall be drafted until all single
men who have been deferred are taken,
throughout the Nation; that no man over
25 years of age shall be taken until all
men under 25 years of age are taken;
that no man over 30 years of age shall
be taken until all those under 30 are
taken.

Finally, we have the extreme hardship
cases. In a few minutes I shall speak
about the reason for making the age dis-
tinetion; but at this point I desire to pass
on for a moment to the reason for mak-
ing the physical-disqualification defer-
ments. We have heard much- criticism
of the Army and Navy standards. I be-
lieve that criticism is largely justified.
On the other hand, I do not see how
Congress can undertake to prescribe the
standards, and I do not see how we our-
selves ecan do anything to change the
result. However, we can indicate to the
services and to the President that we
think the question should be given the
most serious consideration,

So the amendment would insert in
existing law a provision that—

In order to enable the President to perform
his duties under the sentence of para-
graph (1)—

Incidentally, the Army and the Navy
are not now given the power; but under
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the BSelective Service Act the power is
given to the President of the United
States. He could have determined those
standards; he could have delegated the
task to General Hershey. Personally, I
myself think he should have delegated
i* to General Hershey. However, in-
stead he delegated it to the Army and the
Navy.
I{ is provided that—

In order to enable the President to per-
form his duties under this sentence of para-
graph (1), and to delay as long as possible
the induction of men Iliving with their
families, the President shall forthwith ap-
point a commission of five qualified
physicians of whom at least one shall be an
Army officer and one a Navy officer, who shall
examine the physical qualification require-
ments for admission to the Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps, and recommend to the Presi-
dent any changes therein which they believe
can br made without impairing the efficlency
of the armed services. The commission shall
especially consider the establishment of
special standards for men who will be in-
ducted only for limited service. The Director
of Selective Service shall cause to be reex-
amined those men who may qualify under
any new standards established.

Mr. President, it seemed to me that
was about as far as we should go in
indicating our belief that there are many
men who have been put in category
4-F who should be returned and used
by the Army and the Navy. Three mil-

lion four hundred thousand men have -

been classfiesd in 4-F, and it seems rea-
sonable to believe that a considerable
number of them may be taken.

Therefore, Mr, President, I have at-
tempted to deal constructively with each
of the three deferment questions. My
feeling is very strong that there should

. be an age differential as between younger
married men with children and older
married men with children. At the re-
quest of the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
CrL:rK] and some other Senators, I have
provided for an additional category to
include men under the age of 25. My
original plan was simply to provide for
separate categories for men under 30
years of age and those over 30 years of
age. It seems to me perfectly clear
that what we want to dv is to get the
best men for the Army. That is our
whole job. This is drafting. We are
not considering the general manpower
question. The Sclective Service Act is
not qualified to deal with the general
manpower question. If we are to deal
with it, we should do so comprehensively,
in comprehensive legislation for that
purpose.

However, so far as the Army is con-
cerned, it would seem to me that the
men under 30 make more desirable sol-
diers than those over 30, particularly
because we have already obtained most
of the officers needed for the war. To-
day, we are dealing, practically, with
privates. The chances of a man being
promoted to be an officer before there is
substantial fighting are rather remote.
Today, we have plenty of older men
available to be ofiicers, if that is what
we want; but now we are dealing sub-
gtantially with privates.

Last week General Marshall testified
relative to the matter of the younger

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

men. He was asked the following ques-
tion by the senior Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] :

General, in view of the experience of the
Army with younger men, the success of the
younger men as contrasted with older men,
do you think it would be practical to limit
the father draft, we. will say, from fathers
between 18 and 30 rather than going up from
30 to 38 and thus get into an age class that
has not been too successful? -

General Marshall replied:

Well, I will say the younger soldiers are
better for-us to handle, Just what effect it
would have in the manpower problem if you
eliminated fathers over ‘30, I do not know.
But we find it a simpler matter and quicker
business to traln and prepare the younger
men.

So, Mr, President, if we are looking for
what the Army wants, it does not want
fathers over 30. It wants fathers under
30. Incidentally, there are over 550,000
under 30, so we can see there never weould
be need to draft fathers over 30.

There are a number of reasons why I
feel differently about fathers under 30
and fathers over 30. First, I think
fathers under 30 are very loath to stay
at home. I think most of them feel that
a certain discredit is cast upon them if
they stay at "ome.

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

Mr. TAFT. 1 yield.

Mr. DOWNEY. I did not understand
how many fathers the Senator said were
under 30 years of age.

Mr. TAFT. There are approximately
2,000,000, but the Selective Service esti-
mate that out of that group they would
get approximately 550,000, and that is
considerably more than they say they
need for the present. :

Mr, DOWNEY. I thank the Senator.

Mr. TAFT. In other words, I think
fathers under 30 are probably rather
more anxious to go than not. I do not
think we shall find from them any great
objection to being drafted. Certainly,
Mr. President, all the protesting letters
I have had seem to be with reference to
fathers over 30, men who have reached
a substantial position in life. After all,
the men under 30 have not made very
great progress, as a rule—with very rare
exceptions—in their business or profes-
sion or whatever they are doing; so they
would not be sacrificing so much as
would those who have attained higher
positions. Furthermore, they have not
achieved positions in which they are so
important to the business or profession
they are serving. The men over 30 have
reached such positions,

In other words, I do not believe we
would be upsetting industry any, as a
rule, by taking men under 30, rather
than those over 30, because if they are
essential to industry they will be de-
ferred, anyway; and we are talking now
about the fathers who are in the less-
esseniial industries. Today I think
practically everyone is essential. There
are very few places where a man can
be taken out without the necessity of fill-
ing his place. There is hardly a civilian
activity left which cannot be said to be
essential for the civilian population. It
is true that many of the fathers we will
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take will be in businesses, but it is un-
likely that the taking of those under 30
will seriously disturb the operation of
the civilian machine, ;

Furthermore, as a rule, the taking of
younger fathers will not involve as much
financial hardship, because the older
fathers have usually built up a consider-
ably greater expense. Many more of
them have bought houses of their own
and have to maintain thosec houses.
Generally they are likely to have more
children, They are likely to have as-
sumed a great deal more expense than
the men under 30.

It is said that the wives of the men
under 30 are more likely to have very
young children and cannot work, but we
have made very liberal provision for the
treatment of wives with very young chil-
dren. We are providing day nurseries
for children. We are providing care for
the wives during the period of confine-
ment,

Most of the younger wives have fami-
lies. Their fathers and mothers are
still maintaining homes to which they
can return. That is true in most cases.
One of my sons, who is a pre-Pear] Har-
bor father, has been in the Navy for
nearly 2 years. His wife is living with
her mother and father. I know of many
cases in which young wives are able to
return fo families in which the parents
are still living. ]

Furthermore, so far as children are
concerned, the problem of delinquency,
whick is one of the most serious prob-
lems relates almost entirely to the chil-
dren of fathers over 30. There are few
fathers under 30 with children old
enough to get into the delinquent class.
They can be dealt with by day nurseries
and various social organizations which
have been set up. If there is extreme
hardship, the fathers are deferred, any-
way, in category 6. That question
would be determined by the local boards.
So I feel very strongly that there is a
marked line of distinction between
fathers under 30 and fathers over 30.

I take it that the chief argument
against a measure of this kind is the War
Manpower Commission. To a large ex-
tent, the so-called draft of fathers is not
intended to be a draft of fathers. It
is intended to force fathers out of so-

. called nonessential occupations into es-

sential occupations. Frankly, I think it
is a very indirect way of doing it. If we
are to have a labor draft, we had better
set up a labor draft. Personally I am
opposed to it. Personally, I do not think
that the business of trying to determine
what is essential and what is not essen-
tial is one which can be successfully done
by the War Manpower Commission. I
think of two eases of which I know per-
sonally. I know of a colored janitor of
an apartment house in Georgetown, who
is 36 years of age. He operates the
whole apartment house, which has 50 or
more Government workers living in it.
He is a very competent janitor.

If he is taken away, someone else will
have to ke found to carry on his job.
It is an essential job. I cannot see the
point of forcing him to go to work in
the Navy Yard making guns, something
at which he would be no good and about
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which he knows nothing, and putting in
his place, to operate the apartment house,
someone who probably would not be any
good at it.

I have a partner in a law firm which
is doing a very large amount of business
in connection with naval ordnance. I
believe he has three or four children.
He is 36 years old. Someone must do
that work. The work must be done by
some competent person. Knowing his
general physical make-up, I feel very
strongly that he would be a very poor
man to have in any of the so-called es-
sgential industries into which he might
be forced. I do not think he would be
any good as a machinist in an airplane
factory. Yet that is the kind of thing
which the War Manpower Commission
is trying to force by using this indirect
power on fathers over 30 and under 38.
Incidentally, it does not deal very large-
ly with the problem, because the prob-
lem relates to men over 30. Under the
law it cannot get any hold on men over
38, who represent more than half the
men with whom it is necessary to deal.
I do not think it is an effective way to
deal with the manpower problem.

I believe that we should deal specifi-
cally with the problem of taking men
into the Army. I do not claim that my
amendment would absolutely prevent the
draft of fathers. I do think that it would
substantially postpone such draft. If
such a measure were passed by both
Houses, I think the Selective Service
agency would be very loath to go into the
question of drafting fathers. In effect,
we set out two other methods.

If it is desired to change the date from
January 1, 1944, to an earlier date, I
think that could be done; but so far as
the general problem is concerned, I feel
confident that the passage of this meas-
ure would accomplish as much as we can
hope to accomplish in a legislative way.
It is difficult for me to see how we can
take away from the administrative au-
thorities the final discretion to pass on
the principles which we have set up as
a proper basis for the deferment of reg-
istrants.

Mr. President, earlier I objected to
interruptions. I am now glad to try to
answer any questions as to the problems
which I have discussed.

- Mr. REVERCOMB, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. TAFT, 1 yield. -

Mr. REVERCOMB. As the able Sena-
tor from Ohio knows, the provisions of
his amendment have been discussed with
a number of other Senators, including
myself. A difference arose as to a part
of the amendment, in particular, as to
the authority for deferments of men un-
der 30 years of age, Because of that
difference, there was submitted today an
amendment in the nature of a substi-
tute, changing only a few lines in the
amendment of the Senator from Ohio.

At this time, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that in the printing
of the substitute submitted by me today,
lines be drawn through the language of
the Taft amendment proposed to be de-
leted, and that the language proposed
to be substituted be printed over it, so
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that Senators may more easily see the
difference between the two proposals.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from West Virginia? The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Ohio
a question. He provides in his amend-
ment that men under 30 shall not be de-
ferred unless such deferment is ap-
proved by the local selective-service
board where the registrant is registered,
and also by the local selective-service
board where he is working, as well as by
the Director of Selective Service. Has
he not left us just where we are today?
The deferments which are granted to-
day are granted by the selective-service
boards under the Director of Selective
Service.

Mr. TAFT. I do not think I have left
the situation where it is today. I do not
claim that my amendment is a substan-
tial revision of the principle, but I do
say that today the local selective-service
board has the absolute right to defer
any man, and many of them are de-
ferring men. The local selective-service
board where the registrant is registered
does not always know the situation. It
may think that some war plant is doing
a very necessary war work. It may not
realize that in the whole picture it is
not really so essential. The Director of
Selective Service can do practically
nothing about it when a man is deferred.
There is provision for an appeal, but
appeal is seldom taken, and the power
is seldom used. If the deferment had
to be approved in Washington, I believe
there would be a substantial difference
in the number of deferments. Further-
more, the responsibility would be placed
on the Director of Selective Service, and
he would have to meet the problem. I
have found the Director of Selective
Service generally very favorable to the
deferment of fathers. So far as his own
acts are concerned, I feel that he would
prefer not to draft any fathers. I went
to him soon after this question arose and
discussed the whole subject with him:.
He was the one who set up this
dependency deferment based on family
relationship. In general, I have found
him loath to resort to the drafting of
fathers. He has been forced into it by
the fact that many men are deferred.
He has very little to say about whether
or not they should be deferred. He
makes general regulations. I think he
should have made more definite regula-
tions, but I believe that his general ap-
proach to the problem does not permit
him to make definite regulations.
However, in my amendment we abso-
lutely put the question up to him. I
believe that if the proposed legislation
is enacted he will favor, so far as pos-
sible, the checking of deferments. I
think he is opposed to deferments rather
than otherwise. I also believe that if
the responsibility is placed squarely
upon him, he cannot say that he has
to follow the decision of the local board.
Congress has expressed a very definite
policy up to this time to the effect that
the decision of the local board shall be
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final. That is the congressional policy,
and he can rightfully claim that he is
not responsible for the deferments.
What the proposed act does is to say
that he shall be responsible, and I be-
lieve the amendment, if adopted, would
accomplish some substantial results. It
may not go so far as the Senator would
like to go, because I fear to go that far.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WALLGREN in the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from Ohio yield to the Senator from
West Virginia?

Mr, TAFT. 1 yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. May I say that I
do not agree with the Senator that the
language which he is suggesting could
relieve the situation at all? At the pres-
ent time the Director of Selective Service
has over-all control of the selection and
deferment of men. Rules for deferment
are made in the selective service depart-
ment under his direction, and to this very
day we have a situation which is calling
for correction. If the authority to say
who is to be deferred under 30 years of
age is placed in the local boards and the
Director of Selective Service, I see no
hope whatsoever for correction of the
present situation.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, may I sug-
gest to the Senator the alternative? The
alternative seems to me to be the possible
wrecking of such industries as those en-
gaged in airplane production. Nothing
is so important today as the production
of airplanes by this Government. Yet,
if we should take every single man under
30 from the west coast airplane plants,
for example, I should not want to assume
the responsibility for the resultant
checking of the production of airplanes.
That is what would occur if we were to
follow such a course without giving some-
one discretion to say what men should
be taken. Take the copper mines; we
have to have copper as well as airplanes.
I do not want to assume the responsi-
bility of saying, “That is all very well,
but so many of your men must come out
of the mines or out of the airplane fac-
tories and go into the Army tomorrow.”
I do not want to assume the responsi-
bility for such procedure.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Unless Congress
is willing to take the responsibility of
saying that so many men must go, who-
ever they are, there will be no relief from
the hoarding of labor which we have had
described to us day after day and month
after month.

I do not wish to debate this question
until the proposed substitute has been
printed and made available to Members
of the Senate for examination. How-
ever, I say that unless Congress is willing
to face the situation squarely instead of
leaving in the hands of draft boards the
responsibility for determining the ex-
emptions with respect to men under 30
years of age, we shall allow the situation
to continue as it is today, with no oppor-
tunity for relief,

I wish respectfully to invite attention
to the very able argument which has just
been advanced by the Senator from Ohio
to the effect that men under 30 years of

\
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age have not progressed so far in life
and have not become as settled in their
occupations as men over 30 years of age,
and that whenever men are called from
the plants they should be called from
among those under 30 years of age to
serve in the military forces. That same
argument applies to the taking of men
below 30 years of age without dependents
as it applies to those with dependents.
If the decision on this peint of defer-

ment for occupation is left entirely to the °

draft boards, as it is at present, we can-
not hope for any relief in the situation.
We must be definite in saying who can-
not be deferred. The amendment of the
Senator from Ohio is not definite. The
substitute I shall offer is definite.

Mr. TAFT. I do not agree that we
cannot hope for any relief. I think that
substantial relief is provided in my
amendment. Personally, I hesitate to go
further than the amendment provides.
If the Senate wishes to go further it can
vote to do so. It is a very simple matter
to amend the amendment in the nature
‘of a substitute, or adopt the Senator’s
proposed substitute in order to make a
broadax cancelation of exemption of
certain groups which we might wish to
designate.

Mr. DANAHER and Mr. CLARK of
Missouri addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Ohio yield, and if so, to
whom?

Mr., TAPT. 1 yield first to the Senator
from Connecticut. :

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator
from Ohio. I should like to say to the
Senator from Missouri that I had been
on my feet earlicr awaiting the oppor-
tunity to speak with reference to this
particular point. I should like to press it
with this thought in mind:

On page 2 of the amendment of the
Senator from Ohio, in lines 4 to 12, in-
clusive, we find a proviso. Is it the pur-
pose of the Senator from Ohio that all
three agencies mentioned in lines 8 to
12, exclusive, must concur before an ap-
plicant may be deferred?

Mr. TAFT. That is correct. That
would apply after January 1, 1944. 1 feel
that it would take some time to set up
the system, and that it would probably
require some personnel to recheck abhout
600,000 cases. However, all agencies
must concur. If a man desires to be
exempted from military service he must
“sell” his board at home, as well as the
board nearest to where he is working,
which may examine into the conditions
of the plant where he is employed, and
determine whether he is really an essen-
tial worker in the particular plant. The
board at home usually cannot do so.
Third, the exemption must be approved
in Washington or by some agent of the
' Director of Selective Service,

Mr, DANAHER. Let us assume that
a board in Maine, for example, says that
Joe Doe is now earning $150 a week in an
airplane plant in Connecticut, which is a
great deal more money than he used to
earn in a month in Maine. Let us as-
sume further that he is sending $140 of
his pay to his home and living on the
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remaining $10 of his salary, and some
are living on just about that amount.

Mr. TAFT. From what the Senator
is saying, it must be cheaper to live in
Connecticut.

Mr. DANAHER. It is, the way some of
them are living. The local board says,
“We are going to grant that man defer-
ment, because certainly he is an essen-
tial worker.” The board in Connecticut
says, “This man never saw a grinder, a
polisher, or a planer; he does not know a
mill machine from a broom handle, and
he never worked in a factory in his life
until a month or 6 weeks ago, and we
know that he is not an essential worker.”
Under those circumstances does the Sen-
ator from Ohio mean to say that by the
proposed amendment he would impose
on the respective boards the administra-
tive burden of adjusting and reconciling
the matters involved in the man's ap-
plication for deferment?

Mr. TAFT. No; if any board should
veto the application, the man would not
be deferred, or if the selective service ve-
toed his application he would not be de-
ferred. In other words, if he wished to
be deferred he would have to obtain the
consent of all the agencies involved be-
fore he could be deferred. If any board
says, “No,” he is through. That is the
intention of the language.

Mr. DANAHER. If the call in any
given month is for 25,000 men, is it the
purpose of the Senator that the Selec-
tive Service may go wherever the 25,000
men can be found and take them into
the Army?

Mr, TAFT. At the bottom of page 3 the
Senator will see the following language:

Notwithstanding the provisions of section
4 (b) of the Selective Training and Service
Act of 1940, as amended, induction into the
armed services shall be upon a Nation-wide
basis,

The intention of the clause which I
have just read is that section 4 (b) is
not to be repealed. It would remain,
The quotas would remain. But if the
quota of men in category I is exhausted
a board cannot be called upon for any
more men, in spite of the general provi-
sions of the act, until all the other boards
in the country have exhausted their
quota of men in category I.

Mr. DANAHER. Taking that explana-
tion of it, does not the Senator see that
the administrative burdens will be so
vast that a man may properly say, “You
have no right to induct me into the
armed services of the United States until
proof is established that Colorado, Ohio,
or Indiana cannot meet these require-
ments?

Mr. TAFT. I do not think any court
would stop on that ground. If the Se-
lective Service Bureau can say that sub-
stantially all the men in that group have
been taken I do not see how there is
any chance of holding up deferment.
The amendment does not say “all.” It
says “substantially all.”

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to a further question?

Mr, TAFT. I yield.

Mr, DANAHER. There is so much
that is fundamentally reasonable and
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logical about the suggestion of the Sen-
ator from Ohio that I should hesitate to
be thought to reject it. I should like
to know, though, whether or not he has
given any consideration to accomplish-
ing this general result on a State basis
rather than on a Nation-wide basis,

Mr. TAFT. I have found in talking
to Senators that one of the things they
are apparently most set on is the estab-
lishment of the quotas on a Nation-wide
basis. I think the system ought to be
on a Nation-wide basis today. I do not
know that it should have been in the
beginning, but today I think it will be
found that in one State, for instance,
it will be necessary to take a great num-
ber of married men, while in another
State there are single men left. That
situation has gradually developed by the
migration of labor and by many other
circumstances. I believe that the draft
ought to be on a Nation-wide basis, and
I may say that, so far as I can discover—
and I have tried to talk with as many
Senators as possible—that is the view of
most of the Senators. I have not been
particularly trying to present my own
views on this question but I have been
trying to get-the consensus of the views
of the Senate in order that we might
approach this whole problem from a
constructive standpoint without inter-
fering with the men whom General
Marshall says he needs.

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr., TAFT. I yield to the Senator
from Missouri.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In connection
with what the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. REvERcoME] has said, it seems
to me that the objection raised by the
Senator from West Virginia is very
largely cured by the provisions of the
substitute of the Senator from Ohio, first,
that there shall be established a national
pool; and, second, that not only the local
board of the place of residence of the
man claiming deferment but the loecal
board where the man is proposing to
work shall also be required to grant
deferment,

This situation has come to my atten-
tion many times; I have called attention
to it on 2 or 3 previous occasions;
am very familiar with it, and it seems-
to me that it constitutes one of the great-
est loopholes in the Selective Service,
For instance, in the St. Louis metropoli-
tan area there are some 590 industrial
concerns engaged in war work for whom
the deferment of employees engaged in
essential work is entirely proper. But
we have the situation of people coming
into St. Louis from rural Missouri, south-
ern Illinois, Arkansas, Tennessee, and, in
some cases, from away down in Missis-
sippi, who get a certificate, say, from the
Curtiss-Wright Co.—I am simply using
that as an example—that they are in
the employment of the Curtiss-Wright
Co., and they send it back to the local
board and get a deferment, when, as a
matter of fact, they may be engaged in
mowing lawns, sweeping floors, or as
timekeepers, or some other work entirely
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unessential. The local board might say
they were not doing essential work and
might be replaced by old men or boys or
women. It seems to me that the provi-
sions of the substitute would cure that
sort of a situation. I am informed and
believe that the number may run into
many thousands who might properly be
inducted into the armed forces.

I think the best feature of the substi-
tute is the prdvision for a national pool.
It may have been entirely proper origi-
nally that the Government set up the
theory of a local pool, but I think that
time has passed and the local pool the-
ory has exhausted its usefulness. 1Ithink
everybody is agreed that if married men
have to be taken, if it is necessary to
have married men for the successful
prosecution of the war, they simply have
to be taken, and if it is necessary to take
men from 50 to €0, they also ought to be
taken; there can be no controversy about
that. The only question is as to whether
the quota of men who ought to be in 1-A
has been exhausted; and it seems to me
the men in 1-A ought to be exhausted
before married men with children are
taken. But the provision of the substi-
tute of the Senator from Ohio creating
a national pool and the provsion requir-
ing a check-up by the board at the place
where the man is employed will go very
far to straighten out the situation.

Mr. REVERCOMB, Mr. President, will
the Senator from Ohioc yield again?

Mr. TAFT. I yield tothe Senator from
West Virginia.

Mr.REVERCQMB. 1Iam inheartyac-
cord with the statement of the Senator
from Missouri that selection of men for
the service should be from the Nation at
large for the Selective Service Act is na-
tional in its scope. Furthermore, I am
in thorough accord with the view ex-
pressed that there should not be exemp-
tion from the service of men who are
needed. The question invdlved is on the
taking men from civil life and placing
them into the armed services in an or-
derly manner and in a way best suited
to the welfare of the country.

But I do not agree with the position
that having two selective service boards
pass upon deferments is going to relieve
the situation that exists today. Most of
the deferments granted by selective serv-
ice boards are upon the request of the
employer. If one board will grant it on
request of the employer, why will not the
other board likewise grant it?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is a
great deal of difference between a board
in Arkansas, Tennessee, or Mississippi
taking a blanket certificate of an em-
ployer and a board in St, Louis that can
go to the plant and see what a man 1Is
doing.

In that connection, I want to say an-
other loophole I have discovered in the
administration of the Sclective Service
Act, if the Senator from Ohio will permit
me—I do not want to make a speech in
his time, but £m rather thinking out
loud—erows cut of the lack of personnel
and the lack of machinery for checking
these things. For instance, as I said a
moment ago, in St. Louis five-hundred-
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and-ninety-some plants are located, and
from those plants perhaps 30 percent of
industrial deferments in the State of Mis-
souri arise, Such deferments have to be
passed on, and, so far as any check from
the Selective Service itself is con-
cerned, the requirements of the various
companies as to what they should have
in the way of deferments is in the hands
of one officer. He happens to be an ex-
cellent officer; he used to serve in the
same outfit where I served, and I know
him very well; but one officer comes down
from State headquarters on Tuesday and
stays in St. Louis until Friday, and then
goes back to State headquarters; he has
one stenograplier, and it is absolutely
impossible for him to make an adequate
check of the requirements of all those
industrial plants. Congress has never
been niggardly to the Szlective Service
in giving it money and machinery to
carry out equitably and fairly the pro-
visions of the act.

Mr. TAFT. The trouble is not so much
that, The Congress has said that the
Selective Service may appeal from the
decision of the local boards but that
the local boards shall be really the de-
termining factor,

The effect of this amendment is to put
the responsibility on the Selective Serv-
ice. We have got to give them the money
they have said they need in order to
check these things., Every case has got
to be checked—there cannot be a “spot”
check—and the requirement is on the
Selective Service Director himself that
every case must be checked, and he is
going to be able to do so the better if
he has more personnel.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, let
me see if I correctly understand the po-
sition of the Senator from Missouri and
the Se@nator from Ohio. Take the case
from St. Louis which the Sznator from
Missouri speaks about. Undoubtedly
there must be many men under 30 years
of age in the plants of St. Louis who re-
side and work there and who would be
affected by only one draft board under
the plan of the Senator from Ohio. In
such cases there would be no change
from the present law. In fact, I do not
think there is any practical change even
in those cases where two Selective Serv-
ice boards pass upon whom may be de-
ferred for industry.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi-
dent, I will say to the Senator from West
Virginia, if the Senator from Ohio will
permit me, that in that particular in-
stance there has been organized a body
formed of all the draft boards in the St.
Louis metropolitan area, which includes
a considerable territory outside the con-
fines of the city of St. Louis. The board
meets once a week, agree so far as they
can as to uniform methods of taking men,
and they have been very assiduous in
their check of the essentiality of the
men they have deferred. I have at-
tended meetings of that organization. I
attended one at which I suppose 300
members of draft boards were present,
and they all stated instances that came
to their notice of men who were working
in an essential industry but not engaged
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in doing essential work, over whom they
had absolutely no jurisdiction and no
right; I think, to make any check or to
change their deferment status.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, let
me say that my whole point is that more
men are needed, and that it would be
better to take from the plants and the
mills men under 30 who have no depend-
ents, who are physically and mentally
qualified, than it would be to take men
with dependents and families. That is
the whole point that is involved.

I oppose the plan of the S@=nator of
Ohio, because I want the Selective Serv-
ice cfficials to be required to first take
men under 30 who have no dependents
before taking men with dependents into
the Service. And to that end I will in-
troduce a substitute for the bill,

Mr, WHEELER. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Mc-
FarrLawp in the chair). Does the Sznator
from Ohio yield to the Ssnator from
Montana?

Mr. TAFT. 1 yield.

Mr. WHEELER. I think the Sznator
is wrong in saying that the local boards
pass upon the cases. I read from the
hearings before the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs:

Senator WHEELER. Now, Mr. Baruch, 1 was

in one of these plants In California
where the president of an aircraft fac-
tory told me that the average man

in that plant was 24 years old. Now what
happened? When the draft came on these
young men who were about to be taken into
the Army, these single men, flooded into
those factories. They were attracted by high
wages, and they were attracted by the fact
that it would enable them to evade the draft.
1 know that from many things.

The general word went out to all the
young men in this country, when the
draft law was passed, that if they went
into essential industry, they would not
be taken into the armed forces. That
was the general word which went out all
over the country. I stated at the hear-
ing:

Whereas the married man with a family
steyed heme and stayed on his jcb.

He was not to be taken, but the young
unmarried man was to be taken. I read
further from my inguiry of Mr. Baruch
at the hearing:

It has been called to my attention, and
Senator Jouwnsow of Colorado has also had it
calied to his attention, that married fathers
couldn't get jobs because of the fact——

Mr. BarucH (interposing). There was no
general deferment in the aireraft factories
until recently.

Senator WHEELER., You say there was not
any deferment until recently?

Mr. BarvciH, Not until recently, because
that was the chief thing manufacturers were
objecting to. If they do get deferment, they
are supposed to move as fast as they can——

Senator WeeeLEr (interposing). I think
you are wrong about that, Mr, Baruch, and
I would like to ask Colonel Keesling. How
long has it been that single men in aircraft
factories have been deferred?

Colonel Eresvine. Right from the start,
provided they were irreplaceable.

Mr. BarucH. Provided they were lrreplace-
able. .
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Senator WHEELER. Yes, exactly, but every
one of these boys, every one of these men,
when he goes into that plant gets an order
from his boss saying that he is irreplaceable.

Mr. BarucH. That is a lot of nonsense, be-
cause the local board ought to see that he is
replaced. He gets his deferment from his
local board; he can't get it from anybody
else,

Senator WHEELER, But the practice has
been, Mr. Baruch, that if the manufacturer
and the mine operator go to the local board
and say that these men are essential—

I know of innumerable cases in Mon-
tana where young men have gone to Los
Angeles and other places on the Pacific
coast. They are told by their local
boards, “If you want to be deferred, the
thing to do is to get into a war industry.”
They return with letters from their boss
or someone else saying that they are
working for a war plant, and they are
deferred. That is exactly the situation,
and my position is supported by Colonel
Keesling, who has said that has hap-
pened from the beginning.

Mr. TAFT. There is no doubt that,
under the law, the local boards have de-
ferred men who were supposed to be es-
sential, I have no doubt that a very
large number of local boards have been
very stiff, and that the Senator himself,
if he were on a board, would have granted
the deferments the boards granted. On
the other hand, there are many others
which are careless, and there are others
which should be checked and controlled
much more than they are today; and
that is the purpose of my amendment.

Mr., WHEELER. The point I make,
however, is that the local boards were
told from Washington to defer the men
if they went into war industries; and
they were deferred. It was not the local
boards which wanted to defer many of
these men. They were told, and the
word went out all over the country, that
if a young man went into a war indus-
try, he should be deferred. The result
has been as I have stated, for instance,
in the factory to which I referred, the
largest airplane. factory in the city of
Los Angeles, which I visited.

Mr. TAFT. 1 think the Senator is
wrong, because I have had protest after
protest from industrial employers that
men who they thought were_ essential
have been drafted anyway. I do not be-
lieve there has been any general rule
that anyone who went into an essential
industry should be deferred.

Mr. WHEELER. The word went out.

Mr. TAFT. I do not know where it
went out, but it did not reach most of
Ohio, because in Ohio man after man
has been drafted from essential indus-
try. I think reliance is placed on the
boards. Some boards are stiff and some
are not. I think we can stiffen up the
system, but at least I am not prepared
to abolish it.

Mr. WHEELER. Colonel ZEKeesling
said, “Right from the start, provided

they were irreplaceable,” and thé deci-

sion was with the employers as to
whether the men were irreplaceable, If
they said the men were irreplaceable, the
boards had nothing to do except to ac-
cept them.
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Mr, TAFT. I have but one final word
to say. The amendment I have offered
presents three or four points, and I think
there will be agreement in the Senate on
most of them, The only point of con-
troversy will be over industrial defer-
ments, and I think that will be worked
out and an agreement reached. If so, I
am very hopeful this approach to the
problem may be taken by the Senate.

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to call the at-
tention of the Senator to the fact that
he would put the matter off until Janu-
ary 1. If the present policy is to be car-
ried out, between mow and January 1,
446,000 fathers will be drafted. General
Marshall has said that as of January 1
he hopes not to have to take any more
men, but my information is that the
Selective Service thinks that if some-
thing is not done to change the situa-
tion, if the standards are not lowered,
every father who is physically fit will be
taken either into the Army or the Navy.

INVESTIGATION OF WAR MANPOWER
PROELEM

Mr. BROOKS. Mr, President, I send
to the desk a resolution, and ask that it
be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the clerk will read as requested.

The legislative clerk read the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 183), as follows:

Resolved, That a special committee of five
Benators, to be appointed by the President of
the Senate, is authorized and directed to
make a full and complete investigation of
the entire .war manpower problem, to con-
sider all reports thereon and information
with respect thereto, and to assemble and
submit to the Senate in compact form all
pertinent data and information in order that
the Senate may have a composite picture of
the manpower problem, and be in a position
without undue delay to devise and pass nec=
essary legislation to meet this problem, there-
by removing existing confusion and improv-
ing the effectiveness of our war effort. Such
committee shall report to the Senate as soon
as practicable the results of its investiga-
tion, together with its recommendations for
necessary legislation,

For the purposes of this resolution the
committee, or any duly authorized subcom-
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such
hearings, to sit and act at such times and
places during the sessions, recesses, and ad-
journed periocds of the Senate in the Seventy-
eighth Congress, to employ such experts, and
such clerical, stenographic, and other assist-
ants, to require by subpena or otherwise the
attendance of such witnesses and the pro-
duction of such correspondence, books, pa-
pers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, and to make
such expenditures, as it deems advisable.
The cost of stenographic services to report
such hearings -shall not be in excess of 25
cents per hundred words. The expenses of
the committee, which shall not exceed $5,000,
shall be paid from the contingent fund of
the Senate upon vouchers approved by the
chairman.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, in con-
sidering the pending bill, which provides
for exempting from liability under the
Selective Training and Service Act of
1940 certain married men who have chil-
dren, we are confronted with the
testimony of General Marshall, Admiral
King, General Hershey, and other
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prominent members of the armed serv-
ices, as well as the testimony of other
men, notable among whom is Mr. Ber-
nard Baruch, who urges that we either
support General Marshall's request or
remove him from his present position,

I have great confidence in General
Marshall and Admiral King. If I were
in the service I should be proud to serve
under either of them and should cer-
tainly carry out their eommands and
orders implicitly. I know the duties of a
soldier—I have been one—but as a Mem-
ber of the United States Senate I have
a duty not only to the generals and the
admirals and all the men and women in
our armed services, but to all the people
of the United States, including approxi-
mately 125,000,000 not in uniform.

It is the duty of the heads of the armed
services to wage war, and because of the
global nature of this war, the distances,
and the difficulties of transportation of
men, material, and supplies, and the
fierceness of our enemies, from the very
outset the heads of the Army and Navy
have made extravagant requests for
every kind of materials and supplies. As
a result, we are overproduced in many
things. We are overbuilt and overex-
panded in many facilities for producing
munitions in this country. Countless in-
stances have been disclosed where the
armed services needlessly hoarded stra-
tegic materials which up to this time
have not been used, and quite likely
never will be used.

Now comes the request for additional
men for the armed services. The contro-
versy hinges around whether or not we
should immediately, and without further
investigation.or survey, allow the draft-
ing of men who have fixed responsibilities
incurred by marriage and the birth of
children before December 8, 1941, I do
not criticize General Marshall for his de~
mand for every available physically and
mentally fit*man to wage war under his
command. As a soldier, he frankly ad-
mits that his duties are those of a soldier,
and when asked whether he would rec-
ommend the drafting of married men, his
reply, in substance, was that whether
married men were drafted or not was a
problem for another branch of the Gov-
ernment, namely, the Manpower Com-
mission; and, of course, the Manpower
Commission will decide, under their pres-
ent attitude and intention, to take the
married men, because General Marshall
says he needs a given number of men,

I believe, and I have always believed,
that it is the duty of every man in the
country, once his Nation has been at-
tacked by a foreign foe, to defend his
country in every possible way, even to
the extent of laying down his life in bat-
tle. That is not only my personal view—
it is the view of my family which has a
record of 100-percent voluntary service
for active front-line dufy.

However, because this war is so vast,
carried on at such great distances on so
many fronts, there will come a time when
we must decide as free people the
amounts of money, materials, or men we
will supply in the best interests of our
country to bring about ultimate victory
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and the best results that can be obtained
thereby. When it was stated by General
Marshall during his testimony that every
person in Russia is in the war, we com-
mend that as being admirable. Few
events in all history command more gen-
uine admiration than the hercic fight
waged by the Russian armies and people
against the formidable military machine
of Adolf Hitler. But we might, with good
grace, I believe, remember that Russia
was an ally of Germany at one stage of
this war, and every man in Russia is
fighting now because Germany has at-
tacked and invaded Russia. I am sure
that if an enemy were invading and oc-
cupying part of our country and threat-
ening our very existence, every man, wo-
man, and child in America would bhe
fighting—even with pitehforks, if neces-
sary.

I can readily see that if we were in-
vaded, we might, to a large extent, all be
brought under the control and com-
mands of military necessities and lead-
ers. That time, thank God, has not yet
arrived, and I believe, therefore, it is the
solemn duty of the Congress of the United
States to perform its constitutional func-
tions of raising and maintaining an
Army in the name of the people; and
that includes the determination of who
shall serve at any present moment in
the Army.

Everyone will agree that fathers have
& great responsibility the moment their
children are born. That responsibility
is that of a father in peacetime as well
as in war, and the home provided by
that father is the backbone of the civili-
zation we are defending at the present
moment.

I agree that fathers have more to de-
fend than those who have no such par-
ental responsibility, but the thing for us
to consider what will be the effect on
the morale and morals of this Nation at
the present time of breaking up 446,000
additional homes where there are fixed
expenses and definite obligations which
cannot be met under any stretch of the
imagination on the salary of a private
soldier and the allotments the Congress
has thus far seen fit to provide.

Certainly, all our people cannot be
transformed or converted into an armed
force; some must be left at home to
maintain the production lines and sup-
port the elements of our governmental
and civil functions.

Remembering that General Marshall
demands a given number of men, I call
to the Senate's attention the survey made

by the distinguished Senator from Vir--

ginia [Mr By¥rol, who, after careful
study, recommends at once the reduction
of the employees in the vast bureaucratic
Government by 300,000 persons. I call
to the attention of the Senate the state-
ments made by the distinguished Senator
from Missouri [Mr, TrRomaN] of the fla-
grant hoarding of labor in industrial
plants throughout the country. I call
attention also to the reports which have
come to each of us, in various forms, of
the lack of efficient employment of the

millions of men already in the armed:

services within the confines of the United
LXXXIX——502
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States, I believe it is the responsibility
of Congress now to conduct an exhaus-
tive and complete survey of the bureaus,
industrial plants, and of the men in the
armed services in the camps of the coun-
try at the present time, to determine
within the next 3 months whether there
are not available an adequate number
of men who do not have the additional
responsibilities of supporting wives and
families,

General Marshall testified that there
are some 700,000 fathers serving in the
Army now. Admiral King testified that
there are approximately 170,000 fathers
in the Navy. We have now close to
1,000,000 fathers serving in our armed
services. God bless them.

If the time ever comes when an intel-
ligent and efficient defense of this coun-
try cannot be maintained and victory
cannot be assured without the drafting
of the remainder of the fathers, no one
could reasonably object to that being
done. But upon the showing thus far
made, I believe it is the duty of the Con--
gress of the United States to make a com-
plete survey of the manpower problem
before we break up 446,000 additional
American homes.

The statement that the Congress
should blindly follow the advice of our
military leaders on any, matter which
so vitally affects both the home front
as well as the military front, has no
more weight, in my judgment, than the
statement that the courts of our coun-
try should cease o function and let the
military leaders determine the justice
that is to be meted out to our citizens.
We should consider expert military and
naval advice, of course. We should
weigh it and then perform our respon-
sibility of determining for ourselves
whether the demands for men for active
military service cannot be adequately
filled from the available men not hav-
ing wives and children to support.

I realize that we cannot measure lib-
erty in terms of dollars—and those who
face their death in front-line service to
defend those of us who remain safely
at home can never be adequately compen-
sated in money—but prudent men must
determine how much our Government is
going to pay for the military service of
any individual soldier. The supply of
officers is already adequately met, in
fact, many of the services are reducing
the number they have already started
to train. Consequently, there is little
need for these fathers to become officers,
and at this late hour there is much less
chance for them to advance in the early
stages of their service to the position
of a commissioned officer. Therefore,
they will be required to accept $50 a
month as a private soldier’s pay, and a
man with a wife and three children by
making his $22 a month allotment for
his wife and children will receive from
the Government $82.

We are already besieged by labor
which, while making the highest wages
ever known in history, is demanding that
we appropriate vast sums of money to
roll back by subsidies the cost of its liv-
ing.

If at its high wages labor com-
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plains, how, then, can we expect a man’s
wife and three children to maintain even
a semblance of decent living conditions
on $82 a-month.

Already both Houses of Congress have
passed a bill providing for over $18,000,-
000 in additional appropriation for the
minimum care of the pregnant wives of
the men who are now in the service.
There will be an immediate demand, and
in my judgment a justifiable demand, for
greatly increased allotments for the
wives and children and other dependents
of servicemen; and on the basis of cost
per man alone, we have a responsibility
to determine just how much we should
pay for the services of any one man in
the ranks of the Army of America.

I understand that our devoted friend
and most desirable neighbor to the
north—Canada—has not yet drafted
married men for overseas service. I
understand that only one of the South
American countries even contemplates
raising an army for overseas service. I
understand that Australia limits, in the
main, the services of her men to the im-
mediate area of their own land.

Notwithstanding the fact that we have
been generous beyond all imagination to
all of these countries in our lease-lend
program, plus the fact that we have
millions of our men now overseas defend-
ing all of these countries, as well as our
own, I believe that it is now, at long last,
time for us, as the representatives of our
people, to resurvey the entire manpower

.question of this country, as it relates to

the efficient prosecution of the war.
Then, as Congress—not as military men,
but as the representatives of all the peo-
ple of America—we should lay down the
definite and positive rules for the future
selection of the manpower of this coun-
try for the military services, and thus end
the unconscionable confusion which is
being imposed upon our pecple.

I yield to no man in my willingness to
lay my own life upon the altar of our
country’s defense. I do not pretend to
be a military strategist or expert. I do
not pretend to tell General Marshall
what size Army can be most profitably
utilized. But I do say that we, as Con-
gress, in representing all the people, have
a positive and definite responsibility to
see that when we scrape the bottom of
the barrel to get the available men for
military service we send the best men
for that purpose, and at the same time
safeguard the homes of America, While
I respect the advice of our military lead- -
ers, they are not infallible. They re-
quested that in the Selective Service Act
we provide for the drafting of men be-
tween 38 and 44 years of age. Later they
found that was a mistake. They tock
such men for limited service, but, after 2
years of training and service, many of
them are being discharged.

I could speak for an hour upon the
blunders thus far committed in the pros-
ecution of this war, but in the main they
have caused only the depletion and loss
of money, materials, and jobs. But if we
blunder now, we shall certainly disrupt
almost one-half a million homes, and
that will have its lasting effect upon the
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future generations of America. Such a
blunder I do not believe we can afford.
It is apparent that as we go forward
with the war our military and naval lead-
ers will demand the maximum of avail-
able men, and military men in charge of
our Selective Service will continue to
issue the orders. Industrial plants,
headed by men seeking to meet their
schedules, and anxious for further con-
tracts, will keep men, even to the extent
of hoarding them. The vast bureaus of
our Government will continue to keep as
many men as they possibly can. There
will be increased demands for labor to
make up for the constant depletion of
the groups engaged in our food produc-
tion. Never in history has there been
such g strain and drain upon the mate-
rial and human resources of America;
never in history has the Congress, elected
to represent all our people, had such a
tremendous responsibility as that it has
now. We should immediately create a
committee to coordinate the splendid
and outstanding work and discoveries of
other committees, and to recommend,
after careful study, definite over-all rules
for the utilization now of the manpower
of our country within the ages set by our
present Selective Service Act. If we do
not do that, we shall soon find that we
shall have failed to such an extent that
we shall be confronted by new and un-
. precedented demands for the control of
the entire population of America. That,
too, will undoubtedly be recommended by
the solemn testimony of military and
naval leaders as being absolutely neces-
sary. Congress has a desperate respon-
sibility to perform now concerning the
concuct of our over-all war effort.

After sending $15,000,000,000 worth of
war materials, munitions, and superior
weapons of every type to every battle
front, followed by millions of our fight-
ing men, I think the time finally has
come for us to determine how far we
should go in breaking up an additional
one-half million American homes, to dis-
patch men with troubled minds to the
far corners of the earth, leaving at home
inadequately provided for families.

Mr. President, I ask that my resolu-
tion be referred to the appropriate com-
mittee. S

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, JOHN-
son of Colorado in the chair). The reso-
lution submitted by the Sesnator from
Illinois will be referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs as the proper com-
mittee handling the manpower question.

Mr, McNARY. Mr. President, that
matter was presented to me today. I
think the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce would have ecgual jurisdiction.
While it is true that the Committee on
Military Affairs has treated this subject
lergely, yet the matter of manpower has
now become more or less of a national,
interstate, and State problem.

The only purpose in having the reso-
lution referred to one of the regular
commiftees is to have such committee
consider whether the resolution should
thereupon be referred to the Committee
to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate for the purpose
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of having it provide the funds for the
committee to be appointed by the Vice
President, So no question of jurisdic-
tion is involved there, insofar as concerns
the matter of dealing with the problem
of manpower. The question of jurisdic-
tion applies only to the matter of the
reference of-the resolution to one of the
standing committees, which, in turn,
would have the duty, if it saw fit to re-
port the resclution favorably, of re-
ferring it to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate. Therefore, Mr. President, when
the resolution reached the floor a while
ago I requested that it be referred to the
Commitiee on Interstate Commerce, and
also so specified in the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois requested that the
resolution be referred to the appropriate
committee; and, by vote of the Senate,
the appropriate committee has been des-
ignated as the Committee on Military
Affairs. Does the Senator from Oregon
make a motion?

Mr., McNARY. Mr. President, the
Chair does not understand my request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Cheair understands the Sznator’s posi-
tion; but there is nothing befcre the
Senate unless the Scnator makes a
motion.

Mr. McNARY. My point is that it is
not necessary to do so; I am not bound
by the attitude of the Senator from Illi-
nois. I am speaking for myself. I speci-
fied, in my own right, that the resolution
be referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the
Senator so specify in the resolution?

Mr. McNARY. Itisin my own hand-
writing, I asked that the Vice President
appoint a special committee. All that
the regular committee to which the reso-
lution might be referred would do would
be to refer it to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate. It is for that reason that
I requested the specific assignment. I
shall not be insistent as to that, but I
know whereof I speak., That is why I
asked that the resolution be referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce,
to be referred from it to another com-
mittee. If that is done, the resolution
will subseauently be referred to the spe-
cial committee to be appointed by the
Vice President, under the resolution of
the able junior Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Broogs].

Mr. HILL. Mr. President——

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I have
the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Montana has not yet been
recognizad,

Mr. WHEELER. I thought I had.

The FRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair recognizes the Senator from Ala-
bama.

Mr. HILL. I desire to say that I find
myself in disagreement with the able
minority leader, the distinguished Sena-
tor from Oregon [Mr, McNary]l. I think
the Chair is correct in his reference of

. the resolution to the Committee on Mili-
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tary Affairs. That committee has had
jurisdiction over resolutions and pro-
posed legislation dealing with manpower.
The committee has had many hearings
on the subject of manpower. As the
Chair has reminded the Senate, some
months ago, during the present session
of Congress, in January or February, the
question arose as to whether the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs should handle
certain matters with reference to man-
power, or whether the Committee on -
Education and Labor should have juris-
diction over such manpower matters. In
the previous Congress the Committee on
Education and Labor had held very ex-
tensive hearings on the manpower
problem. In spite of the fact that the
Committee on Education and Labor had
held such hearings, extensive though
they were, the Senate, by vote, decided
that the question should be referred, not
to the Committea on Education and
Labor, but to the Committee on Military
Affairs. All matters dealing with man-
power have been referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. It seems to
me that the Chair is absolutely correct
in sending this resolution to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, my very
able and distinguished friend from Ala-
bama misunderstands the philosophy in-
volved. The resolution does not pretend
to ask any standing committee of the
Senate to make the investigation. Au-
thority is conferred upon the President
of the Senate to appoint a special com-
mittee for that purpose. So his argu-
ment is wholly without foundation. The
only question involved is whether the
resolution should go to the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate for authorization of
an expenditure of $2,500. That is all
that is involved. The question has noth-
ing to do with jurisdiction. It has noth-
ing to do with the study which the Mili-
tary Affairs Committee has heretofore
made, If the resolution provided that
some standing committee of the Senate
should make the investigation, properly
it should go to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs; but that is not What we are
discussing. The investigation, if it is
made at all, will be made by a special
committee.

Mr, HILL, Mr. President, am I correct
in my understanding that the resoclution
has been referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

*Senator who submitted the resolution

asked that it be referred to the appropri-
ate committee, and the Chair has ruled
that the appropriate committee is the
Committee cn Military Afiairs.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, of
course, it is within the discretion of the
Chair to make the appropriate reference.
The question is not very important; but
I was trying to make the distinction be-
tween a matier referred to the Commit-
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate and then rere-
ferred, and a matter referred to a special
committee having jurisdiction. How-
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ever, the Chair does not understand, so I
will not proceed further,

The resolution (S. Res. 183) was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had agreed to a concurrent reso-
lution (H. Con. Res, 38) authorizing the
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House
of Representatives to have printed addi-
tional copies of the hearings held before
said committee on the resolution (H. Res.
30) authorizing and directing an investi-
gation of the progress of the war effort,
in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate,

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries,

' DEFERMENT QF FATHERS FROM THE
DRAFT

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the hill (8, 763) exempting certain
married men who have children from
liability unde;r the Selective Training
and Service Act of 1940, as amended.

Mr, WHEELER. Mr, President, first
of all let me say that the only reason
for introducing my resolution at the out-
set was the fact that in February of
last year, when the question arose with
reference to drafting fathers, I intro-
duced a bill to prevent the drafting of
fathers. After that time I frankly stat-
ed that what I wanted was to have an
investigation by the various departments
of the Government of the question of
deferring the fathers of the country un-
til such time as the various departments
themselves, realizing what the situation
was, could investigate the manpower
problem and take draft dodgers and
slackers out of industry and out of the
Government bureaus and put them into
the Army, where they belong. Notking
was done about it.

The other day the senior Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Lucas]l—I am sorry he is
not now present—made the statement
that I was wrong in my views before
Pearl Harbor, and that I am wrong now.

Mr, President, I am willing to let his-
tory determine whether I was wrong
before Pearl Harbor, when [ said that
when we voted for lend-lease we were
voting for war. Mr. Churchill said,
“Give us the tools and we will do the
Job.” I am willing to let history say
whether I was wrong in saying that they
would first say, “Give us the tools,” and
then would say, “Give us the men.” Now
it seems that they not only want the
boys, but they want the fathers.

The other day I received a letter from
a prominent industrial leader, the presi-
dent of a railroad. He said, “They not
only want the fathers, but they will
probably want the mothers as well.”

I am willing to let history determine
whether I was right in the statements
which I made., I am willing to let his-
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tory decide whether I was right when I
said that we should defer the fathers of
this country because so many men in in-
dustry have been deferred. They are de-
ferred for two reasons. Fortunately,
some labor unions are opposed to the de-
ferment of young unmarried men in in-
dustry and the induction of the fathers
of the country; but some labor organ-
izations have worked hand-in-glove with
industrial leaders in hoarding labor, be-
cause the more men who are on the pay
roll the more dues will go into the treas-
uries of the labor organizations. I am
glad to see that some of the labor unions
are beginning to realize what it means
to the labor unions themselves if they
pursue the policy of hoarding labor, par-
ticularly young single men, when boys
are dying on the battlefields all over the
world.

What will the boys who come back,
some of whom will be wounded or dying,
say when they see young men whose av-
erage age is 24 being hoarded in one of
the largest airplane factories in this
country, where they went for the specific
purpose of avoiding the draft? What
will those boys say when they see other
young men hiding in the Government
service and in industry? What will they
say to the industrialists who are hoard-
ing labor? What will they say to some
of the labor leaders who are standing by
and permitting it to be done?

Let me call attention to General
Hershey’s appeal last-night. General
Hershey is finally saying exactly what I
have said on the floor of the Senate. It
is an admission that I was right. I read
from an article in the New York Times
of October 1. The headline is, “Hershey
appeals in deferment cut. Fears break-
down of public morale unless employers
release single men.”

I have stood on the floor of the Senate
and said that when we draft fathers and
let single men hide behind draft defer-
ments in industry and in the Govern-
ment service, we break down the morale
of the people of the United States and
the war effort as nothing else under the
sun could do. Why is it that I am re-
ceiving lefters from members of draft
boards from one end of the country to
the other, saying that they are resigning
from the draft boards? Why is it that
they are saying that they are going to
quit entirely? Some of them are saying
that they defy the Government to take
them. It is because of the fact that they
know that in their particular commu-
nities, from one end of the country to the
other, the morale of the people is break-
ing down when they see what is going on
right under their noses.

I read from the New York Times ar-
ticle of October 1:

With the father draft on its way, a break-
down in public moreale is likely unless em-
ployers stop asking for occupational defer-
ments for single men merely because it is
convenient for them to do so, Maj. Gen. Lewis
B. Hershey declared yesterdayrs His warning
was addressed to 2,000 personnel executives
at the closing session of a 3-day confer-
ence on manpower stabilization conducted

in the Hotel Pennsylvania by the American
Management Association.
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Taking management to task\for flagrant
abuses in asking for occupational deferments
for single men, General Hershey called upon
employers to make superhuman efforts to see
that no deferment is requested for any man
capable of rendering military service unless
the job must be done and can be done by no
other available person.

If General Hershey had taken that po-
sition, if the War Manpower Commission
had taken that position, and if the dis-
trict draft boards of the country had
taken that position at the outset, and
said to the local draft boards, in effect,
“You cannot defer these single men,” and
if they had made a check-up on the vari-
ous industries from one end of the coun-
try to the other, we would not be in the
position we are in today, and fathers
would not today, October 1, 1943, be in-
ducted into the armed services.

Members of the Senate of the United
States have said to me, “Well, it has al-
ready been done, and what can you do
about it? We have to draft fathers.”
They have said, “We do not want to as-
sume responsibility in connection with
this matter.,” They do not want to take
the responsibility for it. Well, whose re-
sponsibility is it? When Senators speak
of not assuming responsibility, I admit
that the responsibility rests with the
various executive departments of the
Government from the President down.
If the President has serving under him

incompetent men who have not done’

their duty, he, not the Congress of the
United States, is responsible for keeping
them in office. So the responsibility for
the break-down in the manpower situa-
tion in the United States today rests
squarely upon the shoulders of the Presi-
dent of the United States, and it cannot
be placed anywhere else,

Allow me to invite the attention of the
Senate to the colloquy which took place
in one of the hearings at which Mr.
Baruch testified. When Mr, Baruch was
on the witness stand I called his atten~
tion particularly to a letter which I re-
ceived from the United Automobile, Air-
craft, and Agricultural Implement Work-
ers of America, in Flint, Mich. I called
his attention to the statement in the
letter:

We, the undersigned, a committee elected
by the membership of Chevrolet Local No.
659, United Automobile Workers, Congress of
Industrial Organizations, to investigate the
rumors prevalent in the Flint Chevrolet plants
that management has appointed mere boys
(who are the sons of Chevrolet superintend-
ents and other high officials) foremen, for the
sole purpose of enabling them to evade be-
ing inducted into the armed services.

Some time ago Major General Hershey
stated publicly that the only thing that
would drive the draft dodgers out of the
plant was social indignation,

Mr. Baruch said:

Do you mean to say that Hershey admits
he 1s interested in the matter and that he
can't do anything about it?

The discussion continued:

Senator WHEELER. I am just reading what
they say.

Mr. BarucH. Of course, that is absurd.

Mr. Baruch later said:

Well, I don’t know what Mr, Hershey has
actually said and what someone thinks he
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has said, but if Mr, Hershey admits that he
can't do anything about it, the thing to do
is to get somebody who can. I can't imagine
Hershey saying any such thing and I am
gure he is anxicus to look into all such com-
plaints,

Mr. President, the truth is that these
complaints are coming from one end of
the country to the other, and Gen. Her-
shey himself, in his speech last night,
called upon employees—

To make superhuman efforts to see that
no deferment is requested for any man capa-
ble of rendering military service “unless the
Jjob must be done and can be done by no
other available person.”

I read further from a newspaper ac-
count of his speech:

“It is realized that there are many reasons
for the presence of young men in industry,”
he said. “It is understocd that many of
them have acquired a very conslderable
amount of ‘know how’ during the time they
have been in the plants., Regardless of these
facts, however, a great many of our pecple
believe the time has come when these young
single men should be in the service and that
Industry should find others to do this work
or get more work out of those already in the
plants.”

I agree that industry should get more
work out of the men, and I assert that in
my judegment no labor organization in
the country can justifiably contend that
it should have such rigid rules with ref-
erence to employment that fathers will
be forced to be inducted into the armed
forces.

The newspaper article from which I
have just read continues to quote Gen-
eral Hershey, as follows:

“There were those in industry who com-
bined in pressure groups to descend upon
Washington and who attempted to frighten
us into amending our regulations,” he con-
tinued. “They presented briefs which set
out in no modest manner the importance of
thelr activities and the essentiality of their
men. We tried to be reasonable, but all tco
often when we consulted our local boards we
found that those boards knew many facts
which were not included in these briefs and
which did not substantiate their contentions.

“There were others who for months be-
lieved that their prominence was so well
established that any stationery bearing their
rame would be sufficient to give a registrant
permanent exemptions.”

Mr. President, General Hershey had it

in his power to make rules so that draft’

" dodgers would not be permitted to remain
in various industries, if he had wanted to
do so.

I invite attention to the fact that si-
multaneously with the statement of Gen-
eral Hershey the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, in its convention held in New York
on September 30, 1943, adopted a reso-
Iution decrying—

the hoarding of youth labor by the large war
plants in the country, and their failures in
innumerable instances to attempt to replace
physically it young men of military age with
older men beyond military age.

The newspaper article, with reference
to the resolution, stated:

The resolution asserted that 85 percent of
the work in war plants can be done by in-
experlenced workers, and continued: “Every
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available, physically fit, youthful, unmarried
man who is without special skill, as well as
those who were unmarried at the time of the
enactment of the BSelective Service Act of
1940, should be removed from the war plants
and inducted into the armed services.”

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Et-
LENDER in the chair). Does the Senator
from Montana yield to the Senator from
Kansas?

Mr, WHEELER. Iyield.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I should
like to say to the Senator from Montana
that I am in complete sympathy with
his objective and what he seeks to ac-
complish. I assert that the Senator
from Montana has rendered a great pub-
lic service in arousing the thought of
the people of the country on this most
important question. Later I expect to
take the floor in my own right to discuss
the subject now under debate.

I am one of the group which has been
working with the senior Senator from
Ohio [Mr. Tart] in preparation of an
amendment which will bear upon the
matters to which the Senator from Mon-
tana is addressing himself,

Begging the Senator’s pardon for in-
terrupting him, I invite attention to a
letter addressed to me from Wichita,
Kans.,, dated September 16, 1843, in
which my friend, the writer, states as
follows:

I would suggest that a thorough investi-
gation be made of these so-called essential
single men in the defense plants.

It may interest the Ssnator to know
that Wichita is one of four or five
largest centers of aircraft manufacture
in the country, and is the largest center
of such manufacture in the whole cen-
tral West.

My friend continues as follows:

From my own observation in the Wichita
airplane plants, and I have worked at several
of them, I would say that a great many
young men are needlessly deferred. I am
certain that they could be replaced by IV-F's,
fathers, women, and older men. *

In one large plant, great numbers of young
men, foremen and assistant foremen, sit for
hours with their feet on the desks with very
little to do. I am telling you the things 1
have seen.

Mr. WHEELER, I thank the Senator
very much. I am glad that there are
at least one or two Senators who are
sufiiciently interested in the country, and
sufficiently interested in the drafting of
fathers, to obtain and to listen fo facts.

When I returned after the recess of
Congress some of my Democratic col-
leagues said they did not know anything
about the bill or about the facts and
that they wanted some facts. Now
when we propose to give them some facts
they will not even listen.

Mr. REED. I may say to the Sena-
tor from Montana that during the re-
cess of the Senate, from the middle of
July until the middle of September, I
spent the time entirely in my own sec-
tion of the country. In the 5 years I
have been a Member of the Senate, in
all the trips combined I have made home,
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I do not think I have talked to so many
people as I talked to during the recess.
Kansas and Colorado, where I spent a
couple of weeks, happen to have a very
large number of defense plants, a very
large number of air bases, and other
Army camps. Everywhere I went, with-
out exception, in Kansas, Missouri, in
Colorado, I heard constant discussion
and statements made by people of con-
ditions that come under their own ob-
servation in their own localities, dealing,
for instance, with the excessive number
of men in the camps, indicating that
the Army really had more men than it
knew what to do with, and dealing also
with the very definite factor that the
defense plants had been used with the
approval, and in fact, by the manage-
ment for the purpose of accumulating
young manpower to help them in avoid-
ing the draft. I can make that state-
ment after the most thorough and satis-
factory contacts with my own constitu-
ents in Kansas and in other midwest
States in the 2 months I was home.

Mr, WHEELER. I thank the Sznator.

As I was saying a moment ago, my
Democratic friends on this side desired
to have hearings before the committee
because they wanted to get the facts;
they were not familiar with them. All
that it is necessary to do is to take a
look on the Democratic side today and
see how many of them are interested in
obtaining the facts. The truth about
the matter is that if they want to get
men for the Army without taking fa-
thers they can gzt them; they do not
have to take a father; but, apparently,
the Scenate of the United States or at
least my Democratic colleagues, prefer
to take fathers,

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further at this point?

Mr. WHEELER. I yield.

Mr. REED. I happen to have ancther
letter that touches upon a different fac-
tor, but a very important factor, in this
situation. I read from a letter addressed
to me from a town in western Kansas, in
which this statement appears:

If the Congress does not assert itself, this
country is geing to be in a hell of a shape.
I have a good friend who is county chairman
of a bond drive in the eastern part of Kansas,
who made this statement recently: "It takes
a hell of a lot of guts for me to ask people to
buy bonds when we all know that about
three-fourths of all the money obtained from
these bonds will be wasted in the adminis-
tration of the war and the Federal Govern-
ment."”

I may add at this point, having read
the letter, that when I was at home
many people inquired of me, “Now, if we
buy bonds, may we have some assurance
that the money we invest in the bonds
will not be wasted?” I will ask the Ssn-
ator from Montana what kind of a reply
he would suggest I make to such inguiries
which were atidressed to me a hundred
times, and which show the temper of
the people? If that kind of a situation
continues, there will be a break-down
it::. the morale of the peaple of this coun-

y.
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Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the
Senator that the same question pro-
pounded fo him was asked me hundreds
of times by farmers and others all over
the country. Not only have such ques-
tions been asked me, but the people have
come to see me. I have repeatedly
pointed out that if this waste of man-
power, of materials, and of money con-
tinues in this country, we are going to
have a complete break-down of the
morale of the people. One of the rea-
sons why more small people are not buy-
ing bonds, one reason why more of the
bonds have to be taken by bankers, in-
surance companies, and others, is the
waste of manpower, the waste of mate-
rials, and the waste of money going on
all over the country.

Mr. REED., Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. WHEELER. I yield.

Mr, REED, I might add to what I
said a moment ago that those who ask
me this question are not slackers: they
are not unpatriotic; they are as good
Americans as can be found in this coun-
try. They are mostly people I have
known all my life, They are earnest
people, good people, patriotic people who
want to help, but they are in despair over
the extravagance and inefficiency and
tremendous bureaucracy and waste of
money under the policies which have
been followed and which continue to be
followed by the present administration,

Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the
Senator that I have invariably said to
those who asked me similar questions
that, notwithstanding the waste of man-
power, notwithstanding the waste of ma-
terials, and notwithstanding the tremen-
dous waste of the taxpayers’ money, we
have got to go ahead, now that we are
in the war, and buy bonds and more
bonds. But let me say to the Senator
and to the Senate of the United States
that, in my judgment, this colossal waste
and exfravagance, and their aftermath,
are going to have a harmful effect upon
the Army and upon the Navy and on the
morale of the people generally and upon
the Government,

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I may say
that I agree entirely with the Senator
from Montana. That is about the only
kind of an answer that a responsible
person could make.

I may add at this point, lest someone
may feel that I have not sufficient con-
cern about the welfare of the Army, that
I have a son in north Africa now; I have
a son-in-law at the Pendleton air base
in Oregon; I have another son-in-law at
Wright Field at Dayton; I have a grand-
son in one of the camps in Mississippi;
I have another grandson attending
school under a scholarship from the
Army. I do not want anybody to ques-
tion my patriotism unless he can equal
my record.

Mr. WHEELER. Many of those who
are questioning the Senator’s patriotism
or my patriotism or the patriotism of
someone else are the very ones in some
of the Government bureaus who are
themselves getting out propaganda and
evading the draft.
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I quote from a statement issued by
Williams Green:

BostoN, September 30.—President Willlam
Green, of the American Federation of Labor,
sald today that labor hoarding is common
and has resulted in apparent shortages.

Arriving here for the sixty-third annual
A. F, of L. convention that opens Monday,
Green sald managers of many plants have
accumulated labor by asking for more work-
ers than actually are needed.

“A situation of apparent labor shortage
can usually be relieved by developing a com-
munity program,” Green said.

The way to do it is for the Government
of the United States to check up on these
plants and to take these young men.

Mr, REED. Mr. President, may I in-
quire of the Senator from Montana if, in
his opinion, 90 percent of the conditions
which are being discussed and com-
plained of could not be cured by proper
administration by the administrative
authorities?

Mr. WHEELER. There is no question
about that, in my mind, and it is not only
my opinion, but it is in accordance with
the report of Mr. Baruch, the adviser to
Mr, Byrnes. I shall come to that later
on and read a portion of the report.

I quote from a news dispatch dated
Harrisburg, September 8, under the
heading “Plenty of men available.”

Clifford A. Gnau, Harrisburg, adjutant of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Pennsylvania
Department, was on record today with the
assertion that the huge Army air depot at
nearby Middletown is overstaffed with draft-
age men "whose presence is unnecessary to
its efficient operation.”

Declared that more than 30 percent of
present personnel could be lopped from the
depot's pay roll, Gnau said:

“Congress talks about drafting pre-Pearl
Harbor fathers. Such men are expected to
leave their families and enter the armed
services while hundreds of thousands of
dollar-patriotic Americans—many of them
at Middletown—hide behind a so-called
essential wartime job, aided and abetted by
young Army officers.”

Mr, President, I could call attention to
any number of lefters I have received
similar to those I have read, and before
the day is over I expect to do so.

I have here a letter from a man resid-
ing in Baltimore, Md. He is with the
Weyerhauser Sales Co., the district
representative of the company. He says
in his letter:

I am a member of local draft board No. 7
of the city of Baltimore, Md. What I am
writing is my own personal feelings, and is
not to be considered as an expression of the
board as a whole.

I am and have been very much opposed
to the drafting of pre-Pearl Harbor fathers
until a thorough examination has been masie
of all single men, etc.,, presently deferred.
In other words, I heartily concur in your
present efforts along this line,

L] - L] . -

Local board No. 7 has already observed
several cases which are just the opposite to
the idea expressed above. On recent 42-A's
submitted from the manning tables of cer-
tain Baltimore war industrials, we have
found cases where these married men are to
be replaced in from as little as 2 months to
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4 months from the effective date of the
schedule. i\

He says further:

I decided some time ago to resign from
Belective Service unless your proposed bill
or one along similar lines is passed by Con=-
gress.

I have here a letter from a man in the
air service, who says:

I hope this reaches you because what I
have to say is important—important to me—,
not just because it's what I feel but what I'm
sure thousands of other men in the service
feel,

I am a fully trained soldier—by the Air
Corps’ standards, at any rate—qualified and
physically fit for overseas combat duty. I
have been in that status for some time now
and will probably remain in my present
stagnant state for some time to come unless,
of course, the Army I know changes to a
businesslike, efficlently operated organization.
Until I am allowed the privilege of fighting
for my country, which I thought was my
right as a soldier, I'll never consider it any-
thing but outright folly to take family men
into the service.

There seems always to be a lot of talk about
a soldler's morale—the one thing that will
give my morale the bolstering it needs is the
chance to do the job I came into the Army to
do; I'm sick and tired of doing absolutely
nothing.

When the trained Army already in exist-
ence is put to some worth-while use, I doubt
that a single father will object to wearing
a uniform.

Whether or not my ideas are of any impor-
tance to you, the writing of this has given
me the opportunity to get off my chest what
I feel so strongly.

I thank you for your time.

That is signed by an officer in the Air
Corps, but I shall not give his name.

Next is a letter from St. Louis, Mo.
The Senator from Kentucky a few days
ago asked me to give names. This letter
is dated September 29, 1943, and the
writer says:

I think I can furnish you with one or two
examples of draft dodging by a Government
agency—or perhaps I should say by a clique
of officials within a Government agency.

Then he gives the name of the deputy
administrator, who, he says, “put in by
Agriculture has signed deferments for
two of his henchmen.” He says further:

Mr, , chief of the personnel division,
a  Mr. 's orders, made a special trip to
Washington, D. C,, to make sure the defer-
ments go through. I think it is a shame to
waste the taxpayers' money on such grossly
unnecessary travel for such an unpatriotic
gesture,

- - L] - -

P. S—The R. E. A, Veterans' Association
was so mad when they heard of the defer-
ments they passed a resolution to make it
public that it was not their policy to ask
deferments for anyone. They are going to
send their resolution to all division chiefs
in R. E. A. I understand.

I have here a letter from another
writer, who says:

I am employed in a large aircraft plant in
St. Louis.

I wonder if you know that many of those
(key) positions of importance that they speak
of, to get deferments for thelr pets, are made
especially for deferment purposes. One of
the many cases, from office boy to foreman
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overnight, age 22 years, healthy, strong man;
another general foreman, age 26; assistant
general foreman, age 24.

It is common gessip you don’t have to go to
the Army if you know the right guy.

Many of us fume and are very dissatisfied
with this set-up, not that we dislike these
young men, bui feel that they should take
their turn to serve when it comes, just like
our sons do.

Wish we had more men with your views.

Good luck and success to you.

The correspondent signs her name and
gives her address.

Mr. President, I desire to discuss now
the Baruch report, and to call attention
to the fact that, in general, Mr. Baruch
has agreed with everything I have said
on this subject on the floor of the Senate.
Mr. Baruch made a first report months
ago. That report has not even yet been
released by the Government. While I
do not know what is in the report, we
all know that it was suppressed. Had
this report been brought out at the time
it was prepared, the possibility is that we
would not be in the present manpower
muddle, and the question.of drafting
fathers at this time would not have
arisen.

Mr. Baruch's second report, just re-
leased, has not been released voluntarily,
but was forced out by the pressure of
the distinguished senior Senator from
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG]. This re-
port shows that the manpower muddle
is not new, that it has existed for a long
time, and the question is, What is re-
sponsible for it, the complacency of the
people, the Congress, or the War Man-
power Commission?

In his report Mr. Baruch states:

Proper handling of manpower has been
made impossible by the failure of Govern-

ment agencles to work as a team with a
clearly defined program.

Stop and think of that:

Proper handling of manpower has been
made impassible by the failure of Govern-
ment agencies to work as a team with a
clearly defined program. Measures under-
taken by one agency have been undone by
conflicting acticns or inactions of other
agencies.

Because of the “failure of Government
agencies to work as a team with a clearly
defined program,” we are faced with a
situation in which fathers are to be taken
into the Army, homes are to be broken
up, and children are to be put out into
the street.

According to Mr. Baruch’s report, there
are three root causes for our manpower
difficulties:

First. Bad planning.

Second. The attempt to do the job
from Washington, and

Third. The failure to ehlist the services
of the best men available,

In the first respect the report states:

The second root cause of our manpower
difficulties has been that production has
been planned, new facilities built, and con-
tracts awarded without adequate regard to
the supplies of labor available locally.

This is, in fact, the primary reason
we have critical areas at the present
time. Had production been properly
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planned geographically and had orders
not been concentrated in the hands of
the few at the expense of the small busi-
nessmen and other localities, there would
be far fewer critical areas today, and
there would have been much less labor
hoarding of young men in factories, and
we would not have been in the muddle
we are now in.

Mr. President, let me ask, Who is re-
sponsible for this bad planning? Is it
due to the complacency of the people?
Is the Congress responsible? Or are the
Federal bureaus responsible?

As to the second cause of our man-
power difficulties, the attempt to do the
job from Washington, the report states:

If this labor budget plan is to work, there
must be adequate dele"'atmn of power from
all Washington agencies to their west coast
representatives, and the communities them-
selves must get on the team. The job can-
not be done from Washington.

This, of course, is the truth and fact
of the matter.
The report states further:

An immediate survey should be made of
the possibilities of subcontracting in nearby
commaunities,

Had this been done earlier, fewer
small businesses would have had to go
out of business.

Who is responsible for this failure to
decentralize power? Certainly that is
not the fault of the people of the coun~
try; it is not the fault of the Congress;
but again I say the fault rests entirely
upon the Federal bureaus in Washmg-
ton.

As to a third cause of our manpower
difficulties, the report states:

Too much emphasis cannot be laid on the
Importance of selecting the best man pos-
sible in the community to serve as chairman
of the local priorities committee snd the
necessity for giving him the fullest commu-
nity support.

The principles there laid dewn are
unquestionably sound, and they could
and should be applied on a national seale
so that here in Washington we would
find, especially in time of war, the best
men possible heading the departments
and the bureaus, able, public-spirited
citizens, but, as the report states, in-
stead we have heading these agencies
men “spending their energies battling to
build up empires.”

Who is responsible for this? Certain-
1y not the Congress of the United States.
Certainly it is not due to the compla-
cency of the people. Certainly the
responsibility rests nowhere except with
the bureaus in Washington.

At the conclusion of the report, it is
stated:

Qur study of this problem also emphasizes
anew the necessity for your constant review
of military and lend-lease requirements to
see that all different parts of the program
are in balance with one another and that
the program as a whole is balanced against
the essential needs of the civilian economy.
We have reached the stage of our war econ-
omy where there is not much to spare.
Something gained in one direction means a
loss in the other direction.
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There are, then, three main needs
which must be balanced so far as this
general manpower problem is concerned:

First. Military needs.

Second. Production needs—which is
subdivided, in turn, into needs for our-
seives and lend- lease' and,

Third. Needs for carrying on the ci-
vilian economy.

Whose business is it to do this bal-
ancing?

This, obviously, is not purely a mili-
tary question. What the military say
they need is one consideration; what
producers say they need is another, and
the need of the civilian population of
the country is another, so that the
morale of the people, which Mr, Hershey
speaks of, will not break down.

It is the obligation of the Government,
and, Mr. President, the Government of
the United States includes the Congress,
to determine on the evidence submitted
what the true facts are and to act ac-
cordingly. So when Members of the
Senate stand on this floor and say that
they do not want to take the responsi-
bility, in the face of the responsihilities
which are given to them, they are shirk-
ing the responsibility which the Consti-
tution of the United States imposes upon
them.

Mr. President, for Congress simply to
say, “Well, the military men say they
want this; let them have it” is, to state
it plainly, for Congress to shirk its re-
sponsibility. When Members of Con-
gress say that some Government official
or Army official—I care not who he may
be—wants this or that, and so they are
going to give it to him, they are not act-
ing in the spirit of the principles upon
which the Government is based. When
a Government official comes to Congress
and says “I want this” or “I want that,”
and Members of Congress say they will
grant the request simply because it is
made, that, Mr. President, is merely act-
ing in the spirit of fascism. That is
what was done in Italy, that is what was
done in Germany, and that is what
brought fascism and nazi-ism to those
countries.

I continue to read from the Baruch
report:

The manpower needs of our Nation are so
intertwined that to permit excess labor to
remain anywhere may force the closing of
business, the drafting of fathers—

And so forth. These principles apply
with equal force to the over-all picture.
So that if the military are wasting men
now, we will permit them to wastez more
men by the additional drafting of men,
or if men are being hoarded in industry
it will only aggravate the whole situa-
tion. It follows that the Congress should
examine into the use to which cur man-
power is being put, both in the Army and
in industry; it should be carefuily con-
sidered before consenting to further
drafts of fathers or anybody else.

Army officials have testified that the
Army will have in this country January
1, 1944, over 5,000,000 men. That of
these 5,000,000 the Army cannot move
overseas for fighting purposes during the
whole of the year, 1944, up to Jznuary
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1, 1945, over half this number, and that
the Army will have in this country, in
uniform, January 1, 1945, in excess of
two and a half million men. Yet, Gen-
eral Marshall has previously testified
that 500,000 men were sufilcient for the
defense of this country.

There is no question that the men who
ere drafted come out of the labor pool,
and the more taken the more serious
the labor shortage will become.

It follows, if we are to get any stability
into the manpower situation at home,
that we must begin by getting some sta-
bility into the Selective Service System
and the military demands.

The fact is, the Army should have not
all it wants but all it can effectively use.

The determining factor should be
what the Army can use, and what the
country can support, considering lend-
lease, rather than a purely arbitrary
figure greatly in excess of it. Also, we
must consider the effect upon the mcrale
of our people.

It stands to reason, the larger the
Army, the larger the labor force needed
to supply it, and the less the available
supply of labor for munitions, lend-
lease and other essentials of war as well
as of our civilian population.

I have tried to find out from the Army
and again from Mr. Baruch, but without
success, how many men it takes on the
production front to supply a given num-
ber of men in the Army stationed in
this country. Obviously one man is
taken when he goes into the Army. The
Army takes other men who are needed
for the purpose of supplying this man
who has been removed from production.

Furthermore, the men who are so used
to furnish supplies to the inducted
men must in turn be supplied by the men
then remaining; so that every time a
man is inducted into the Army, there is,
in fact, a triple drain on manpower.

Yet, Mr. President, the other day when
I asked General Marshall for the figures,
he said he could not give them, but that
someone would furnish them to me.
They were sent to me yesterday. The
statement made is:

However, as a general approximation it is
believed that the ratio of men and women on
the production front to those on the fighting
front is 1.4 to 1.

Let me read now from an article en-
titled “Is Our Army Too Large?”, by
Maj. Alexander P. de Seversky, pub-
lished in the November 1942 issue of the
American Mercury:

In the days of archery, one artisan could
make weapons for 20 soldiers. In Napoleon's
time, every man in the ranks called for one
man behind the lines to keep him armed. A
century later, in World War No. 1, it took
6 civilians to provide weapons for one soldier
in action. In the present war, it is estimated
that about 18 civilians in agriculture and
industry are needed to keep one soldier con=-
tinually supplied and equipped. The Szlec-
tive Service goal, therefore, implies labor
support to the tune of 234,000,000,

That was when they were talking
about an Army of 13,000,000 persons.

I quote further from the article by
Major de Seversky:
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Brig. Gen. Robert M. Littlejohn, chief
quartermaster in the American European
theater of war, recently told the press that
the maintenance of one American soldler
in Britain requires 1!, tons of shipping
monthly, even in this period of lull, and
despite the fact that Britain supplies one-
third of the necessary food, all the necessary
coal and a variety of other goods. Ob-
viously, this British contribution to the pool
of supplies must diminish as our forces in
Europe increase.

Then, in speaking about the Army,
Major de Seversky said:

No one can blame Army leaders for in-
sisting on the largest possible mass of land
force, with all that this connotes in weap-
ons, motorized equipment, auxiliary avia-
tion. In the nature of the case, Army heads
plan and act on the assumption that the war
will be won or lost in hand-to-hand combat
on terra firma. They live by the dictum
that wars are won at the poipt of a bayonet.

The Navy command is no less certain
that the global conflict will be decided on
the high seas. As a matter of fact, every
enlargement of the land forces predicates
an eguivalent enlargement of naval forces
to place these soldiers on distant shores and
to keep them continually provisioned and
armed.

In short, every branch of the armed serv-
ices, and every civilian group entrusted with
vital tasks behind the lines, strives patri-
otically to increase its own share of the na-
tional potential. As one raises the ante, the
others necessarily follow suit. What if cer-
tain contingents of men and production are
not needed now? They may be needed in
the future and must, in view of the depart-
mental administrator, be husbanded for that
coming need. Hence, battleships which can-
not be finished until 1948, additional mil-
lions of soldiers who cannot concelvably be
transported and put into action until 1945
or later, mountains of equipment for tasks
which cannot even be started until the skies
overhead are cleared of hostile alr power.
Hence, the ludicrous and dangerous pyra-
miding of armed forces and types of produc-
tion without reference to what comes first,
what can be postponed, what can be kept
down to a minimum. In effect, every service,
in uniform or in mufti, is hearding man-
power and materials,

Yet, Mr, President, as I say, in the
face of the statement of some men that
everything the Army and Navy says
should be done is what we must do, is
there any Senator on the floor of the
Senate who thinks for one moment that
only 1.4 men and women are required to
keep each soldier in action? If that be
true, then, instead of needing all the
30,000,000 or 40,000,000 people who are
engaged in the production of war equip-
ment alone, we could do with about one-
fourth that number. Then we could do
with many less men in agriculture and
with many less men engaged in working
on the railroads, and we could do with
many less men in the shipbuilding indus-
try and in other industries.

I venture the assertion that there is
not a Member of the Senate who does not
recognize the fact that there has been
a tremendous waste of manpower in
industry—a hoarding of manpower in
industry—from one end of the country
to the other, and that in industries single
men are being deferred. As a result,
married men will have to be taken. I
doubt if there is a Member of the Senate
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who does not know there is extravagance
and waste of material and manpower in
industry, and I doubt if there is a Mem-
ber of the Senate who does not know
there has been a tremendous waste of
manpower in the Army itself. Certainly
every congressional committee which has
passed upon the guestion has said so.
Every Senate committee and every House
committee which has looked into the
matter has pointed that out. Yet, in the
face of all that, it is said that because
someone says, “We must have these men
now, at this moment, and if we do not we
will lose the war,” they must be taken.

As I listened to General Marshall's
testimony the other day, I gathered that
the 200,000 men who are about to be
taken into the Army—because approxi-
mately half the men taken will go into the
Army and half will go into the Navy—
will be used for replacements, if I cor-
rectly understood General Marshall’s
testimony. If those men are to be used
for replacements, that means that, in-
stead of using as replacements the men
who have been trained for 1 year, 2 years,
or 3 years, or sending them overseas to
do other tasks or to fill up the divisions
which the Army tells us must be comn-
pleted, the fathers will be used for those
purposes. I do not see how anyone can
study General Marshall's testimony—to
which I shall call attention a little
later—without coming to exactly that
conclusion.

Reading further from the article by
Major de Seversky:

The swift disintegration of the magnifi-
cent French Armies under the pressure of
Hitler's superior mechanized strength tells
a story.

We said the French had the finest and
greatest Army in the world, the best

. equipped and best maintained, and that

her soldiers were among the best fighters.
Yet, with a comparatively small mecha-
nized force, the Germans went through
them and ground them to pieces, and
that also in the face of the Maginot line.
Major de Seversky further said:

So do the cumulative Russian disasters,
despite the country’s almost inexhaustible
manpower and herolc morale. Neither can
we ignore the fact that the most dacisive
single engagement of the war to date, the
Battle of Britain, was fought and won by a
handful of British airmen, while great armies
on both sides and a great Navy on the
British side were wholly immobilized and
reduced to the status of impotent onlookers,
Crete was conquered by a navyless’ enemy
in the face of immense naval forces massed
for the defense.

If there is one thing that this war' has
proven beyond doubt, it is that the decision
will not be scored by sheer volume of men
and metal, but by superior weapons and
superior strategy. Whenever we sacrifice
quality for bulk, brain power for manpower,
we are playing into the hands of the enemy.
In the final analysis, America’s principal
assets are its matural resources and produc-
tive genius. Insofar as we weaken or handi-
cap these assets, we ere unwittingly under-”
mining our own sirength.

The implication that this is still an old-
style, trench-and-bayonet war simply doesn't
jibe with elementary truths obvious to any
lay observer. The most diehard of old-line
strategists no longer contend that armies can




7974

operate under skies dominated by the enemy;
he thus admits, in effect, that conguest of the
skies must come first.

I might read further from De Seversky.
I quote him only to point out the absurd-
ity of the position of the man who says
that only one and a guarter persons on
the home front are required to take care
of a man in the armed forces; and sec-
ondly, to point out the absurdity of
building up a huge army which we can
not possibly use effectively unless we
have the airpower to drive the enemy
out.

So I say that the determining factor
should be, What can the Army use, and
what can the country support, consider-
ing lend-lease; and what is the effect
going to be on the home front? rather
than a purely arbitrary figure greatly
in excess of our requirements. It stancs
to reason that the larger the Army, the
larger the labor force needed fo supply
it, and the less the available supply of
labor for munitions, lend-lease, and
other essentials.

The fact is that the Army, if it asks
for more men than it can use, not only
takes out of the labor pool.the men
actually drafted, but also takes away
from the number of men who must be
employed to support them. It would
seem wiser for the Army to time the
induction of these men in accordance
with the ability to place them in effective
action rather than in accordance with
some arbitrary figures based on the size
of some other army, friend or foe.

It has been reported by the British
high command in Egypt, and not denied,
that the surrender of Italy has already
eliminated from the Axis side 65 divi-
sions, or approximately 1,000,000 men.
If we can believe the newspapers, those

“ men have now joined our side, which

F

would make a total change of approxi-
mately 2,000,000 men in our favor; yet
this fact does not seem to have been
given any serious consideration in de-
termining what the size of our Army
should be at this time. It was taken into
consideration by the Canadians, because
the Canadians said that because of this
situation they were releasing some of
their men.

I have already called attention to the
statement by the Canadian Minister of
National Defense, Colonel the Honorable
J. L. Ralston. I read again from the
press release in that connection:

The" Canadian Minister of National De-
fense, Colonel the Honorable J. L. Ralston,
announced today that a plan has been ap-
proved for the reorganization of the Canadian
Army in Canada under which the Ssventh
and Eighth Divisions now on duty in Canada
will be disbanded and the Sixth Division will
be partially disbanded.

The plan particularly affects that portion
of the Army in Canada which is allotted op-
erational tagks. It will result in a reduction
in the number of troops required to carry
out those tacks, It will also have conse-

‘quential effects in reducing the number of

personnel required for servicing operational
troops. The plan is made possible by the
improved strategic position on both coasts
of Canada resulting from the eviction of the
Jars from the Aleutians; the military vic-
tories in the Mediterranean and the Russian
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successes; and the striking betterment in
antisubmarine activities In the Atlantie,

Th2 scheme will involve a readjustment
downward of local defenses or both the east
and west. coasts,

The Minister's statement is in part:

“Events of recent months have greatly im-
proved the general strategic situation in re-
spect to the defense of both coastal regions
of Canada.

“In the Pacific there has been the eviction
of the Japanese from the Aleutians and the
increasing scale of operations in the south-
west Pacific.”

Yet, Mr. President, in the face of what
the Canadians are doing, and in the face
of the fact that it has been stated that
no man in Canada may be sent out of
the country unless he volunteers for that
purpose, we in the United States are pro-
posing to break up American homes and
say that the war will be lost unless be-
tween now and the 1st of January 446,000
fathers are inducted into the Army. I
ask any reasonable man if that makes
common ordinary sense, particularly in
view of the fact that we have 7,300,000
men in the Army, and at the end of 1945
we shall still have approximately 2,500,-
000 or 3,000,000 men in the United States
who will have been trained for more than
a year, some of them for more than 2
years.

The Italian Navy has also surrendered,
and has been added, to a large extent,
to our side. With both the French and

the Italian Navies now accounted for, it -

would seem possible for our Navy to
make some reduction, in turn, and not
ask for an increase at this particular
time. Yet, after the first of the year the
Navy will ask for a large number of men,
to continue building up our Navy, when
there is no navy on the face of the globe,
with the exception of the Japanese Navy,
which can interfere with us. Germany
has no navy to speak of, and the com-
bined British, American, Italian, and
French Navies are in the possession of
the Allies.

No one knows, neither the Army gen-
erals nor civilians, the number of men
who will eventually be required to finish
the job; but from time to time we do
have exact fizures from the Army as to
the number which can be fed, equipped,
and transported. No matter how the
fortunes of war go, whether we lose thou-
sands of men or whether we do not, the
fact is that we cannot transport more
men than the Army estimates can be
transported. Under those circumstances,
would it not be sounder to time the in-
duction of these men in accordance with
the actual schedules of ability to use
them effectively, rather than in accord-
ance with some preconceived idea of the
Army as to the number of men who will
be eventually needed, which, being spec-
ulative, is subject to change from time to
time?

Looked at from another angle, first,
there are the men actually in the armed
forces. Then there are the men who are
engaged in war industries. Both classes
of men must be supported by the remain-
ing population. So the burden on the
civilian economy becomes increasingly
greater with each man drafted and each
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man taken for industry. The standard
of life under this pressure is of necessity
constantly reduced; yet it is because of
this standard of life that we are able to
outstrip the whole world in production.
From the evidence, we are approaching
the limit, the fair minimum to which this
standard of life can be reduced without
seriously affecting the productivity of
the worker and upsetting the national
morale.

With respect to industrial waste, the
Baruch report speaks for itself of the
great wastage of labor, and labor hoard-
ing, which, if relieved, would go a long
way toward correcting any local labor
shortage, and would go a long way to-
ward preventing the drafting of fathers.
Speaking of cost-plus contracts, the
Baruch report points out:

Not alone on the west coast, but all
through the country, much labor is being
hoarded and poorly utilized.

How can anyone insist upon taking
fathers and breaking up American
homes when Mr. Baruch admits, first,
that the situation is the fault of the vari-
ous bureaus in Washington; second,
that labor is being hoarded in indus-
try; and third, as everyone knows, that
labor is being hoarded in the Govern-
ment by every department in Washing-
ton and throughout the country?

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

Mr. WHEELER. 1 yield.

Mr. REED. At that point I should like
to add to what the Senator from Mon-
tana has said that when I was at home I
visited three airplane-manufacturing es-
tablishments in Wichita. One of them
employs 5,000 men, another 11,000 men,
and the third 26,000 men. There are
45,000 men engaged in the airplane-
manufacturing business in that one city
in Kansas.

A representative of one of those fac-
tories told me that their first contract
was a cost-plus-fixed-fee contract. They
did not like that. It meant a waste of

labor. So they changed their contracts,

and they are currenily operating upon
fixed-price contracts. TUnder those
fixed-price contracts they offered what,
for want of a better term, we may ecall
incentive wages, which had some rela-
tion to the productivity of the employees
as a whole. Under the present arrange-
ment that factory has increased the pro-
duction per man 25 percent. That is the
experience of one very efficient airplane
manufacturing concern in my own
State. I visited the plant when I was at
home.

Mr, WHEELER. I thank the Senator
for his observation.

I have in my files a letter from a large
contractor in my State, who has been
building and is now building Army
bases and doing other construction work
throughout the country. He has written
to me saying that the idea of renegotiat-
ing confracts is the greatest incentive to
hearding labor there could possibly be.

They take contracts at huge prices
with the idea they are going to renegoti-
ate them, That is what has been done
in a great many instances. Contracts
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have been made at exorbitant prices in
some instances with the idea they will be
renegotiated. As the writer points out
in this letter, it is the greatest incentive
to the hoarding of labor that could pos-
sibly be given. He says:

If you eliminate that and put them on a
regular basis you will find out how much
labor will immediately be freed and will not
be hoarded.

I quote further from the Baruch re-
port:

Such wasteful practices are encouraged,
among other things, by prevailing cost-plus-
fixed-fee contracts. Under these contracts
the Government pays all costs—whatever
they are, Since the Government is footing
the bill, there is no incentive for manufac-
turers to economize in the use of materials,
facilitles, or labor, More workers are hired
than are needed. Workers may stand idle—
it costs the manufacturers nothing. Much
labor is wasted.

Mr, President, I inguire, who is respon-
sible for that situation? 1Is it due to
the complacency of the people of the
country? Is it the fault of the Con-
gress of the United Siates, or does the
fault lie in the administrative depart-
ments of the Government? Unless we
solve this problem, what responsibility
do we have? I do not wish to, and would
not, interfere with the executive depart-
ments if it. were not necessary. But
when the executive departments them-
selves have completely broken down and
have not done their job—as is said by
Mr. Baruch in his report—then whose
responsibility is it to take charge and
do something about it? If the admin-
istration will not do anything about it,
the only place left for the people to
come to is the Congress of the United
States. ;

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

Mr, WHEELER. I yield.

Mr. REED. I am sure the Senator
from Montana and myself share the
view whieh he has expressed. Both of
us have had long public life and many
contacts.. I venture the assertion, with
which I believe the Senator will agree,
that not in my lifetime have I seen such
a profligate waste of money, so much
. inefliciency, so much confusion, and such
a lack of a sense of proportion with re-
gard to costs as related to production,
as exists at the present time. If the
morale of the country breaks down under
that kind of a situation it is the fault
of the administration and the adminis-
trative policy.

Mr, WHEELER. I thank the Senator.
In his report Mr. Baruch states:

In the early stages of war production when
manufacturers were asked to produce things
they never made before, there might have
been some justification for cost-plus arrange-
ments. By now, Government and industry
surely have had sufficient experience in the
manufacture of many munitions for fized
prices to be agreed upon.

However, there are only comparatively
few industries of that kind.

With reference to Government waste,
the report of the Byrd committee, Senate
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Document No. 66, page 4, of June 18, 1943,
states:

With 55 percent of the Federal employees
not engaged in direct war production—

Fifty-five percent, the report states—
it is obvious that cuts may be made in Fed-
eral personnel without hindering direct me-
chanical war production. Consequently a
drastic reduction can be made in the num-
ber of Federal employees without harmful
effect to the war-production effort.

This morning I received a letter from
a lady engaged in Government service in
the Middle West. In her letter she said:

Keep up your fight.

She said:

Already, because of the speeches you have
made, some of the people who have been
hiding and have been deferred because they
are essential to, the departments have been

told that they must leave the departments,
and have been getting into the war.

I continue reading from the Byrd
committee report:

That is to say, nonessential employees may
be removed from Federal pay rolls by the
Budget Bureau, which already has the power
to make such reductions in over cue-half of
the Federal personnel pursuant to the au-
thority contained in the Byrd-Langer amend-
ment to the Overtime Pay Act.

Other portions of the report show that
the efforts of the 55 percent of the Fed-
eral employees who are not engaged in
mechanical war-production work have
not been fully utilized because of the lack
of a vigorously administered war-trans-
fer program, and the failure to establish
an effective Federal employee manpower
pool.

The report shows an alarming increase
in personnel and in the monthly pay
rolls to meet it. It sets forth a table
showing the Federal employment in-
crease which, through the activity of the
Byrd committee, has been brought up to
date. ’

It reads as follows:

. i 1| Monthly
Year Personned pay rol
AR S B R S S R - SITT00 by s
August 1939, 033, 486 | §141, 733, 064
August 1640, 1, 039, 451 159, 260, 975
Angust 1941 1, 444, B85 217, 772,054
Aungust 1942 2, 450, 780 391, 502, 171
March 1943. . .| 2,078,824 | 638,925, 265
August 1843 e eneniname Sy063, 378 46, 372, 669

So the Government personnel has
jumped from 917,760 on November 11,
1918, to 3,065,379, in August 1943, and
the monthly pay roll has expanded from
$141,733,064 in August 1939—and the
Lord knows it was high at that time—to
$646,372,969 in August of 1943. It has
been constantly increased every month.
From August 1942, when the Govern-
ment personnel was 2,450,759, to August
1943, the personnel increased to 3,063,-
379. From August 1939 to August 1943
the pay roll increased from $141,733,064
to $646,372.969.

The total number of civilians in the
War Department alone, according to the
July figures, was 1,355,515, That covers
the War Department alone, for July.
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In the Navy Department, according
to July figures, the civilian employees
alone numbered 697,475,

These figures have not been broken
down to show the number of nonfighters
and single men, nor do they show the
extent to which the Army and the Navy
have simply replaced civilian employees
with military personnel. They do not
show the male noncommissioned and en-
listed personnel between the ages of 18
and 35 years who are physically fit for
active service, Data as to both these
classifications and the number of men in
them engaged in purely clerical work
have been requested of the Departments,
but so far the Departments have failed
to furnish the information.

Here is a copy of a letter which was
sent by the Byrd committee to the Sec-
retary of the Navy—and T understand
that a similar letter was sent to the Sec-
retary of War:

My Dear Mr. SECRETARY: It is requested
that the enclosed form be filled out and re-

turned to the committee at your earliest
convenience.

Items 1, 2, and 3 should include all naval
personnel, except those attached to task
forces or combat units, trairing units, and
supply units servicing those task forces or
combat units and training units; unless such
naval service personnel is located outside
8 permanent shore establishment, in which
case they should be included.

Items, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, ard 9 should be mu-
tually exclusive of each other, and should
apply to all naval personnel.

If there are any questions in connection
with providing this information, please ecall
the committee’s staff at National 3120,
brarnch 1187.

Cordially yours.

Then there is attached a list of the
questions. Up to yesterday, at least, no
answer had been received in reply to that
request.

If the War Department were really
conducted on business principles, they
would have this information at their
fingertips. The plain truth about the
matter is that the War Departmient has
not been operated on a business basis,
and I do not know of anyone in Wash-
ington who thinks it has been. General
Marshall testified the other day about
conducting the Army on a business basis;
but certainly the War Department has
not been conducted on a business basis.
I think others have had the same expe-
rience I have had. A number of em-
ployees—not one, not two, but a good
many, such as stenographers and
others—have come to me and stated that
they did not have anything to do in the
War Department.

I was shocked when the Army officials
advised the committee that it would
take at least 10 days in which tc report
the number of men in this country who
had been in the service for a year or
longer, for 2 years, for 3 years, or for
over 3 years. They, apparently, do not
even know the number of fully trained
men they have.

But to return to the Byrd report, there
would seem to be no reason, in the
nature of things, why there should not
be a drastic curtailment in nonwar

-
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agencies. This took place in the last
war. Isthere any possible excuse, when

they talk about drafting fathers, for it
not taking place in this war?

I understand that when the Byrd
committee makes its new report it will
recommend that there should be a re-
duction of at least 200,000 in the clerical
category now employed in the War De-
partment.

There would seem to be no excuse for
the delay in liquidating those agencies
which have been ordered to liquidate
and whose liquidation would release
manpower. The least the Government
and the War Department can do before
they undertake to draft fathers and
break up American homes is to clean
their own house.

The Baruch report states:

In any drive against the hoarding and
poor utilization of labor Government-
operated plants should set an example.

What applies to Government-operated
plants applies with greater force to non-
essential Government bureaus and the
waste of manpower in those bureaus
which are essential to the conduct of the
war.

I pick up a Boston newspaper and
note that charges are being made that
in the navy yard in that vicinity, there
are several times as many men as are
needed, and some of the great news-
papers of that city are calling for an
investigation.

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

Mr. WHEELER. I yield.

Mr. REED. At that point, if I may
break in upon the Senator from Mon-
tana, I wish to read a letter which was
received at my office today and brought
over to me by my secretary, who knew
the Senator from Montana had the
floor, and that from time to time I was
interrupting the Senator from Montana
for the purpose of illustrating the con-
ditions which prevail the country over.
The letter is dated Augusta, Kans., Sep-
tember 27, 1943, and reads:

Just heard a broadcast where the speaker
seems in great fear that the Third War Loan
drive will not be filled and in a nice way
he considers the home people a bunch of
tightwads and slackers. I wonder how many
bonds he has and what he recelved per
minute for that talk. He really is no worse
than some newspaper writers,

In regard to such people, I wonder if in
their shriveled one-track minds they can
have the intelligence to know that there are
very few of us who would not give our last
dollar or bite to one of those boys over
there but that we are getting d sick
gnd tired of buying bonds and seeing the
money go for such things as the Office of
War Information, Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Office of Price Administration, and a
hundred other bureaus that the country
would be better off without. Yes; and money
for the radio corporations for fireside chats.

Get rid of these bureaus, take the person-
nel in them that are of draft age and put
them in the Army and stop this draft of
fathers not to speak of the saving to the
taxpayers.

As for the draft, it is nowhere near as
bad for Secretary Ickes to lose his secre-
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tary as for Jim Jones to lose his hired man
when he is trying to raise beef -for the
soldiers. ;

I have a son in the Air Force and am
proud of it but I hate to see him fight to
protect some rat hiding in a Government job,
and there are still plenty of single and non-
fathers in the defense plants; believe me
I am not quoting hearsay,

And the writer underscores the word
“hearsay”’—

Senator, I hate to be a crab, but take a
tip from Senator WHEELER and the more
h—— you can raise about anything that
does not pertain directly to the war effort,
the more we folks at home are going to back
you.

I think that letter is quite apropos to
the remarks of the Senator from Mon-
tana at this poeint, and, if I may do so,
1 should like to add that while the writer
of the letter makes a rather extreme
and impatient statement, yet he reason-
ably reflects the attitude and sentiment
of 90 percent of the population of the
Middle West.

Mr, WHEELER. Iagree with the Sen-
ator entirely. I have said since I came
back from the West that I have never
known so much bitferness and resent-
ment on the part of people in my sec-
tion. of the country as there are at the
present time over the waste, extrava-
gance, the misuse of manpower, and also
the waste by industries in the hoarding
of labor, slow-downs, and so forth.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator will pardon me for a further inter-
jection, I have lived a long time, and
have had a long public experience; I
have been Governor of my State in ad-
dition to the honor I have received at
the hands of the people of Kansas who
voted to send me as one of their repre-
sentatives to the Senate, but in a long
publie life I have never seen public senti-
ment so inflamed, public indignation so
aroused, and people so incensed over
waste, inefficiency, and extravagance in
governmental administration—whether
county, State, or Federal—as they are
now, Y

Mr. WHEELER. I want to say to the
Senator, in response to his statement,
that if the Government in Washington
does not wake up to what is the real feel-
ing of the people in the Middle West and
West, I fear for what is going to happen.

As I suggested Tuesday when I was
speaking, some have said that I was
wrong, but I want to teil Senators who
do not want to listen to the facts, Sen-
ators who are not interested, apparently,
in saving fathers, but are willing to break
up the American homes, that when they
come up for election and refturn home
they will find out the feelings and senti-
ments and temper of the American
people.

What applies to Government-operated
plants applies with greater force to non-
essential Government bureaus and also
to the waste of manpower in those bu-
reaus which are essential to the conduct
of the war.

Mr. President, I now wish to ecall at-
tention to another report. I may say
that this report is marked confldential,
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but nothing I shall read from the report
is of a confidential nature, because it ap-
plies only to a survey of the congested
war-production areas for the Army and
Navy Munitions Board. There is not
anything stated in the report except
what has been stated by Mr. Baruch,
but this report was gotten out by Mr.
Robert Moses, of New York. It is Sur-
vey of Congested War Production Areas
for the Army and Navy Munitions Board,
by Andrews and Skidmore and Madigan-
Hyland, under the direction of Robert
Moses, and it is dated January 15, 1943.

I wish to call attention to a few things
in‘the report. First it is said:

The civilian labor turn-over and absentee
percentages in the Norfolk Navy Yard and
Newpert News shipyards in every month last
year were excessive, Unaccounted absences
indicate that many employees simply take a
short vacation when they get a pay check.
It is interesting to note that in Canada, a
recent production drive at one of the big
war plants reduced absentees last December
to a low of 1.1 percent for all causes, in-
cluding illness,

Why can we not bring about a similar
condition in this country generally? It
will not be brought about because of the
hoarding of labor, because the men in
the plants who see the wastage and ex-
travagance feel that if money is being
wasted, what difference does it make to
them whether or not they .waste their
time? There cannot be effective employ-
ment and there cannot be good morale
among employees when they see money
being poured down a rat hole, and wast-
age and extravagance on every hand
throughout the Government of the
United States. 1

I read again from the report:

In the face of these conditions, the com-
mandant of the Norfolk Yard has asked for
thousands of additional civilian personnel,
and some representatives of the Newport
News Shipbuilding & Drydock Co. also seek
niany more employees.

It is a curious fact that the president of
the Newport News shipbuilding plant dces
not agree with his own assistants as to the
need of additional workers in his plant, He
states without qualification that if excessive
turn-over and absences can be stopped, he
can fulfill all present and anticipated pro-
duction schedules and contract obligations
without bringing new workers and their fam-
ilies into the community.

Is the Government doing anything
about that? Again I say, that because
these conditions exist and because the
Government, either on account of politi-
cal reasons or otherwise, does nof do
anything about them, it is going to he
necessary to take the fathers of the
country into the armed services.

I read further from the report:

The wusual union affiliation and prevailing
rate difficulties stand in the way, and the
tendency is for these men to look for work in
their trade elsewhere. Plant expansion and
other construction 'is being rapidly curtailed
all over the country, because this stage has
been passed and because of shortage of ma-
terial., Under these circumstances construc-
tion workers should be steered into local war
production plants by persuasion. If this




1943 : CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 7977

falls, more drastic steps should be taken by
the War Manpower Commission.

‘The report further states:

These men have all sorts of family and
other personal problems to meet, and they
can't be expected to be reasonably satisfied
and sufficiently free in their minds to do their
work well if they are kept in constant
anxiety., The major employment problems
can be traced straight to Washington. ]

The report further states:

Uncertainty as to draft and manpower
policies has contributed largely to the prob-
lem of steady employment, morale, and pro-
duction. The graphs in this and other com-
panies show that there has been a notice-
able drop in employment and efficiency when-
ever announcements, orders, and rumors were
current of wholesale drafting of war workers.
1t is foolish to argue that patriotic workers
are not affected by conflicting policies and
regulations affecting their draft status.

The report discusses the destroyer base,
and says: =

Work is being done’in the expansion of this
yard which seems to us highly questionable,
including among other things, reclamation
and filling for the storage of landing boats
which probably should rever be stored at San
Diego anyway, and certainly should not be
lugged to and from the water front to filled
land in the rear as an intermediate opera.
tion on their way to shipment overseas from
San Frarcisco.

I read further:

The housing situation at San Diego is pre-
cisely like that in the other congested areas.
The work was not properly laid out by the
proper authorities, has never been ceordi-
nated, and is still in various stages of con-
struction.

Who is responsible for that? Certainly
“not the people of the country.
The report says further:

The captain at the head of the Naval Tor-
pedo Station wants more help. The turn-
over and absentee figures are too large for a
plant in which it takes months to train
substitutes. The explanations given by em-
ployees who leave are of doubtful value
here and elsewhere, The facts, however,
speak for themselves. Employment should
be stabilized.

The report further states:

The Maritime Commission working through
the old management of the south Portland
yard is in the midst of constructing 922
units for single men and couples in the face
of the fact that no one in the yard even at-
tempts to explain who will live there. There
are trailers at Cape Elizabeth supplied by the
Farm Security Administration and operated
by the National Housing Agency.

The report states:

The conclusions to be derived from this re-
port may be summarized as follows:

No more workers should be brought into
these areas.

Employment should be stabilized by pro-
viding decent community facllities,

In every area, frequent contradictory an-
nouncements as to draft, and manpower poli-
cles, by equally authoritative officers, have
confused, frightened, and discouraged work-
e.3 in war plants, As a result they have been
driven to enlist, resign, move, and make all
sorts of personal and family adjustments,

often contrary to the best public as well as
private interests.
- - ® L] L]

Housing, sanitation, transportation, health,
school, recreation, and other community fa-
cilities authorized and begun but not yet
completed, should be speeded up, and glib
excuses should not be accepted as a substitute
for action.

The report lays the blame for these
conditions on Washington.

Mr. President, it would seem to me, as
it must seem to anyone else, for that
matter, that to ask for more men, when
the supplying of those men will involve
the calling of fathers with children into
the armed services, and the breaking up
of American homes, puts it up to the
Army to show two things: first, that they
are making the best possible use of the
men they now have, and, second, that
men in other categories will not answer
the need as well as if fathers were
drafted.

On the general proposition of whether
the Army would prefer single men to
fathers, I asked General Marshall—page
282 of hearings:

Now, if you could get more men out of
where they are hoarding men, either for in-
dustry or for the Army, that would fit your
picture, you would prefer that to taking
fathers, would you not?

General MarsHaLL, If they are hoarding

I men who are unmarried men or young men,

I would say that would be desirable.

It would follow that what the Army
really wants is young single men.

I have already introduced or will in-
troduce evidence to show that there are
many men today in the Army fit for line
duty who are being utilized for necessary
“housekeeping” duties. If these men
were replaced by an equal number of
men with lesser physical qualifications,
it would, of course, furnish additional
young men for combat service without
detriment to the Army as a whole.

If no further men are drafted, other

than the 18-year-olds, it has been testi-
fled that owing to shipping conditions
there would be in the Army in this coun-
try on January 1, 1945, 2,300,000 men,
and if the Army is increased from 7,300,-
009 to 7,700,000 men there would be in
the Army in this country on January 1,
1945, 2,700,000 trained men, The ques-
tion arose in the testimony whether,
under these conditions, a reduction of
500,000 in the total asked for would make
any difference in the ultimate outcome.
The questions and answers on this point
follow:

Senator DowNEY. If at this time the armed
forces were to be cut approximately 500,000
under present plans, would it not be possible
to rearrange the plans so that there would be
no loss of effective power—I mean by that
power outside the United States—until Janu-
ary 1, 19457

General MarsHALL, I do not think so, sir,

Senator DowNEY. Will you explain why not,
General?

General MarsHALL, Because by the end of
1944 we will have moved out of this country
practically all of the fighting divisions and
special troops, and we will be engaged within

this country in operating a huge base for
operations extending all over the world for
the supplying of matériel and personnel and
for the small security detachments that will
still be required over here.

That, of course, is a very general state-
ment. Obviously, when General Mar-
shall says, “We will be engaged within
this country in operating a huge base
for operations extending all over the
world for the supplying of matériel and
personnel,” he does not refer to the Army
:_ilone but to the Nation as a whole, It
is the productive organization of the
country which supplies the matériel and
it is the Navy and merchant marine
which moves it.

It is, then, necessary to revert to the
testimony of General Marshall’'s Deputy
Chief of Staff, General McNarney, to
find out the purposes and uses to which
these 2,700,000 men are to be put.

General McNarney, in his prepared
statement, page 26 of the hearings, set
out the following: .

Original allotments for the 1943 Army pro-
vided in round numbers for:

(a) Air forces and supporting arms

And fervices ... L dl o 0l L. 2, 800, 000
{b) Defense of continental United

States, Panama, the Caribbean

bases, Alaska, and Aleutians__. 530, 000
(c) Defense of our lines of com-

munication to include Australia,

the numerous islands of the Pa-

cific, maintenance of our Pacific

buses, and the defense of Ha-

350, 000
(d) Zone of the interior activi-
ties—ports, prisoners of war en=-

closures, depots, ete., in the con-

tinental United States.......-. 400, 000
(e) Men in schools—replacements,

training centers, replacement

depots, colleges (Army Special-

ized Training Program), and in

hospitals recovering from sick-

ness or wounds________________ 650, 000
(f) Overhead in the United States.

These men furnish the house-

keeping troops for all training

stations. They provide medical

care, operate utilities, perform

loeal guard, and do all the nec-

essary chores so that fleld force

units can devote their time to

intensive training oo~ 400,000
(g} Ground striking force—com-

bat divisions and supporting

o s L S T s e Sy = 2,118, 000

TDORAIT R i e il St 8, N48, 000

It will be noted, Mr, President, that
the above is based on an Army of
8,200,000, as distinguished from the pres-
ent request for 7,700,000, The above fig-
ures have been reduced, according to
General McNarney, so far as (b) classi-
fication above is concerned, by 98,000,
and so far as the (e) and (I) classifica-
tions are concerned, by 80,000, and be-
cause of shipping difficulties the War
Department revised its troop schedules
and reduced the planned strength of the
Army by a total of 562,000. (See page 27
of hearings.) That would leave the figure
of 7,700,000 by December 31, 1943, as the
total force required; or, in other words,
an increase of some 400,000 over the
7,300,000 which the Army now has.
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Of the additional number demanded,
General McNarney says—page 35:

We hope to get 70,000 women.

On page 42 of the hearings General
McNarney answered the following ques-
tion asked by me:

Senator WHEELER. Now, how many men,
General—how many men do you figure on
for the other services, such as loading of
ships, unioading of ships, and manual la-
bor—service of supply?

General McNarNgY. Services of Supply in
the zone of the interior—that means conti-
nental United States of America. Well, there
are 400,000, plus about an additional 400,000
for other overhead, which permits the units
who are in training to spend all of their time
on training.

On page 49 Senator WALLGREN asked:

Well, just what is the over-all picture?
How many men are engaged in “housekeep-
ing"” for the Army in all theaters of war as
well as the United States?

General McNArNeEY. The figures will run
nearly a third of the Army.

It follows from the above, on General
MecNarney's own testimony, so far as the
continental United States alone is con-
cerned, that 800,000 men of limited quali-
fications could be utilized in the Services
of Supply and Allied services. It is a
well-known fact that much of this work
is now being done by men qualified for
combat service. General MecNarney's
figures also show that class (e), compris-
ing 650,000 persons of limited qualifica-
tion, might perform services of this kind.
There are, then, it would seem, positions
in the Army in the continental United
States alone, amounting in all to ap-
proximately 1,450,000, where limited-
service men could be used to advantage,

But let us take the over-all picture.
General McNarney states that so far as
the over-all picture is concerned it is
necessary to have at least one-third of
the total armed forces doing “housekeep-

"ing” and related duties.

One-third of a total army of 8,200,000
would be approximately 2,700,000 men.

One-third of a total army of 7,700.000
in twrn would be approximately 2,500.000
men.

But it has been stated in the evidencz
that at no time has the Army taken in
excess of 10 percent for limited service,
and last April or May this was cut to
5 percent.

Not only is the above true, but the
actual cut in the Army this year of 562,-
000, according to General McNarney—
page 127 of hearings—does not come in
the men to be used for limited service
or Services of Supply but in its troop
schedules; in other words, in the ground
troops. Only the limited number of
88,000 of this total reduction of 562,000
came out of class (b) —defense of con-
tinental United States—and 80,000 came
out of classes (e) and (f). In other
words, there was an actual reduction of
384,000 in the number of ground troops,
combat troops, if you please.

Where is there need for more ground
troops in the face of this statement?

Continuing, General Marshall said in
his statement, beginning at page 261:

Now If we administer a cut of the nature
you describe, that would mean offhand, I
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will say, that approximately that many di-
visions will not sail in the fall of 1944,

It is difficult to follow the reasoning
behind that statement, since the reason
2,700,000 men will remain in this country
is not for lack of trained men but for
lack of shipping facilities necessary to
move them.

As General Marshall in another place
in his testimony has said, if we had the
shipping facilities we would move over-
seas at once the 5,000,000 who will be
on hand January 1, 1944.

The fact is that regardless of whether
he gets those men, and even if he moves
the men abroad as fast as he can, he will
still have 2,300,000 men in this country
on January 1, 1945, without any present
increase in the Army.

Continuing with General Marshall’s
statement, we find that he says:

¥You would be speculating on the war com-

ing to a conclusion as rapidly as has been -}

implied In some of the press and radio
statements.

The fruth is that the only thing of
which we seem to be sure is, not the ulti-
mate size of the Army needed to do the
job, which is a speculative figure, but
the limited number of men who from
time to time can be moved to the front,
due to shipping restrictions. It would
seem, then, that inductions into tke
Army should be gaged in accordance
with the Army’s ability to use men effec-
tively, as determined by the shipping re-
strictions, rather than by any precon-
ceived fizure as to what the ultimate size
of the Army should be, and that the
timing of the inductions should relate
to those known figures, rather than to
the speculative figure as to the number
of men ultimately needed.

Gensral Marshall also said:

You would have to go to work and de-
mobilize divisions right now—right now, this
week, this month—to provide men we must

have between now and the end of the cal-
endar year.

That statement cannot be separated
from the whole answer of the general
at that point. When read in their con-
text, it is obvious that those words were
used in conjunction with a discussion of
a particular prcblem then hefore the
general, a problem which called for im-
mediate solution and which he did not
see how he was going to solve without
breaking down divisions right ‘ken, to
wit, Szptember 20. The general was
stating a problem, as I say, which called
for immediate solution, to wit, the sup-
plying at that particular time of spe-
cialized troops needed for a particular
purpose at the front. -He obviously did
not plan to solve the problem by utilizing
men who have not even yet completed
their basic training. He certainly could
not solve it, since the problem was im-
mediate, through the utilization of men
which had not even been drafted at that
time. His statemert, then, had no di-
rect connection with the problem which
is facing this body, to wit, the drafting
of fathers. It was simply the statement
of a problem which then was very much
on his mind, and gives merely an insight
into some of the difficulties which beset
a chief of staff. It is impossible to come
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to any other conclusion; General Mar-
shall said he had to do it “right now,
this week, this month.” However, we are
considering the matter of the drafting
of fathers in the months of October, No-
vember, and December.

The one distinguishing feature of the
present Army, as the general repeatedly
stated throughout his testimony, is that
no man has been or is going to be sent
abroad for service until he has been fully
trained and prepared at home.

As a practical matter, if the Army had
been run on the businesslike basis on
which General Marshall says it has, he
would have no difficulty in supplying
the men at the time when he spoke,

In order to furnish replacements of
specializéd troops or others, there have
been set up in this country, on paper at
least, replacement depots. The replace-
ment depots are presumed to have on
hand men purposely sent there to meet
sudden demands for replacements. But
before a man is sent to a replacement
depot he is presumed to have had 17
weeks of basic training.

Apparently, however, the Army had
fallen down in that regard, and was un-
able to provide from the replacement
depots the men who then were on de-
mand from abroad.

That, however, has nothing whatso-
ever to do with the problem we are facing
today, to wit, the drafting of fathers—
a question which General Marshall says
is one for Congress and for the War
Manpower Commission.

Certainly, Mr, President, it cannot he
the purpose of General Marshall to take
married men into the Army, place them
in the replacement depots, and then send
them overseas with less than 17 weeks
of training, when everyone knows, and
even the Army concedes that it has
trained troops and trained divisions in
the country—men who have had train-
ing for at least 2 years, and some of them
3 years.

In addition to that, today many of the
fathers could do the work which is being
done by thousands of men who are doing
so-called housekeeping work in the
United States—guarding bridges and
other places located in various sections.

This morning I received a letter from
Walter B. Wanamaker, judge of the
Summit County Court of Common Pleas,
Akron, Ohio. The letter reads, in part,
as follows:

Desr SEnaToR: I am enclosing an article
from the morning paper which is self-
explanatory. What I can’t understand is
why this youngster has been deferred all this

time when old men with families have been
taken.

The article enclosed in the letter is a

clipping from the Cleveland Plain Dealer.
The article reads, in part, as follows:

LAYS DOWN SHEARS TO ENTER SERVICE
Latest Plain Dealer employee to enter the
Nation's armed services is Jason Rouby, 20,
editorial department copy cutter, who was
inducted into the Army this week, He will
renort for active duty October 19,

Mr. President, the Cleveland Plain
Dealer, one of the greatest newspapers
in the country, a newspaper which had
been calling for war, writes that one of
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its 20-year-old employees has been in-
ducted for service in the Army; and yet
Judge Wanamaker writes that he can-
not understand why that youngster has
been deferred until this time, when older
men with families have been taken.

I read further from Judge Wana-
maker’s letter:

May I be so bold as to criticize opposition
to the fathers' draft as one of emotional
appeal rather than the appeal to reason.

The real test is: Do our transpbrtation
and training and equipment facilities, which
we now possess, assure us the exhaustion of
the present supply of men on hand in this
country. If the General or anybody else
would be so bold as to say that we will have
transported, equipped, and have the capacity
in transportation to supply the men already
in the armed service by a year from now,
then these fathers are needed now,

If they cannot say this, then these fathers
will not be needed until the year before the
present armed supply is exhausted.

I have read all of the testimony before the
Senate Military Affairs Committee by the
various generals who testified to the con-
scripted army. None of them estimated
that more than 8 months was required to
make a thoroughly trained soldier out of a
raw recruit. I have used the figure of 12
months for an abundance of safety.

However, if we need these men, the drivel
and sentimentality about them being fath-
ers is pure emotionalism. If we do not need
them, the drivel of General Marshall that
the failure to take them would strike a worse
blow than the Japs or Germans could do
to our war effort Is likewise pure emo-
tionalism.

May I further add, that to assume that
anyone working for Franklin D, Roosevelt
is expressing his own personal good judg-
ment instead of the opinion of the Presi-
dent is a violent assumption.

I have heard over the radio this morning
ah announcement of the various States where
the fathers draft was to begin immediately
to operate. In these States, however, cer-
tain cities have been excepted where the
population is dense, such as Chicago, from
the rest of the State of Illinois. If there
are men still in the city of Chicago to fill
the draft quotas without the need of taking
fathers and the same thing applies to New
York City under this announcement, then
certainly those men who are not fathers
should be exhausted first.

Very cordially yours,
f W. B. WANAMAKER,

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp as a
part of my remarks an article entitled
“Preferential Draft Treatment for
Young Married Men,” by Dr. Constan-
tine Panunzio, of the Department of
Anthropology and Sociology, the Uni-
versity of California, Los Angeles.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
TunurELL in the chair),
tion?

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
- as follows:

|From Scientific Monthly of April 1943

PREFERENTIAL DRAFT TREATMENT FOR YOUNG
MAERIED MEN

(Mr,
Is there objec-

(By Dr, Constantine Panunzio, department
of anthropology and sociology, the Univer-
sity of California, Los Angeles)

In former wars nations generally consid-
ered only the emergency of the moment and
drew upon all men of military age regardless
of marital status and without considering
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the effect on future manpower. In general,
this haphazard practice is still being fol-
lowed. -However, the experience of the last
war plus recent studies of population fur-
nishes evidence which indicates that calling
men of certain ages may produce very serious
results in terms of future military power.

The outcome of diverse policies may per:
haps be best illustrated by recalling what
happened during the First World War in
France and England. France, in response to
the urgency of the moment, recruited from
all the men of military age, regardless of
their marital status or the reproduction-age
to which they belonged. The result was that
France had 1,040,000 fewer births during
1915-19 than it would have had if it had not
been at war. This, of course, had no ap-
parent result at the time. But 20 years later
the loss did have a profound effect. When
in 1940 France called its men to arms, it
found itself with approximately 700,000 fewer
men, 20 to 25 years of age. Germany also
had fewer births—about 2.900,000—as a re-
sult of the First World War, but Germany
was able to make up the loss by its larger
and rapidly-growing population, whereas
France, with a smaller end stationary popu-
lation was unable to do so. At least one
scholar foresaw the potential danger of that
difference. In a remarkable statement,
penned in 1918, SBavorgnan, an Italian stu=
dent of population, said that it would be
brtween 1935 and 1940 that “the shadow of
that loss in births" would hang most heavily
over France. What that loss did actually
mean to France in the crucial hour of 1940
no one can measure. There is documentary
proof, however, that German officials were
well aware of the fact and they seem to have
timed their attack to coincide with the very
moment when France was weakest in man-
power.

England, on the other hand, employed a
far-seeing policy. Utilizing the knowledge
available at the time as to the high propor-
tion of children which the younger segments
produce, England adopted a recruitment

method which made possible the mainte-,

nance of a relatively high birth rate during
the war period. Briefly stated, England's
policy generally encouraged child-bearing:
(1) it deferred married men until the end
of 1916, (2) it provided family allowances
for men who married after enlistment, (3)
it granted generous allowances to the wives
of enlisted men and for each child, and (4)
later, it made similar provisions for drafted
married men. Largely as a result of this re-
cruitment policy, the United Kingdom was
able to sustain its birth rate to a remarkable
degree. Consequently, while France lost
1,040,000 births during the war, the United
Kingdom, with a population greater by more
than four million persons, had only 650,000
fewer live births than it might have had.
Moreover, with a faster-growing population,
England was able to repair the loss while
France was not. Inasmuch as these differ-
ences bore results in terms of effective man-
power 20 years later, or between 1935 and
1940, they gave England a greater manpower
than it would have had if it had not followed
that policy. And this extra strength may
have been a decisive factor in the resistance
England was able to give Germany in 1940.
In order to realize the effect on future
manpower when youthful married men are
called to arms, it is necessary to bear in
mind that in the United States the younger
mothers give birth to a very large proportion
of all children., In 1830 (the 1940 census data
are not yet available), mothers between the
ages of 20 and 34, inclusive, produced 72.6
percent of all live births. Moreover, within
this group, it was the mothers between 20
and 24 who confributed the largest propor-
tion. Since males on the average are 3 years
older than females at first marriage, about
thiree-quarters of all births occur roughly
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when the fathers are between 23 and 87,
and within that group the greatest contribu-
tion is made by men between 28 and 27 years
of age. Or if we take into consideration a
more significant fact, age of conception, the
men would be 22 to 36 years old for the en-
tire group and 22 to 26 for the more produc-
tive element.

In terms of future manpower, then it is a
very serious matter to call any considerable
number of the married men between 22 and
36, and even more so to call married men be-
tween the ages 22 and 26. It is true that
some of these men are urgently needed; still,
the future strength of the Nation makes it
imperative to give some consideration to de-
ferring them, whenever possible. It is a
striking fact that Germany, though facing
a far more difflcult situation, is doing every-
thing in its power to maintain or even raise
the birth rate in the midst of war.

For the United States the problem is even
more acute because our military forces are
stationed far away, which in most cases ren-
ders it impossible for men to return home
even though on leave. Because of this fact,
the withdrawal of men of the specified ages
cuts down births at a greater rate and creates
more of a loss in future manpower than in
countries close to the seenes of operations.

Likewise, the withdrawal from home of
married women between the ages of 20 and
32, even for essential war industry and serv-
ice, is a matter of great concern, since such
a procedure inevitably decreases the repro-
duction activity of these women.

Our situation is even more serious because
the population of this country is fast be-
coming stationary, while the populations of
some rival countries are still growing rapidly.
Our present rate of increase is barely enough
for replacement, while that of Japan, for ex-
ample, is considerably above it. By 1970,
Japan’s total population is expected to in-
crease by about 30,000,000, while that of the
United States will add 18,000,000. And since
the age structure of the two nations is mark-
edly different, Japan will have an appreci-
ably greater proportionate increase in man-
power than will the United States. Any loss
in births at present on the part of the United
States will, therefore, be far more serious
than that which Japan can experience. In
view of these facts, the United States and
Japan will face a manpower situation some-
what similar to that which France and Ger-
many faced in 1940. This statement is in-
tended to create alarm, but even more to
stress the full import of the situation. Even
if we should deal Japan a knock-out blow
now, in the mext generation we may be
obliged to confront a nation with an even
greater manpower than it now possesses.

As one authoritative voice has expressed
it, “With a large element of our able-bodied
men in the armed services—and the conse-
quent disruption of family life and postpone-
ments of marriage—the effective fertility of
the American people is likely to fall below
the level required to maintain a stationary

' population. Evidently our population policy

must be given serious consideration in the
councils that are guiding the Nation through
its problems in these difficult times.”

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, in
commenting on the article by Dr. Panun-
zio, the Washington Post, in an editorial
in its issue of July 6, said:

LOST GENERATION?

The induction of married men into the
Army appears to be proceeding steadily, but
the discussion as to the wisdom or un-
wisdom of this policy also continues. In all
the discussion an aspect of the question has
up to now been pretty genérally overlooked.
And that is the effect of the policy on the
national birthrate. The relationship of the
national birthrate to the national manpower
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is, or should be, self-evident. It is also
pretty obvious that the present manpower
crisis is to a large extent a consequence of
the steeply declining birthrate of the past
2 decades.

In the June issue of the Scientific Monthly,
Dr. Constantine Panunzio, sociologist of the
University of California, points out that the
age groups from which married men are now
being drafted into service are precisely the
ages which represent the period of maximum
fertility. “In terms of future manpower,"”
observes Dr, Panunzio, “it is a very serious
matter to call any considerable number of the
married men between 22 and 86. * * *
For the United States the problem is even
more acute because our military forces are
stationed far away, which in most cases
renders it impossible for men to return home
even ‘though on leave, * * * Likewise,
the withdrawal from home of married women
between the ages of 20 and 32, even for es-
sential war industry and service, is a matter
of grave concern, since such a procedure in-
evitably decreases the reproduction activity
of these women."”

Long before Pearl Herbor the net repro-
ductive rate in the United States had fallen
below the replacement level, and the country
was approaching the point of a stationary
population. Dr. Panunzio evidently fears
that the mobilization of so many young men
and women in the most fertile age groups
may make even a stationary population im-
possible.

At the same time the birthrate of exactly
those nations which seem most likely to be-
come our rivals in future is steadily rising.
By 1970, Dr. Panungzio points out, for exam-
ple, Japan's population will have increased
by 40,000,000, while ours will have increased
at best only 18,000,000. Not only that, but
because of the much more favorable distri-
bution of age groups Japan will have “an
appreciably greater proportionate increase
in manpower” than we. Japan, indeed, may
be decisively defeated this time, and so be
deprived of sustenance at home and abroad
for a thriving population. But so were the
Germans decisively defeated in 1918, and look
what happened to them. There is no assur-
ance that a generation hence we may not have
to confront a Japan “with an even greater
manpower than it now possesses.” That also
applies to the Germans, who are now build-
ing up future reserves of manpower by forced
breeding and by drafting the young men of
the occupied countries. It looks as if they
are bent upon trying again to win the peace
as the prospect of winning the war becomes
overcast.

History, we think, might possibly show that
this matter of national birthrates may have
& good deal more to do with deciding the
political destiny of the world than any num-
ber of peace plans, charters, or vice presiden-
tial speeches. Anyway, however much we
may hope for permanent peace, it would not
be the part of statesmanship to ignore utterly
the possibility that 25 years from now we may
have to fight yet another war of survival. If
g0, let us hope the manpower and Selective
Bervice authorities of that war will have no
reason to curse the short-sightedness of their
predecessors, as the British are now cursing
the haphazardness in manpower policy of
their rulers in World War No. 1.

From the social angle, the fact is that
when we .draft American fathers we
jeopardize the existence of the American
home. The wife and mother is left with
bewildering and cruel alternatives. She
must either depend upon her parents for
support, always supposing her parents
are able to help her, or she must place her
children in an institution while she looks
for work—if she is able to work—in order
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to help support them. It is impossible
for a mother to support herself and her
children on the allotment she receives
from the Government; and each day of
rising prices for foodstuffs makes the task
more impossible. But even if the allot-
ment were doubled or tripled, the chief
problem would not be met; that is, the
problem of making American children
wards of the state and of breaking up
the American home.

It is unthinkable that an administra-
tion which has talked more about build-
ing and making secure the home should
unwittingly countenance policies which
will destroy the very essence of American
democracy. - Today, we have the Social
Security Act, the home owners’ loan,
Federal housing law, and many others,
all aimed at strengthening the family.

No administration in the history of this
country has ever talked more about pre-
serving the American home and about
humanitarian policies than has the pres-
ent administration; and yet the act of
taking fathers into the Army when it is
not necessary is having a worse effect
upon the future of the country and upon
American homes and children than have
the evils sought to be corrected by all the
social legislation which this administra-
tion has sponsored, and which has been
enacted by a Democratic Congress. We
are undoing everything that has been
done to help American homes and to
help the children of the country. We are
not only destroying what we have done

but we are completely breaking down the

moral standards of our young people, as
has been pointed out time and time again
by ministers of the gospel from one end
of the country to the other, by workers
in child-welfare organizations, by school
teachers, professors, and many others,
even including J. Edgar Hoover.

So much for the social angle. Now,
for the economic angle. It is a known
fact that the key men in most war plants
are married men and the single men
hold the less important and replaceable
jobs.

Second. The turn-over in those plants,
as I have previously stated, runs as high
as 300 percent; and it is stated that
turn-over is the biggest problem. I have
tried to get, without success, figures
broken down to show whether or not the
men involved in the business of turn-
over are single men or married men. It
stands to reason, however, that men
with wives and children cannot move
with the rapidity of single men; and it
is my belief that when these figures are
obtained they will show that this turn-
over applies almost exclusively to single
men and nonfathers.

Thirdly. From the financial angle, al-
lotments will have to be substantially in-
creased in the event of the drafting of
men with families, and in case of dis-
ability from service the Government
would be called upon to pay out greatly
increased sums of money for the sup-
port of families, as compared with simi-
lar disability allowances in the cases of
single men.

Lastly, from the businessmen with
whom I have talked I believe it will be
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found that if we draft these men we will
undermine the whole civilian economy of
the Nation, which is today dependent
upon the continued ability to use these
men. %

From the strictly military point of
view, I have already stated General Mar-
shall's preference for single men. In
this connection Lieutenant General
McNarney had previously testified that,
all things being equal, the Army would
prefer single men and nonfathers to
fathers with children. This, it seems to
me, should be self-evident.

From all angles—social, economic,
financial, and military—there seems to
be no question in anyone’s mind that the
drafting of single men and nonfathers
is preferable to the drafting of married
men with children. The adoption of an
opposite policy would run counter to the
long-term interests of the Nation. I do
not believe that anyone will dispute that
conclusion.

Mr. President, I now wish to take up
some questions dealt with by the Tru-
man committee report. When the Sen-
ator from Missouri [Mr., TrRuMAN] spoke
it was late in the day. I wish to call at-
tention to some of the things which he
said. He had made a long study of the
whole manpower situation. In a recent
address he said:

It is only by actually engaging the enemy
in combat that victory can be achieved. The
enemy is not impressed by news that we are
induecting more men into the Army. He is
only impressed by the soldiers that he is
forced to meet in combat. For these reasons
it is idle and foolish to talk of mere numbers
in our Army or to seek to have as many men
in the Army in this country as there are in
the Army inside Japan.

In theory our job {8 to induct men into
the Army at the rate and at the time that
will enable them upon completion of their
training to go abroad, either for actual com-
bat or as reserves to support those in actual
combat in case of need.

We should not induct men before there is
a reasonable expectancy that they can be
sent abroad at the end of their training. For
these reasons I strongly urged about a year
agu in Boston that the Army should exercise
the utmost care in determining its size and
the rate of induction, so as not unneces-
sarlly and carelessly to increase our man-
power shortage, which even then was our
greatest single limiting factor. =

I am glad to note that the Army has re-
duced its original estimate of requirements
of 8,248,000 men by 562,000, part of which
was achieved by reductions in its overhead
and in the replacement and school programs.
But even with these reductions (the reduc-
tions from 8,248,000 by 562,000 men) and
even assuming that the Army is successful in
its efforts to transport abroad 4,750,000 men
by the end of 1944, we still would have almost
3,000,000 men in uniform within the conti-
nental limits of the United States at the end
of 1944, The great majority of these would
have been in the Army from 1 to 2 years.

I am well aware that we need many men
in essential activities at home such as house-~
keeping at the numerous Army posts, defense
of Continental United States and guard
duties over prisoners. * * * But I do
question whether we need 5,000,000 men in
the Army this month in Continental United
States and whether the Army needs this year
an additional 630,000 men, so that even if
we achieve our hoped-for goal of 4,750,000
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men abroad by the end of 1944, we shall still
have 3,000,000 men left in this country.

The fact is that the number of men who
have been in the Army for 12 months or
more and are still in the United States has
been steadily increasing until today we have
many hundreds of thousands of men in the
Army who are impatient to be sent abroad
or home. The other members of the com-
mittee, of which I am chairman, and my-
self have Inspected a large number of Army
camps and have had the privilef : of talking
with hundreds of the men in the ranks about
their work, i

Over and over again we have been told
that the soldler is doing now the same thing
that he was doing 6 months or a year or
even 2 years ago and that he is learning
nothing new.

The hoys themselves and their relatives and
friends are fully aware of this situation, and
they properly resent it.

That statement was not made by me.
It was not made by an individual who has
not visited the Army camps. It was made
by the chairman of the Truman com-
mittee, the Senator from Missouri, who
has investigated war plants and Army
camps from one end of the country to
the other.

I continue to quote from the address
delivered by the Senator from Missouri
[Mr. TRuMAN];

There are many reasons for this waste of
manpower by the Army itself. But, after
making full allowance for all these things,
the fact still remains that many who have
been inducted into the Army are not being
productively employed. If and when they
are productively employed, the total require-
ments of the Army can safely be reduced
very substantially. The same is true of the
Navy. Surely it is the duty of the Army
before disrupting families and civilian indus-
tries to make sure that it is effectively utiliz-
ing the men it already has and that it can
effectively utilize those that it still seeks to
induct.

Mr. President, all I have asked for and
all T am seeking is that the men who now
are in the Army be utilized, that the
men in the camps be properly utilized,
that the military authorities use the
manpower they can obtain before they
take married men who are fathers.

Mr. President, I would be the last one
to stand on this floor and say that if the
Army needed married fathers, I should
want to prevent their being taken. I
know of no member of the Senate who
would say such a thing. However, I
submit there is no one who has investi-
gated the situation, including Mr. Ba-
ruch, who admits he has not visited a
single Army camp, but has had other
persons visit camps for him, and there is
not a Senate committee which has inves-
tigated the situation, who does not know
that the manpower of the United State;
is not being properly used.

Again, the Senator from Missouri said
in his address:

There is a most serious question as to
whether the attempt to take more than a
million more men during the next 3 months
will not do more harm than good. The in-
duction of fathers must stand or fall on its
own merits, and it is my opinion that be-
fore undertaking that very serious step with
all the disruptive consequences that would
be entailed, it Is up to the Army and the
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Navy to demonstrate that they have reduced
their requirements to the bare minimum by
efficiently utilizing all the men that they
now have. I believe that by so doing they
can reduce their requirements by several
hundred thousand men without impairing
thelr striking power.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have the remaining quotations
from the address delivered by the junior
Senator from Missouri printed at this
point in the REecorp as a part of my
remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bur-
ToN in the chair). Is there objection?

There being no objection, the excerpts
were ordered to be printed in the Rec-
orp, as follows:

If and when they are productively em-
ployed the total requirements of the Army
can safely be reduced very substantially.
The same is true of the Navy. Surely it
is the duty of the Army before disrupting
families and civilian industries to make sure
that it is effectively utilizing the men it al-
ready has and that it can effectively utilize
those that it still seeks to induct. We are
engaged in total war, The armed services
have properly been accorded a first call upon
the Nation’s manhood, buf it is not and
cannot safely be a blank check. To win
this war mass production is essential. We
must have an uninterrupted flow of materials
from the mines and quarries, forests and
farms, on through to the finished products.
We must not only have the materials needed
for our armed forces, but we must have those
needed to supply our essential civilian re-
quirements. We must maintain our trans-
portation industry and provide the railroad,
truck, and bus companies with the facilities
to continue their vital work. We must pro-
vide the farmer with machinery to enable
him to raise greater crops with less labor.
In short, we must maintain a sound, healthy
economy, so that the fearful burden of the
greatest war in history can be sustained, not
for months or for a year or so, but for as
many years as are necessary to achieve total
victory. The more that can be left for civilian
use the stronger we will become. After we
have won the war we must have a founda-
tion on which to rebuild and make secure the
American way of life. Any frittering away
of our resources of manpower or materials,
whether oy the armed forces or by civilians,
will weaken us, and if carried too far, will
sow the seeds of discord and dissatisfaction
that might make us a prey to overtures for a
stalemate peace

Nearly a year ago the committee of which
I am chairman, in its report on manpower,
warned that a serious manpower shortage
existed, and pointed out a number of simple
and practical means of alleviating the short-
age by the efficient utilization by industry
and the armed services of the men available
to them. Huge blocks of manpower are still
being hoarded or wasted by the continuance
of practices which management and labor
have a clear duty to end. It has been sug-
gested that the way to abolish these evils
is to pass a national service act, and the
Under Secretary of War has frankly admitted
that a major reason for the Army’'s desire to
induct fathers is to force them into war
work. Such proposals are attractive because
of their simplicity. But, unfortunately, it is
not possible to end these problems by legis-
lative fiat, especially where that action simply
sets up a huge, unwieldy bureaucratic or-
ganization with a direction to make literally
thousands of important determinations. Our
prior experience with such bureaus and with
the existing manpower agencies does not war-
rant any confidence that the benefits would
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equal or exceed the decided detriment of try-
ing to get production out of forced labor.

There Is no substitute for efficiency. It
15 efficiency that we must seek, and not more
complex and unworkable controls, Certainly
the draft of fathers Is not warranted as a
mere scheme to force a shift of manpower.

L] L] L L] L]

This was recognized by the Under Secre-
tary of War, who stated that he realized that
men in aircraft plants should be deferred.
Work in aircraft plants Is by no means the
only essential occupation. A ftruck driver
moving important freight may be even more
necessary, even though on first impression
he appears to be engaged in a strictly non-
war activity.

. L L] - L

At the same time I believe that both in-
dustry and labor are under obligation to stop
practices that hoard and waste manpower,
and that every man, including fathers, who
hopes for deferment should be very certain
that he is actually engaged in the type of
work in which he can make the best con-
tribution to the war effort. The lessened
pressure on local draft boards to meet stiff
quotas should enable them to exercise a care-
ful discretion, so as not to take men where
great hardship would be involved, who are
already usefully employed in work which,
although not always war work, is essential
to the country.

We must not permit hardship and suffer-
ing by drafting men whose families will be
left without support and will become a bur-
den on the public, just because we lack the
courage and ability to force the armed serv-
ices and industry and labor to utilize effi-
ciently a supply of manpower that Is ade-
quate to do all that needs to be done.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the fact that anything I may say
upon this subject will not change any
votes in this body. I appreciate that my
Democratic colleagues are apparently
not particularly interested in ascertain-
ing the facts. I wish to say, however, in
all seriousness, that the time will come
in the not far distant future when they
will be interested. If they follow
blindly——

Mr. BARKELEY. Mr. President, if the
Senator will yield there, I should like to
call attention, for the Recorp, inasmuch
as the Senator from Montana has sin-
gled out his Democratic colleagues, that
there are as many Democratic colleagues
present in the Senate as there are Re-
publican colleagues.

Mr. WHEELER. Well, Mr. President,
there have not been all afternocon. If
there are now, it is the first time there
have been, However, the time will come,
whether they are Democrats or Repub-
licans, when they will be interested in
the subject; because it is one which af-
fects not only 446,000 fathers, but also
446,000 mothers, countless children, and
grandparents and other relatives. If any
Members of the Senate do not believe for
one moment that the people of the United
States are interested in endeavoring to
prevent the breaking up of American
homes and the throwing into the streets
of children, and if Members of the Sen-
ate do not think the people of the country
believe it is the duty of the Congress of
the United States to stop the waste of
manpower in the Government bureaus
and the hoarding which is taking place
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in various industries throughout the
country, whether such Senators are Re-
publicans or Democrats, they will be
sadly mistaken. If they do not believe
they are breaking down the morale of the
American people in the war effort by
inducting fathers into the military serv-
ice they are sadly mistaken.

Anyone who examines the mail I have
received cannot fail to be impressed by
the recital in the letiers of the facts upon
which the writers base their opinions and
conclusions. I refer not merely to per-
sons who have written to me “I agree
with you,” but to specific instances of
Army officers and privates who, in writ-
ing about such matters are violating the
rules,of the service but who, neveirthe-
less, are writing to me because they are
distressed because they are lying around
doing nothing—not untrained men, but
men who have been trained. I have also
received letters from labor organizations
pointing out the waste of manpower, the
hoarding of young men who are being
deferred while fathers are being taken
into the service. I have received letters
stating that draft boards all over the
United States are-resigning because of
resentment over the drafting of fathers.
I have received letters from ministers of
the gospel, lawyers, doctors, and busi-
nessmen.

As I have said, I am not interested in
any particular piece of legislation. I
should like to see the problem worked
out by the departments, by the Govern-
ment itself. There is no excuse under
the sun why it has not been worked out
before. However, after making a very
brilliant speech with reference to the
matter, and after criticizing the situa-
tion more severely than I have criticized
it, my distinguished friend and col-
league, the junior Senator from Missouri
[Mr. TrRuman], has said that legislation
which would defer the drafting of fath-
ers would be class legislation, and that
the matter should be left to the depart-
ments. Of course, Mr. President, the
whole Selective Service Act is class legis-
lation. When by Exczcutive order the
Presicdent of the United States ex2mpted
275,000 men between the ages of 38 and
45, that was class legislation. So the
whole thing is based upon class legisla-
tion, and of necessity, so.

Mr. President, at this point I desire to
read for the REcorp, whether anyone is
Interested or nct, a newspaper article
concerning draft board 208. The head-
line reads:

Draft board 20B, made to defer 28 EB Co.
‘men by higher-ups, will not induct men in
their places.

The article reads as follows:

BronIiNGToN —The selective service board
at Stonirgten, covering district 20-B, and
long known as opposed to any plan to send
fathers to the front so long as there are
single men in defense plants who could be
replaced, was forced last night to change its
idea of fairness in the matter of deferments,
. according to the chairman, Col. Bourdon A,
Babcock, of Paweatuck.

The beard has been at odds with the State
and National selective-service headquarters
en the subject for some time, but no open
break rame until last night, when it received
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instructions from the headquarters of the
Btate selective service in Hartford to reverse
its decision and attitude on the manning
replacement table. ;

More specifically, the order concerned 28
single men in the employ of Eleciric Boat
Co. who have been ordered to report for in-
duction on May 18, but who now can count
on further deferment.

Members of the draft board indicated
through a spokesman following the meeting
that they were bowing humbly to influence
from Hartford and Washington, but their
“forced” decision is not going to put 28 mar-
ried men or men with dependents 28 steps
nearer the Army, as it would appear, for
they voted not to eall an additional 28 men
to replace those given deferments. Thus
when the May 18 contingent leaves, it will
be 28 men shert.

Under the manning replacement table,
every man who has a defeiment because of
war Industry activity has a date set against
his name when his deferment ends. The
State board ge's a ccpy of this deferment.
and they order the local boards to defer the
man until that date, when he will aga’ - be
placed in I-A.

Members of the board in Stonington have
steadfastly maintained that this was not
binding upon them. Colonel Babcock said
the matter came to an issue March 11 when
the beard refused to defer 28 employees of
the Electric Boat Co. and placed them all in
I-A. The mauning table would give them
deferment anywhere from 2 to 12 months.

SUBMIT UNDER COMPULSION

The State ordered them reclassified. Colo-
nel Babcock said his group recpened the
cases, considered each one of them and re-
fused to change the classifications, and on
April 22 sent notice to each one to report
for induction on May 18.

This action was taken by the lccal board
because of commitments and agreements
previously made by the Electric Boat Co, of-
ficials releasing these men for induction dur-
ing April, Colonel Babeock said.

Friday, April 24, accoiding to the Ston-
ington board, Col. George Sturges, executive
ofiicer of the selective-service board in Con-
necticut. and Col. George Morin, who is in
charge of occupational deferment, attended
the meeting of the board in Stonington town
hall, They were quoted as makinrg a per-
sonal appeal to the 20-B officials to go along
with the manninrg plan “as advocated in
Washington.” The board refused by unan-
imous vote to g.ant the request.

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

Mr. WHEELER. I yield.

Mr, WILEY. The Senator cited an in-

" stance in Connecticut of a local board

refusing to fill its quota by inducting
married men. I am informed that in
a number of States that practice has
been followed for some time, while®in
other States when the quota has been
assigned and the local boards have used
up the single men, then they have taken
married men. Now I should like to ask
the Senator a question. Has the local
board plenary powe: in that respect?
Has it the complete power to refuse to
induct married men to meet the quota,
as the board in Connecticut has doene,
until all beards have reached the posi-
tion where they have no single men to
induct? g

Mr. WHEELER. I will say, in answer
to the Senator’s question, that many
persons say that it is all up to the loecal
boards, but T noticed the other day that

=

OCTOBER 1

in one place where a draft board re-
fused to take married men they were
ousted from their positions by the Na-

tional Selective Service Board. I-think
that will answer the question.
Here is another case. I quote from

the Harrisburg (Pa.) Telegram cof Ssp-
tember 27 under the heading *“Base
overstaffzd with young men eligible for
Army, G. A. Gnau asserts.” The article
reads:

Clifford A. Gnau, quartermaster-adjutant
of the Pennsylvania department of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States, today delivered a broadside against
alleged practices at the Middletown Alr Depot
and asserted that he is in full accord with
statements of Congressman Fonest A,
Haepnrss, Indiana, regarding deferments at
the alr post

Gnau is also chairman of Harrisburg City
Drafi Beard No. 1, which he says alone has
two to three hundred registrants employed
at Middletown.

“The depot Is ovr staffed with young men
whose presence is unnecessary to its efii~ient
operation,” declared Gnau, “and from reports
received women at the dcpot perform more
work per capita than the young ‘heroes’ who
virtuously proclaim to all who will listen -
that they are performing a vital service ta
their country.”

Gnau, a veteran of World War No. 1,
wounded in action overseas, added, “I further
believe most of the Army officers stationed
at the depot will sign any request for de-
ferment placed on their desk by a subordi-
nate, inasmuch as a considerable number
of the officers have no conception of what it
is all about and should be assigned tc combat
duty, instead of fighting the ‘battle of Mid-
dletown'.”

Here is a letter which comes from
headquarters, Camp Tyson, office of
Post Engineer, Camp Tyson, Tenn., Sep-
tember 28, 1943:

I read in the morning paper that you
charge that the Army is not making full use
of its manpower. You state that there are
at present experienced pilots In the Army
that are driving jeeps and doing menial
tasks, while the Army proceeds to spend
millions of dollars training Inexperienced
mer:.

Let me say that I agree with you 100
percent on this statement. Only I say that
you do not state the truly full extent to
which the Army is wasting these men,

I know that you are very busy, but i you
care to have additional information, sworn
to, T will be glad to do what 1 can.

Many men that are in the Army now, do-
ing menial tasks, were in the Royal Canadian
Alr Force. They returned to the United States
with the -ldea that they would get a [fair
chance to fly, only once they were here they
were told that they were physically unquali-
fie* and all this time Canada had been
training these men for combat flying, Cer-
tainly no one can object to the record of the
Royal Air Force, and the Canadian Air Force
*n this war. They have set an enviable
ecord, a recoerd which this country has not
touched even if given the same amcunt of
time In comparieon with the time element
under which the R. C. A, F. and the R A. F,
have operated.

I say that there are mrny pilots in the Army
who could be used for less exacting dutles
than combat flying.. These men would right
now, for the most part, qualify in the
R. C. A, P. as combat pilots. T have logged
180 hours, I was In the Air Corps last year,
I was finally disqualified because of so-called
faulty eolor vision. The odd part is {hat 2
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months earller I had passed a combat physi-
cal examination in Montreal, Canada. When
I was enlisted in the United States, they
were aware of this, but I was told that I
would obtain a waiver in consideration of
my flying hours. Of course, I never received
it. At present I am doing drafting work for
the post engineers here at Camp Tyson,
Tenn. 1 assure you that in the last 3
_morths I have made but one drawing. All
we do Is to sit around day after day. I
would like to see combat duty, but I have
experience in flying, and I will only fight
when I am given a fair chance to fly. There
are many fellows like myself who grew up
with aviation In the past 10 years. These
fellows are no better treated than I was. Fly-
ing means all to fellows that have grown up
with it, and the last 10 years have been the
fastest that aviation has ever experienced.

The other day I quoted a statement
that there were several thousand—I
think the number was beltween three and
five thousand—capable of flying' who
were doing other things. That informa-
tion was given to me by a high Govern-
ment official who was in a position to
know what he was talking about. Ob-
viously, he told me he could not let me
use his name; but he said it was costing
$35,000 to train a flyer; that, scattered
from one end of the country to the other,
they had men who had flown all the way
from 160 or 180 up to 1,000 hours who
were now doing menial work. That may
be a businesslike way to conduct such
affairs.

I read now from a letter from Green
Bay, Wis.:

Just recently our local chapter, Fort How-
ard, No. 164, Military Order of the Purple
Heart, sent a resolution to the two Wiscon-
sin Senators and to our Congressman * * *
opposing the drafting of pre-Pearl Harbor
fathers until all single men of military fit-
ness, regardless of their station in life or
position, were given the opportunity to serve
in the armed forces. :

Next is a letter from New York regard-
ing draft board No. 2 in Union, N. J., and
I read the following clipping:

Vinecent deP. Slavin, chairman of local
board 2 in Union Township, today called
upon Congress to Investigate the “unfair
conditions” within the Selective Service
Bystem.

Declaring abuse of the replacement sched-
ule has reached a point where industry is
controlling the local boards, Slavin said
War Manpower Commissioner McNutt's re-
cent order to call fathers October 1 would be
unnecessary if deferments were taken away
from available single men. Slavin asked the
legislators to “upset McNutt's plans until the
system operates fairly.”

Blavin said a conference with Erwin L.
Meisel, his board's secretary; Frank J. Ott, a
board member, and Harrison B. Johnson,
Government appeal agent, resulted in a deci-
sion to classify all fathers in 3-D so long as
the board has one unmarried man deferred.

LETTER TO ROOSEVELT

Slavin, who recently stirred Nation-wide
comment by posting a list of his board's de-
ferred registrants and the reasons for their
deferment, revealed he has sent letters of
protest to State and Federal authorities, de-
claring his board is “disgusted and dis-
couraged in an apparent unfairness in the
operation of the Selective Service System.”
The letters, mailed last night, went to Presi-
dent Roosevelt, each Senator and Representa-
tive, Secretary of War Stimson, McNutt, Na-
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tional BSelective Service Director Hershey,
and New Jersey Director Bloomer,

From Tacoma, Wash., comes the fol-
lowing letter:

When you say the shipyards in Tacoma
are overstaffed you are right. Three men for
every job. Young single men being deferred
every 6 months under the pretext of necessity.

I talked with a single man 23 years of age
yesterday. He is supposed to have a key
position. He gets a deferment every 6
months. I asked him whether he could be
replaced. He laughed and said, "Hell, yes.
I could break in a man in 2 weeks’ time on
my job. All I have got down there is a
perpetual vacation.”

That is signed by E. C. Carlson, Ta-
coma, Wash.

I have received the following telegram
from Nashville, Tenn.:

Have Gilbert Biron, chairman, loeal draft
board No. 4, Mobile, Ala,, testify during the
present manpower hearing. He recently re-
slgned in protest over blanket deferment
belng given new workers in his district.
Make the committee hear both sides.

I read the following from a letter I
have received from Gulfport, Miss.:

I am 43 years old. I enlisted April 27, 1943,
At the time of my enlistment I was making
approximately $135 per weck. .I have went
through boot training and I am now ready
to sail overseas. Many men younger than I
am are getting out of the armed forces on
account of their age. That, sir, is a condi-
tion of their mind rather than a condition
of their bodies. Truihfully speaking, sir,
can't this age limit be raised? Let's have less
orphans; let’s have more men my age in this
thing.

The writer adds, “I am a Democrat.”

I have here a letter from the past com-
mander of Furniture City Post, No, 258,
of the American Legion, in which he
states:

Desr SENATOR WHEELER: I am very much
opposed to the drafting of fathers until a
thorough investigation of all occupational
deferments is made. There are too many
doubtful deferments in this community, and
they have been too freely resorted to. Why
not purge the selective service lists so that
all available manpower can be taken before
drafting fathers?

Who is going to take care of the families
of drafted fathers?

Frankly, this is the opinion of a majority
of the World War No. 'l veterans and the
man on the street.

Respectfully yours,
i THORNE J. BROWN,
Past Commander,

That is from Grand Rapids. I read
now from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat
of September 29:

Expressing indignation at exaggerated
claims of young men in war plants concern-
ing their essentiality, three members of the
five-man draft board ih St, Charles County,
just out of Bt. Louis, resigned yesterday
rather than draft fathers instead of these
men.

“We have been hesitant to take this ac-
tion,” a letter signed by the three and sent
to State selective service headquarters
pointed out, “but have felt for some days
that our usefulness to the Selective Service
has definitely been curtailed.”

The following appeared in the Boston
Herald on September 28:
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Navy Yarp Lanor WAsTE Is CHARGED—MANY
Do NoTtHING, City CounciL ToLp

If Boston has become a critical labor short-
age area, the Federal Government has made
it so by permitting or helping to foster “in-
tolerable” conditions at the Charlestown Navy
Yard, City Councilman Michael L. Kinsella,
of Charlestown, declared at yesterday's council
meeting.

Kinsella, himself employed at the navy
yard as a clerk for a private contractor, as-
serted that a great wealth of manpower was
being wasted through mismanagement both
at the Charlestown yard and its annex in
South Boston. Directing his criticism largely
at the Navy officers in charge of the yard,
he said that *“because of-mismanagement,
some 56,000 workers are employed in Charles-
town and South Boston when 30,000 cculd do
the work.”

CHARGES OVERMANNING

“Go in the navy yard and you'll find the
men stumbling all over each other,” he said.
“Go by the admiral's house, and youll find
able-bodled civilians—some in their early
30’s—doing nothing but keeping the admiral’s
hedge in good condition.”

He said that among the naval ofiicers are
some “who make their betters defer to them,
and they have a great talent for counter-
manding the orders of high-ranking civillan
employees who in many instances have 25
to 30 years experience in the yard.”

He declared that among the personnel at
the yard are “the worst frauds and fakers,
starting with the naval officers and going
down the line to the last man employed, that
this city has ever had to tolerate.”

“STANDING AROUND"

“Go through the yard and you'll see hun-
dreds of male employees doing nothing but
standing around and chewing the fat with
golodd-looklng girls who also are stalling,” he
said,

“You'll find two able-bodied men carrying
a piece of steel six to eight feet long—one
of them at each end—because of some silly
yard rule that in the case of a piece of steel
over a certain length, two men must be used
to carry it.

“Fhey want gardeners there to take care
of the admiral’s lawn, and laborers to take
care of the captains’ lawns. Some of the of-
ficers still have their tennis courts. They
didn't convert them into Victory gardens.”

He said that in his “honest opinion,” not
less: than one-fourth of the 380,000 employed
in the yard from 7 a. m. to 3:40 p. m. are
“unproductive for eight hours of the day be-
cause they cannot possibly work in such num-
bers; the space is not there.”

“They say Boston is a critical labor short-
age area,” Kinsella said. “If this is true, the
Government has made it so. They should
survey the labor situation at the navy yard,
and when they start kicking out the fakers
and phonies, they should throw out some of
the ‘brass hats’ with them."”

I call the atfention of the junior Szn-
ator from Alabama [Mr. HimLl to the
following telegram from his State:

Check Brookley Field about draft dodgers.
It's full of them. It takes 10 men to do 1
man's job.

BURT SHERMAN.

The following is a letter written to a
Member of the House of Representatives
from St. Louis, Mo.:

As you know I have been here at Curtiss-
Wright for the past 5 months and I am taking
advantage of our past friendship to write you
this letter.




7984

Our plant here, and I imagine it is true
of most plants, has an unbelievable number
of single and just married men in their
early twenties, who could be replaced to good
advantage by any normal girl. These boys
are out-and-out draft dodgers and in most
cases when I talk to them they laugh and
admit it.

I read a telegram from Jacksonville,
Il.:

Hon. Burton K. WHEELER,
United States Senator,
Washington, D, C.:

You are right. We have dozens of 4-F
slackers in this town. Some have no chil-
dren. Some are single, never been examined.

Dr. AusTiNn C. KINGSLEY.

I read another sent to me from San
Francisco by E. C. Nelson:

I agree with your position in the man-
power situation, particularly with respect to
cost-plus-fixed-fee contracts. As a practic-
ing certified public accountant, engaged prin-
cipally in work for contractors handling war
contracts, I have observed that this type of
contract encourages the hoarding of man-
power as well as tying up thousands of
Government auditors who are engaged in the
detail of auditing of costs under these con-
tracts. The Government could obtain a huge
pool of manpower and better results by grant-
ing lump-sum contracts subject to renego-
tlation for excessive profits and, at the same
time, encourage competent contractors by
providing for higher profit incentives based
on low costs.

Mr. President, I have in my hand a
sworn statement of conditions on war
jobs in California from which I read as
follows:

DiNUBA, CALIF., September 17, 1943.

I, the undersigned, Claud Columbus Smith,
34 years of age and an American citizen, do
hereby swear that the following is a true
statement of facts and conditions:

° That I was employed as steamfitter at $1.75

per hour on September 7, 8, 9, and 10, 1943,
on the construction of an Army hospital in
Van Nuys, Calif. Work conditions were so lax
that actual work accomplished could have
been done in half the time if there had been
proper supervision, and I attribute the poor
supervision to the cost-plus practice of doing
business. Here is an example: I asked the
foreman for permission to send my helper for
a piece of 2-inch pipe, 7' inches long. He
would have had to have gone a distance of
450 yards which would have consumed about
5 minutes. The foreman said, “No. The boss
doesn’t want you down there, because you are
supposed to be out in the fleld working. If
he sees you or your helper down there, he
knows you are not working.” So we did 15
minutes’ work that day and 20 minutes’ the
next. On the third day, the needed piece was
delivered by truck. In the meantime we were
trying to cateh this truck driver to deliver it
for us. When the delivery was made by a
ton-and-a-half truck, this one piece, weighing
about 8 pounds, was all that was on it.

I have three brothers with the armed
forces, and was too disgusted with the job
to continue. I quit of my own free will. In
fact, I haven't gone around for my check
yet. The idea that someone was making 10
or 20 percent——through various subcontrac-
tors—on the $17.33 a day I was receiving,
and stabbing the taxpayers in the back at
the same time, was too much for me to take.
The Army needs this hospital, more beds for
wounded Americans, and contractors encour-
age stalling around so their profits will run
higher,
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I have worked on various construction jobs
in California during the past 2 years, and I
have seen blueprints put out by rookie engi-
neers that were all wrong. And when we
knew they were wrong, we had to use them
anyway. Later, some of them had to be
broken out, others that were welded had to be
cut out and thrown in the scrap pile.

Then the man making the statement
proceeds to give other illustrations.

I read from a letter addressed to me
from Madison, Wis., by a sergeant in the
Army:

I am a soldier at Truax Field, Madison, Wis.
I heard your address the 24th of September
on Deferring Fathers.

L] -

.
L] L] -

I heartily agree with you that fathers
should be deferred from military service, and
I term they would be useless to us even as
common supply men. Their spirit would be
low because of their constent worrying over
their families; and a low morale can cause
discontent among other members of the
service.

- * - - L

The Army needs clear minds and capable
men for the many changes in assignments
given to the men daily.

Then the writer describes some of the
Army personnel.

The Government was just paying out a'lot
of wasted money by having this type of per-
sonnel in the service

- * - - L

My duties here are those of shipping and
receiving men. I am always in contact with
men, so I know many of their problems,
They are constantly complaining because
they were not classified for the job they are
best qualified to do in the Army.

L] * L] - L]

May 1 state another example of waste. A
large group of men classified as aircraft me-
chanles were shipped to Lincoln, Nebr., to be-
come mechanics. There was no room for
them, so they were sent here at Truax Field
to learn radio code. As they were not classi-
fled as radiomen, 90 percent of the total group
was washed out within 1 month, this idea
costing the taxpayers a lot of folish dollars.
These are the things I object to; so if General
Marshall thinks he needs more men, let'’s give
him those men in the Air Corps, who are
traveling from one camp to another in search
of something to do.

Here is another letter addressed to me
by an officer in the Army:

It has been my duty to examine for the
final physical examination a great number of
the men from 38 to 45 which the Army has
released over the past many months. I can
recall but one man who wasn't tickled to
death at the prospect of getting out of the
Army. They all had the same opinion—the
Army was not training them for a wuseful
role; there were unbelievable bottlenecks in
the training program; the Army was wasting
manpower on a scale that would not be be-
lieved by anyone not actually a witness to it.
There is a lack of feeling and understanding
in the army of democracy that would do
credit to a Hitler. * * *

In a given set-up in a hospital, for in-
stance, if at one time of the day four men
are needed for, say, an hour, they have four
men all day, and probably two all night.
None of them put in a good day's work, with
rare exception, where, like as not, some poor
devil has more ‘work than two could do.
Army men will admit to Army men that the
whole business is more of a rest than they
have ever had in their whole life, and this
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at a time when our national existence hangs
in the balance. I am not in favor of making
men do a lot of work that amounts to “leaf
raking” a la W. P. A., of which there is al-
ready entirely too much in the Army as it is.
If forms and statistics could win the war we
would have had it won long ago. The amount
of records and red tape required when a sol-
dier develops a sore throat keeps three people
busy for a week. /

I have a letter from the chairman of
a draft board at Carthage, Miss., from
which I read as follows:

You are right when you say aton the draft
for awhile and you will correct the man-
power shortage. Give the millions of idle
men that we already have in uniform a
chance to do something.

I am chairman of the draft board of my
county, above 45 years of age, and don’'t have
any relatives to be drafted into the armed
forces, but I have sense enough to see that
the drafting of manpower in the armed forces
of this Nation is about 12 months ahead of
everything else of the war effort.

Best of luck to you.

W. H. WHITE.

Mr, President, I have an article pub-
lished in the Philadelphia Record, a
newspaper which certainly is not anti-
administration. I shall read only a por-
tion of the article. The heading is:

Record man slept as much as he worked.

Then a subheading:

Long found all “beds" in bombers filled;
craps games and checkers helped kill time.

The article, in part, is:

The night shift bomber line at the Brew-
ster plant in Johnsville is a wonderful place
for people who “can go to sleep any time.”

A considerable number of my coworkers
bhad that trait—or had acquired it in self-
defense after a few nights of boring idleness.

Several times I myself slept more hours
than I worked. That wasn't hard to do, be-
cause usually my gang got only enough parts
to keep'us occupied for 2 hours of the 10-hour
shift.

There are three good ‘“beds” in every
bomber, the front and rear cockpits and the
tail. The cockpits have a maximum capacity
of four and the tail of one—five sleepers to
a plane.

One difficulty was you couldn’t use the
cockpits of the planes nearest the timekeep-
er's “crow’s nest” over the stockroom. The
foreman climbed up there every now and
then and might éatch you.

As 1 figured it, there were only 62 safe beds
on my section of the line.

On Tuesday, September 7, 1 ran out of
parts at 3 a. m. and started looking for a bed.

I got a board and mat, intending to make
a bed in a plané tail.

At the first plane I found three girls asleep
in the rear cockpit. I went on down the line.
Every cockpit was filled to capacity.

I couldn't get into a tail without climbing
over the cockpit sleepers, and I didn't want
to disturb them. Besides, I might find the
tall occupied when I got there. One night
when I was dozing in a tail another worker
crawled in on top of me, begged my pardon,
and crawled out.

Mr. President, can anyone tell me how
we are to have good morale in this coun-
try when conditions of that sort exist in
the factories which are being overstocked
with young single men, and when it is
then proposed not only to draft fathers
but to break up homes and to put out of
business many little businessmen?
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I read now from a letter received by
me from a naval petty officer now sta-
tioned at San Francisco:

TwELFTH NAvVAL DISTRICT,

San Francisco, Culif., September 17, 1943.
DEeAR SENATOR WHEELER: This may be a 1lit-
tle unusual but I want to speak my little
piece. I have been reading in the papers
about your fight against the father draft, and
I wholeheartedly agree with you on your
stand. As you may surmise, I am a cailor,
storekeeper, first-class, to be specific, married,
and the father of a 214-month-old baby. I
want to take the opportunity to point out a
few pointed facts in regard to the present
draft problem. First: The fathers and the
family men of the country are the backbone
of the Nation. Solid, dependable, and plan-
ning for the future of the families and the
welfare of the Nation. If a man with three
or four children is drafted into the Army or
Navy, receiving a low salary which naturally
means a lower standard of living for his fam-
i1y, he wants to feel, and should feel, that his
being drafted is because the country really
needs his services in the armed forces. How-
ever, If such a man is drafted, and, after he
is a part of the service, this man cannot help
but feel bitterness if he sees many, many
young single men with no dependents still
in civilan life at good salaries, enjoying all
the benefits of a civillan because those men
are receiving deferments. By that I mean
there is no shortage of men for the services if
a great many of the draft deferred were ex-
empt from deferments. May I quote a case
or two. In the Navy on Treasure Island we
have single, draft-deferred men who are pull-
ing down good wages. Those men are deferred
because they are engaged in vital war indus-
So what. We sallors are holding down
the same types of jobs but we have a uniform.
Those men could do the same job in the same
degree of efficiency if they were also wearing
the uniform. The same holds true in Army
and Navy shore establishments all over the
country. Why should those men be deferred?
Another point is the fact that many men have
been turned down because they could not pass
a strict physical examination. True, they are
not fizhting material, but they are working
material. Put those men in a special branch
of the service where they would be eligible
for positions that do not require physical fit-
ness. If a man has flat feet that should not
rule him out from doing office work or work
that does not require him to be on his feet.
Lately, here on the coast, there has been a
big hullabaloo about the shortage of labor.
It would make any true American sick to go
through the shipyards and see thousands of
men standing around, deing little odd jobs to
fill in their time. Ten men engaged in a cer-
tain plece of work that 2 men could handle.
The colleges are filled with young men 18 to
21 taking up sdcial science, history, ancient
history, and other subjects that in wartime
are silly. If they are not educating them-
selves along & line that is helpful to their
country in time of war they should be pulled
out and allowed to finish their education
after this mess is over. Take the single men
first, there are plenty of them if they would be
ferreted out. The trouble with the whole la-
bor situation is that thousands are being used
where, before in peacetime (when they were
being paid out of the pockets of the employ-
ers), hundreds were engaged. And, by God,
I'll bet my last nickel that when the war is
over and the victory parades are marching up
the main streets you will find the slackers rid-
ing the white horses at the head, taking all
the credit for winning the damn thing. Ihad
better quit now because my blood pressure is
going up. This may not make a lot of sense,
but I hope you will be able to grasp the gen-
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eral idea. Let them call you a troublemaker
and an opportunist, but get the single men
who are hiding out before you let them take
the fathers.

I am a Montana boy, 26 years old, who has
voted for you before and will do it again (if
you go after them). I was formerly the State
purchasing agent for the National Youth Ad-
ministration, and was also procurement officer
of the proposed winter training camp at West
Yellowstone. You have known my father,
United States Treasury State procurement of-
ficer (formerly) for many years. I have ap-
plied for my commission as an ensign in the
Supply Corps based on my purchasing experi-
ence, but so far have not heard as to whether
or not I have received it. I quote the above to
show you that I am an average young Ameri-
can. I really have no resentment or rancor
against the young civilians, but I do believe
that we can win this war without disrupting
the families of our country,

I am not sure if this letter will get me in
trouble with the Navy, and I am leaving it
up to your best judgment as to whether or
not you wish to reveal that I wrote it. I do
not believe that it contains anything detri-
mental to the service, but I am still an Ameri-
can with an American's privilege of free
speech. Go get 'em.

SBincerely yours,

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a letter coming to me from the
State’s attorney of Tazewell County, Iil.,
be printed at this point in the Recorp, as
8 part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun-
NELL in the chair). Is there objection?

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

TazEWELL COUNTY, ILL,, August 5, 1943,
Hon. BurToN K. WHEELER,
United States Senator, Belton, Mont.

Dear FriEnp: May I congratulate you on
your stand against McNutt. There can be
no doubt that the people are behind you and
they want Congress and not Mr. McNutt or
any other administrator to determine the
selective-service policy of the country. It
seems to me that Congress ancd the people
were lulled into the belief that fathers would
not be drafted until later, and that this order
of Mr., McNutt's is intended to prevent con-
gressional action on the matter.

I hope you may be given strength in your
courageous fight to prevent the drafting of
fathers. To further threaten the home by
taking fathers seems to me would be disas-
trous.

Besides the harm to the moral fiber of
our country, it is monstrously unjust to draft
fathers when single men in such countries
as Canada, South Africa, and even Australia
are not compelled to leave the shores of
their homeland.

I have witnessed the moral degeneracy of
the people in my community in the admin-
istration of the affalrs of my office since this
war began, and I know the average citizen
has no idea of the magnitude of it, and to
what extent the absence of married men and
fathers has contributed to it.

‘Was not the plan for a 10,000,000-man Army
devised when we were at our blackest hour?
It looked like Russia would collapse then,
but now she is on the offensive—and look
what has hapepned in north Africa, Sicily,
Italy, and the submarine warfare.

May God give you strength to continue to
preserve this great Nation.

Sincerely yours,

CLiFFoRD E. SCHMIDGALL.
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Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that an editorial
from the Jesuit Catholic weekly, Amer-
ica, the issue of September 4, 1943, be
printed at this point in the REcorp as a
part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

“Biologically,” writes a correspondent,
“every child has two parents, but in daily
life most of them only one. The father has
disappeared.” Not completely like the van-
ishing Indian, but in his capacity as father.
Not the least difficult part of any program
of family rehabilitation is the task of driv-
ing home to fathers the realization that
their vocation in life, their essential occupa-
tion is, in cooperation with their wives, the
building of a home, the raising of a family.
Working at a job to supply roof and food
and clothing is only part of this essential
occupation. Provider and father are not
Synonymous.

Life In a highly specialized industrial sys-
tem renders real fatherhood exiremely diffi-
cult. The very struggle for existence makes
the father in many cases a stranger to his
family, little more than a frequent or not
s0 frequent guest. At best, the hours he
may work at being a father are severely
limited, And now comes the draft of all
fathers who do not immediately find their
way into essential war occupations. Mere
fatherhood, the mere responsibility and serv-
ice of raising a family, is not to be any
longer & reason for deferment, Still less
the need that the children have of him. .

We wish that Washington had found a
better way of phrasing that order. If being
a father and ralsing a family is not an essen-
tial occupation in war or peace, then what is?
We wish, too, that we could feel more certain
that this draft of fathers is really what it
should be, the last resort of an army that
cannot possibly fill its absolutely necessary
quota in any other way. It will do us little
good to fight this war to victory if at its end
family life should have been destroyed.

Already alarming reports from all over the
country tell of the evils conseguent upon
mothers in war work. Some of them have
to work, but while they work little children
are locked in parked cars all day long, spend
lonely hours seeing the same movie over and
over again while walting for mother’s return,
and worse still are falling in frightening
numbers into ways of erime from which
there is seldom any escape. Shall we now
add to working wives those 400,000 more
whose husbands are to be drafted? It is not
a pleasant prospect,

Mr. WHEELER. Let me read now a
letter written by a resident of Portland,
Oreg. In the letter the writer quotes a
letter he received from a soldier. The
letter reads as follows:

AUGUST "8, 1943,
Senator Burtron K. WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.

HonoraBLE Sir: I note with appreciation
your effort to protect the pre-Pearl Harbor®
fathers from the designs of the great poli-
tician from Indlana—Paul McNutt,

I wonder how many of these men, with this
plan in mind, were reared in homes withcut
a father; do they know the unbalanced home
life this situation brings upon a growing
family of boys and girls, No woman can
rear a family, educate it, give them all the
moral support they require and earn a living
for them. Whether the family is large or
small, Such families are cheated in many
ways. I know, I was one of six reared without
a father.
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When one goes to an orphanage to adopt a
boy or girl, will that orphanage let that
child go into a home where there is no
father, or no mother; they will not,

Then, why is this demented group trying
to make a'law to do just that? :

There is something that th2 people working
in defense work know, that if every man and
woman on the job, put their shoulder to the
wheel and did a real day's work, they could
run the plant on about one-half the per-
sonnel. The waste in money and man-hours
is a disgrace, but with cost plus—who cares.
In some Army camps, I do not know that this
applies to all, but I understand there is one
man in the medical division to every seven
soldiers, and a lot of people think that there
are a 1ot in this part of the service to avoid
combat duty, more wasted men. Why all the
men in the Ordnance, and just look-who
they are, people have a lot of opinions about
that too, and they are not complimentary to
the Ordnance Department.

When we Americans are called upon to
ruin America, we begin to wonder why.

A man is put in the alr division, and after
6 months or so of training, at enormous ex-
pense to the taxpayer, and a loss of his time,
he is given a physical, and at a long last it is
discovered that his eyes do not cross properly
over the bridge of his nose. Why was not this
physical given before he started such train-
ing, and all this waste in time and money
prevented?

Here is an excerpt from a letter just re-
ceived from a soldier, “the Army has g0 many
men they don't know what to do with them,
I used to say the shipyards were inefficient
and wasteful, but this Army takes the prize.
Tuere are millions of man-hours wasted that
could be used in defense plants.” One hears
things like this on all sides.

Then the administration wonders about
why the riots.

One in Vancouver, Wash., last week,

One really wonders L.ow long Americans will
be pushed around by a bunch of sadistic nit-
wits.

And then they ask children to give up their
fathers.

Having been one of a family reared without
a father I am bitterly against it,

With the greatest respect for the Senate
and Congress of the United States of Amer-
ica, may they now represent the pecple and
protect them from a frankenstein executive.

°  Respectfully,

J. A, STARR,
Portland, Oreg.

Mr. President, I next ask to have
printed in the REcorp, as a part of my
remarks, a letter received by me from a
resident of Baltimore, Md.

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

Bavmmmore, Mbp., September 17, 1943.
Senator WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I have been following up your
plan on the subject to defer fathers from
draft and place unmarried men in position

e to be drafted. I heartily endorse your plan
as I consider your viewpoint the only true
and best one.

For the past 6 months I have tried to
enlist in the Army Air Corps, but was told by
my employer that my services were essential
to the war effort and that I could not be re-
placed. Due to a change in operating condi-
tions the company now has a replacement
for my job but still refuses to release me.

I am single, 23 years of age, have no de-
pendents and have passed both the mental
ani physical examinations of the Army Air
Cerps. I applied for immediate voluntary
induction at my draft board but was refused
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on the ground that I have no release from
my employer, '

At the present time my draft board is
indueting fathers., This action is not justi-
fled!

I have resigned my position at the Glenn .

L. Martin Aircraft Co., therefore I'll have
plenty of spare time on my hands.

I am willing to appear in Washington .at
any time to give you the details on this case
if you so desire.

Yours truly,
JoHN W. Zeup.

Mr., WHEELER. I ask unanimous
consent that a letter received by me from
the president of the Maywood Electric
Co., Maywood, Ill., be printed in the Rec-
ORD at this point, as a part of my remarks.

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

Maywoop ErecTrIC Co., INC.,
Maywood, Ilk., September 18, 1943.
Senator BurtoN K. WHEELER,
Washington, D. C,

DeAr S1r: In sympathy with your efforts in
connection with the draft, I have some infor-
mation which might help you. A relation of
mine is working on aircraft motors at the
Melrose Park Buick plant and finishes his
consignment of work before his lunch period
and has no work to do thereafter. This con-
dition exists in other plants in this section,
but would be hard for an outsider to detect
as the foreman has a signal by which he sig-
nals the men when a stranger or a higher-up
approaches and the men then become active
at any old thing.

I know that in the end we are paying for
this waste and hope that it will do some good
to uncover the waste and help the war effort,
and help to show that the plants do not need
all the draft-exempt single men.

Very truly yours,
DoN ZUGENBUEHLER.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed at
this point in the REecorp, as a part of
my remarks, a letter received by me from
Harry J. Ferguson, of Philadelphia, Pa.

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

PHILADELPHIA, September 20, 1943.
Senator WHEELER,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SENATOR WHEELER: The writer wishes
to inform you that he is 100 percent behind
you in your fight against the drafting of
fathers and breaking up of American homes,
unless absolutely necessary.

As you- are well aware, the Government,
the arsenals, and navy yards, besldes ship-
building corporations, and alrplane factories
all claim exemption for single men, most of
whom never worked at the occupations they
ar. now employed at until the war or draft
came along.

Keep up the good fight, and 1 know that
plenty of my friends feel that you are doing
scmething that will pay dividends to the
country as a whole in many years to come.

Yours very truly,
HARRY J. FERGUSON.

Mr. WHEELER, Mr. President, I
read now a telegram received hy me
from St. Petersburg, Fla.:

St. PETERSBURG, FLA., September 15, 1943,
Hon. BurtoN I, WHEELER,
Member of Congress,
Washington, D. C.:
Associated Press story August 22, 1043,
from London gquoting Brazilian ambassador

»
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stating Brazil has army of 300,000 and expedi-
tionary force ready to fight and awaiting
orders from Allled high command to proceed
to battle front. Can’'t 19 other New World
nations provide enough men to prevent draft-
ing fathers? They, too, have something to
safeguard. Drafting fathers is definitely a
Jjob for Congress.
THOMAS G. GREENE,
President, National Policy Association.

Incidentally, Mr. President, when
questions were asked about what South
American countries were furnishing men
or were to furnish men, I thought it was
stated that such information was a mili-
tary secret and could not be given to
the public. However, now we find that
a man in St. Petersburg, Fla., has ob-
tained the information from an article
by the Associated Press, coming from
London.

I read now a letter from the pastor
of the Methodist Church at Hiltons, Va.:

MarsH FELLOWSHIP GROUP,
Hiltons, Va., September 20, 1943.
Senator WHEELER, y
Washington, D. C.

Dear SenaTOR: Thank you for the stand
you have taken in drafting fathers.

You are not fighting alone.

We are with you in sentiment and with
our prayers, in the common sense demand
to investigate the hoarding of manpower in
80 many of our plants.

Sincerely yours,
Rev, WiLLiAM MARSH,
Pastor, Methodist Church, Hiltons, Va.

I read now a telegram coming to me
from an official of a radio station at St.
Joseph, Mo.:

B8r. JosEPH, Mo., September 15, 1943,
Senator BurToN WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.:

I believe sentiment strong against draft of
fathers, Let the rest of the world help fight
its own war, Favor drafting Canadians and
South Americans. Would like to know it
only Russians and Americans have the herit-
age to die on a battlefleld for democracy.

LEE BARRON.

I read now ‘an extract from a letter
coming to me from Mr. Sam Clark, of
Winston-Salem, N. C.:

What does the Army need with the fathers
of our country when it is releasing thousands
of men every day that have only minor de-
fects?

I know that every father in our country
would consider it an honor to serve his
country if they were needegd, but we want
to be sure of it before we break up our homes.

Mr. President, I have received the fol-
lowing letter from C. F. Lacy, of Tyler,
Tex.:

TyLER Dap’s CLus,
Tyler, Tex., September 15, 1943.
Senator Burton K. WHEELER, ]
Washington, D. C.

Dear SENATOR WHEELER: Your efforts to-
ward preventing the drafting of fathers is
greatly appreciated by the membership of
this organization and also by other fathers
the country over.

One of our members works in the finance
office at Camp Fannin, Tex., and has talked
with the 702 enlisted men of that camp who
were dlscharged last month as they recelved
their final pay from him. Having previously
worked at the east Texas induction station
in Tyler, he knows tha® fully 75 percent of
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these 702 men discharged from Camp Fannin
last month are physigally better fit than are
many men now beirng drafted at the Tyler
station. v
Can these discharges be the Army's way of
building up figures to help defeat your pro-
posal? We think so.
Very sincerelr yours,
C. F. Lacy,
(For the 257 members of the Tyler
Dad’s Club.)

The following is an extract from a let-
ter written to me by Mrs. Perry Eakes, of
Sevierville, Tenn.:

Here in this town there are still single boys
that have war jobs, but they could be re-
placed. So until all the single and childless
married men are taken, please try your
hardest to keep the fathers with the families.

A letter has been forwarded to me by a
resident of Fairfax, Va., whose brother is
a soldier stationed in Arizona. The fol-
lowing is an extract from the soldier's
letter:

I think they may be saving us for a parade
in New York when the war is over. Well, you
sald we should be good soldiers now, after
being in so long; weil, here’s the truth, we
have a couple of thousand men in the
hospital and about 1,600 A. W, O. L. right now,
so I don’'t think we could fight our way out of
a paper bag We don’t even have any rifies
and being in 18 months and we used wooden
ones on maneuvers. That’s a good laugh.

The following letter has been sent to
me from Tulsa, Okla.:

Toisa, OKLA,, September 19, 1943,
Benator WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR SENATOR WHEELER: From what I hear,
which I think is correct, thousands of people
in this and other States are wondering why
the Army turns away big husky and healthy
men who have a little trouble with their feet
and men with punctured ear drums and
single men and those with wives only, some
married after Pearl Harbor, In order to draflt
fathers who were married and buying homes
and have children, We want to know, too,
who can buy War bonds and support their
families any better or as well as these fathers.
There young husky and healthy young
fellows with flat feet, etc., can walk and
“hear as well as anyone. Why cannot they
serve as M. P.s and put those boys in the
ranks? I am certain a great percent of the
people of this country stand with you on your
position In this regard.

Very respectfully yours,
J. H. ELuiOTT.

The following is an extract from a let-
ter sent to me by a soldier stationed at
Hamilton Field, Calif.:

Naturally being a member of the Armed
Forces, I cannot speak from any other point
of view on the subject of the father draft
than that which meets my eye from day to
day. My observations have led me to believe
that {f the present number in the Army Air
Corps were used as any going concern would
use their men, the present number now in the
Army would be sufficient for some time to
come,

The following is an extract from a let-
ter addressed to me by Mrs. Don Marsh,
of Bristol, Tenn.:

I know from personal observation that
labor is being hoarded in cost-plus Govern-

- ment plants. Their actual work is not more
than 2 or 38 hours a day. I know, too, that
most fathers are not going to make the best
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soldiers and when they are taken our country
will be disrupted beyond repair.

The following is an extract from a
letler received by me from a resident
of Glen Gardner, N. J.:

NEw JERSEY SANATORIUM
FOR TUBERCULOUS DISEASES,
Glen Gardner, N. J., September 18, 1943.
Senator B. E. WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SEnaTOR: In support of your efforts
to keer pre-Pearl Harbor fathers at home,
may I point your attention to the fact that
thousands of single men hide in so-called
essential jobs. These young men must be
drafted first, as nobody is so essential that
he cannot be replaced.

Myself, being a 4-F, like millions in the
same classification, could be used more ef-
fectively, too.

I agree with you, all should be done to
P >serve the homes of married people.

Wishing you success in your efforts,

Truly yours,
WarTeEr Raas, M. D.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in the
REcorD, as a part of my remarks, an
article by Dr. Pitirin A. Sorokin, of Har-
vard University.

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

HARVARD EXPERT HITS FATHER DRAFT—DR. SORO-
KIN SEES DROP 1N BIRTH RATE, nmnqu‘sncw.
DIVORCE RISE RESULTING
(EprTor’s Note.—In the following dispatch,

Dr. Pitirin A. Sorokin, chairman of the soci-

ology department at Harvard, describes the

biclogical, sociological, and moral dangers

involved in the proposed drafting of 446,000

pre-Pearl Harbor fathers.)

(By Dr. Pitirin A Sorckin)

Drafting of fathers will affect families in
many diverse ways. In black and white, the
main effects can be cataloged in the follow-
ing manner:

Biologically: Drafting will tend to decrease
the birth rate in many families if fathers are
away for a long time. Sickness, accidents,
and deterioration of health—especially of
children—will increase in some cases, due to
a lowered standard of living.

Psychologleally: The draft will spread sad-
ness, sorrow, anxiety, and insecurity among
moest families. Various psychoneuroses will
result in a portion of these famllies. Hcw-
ever, the grace of duty and sacrifice for the
commeon good will alleviate this condition.

Economically: The income of a greater
part of the families involved will be decreased.
Their material standard of living would be
lowered. Material hardships would increase.

The drafting of fathers would force members -

of the family to separate to hunt for addi-
tional jobs. The work burden of mother and
children would increase.

Morally and religiously: For good familles
with a strong love, devotion, and loyalty, the
draft will intensify and deepen moral stam-
ina, religiosity, sense of duty and devotion.
In loose and weak families the results are
likely to be ocpposite.

Drafting of fathers In weak families is apt
to cause demoralization, Irreligiosity, even
criminality—especially of the youth and
children.

“Loss of dad” has different effects upon
children of different families and in different
conditions. When children lose their father
through divorce (which implies a weak fam-
ly), a higher juvenile delinquency results
than when they lose their fathers by death.
In weak families, the draft would increase
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the neglect of children in many ways, also
contributing to an increase in juvenile de-
linquency.

Finally, the effects of drafting will also be
different in the unity, cchesion, and stability
of the family itself—in the umon of husband
and wife, parents and children, The sacri-
fice of drafting will reinforce and cement the
unity of good families. In families devoid of
the grace of love and devotlon, conscription
will contribute greatly to their disintegration
and dissoluticn.

In such families, we shall expect an in-
crease of marital infidelity on the part of
parents, eventually resulting in an increase
in divorce, separation. and desertion. Chil-
dren in such families will scatter and go
astray. A portion of these will become
“wild,” demoralized, and delinquent.

Of these contradictory effects, the negative
ones mentioned probably will prevail some-
what in the Nation as a whole over the posi-
tive ones, For this reason the drafting of
fathers of many and young children must be
resorted to only when all the other sources
of manpower are exhausted.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, the
following is a letter received by me from
Mr. Tyrus Hillway, dean of the Evening
College, Hillyer Junior College, Hartford,
Conn.:

HILLYER JUNIOR COLLEGE,
Hartford, Conn., September 15, 1943.
Senator BurToN K. WHEELER,
United States Senate,
Wagshington, D. C.

Dear SenaATOR WHEELER: The radio com-
mentators today are saying that the severe
fighting at Salerno is czusing “many oppo-
nents of the father draft to reconsider their
positionz.” If this is true, it reflects a stupid-
ity which I cannot belleve characteristic. of
the Members of Congress.

If our leaders change thelr long-range plans
at every turn of the wind, we are in a
desperate position indeed. Certainly, the
induction of fathers could not affect the
war situation for at least a year. It seems to
me that the executive branch of our Govern-
ment is in dire need of some intelligent guid-
ance from Congress.

American fathers are not opposed to be-
ing inducted if the need actually exists, even
though it means great suffering for wives and
children. They do Insist, however, upon fair
and honest dealing which it is quite apparent
they are not receiving now at the hands of
the administration.

Very truly yours,
Tyrus HILLwaAY,
Dean, Evening College.

The following is an extract from a let-
ter received by me from Mrs. Ella Burg-
nes, of Chuckey, Tenn.:

Could you find out why the married men
with children are being wanted when able-
bodied single men are being sent back home?

Here is one from Caddo, Tex.:

Why doesn't the Army call the Reserves (en-
rolled as of about June) from such slacker
havens as Bruce Field, Ballinger, Tex? It is
not fair for a bunch of newly wed mechanics
definitely of draft age to work there &s civil-
jans while cadets risk their necks there to
Icarn to die for their country at Army pay.
These cadets don’t get time and a half for
overtime, either.

Here is a telegram from a lawyer of
Syracuse, N. Y.:

Canada does not require even single men to
be drafted for European serviee without con-
sent. Ought American fathers be sent to Eu-
rope while Canadian single men are psrmit-
ted to stay home?
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Here is a letter from Newport, Ky.:

Irreparable damage to the morale of cit-
izens will certainly follow this apparently
unnecessary move.

What kind of spirit can a father married
for years display when his constant thought
will be at home with his small children?
Scores of homes will be broken up perma-
nently, delinquencies will be increased many-
fold, and human misery will be at its peak.

Here is a letter written from Orlando,
Fla., by a salesman connected with the
Brown-Williamson Tobacco Co., of
Louisville, Ky.:

God speed your bill on this, but make it
50 years of age instead of 45 and start with
single men first; married, no children, next,
and so on, etc. The day you do I shall be one
of the first to leave this nonessential job I am
on for the armed forces, as I had started to
when all came up some time back and with
which I have so many times been dis-
couraged at my age of 42 years and A-1
health,

. Here is one from a soldier stationed at
the Army airfield at Amarillo, Tex.:

Men in the Army assigned to do clerical
work are made up of inexperienced 20- to 25-
gear-olds who do nothing but blunder, and
consequently each job or operation has many
more men than are actually needed. To
make an estimate, I should say that at least
one out of every four men under the age
of 30 now doing clerical work could easily be
sent to more importaht theaters of opera-
tion without the slightest loss to the efficiency
of the organization.

Here is one from Ohio Northern Uni-
versity, Ada, Ohio:

I congratulate you upon your stand against
drafting fathers at this time. There are
thousands of unmarried men literally loafing
in war plants who should go to the Army
first. An investigation by Congress would
show that in many of these plants as much
work or more could be done by one-half the
force. These men do not have sense enough
to know that they, their children, and their
grandchildren will pay for this loafing at
the people’s expense.

Here is one from Birmingham, Ala.:

In this district 18- and 19-year-old boys
are being employed in industry, listed as
“chemists” and granted exemption from the
draft for occupational reasons. At the same
time applications for employment from older
men with equal or superior training are
being ignored.

Here is one from Lexington, Ky.:

I wish to take this opportunity to thank
you for -your efforts in trying to proiect the
family life of America by preventing the
drafting of fathers.

The necessity of drafting fathers, in my
opinion, has not come.

When one sees big husky men from 18 to
30 and single, walking the streets and hang-
ing around the beer and pool parlors, he
wonders just what thc idea 1s anyway.

Here is one from Savannah, Ga.:

I hope you will get enough support on
your bill prohibiting drafting of fathers
until it is necessary. It is not my belief that
is necessary yet ‘with so many young men
walking the streets exempt from scme tech-
nicality.

I personally know three unmarried young
men here in Savannah under the above cate-
gory, there must be lots more here I don't
know about, and millions over the whole
country. I also know that one of the above
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young men is a good mechanie, one is doing
clerical work in a shipyard, the other in
school under some pretense, As long as
conditions like this exist, I am bitterly op-
posed to drafting fathers.

Here is one from New Orleans, La.:

In your admirable fight to get the Army to
quit hoarding men, you might ask General
Marshall why is it that the post exchanges
of the Army are run by combat age men
instead of older men. that cannot go to the
front. I call on post exchanges and most
of the personnel is composed of younger
men, an older man here and there, but in
the main they are all young officers.

Here is one from Birmingham, Ala.:

I am 21 years of age, single, in good health,
and am not in service because of a minor
eye defect. I feel I should have been in
service long ago, and know I am better quali-
fied to perform duties in service than some
already in. I want to get in very much. I
went for a physical examination a few months
ago, was turned down and told I would be
called back, On the second day of last month,
I was given a blood test and reclassified 1-AL.
It has now been over a month since this
took place and they keep telling me the
limited service order has not come in.

Here is one from Maplewood, N. J.:

Ask any of your colleagues, who seem to
be faltering under the "upstairs pressure”
that is being used on them, the following
question: What did the boys who have gone
overseas, who have dled or been injured, go
for? Did they go to protect their counter-
parts hiding in so-called essential jobs or
dubiously referred as 4-F's, who the ‘‘pres-
sure” seeks to protect by defeating your bill?
Or did they go to protect the American way
of living—which is the family and all this
responsible way of life represents?

Here is one from Spartanburg, S. C.:

‘We have thousands of 4-F men and others
who were called prior to Pearl Harbor that
should be reclassified, and I am sure thou-
sands of these men would now be accepted
and should be before the drafting of fathers.
I am an old "war one” veteran and I know
there are many who were rejected on minor
physical defects such as slight eye sight
vision, and even flat feet, who could be used
in noncombat service and replace thousands
of others who could be used in combat serv-
ice, therefore eliminating the drafting of
fathers until it becomes absolutely necessary.

The letter is signed by A. F. Williams.
Here is a telegram from Minneapolis:

Drafting fathers means war 1s lost on home
fronts.

Here is a letter from Asheville, N. C.,
signed by the owner of the Dr. Pepper
Bottling Co.:

Dr. PEPPER BoTTLING CoO.
OF ASHEVILLE, INC.,
Asheville, N. C., September 21, 1943.
Senator WHEELER,
Washington, D. C,

Dear BENATOR: This letter is not written
with any idea of protesting the drafting pre-
Pearl Harbor fathers but to call to your
attention the fact that the War Manpower
Commission is wasting lots of men.

We are on the nondeferable list and in
hiring men we have hundreds of them come
in to see us that have been working on
defense work and cannot get a job, The
employment office will not let them work for
us and they cannot place those men. As a
result, these men must loaf or be moved to
the west coast.
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" Men are returning to this area every day by
the hundreds because they have been cut
off of jobs. A few weeks ago they cut off
11,000 men at the shipyards in Wilmington,
N. C., and about the same time a large num-
ber were cut off the yards at Savannah, Ga.
These are facts, as I have known these men
for years. They cannot go to work for me
or 99 percent of the businesses in this area.

It seems to me that men that have been
trailned in defense work for a year or two
should not be sent back home without any
work but should be sent to places where
they are needed. These men left the home
jobs for the big pay and should not be
allowed to come home row and do nothing.

There are more men available for work in
this area than at any time in the past 2 years.
These things should be corrected, and if you
do not believe me send someone down and let
me run an ad in the paper for help and see
how many men come in and what they say.

Yours very truly,
JAcR BARFIELD, Owner.

Here is one from the Switchmen’s
Union of North America, Local No. 296,
at Westweo, La.:

I apologize that I burden you, but I can-
not refrain from commending your press
statement in substance: “Why continue to
draft Americans while we lend-lease bil-
lions to European countries that have not
contributed one soldier to fight.”

Here is one from Dalton Brothers, of -
Pocahontas, Ark.:

I speak the sentiment of thousands of
folks in my section of the South when I
say we highly appreciate the stand which
you have taken in regards to the drafting
of prewar fathers.

It is the general opinion of the people
that we have enough men in the armed
forces now. The crying need at the present
time is not more men but more equipment
and supplies.

Here is a letter from Stephenville,
Tex.:

It is widely believed here that a second
front has not been opened before because
Churchill insisted that the invasion force be
composed of T0 percent American and 30
percent British troops, the population ratio.

If this is true our paying tribute to the

. British En pire has not yet ceased. Must we

do the bleeding, the feeding, and the pay-
ing?

Let me say that that is not the first
time I have heard that statement. I in-
vite attention to an article entitled,
“What’s Happening in Washington,”
published in the Accountants Weekly
News Letter, section 2, under date of
August 30, 1943, As I understand, this
news letter is widely read by business-
men. .

It is widely believed here that a second front
has not been opened before because Churchill
insisted that the invasion force be composed
of 70 percent Americans and 30 percent
British troops, the population ratio.

I certainly hope that nothing of that
kind happened, because I am sure it
would raise a great deal of bad fecling
if it had happened.

I ask unanimous ‘consent to have
printed in the Recorp a letter from a
man who signs himself “Thomas Edgar
Bussey, a Cleveland Democrat.”
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There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

BavTiMoRE, Mp., September 18, 1943,
Hon. BurroN K. WHEELER,
United States Senate,
- Washington, D. C.

Dear Simm: Relative to drafting of fathers
for the armed forces, may I suggest that gen-
eralities and very sketchy statements of needs
should not be made the-basis for inducting
more men or women. Congress most cer-
tainly should have facts if we are to believe
anything we hear.

There are millions of men and women in
uniform scattered all over this vast country.
Colleges, hotels, camps are overrun. Also
there are vast unused contingents in England,
Ireland, and Persia. Besides, every island in
the Atlantic, from Iceland to the lower tip of
Bouth America, has its quota. And do not
overlovk Alaska and the adjacent islands.

What is the purpose of building up this
tremendous body of fighting men? Do we
contemplate fighting Russia and helplng
England keep India in servitude?

Respectiully,
THoS. EnGar BUssEY,
(A Cieveland Democrat).

Mr. WHEELER. Here is a letter from
the Brown Shipbuilding Corporation, of
Houston, Tex.:

The Brown Shipbuilding Corporation, of
this city, has 60,000 men on their pay rell just
to keep 20,000 men at work. Ten thousand of
these men are married men without children
or single men which have been given defer-
ments due to their jobs. If this condition
exists all over the country, I can't see why we
should have to draft men with children and
break up homes,

Here is one from an English professor
at the New Jersey State Teachers College
at Montelair, N. J.:

In your campaign to prevent induction of
pre-Pearl Harbor fathers, suggest you call
attention to the Army’s systematic release of
many thousands of single men, already
trained at Government expense, on the
ground of disabilities they had when they
were inducted. These are the so-called 1-B
or limited-service -inductees. They were
taken in, in great numbers, a year ago, and
all were trained to do things a limited-serv-
fce man can do Now they are being bounced,
and the Army wants fathers of families.

Here is a letter from an official of a
firm engaged in defense work in Brillon,
Wis.:

Receiving continued expressions on the
operation of labor at the shipyards, where a
cost-plus contract prevails, makes the writer,
together with the general public, feel that
Washington does not intend to make any
corrections and we will have to continue to
suffer due to the lack of manpower, and pay
excessive taxes due to conditions of this kind
existing throughout the country. We feel
satisfied that if all labor is properly utilized
in this territory, several thousand men could
be released from some of these plants,

Here is a letter from Brownwood, Tex.:

With newspapers all over the country
harping on child delinquency, with medical
shortage, the nursing shortage, the father is
needed at home to take care of these children.

I now read a telegram which I have
received from Robertsville, Ala.:
Stick by the ship on draft question. Draft-

ing fathers unnecessary this year. Ask any
intelilgent businessman with experience and
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you will find them all with you. We must
carry on at home to back up soldiers abroad.

Here is a letter from Reverend Owen,
of the Presbyterian Church, Long Island,
N

As a clergyman calling on the homes of my
parishioners, I hear so many mothers asking
“What am I going to do if my husband is
called into the Army? 1 cannot go to work
and leave two, three, or four children to carry
on as they please.”

It seems to me that this thing is going to
undermine the whole structure of the home
life of our country; we know how difficult it
is to manage the children today. With the
father's care, guidance, and authority re-
maoved, the childlife throughout our land will
be a chaos.

Ancther thing, a father dragged from his
home, longing and pining for his children,
will make a very poor soldier.

I live only a few minutes' ride from Long
Beach, Long Island, N. ¥, I went there to
spend a couple of hours on Labor Day,

I wish some of our draft boards and Con-
gressmen could see the young men sprawling
on the beaches whilst other young men of
our land are bleeding and dying in Europe
and the Pacific.

I now read from a letter which I have
received from the pastor of a Baptist
Church in North Wales, Pa.:

You may like to hear from one of the many
ministers who have the task of maintaining
morale on the home front where the drafting
of men for the services is felt so keenly.
You may be sure that the country is solidly
back of you in your fight against the draft-
ing of pre-FPearl Harbor fathers.

A man from Pocahontas, Ark., says he
thinks that 95 percent of the people in
that State would state frankly and em-
phatically that they were uncondition-
ally opposed to the drafting of pre-war
fathers.

He adds this note:

I am a public official myself and also occupy
responsible pesitions, and I assure you that I
will stand behind my statements in this mat-
ter before any man or set of men.

A dental surgeon from Raleigh, N. C,,
says:

I am a life-long Democrat, but not one
with a ring in his nose, and I am writing to
you to tell you that I believe the South is
with you wholeheartedly in your eflort to
wipe off the slate this defenseless plan to
draft fathers.

He adds this postscript:

I am very much beyond the draft age; 60
years old.

I now read from a letter received from
the director of a child-care center in
Rochester, N. Y., one of the largest cities
of New York State:

I am poignantly aware of the problems al-
ready created by mothers going to work. How
much these problems will be multiplled when
any large numbers of fathers are taken out
of the homes one prefers not to contemplate.
A father draft would most quickly destroy
that for which we are ardently fighting, the
safeguarding of the American home.

I now read from a letter received from
Dallas, Tex. The letter was written by a

representative of electrical manufactur-
ers, and states in part as follows:
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With our very much “covered up” system
of socialized education going on right under
cur noses, the total number of men now in
colleges and schools all over this territory
would certainly swell the useful Army a lot.

I know of several cases of young men who
were drafted and sent to some college over
a year ago and have done nothing put 'oaf
since that time. If they, Belective Service,
are so worked up about their being properly
educated, set up a plan whereby they could
go to school after the war.

Here is a letter from the Irish War Vet-
erans of the United States, Hill Post No.
39, Brooklyn, N. Y.:

We, war veterans of the United States,
desire to protest against the drafting of pre-
Pearl Harbor fathers in the present war,
while hundreds of thousands of single, able-
bodied young men of draft age continue
to oceupy “bombproof” Federal positions
throughout our country, and particularly in
Washington.

I now read from a letter received from
the president of the Catholic Women'’s
Club of Rochester, N. Y.:

Twelve hundred members of the Catholie
Women's Club of Rochester, N. Y., wish to go
on record as opposed to the drafting of men
who were married and the fathers of children
born previous to Pearl Harbor.

Here is a letter received from an attor-
ney at Raymondyville, Tex.:

If it were necessary to draft fathers, their
feelings in the matter, and those of the peo=
ple in general would be different, for you
won't find any better Americans than the
Texans. But the sentiment of the people in
general is that it is not necessary at this
time, and that there are too many men in
the service now.

Here is a letter from an insurance man
at Cranford, N. o

Nothing that has happened thus far in this
war is more demoralizing to this country
than this unnecessary agitation. I do not
believe that we are in such a bad way that
this needs to take place.

A great many men that I know feel the
same as I do. on this matter of drafting
fathers. I am myself 64 years of age and
a member of a draft board in New Jersey.

Here is a letter from the Indianapolis
Star:

I'll swear that a married man past 38 (I'm
42) without children can put his mind more
on war than can a youngey man who has a
bunch of kids at home to worry about.

1 now read a telegram received from
Columbia, Tenn.:

Investigate Tennessee draft board single
men and men with no children plentiful.
No need to draft fathers. Compromise on
30 years so won't deprive many children of
fathers.

Here 15 a telegram from the Evangel-
ical Ministerial Association of Mobile,
Ala.:

You have our sincere appreciation and
hearty applause for your stand against draft-
ing fathers of children which sacrifices and
jeopardizes our American homes.

Here is a letter from Atlanta, Ga.:

I sincerely appreciate your efforts in de-
laying the drafting of married men with
children under Selective Service until this
move is absolutely essential, if ever,
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There are many thousands of other per-
sons who feel this same appreciation and
who hope that your efforts will continue to
be successful. We are all loyal Americans,
wanting to help the war effort in every neces-
sary way, but not wanting family life com-
pletely disrupted if this is not necessary.

I now read from a letter received from
the editor of a church paper, the Evan-
gelical-Messenger, Harrisburg, Pa.:

Only under extreme necessity, which ap-
parently does not presently exist, should
homes be broken by the induction of fathers
into national service and their wives and
children be made to face the privations and
sacrifices which would inevitably follow.

Here is a letter from a teacher who is
now a private in the Army stationed in
Maine:

Fort WILLIAMS, MAINE,
September 15, 1943,
The Honorable BurroN K. WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: 1 wish to express my thanks for
the view you have taken regarding the Army
manpower problem. I thoroughly agree with
your statement that “the Army is the great-
est waster of manpower in the country.” I
am sure that I am expressing the views of
many soldiers when I say that lying around
in camps after the basic training has been
completed is very detrimental to the morale
of the boys.

I am describing briefly my situation, not
because I am complaining but because I
feel that it is a typieal situation of the aver-
age soldier in this camp.

Prior to induction I was a high-school
teacher in a small Iowa town, and I could
have been deferred for several months to fin-
ish the school year. However, I felt that my
college training and experience would enable
me to contribute something useful to the
service. After successfully completing my
basic training I was assigned to the Coast
Artillery, and since then I have been fighting
the “battle of Casco Bay" with brooms and
mops. The old National Guard men have
taken up most of the ratings and apparently
are entrenched here for the duration.

The men laugh about the “Boy Scout camp.”
It is also known to us as “officers’ paradise,”
with the main emphasis being put on “spit
and polish.”

I could be filling one of the 30,000 teaching
vacancies that exist throughout the United
States. However, I am going along day after
day working at K. P. and other filunky work.
My college degree isn't doing me much good.

Last week was the first time that a num-
ber of the boysehad fired a rifie since 1941,

Again I repeat, I'm not complaining—just
wondering.

Yours very respectfully.

Here is a letter from a court reporter
of the fourteenth judicial district of the
State of Minnesota, reading in part as
follows:

What is to become of my family on a sol=-
dier's income? Are they to be forced to be-
come dependent on charity? My income as
a private plus the Government dependency
allowance will only pay my rent and grocery
bill. Who is going to furnish clothing, fuel,
light, water, inediecal, dental, recreational,
and other necessary items?

I now read from a letter received from
Austin, Tex.:

As one of thousands, I merely want to ex-
press my feelings about the induction of
fathers, knowing full well that my letter will
be only a straw trying to stem the tide. It
is a known fact—stressed daily by radio,
prees, and lecture platform—that juvenile
delinquency s increasing by leaps and
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bounds. J. Edgar Hoover and others aré plac«
ing most of the blame at the doorsteps of
homes, especlally of broken homes. When
you take the fathers, will not the homes be
broken just the same—if not by divorce, b
separation nonetheless? .

Here is a letter from an attorney in
Greensburg, Pa.:

Since the size of the armed forces was
numerically fixed several months ago, favor-
able developments have occurred within re-
cent weeks which should have the effect of
revising downward the original statistics.
Important strategic bases have been seized by
-the Allies at the cost of only negligible
casualties. France has an Army ready to go
of at least 300,000; and, over the past week
end, Brazil has offered 300,000 well-trained
soldiers for overseas service.

I now read from a letter which I have
received from Columbia, S. C.:

I believe the drafting of fathers into the
armed forces would be a national calamity,
necessitating, as it will and must, the com-
plete disruption of family life and the con-
sequent burden upon our country’s social and
economic-structure.

Here is a letter from Margaret, Ala.:

I don’t believe I would miss it very far to
say 90 percent of the people would vote
against the drafting of fathers. The ques-
tion would then be, Why not?

Here is a letter from the Union Me-
morial Hospital, Baltimore, Md.:

Might I suggest that all men rejected at
induction for minor ailments be reexamined?
For instance, 2 weeks ago I was rejected for
a small hernia which I never knew that I
"had. A minor operation with 2 weeks’
hospitalization would remedy this. I have

heard of many other men with similar ail«

ments who have also been bitterly disap-
pointed as I was to find that they were re-
jected.

I now read from a letter received from
Long Beach, Calif.:

I am an orphan, 1917 vintage. My father
died somewhere in France, leaving my
mother, my twin sister and I. We were 18
months old when our dad left us. I've cried
many long, weary nights all through my
childhood and even yet for my dad.

Here is a letter received from Colum-
bus, Ohio, enclosing a clipping from the
Washington Whirligig.

SEPTEMEBER 16, 1943,
Senator Burton K. WHEELER,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SenaTOR: I am enclosing a clipping
taken from the Ohio State Journal, Colum-
bus, Ohio, which I believe substantiates your
position relative to drafting fathers. I
thought this might give you some clue as to
the War Department’'s position when again
matters do not seem consistent in Wash-
ington.

It certainly is time that men in Washing-
ton become more consistent in making state-
ments and not one thing today and some-
thing else tomorrow. Many of my friends
feel the same way and we are hoping your
continued efforts will form a definite plan.

Very truly yours,
H. E. ErLER,
Columbus, Ohio.

The clipping reads as follows:
WASHINGTON WHIRLIGIG—NO NEED FOR DADS—
ICKES BURROWS IN—DEWEY HAS A PLAN
(By Ray Tucker)

The War Department’s private personnel
files reveal that there is no need for draft-
ing pre-Pearl Harbor fathers, according to
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insiders. Without tapping this reservoir, the
military can obtain all the recruits neces-
sary to wage the conflict to a finish.

Selective Bervice has mobilized 11,000,000
men for land, air, and sea forces. Approxi-
mately 1,500,000 have been rejected for men-
tal or plysical reasons, leaving a fighting
strength of 9,500,000. .

Messrs. Stimson and Knox want another
1,000,000 or thereabouts to fill their guotas.
They can muster that number without
trouble or calling up newlyweds, who often
do not make good soldiers and sailors be-
cause of loneliness and emotional upsets.

Becretary Stimson’s spokesmen have told
Capitol Hill committees again and again that
the Army opposes conscription of young
fathers. But for some unknown reason Pres-
ident Roosevelt insists upon it and his yeo-
men have had to bow to his wishes.

Selective Service officials, however, may out-
wit the man in the White House, The Her-
sheyites have ruled that if they cannot get
another 1,000,000 warriors by October 15, they
will induct parents. They fully anticipate
that Congress will block such a movement
by enactment of specific legislation.

I ask that portions of a number of
letters which I have received be inserted
in the Recorp at this point as a part
of my remarks, the parts to be inserted
being those on the red slips accompany-
ing each letter, By doing so the time of
the Senate, as well as space in the Rec-
oRrp, will be saved.

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

An official of the Combs College of
Music in Philadelphia suggests:

We hear a great deal about the size of
our armed forces necessary to properly prose-
cute this war. I think it would be a good
idea if we knew something about the size
of the armed forces of our allies. Of course,
we must figure that Russia has a great Army
by what they are accomplishing. We do
not hear about the size of the British forces.
Early in the war someone in England said,
“Give us the tools and we will do the job,”
and that they did not want our men.

The writer adds:

My opinion is impartial, because none of
my family are affected, My two sons have
children, quite young, but they (the sons)
are both over 45.

From my own State of Montana comes
this letter:

Captain Lindstrom (the writer's husband)
enlisted in December 1941, and has served

in the battle fronts of New Guinea and is
now back in Australia.

I am proud of his doing his part, but I do
know what it means to have the daddy away
from the children and the home.

Captain has had malaria three times and
how I do hope and pray that he can be re-
placed and brought back to the States where
he can regain his strength.

This one is from Little Rock, Ark.:

You are correct. There is entirely too
much polities during this emergency. In
fact this is a weakness of this administra-
tion. Politics motivates about every move
and not the welfare of the Nation.

If the Constitution is followed, major pol-
icies should be decided by Congress, in war
as well as in peace, and the President should
carry out the wishes of the Congress.

This one is from the United Spanish
War Veterans of Friars Point, Miss.:

We have more men now than we can put
on the fighting front for at least 3 years
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with all the transportation we have in sight,
80 why take more men out of civilian life to
put in the Army?

The other evening I contacted a husky cap-
tain of about 34 years at French Lick Hotel,
who was recruiting WACS with a nice look-
ing WAC lleutenant and who were paying 15
a day each at that swanky hotel, and the tax-
payers were meeting the bill. I am sure (Iam
a soldier of two wars) that we have too much
social affairs in our Army and a lot of hurrah
stuff that can be done away with and if men
are needed, let's take some of these nones-
sential ducks and make 'em fight in place
of taking the fathers out of civil life and
away from their children.

From a West Virginia State senator:

Your efforts in opposition to the drafting
of fathers is entitled to, end I believe will,
receive universal approval.

From an official of the Franklin
School in West Allis, Wis.:

The people of this section of Wisconsin
admire your stand regarding the drafting of
fathers. Should it be necessary to tear apart
the American families whose integrity forms
the backbone of our fine country?

From an attorney of Neosho, Mo.:

It seems like with an Army as big as it is,
and all the help we have given the European
people, we surely ought to be doing encugh.

From a retired Methodist minister of
Hampden-Sydney, Va.:

Why not ralse the age of the single and
childless? Are not fathers already serving
their country just as needfully in bringing
up a family? Let's have a show-down of the
numbers Ergland, Ireland, Canada, Australia,
New Zealand, and Africa have in the armed
forces. :

This is from a Decherd, Tenn,, mer-
chant:

There is a great hue and cry about juvenile
delinquency all over the country, and one
wonders how much greater this will become
with so many mothers working and fathers
taken into the service. The sanctity of our
homes. is one of the reasons our boys have
for fighting this war and to have our homes
so upset will be, in my estimation, ruinous.

Here is a letter from Chillicothe, Mo.:

I have not changed my original idea in that
I feei that it will be disastrous to draft
fathers and break up the American homes,
and I feel that, if this is done, thousands
of these homes will never be reestablished.
I also feel that if this matter is left up to
the Army and Navy that they will have every
man, woman, and child In the armed forces
or defense plarts, and I feel that it is just as
necessary that we keep the home front going,
and I feel that the home front has contrib-
uted about all that it can to the cause.

From Haworth, N. J.:

There is little doubt that manpower is be-
ing squandered In many of our most im-
portant war Industries. One case was re-
ported to me just recently where an indi-
vidual, after working for a period of 2 days
on a job at one of the largest airplane fac-
torie In the country, was instructed to slow
down because he did an honest, average
day's work. I have been told that in this
same plant five carpenters spent all of 1 day
to hang an ordinary screen door.

While these are isolated incidents there is
every reason to belleve that it iIs indicative
of general conditions. An honest investiga-
tion of the country's manpower situation is
urgently needed, not merely in connection
with the drafting of fathers but also to curb
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the terrific waste of money that is being’
imposed on the American people.

From Los Angeles:

My purpose In writing this letter is to
make you forcibly aware of the fact that
however inarticulate these people may be,
however unable to express their fear and
resentment at the treatment dished out to
them by this administration, nevertheless
they await with great anxiety the outcome of
your struggle. For they know it is, in a very
deep way, their struggle. A struggle to pre-
s~rve the only remaining bulwark against
the flood of bureaucratic ukases—the home.

From Weldon, N, C.:

Your recent remark, “playing politics with
American lives” struck a true note of accord
with the convictions of my heart. As one in
a group of thousands, I fail to see the urgent
need of drafting fathers into the armed serv-
ices when there are thousands of young sin-
gle men like myself who are eager and willing
to go.

From Lookout, Okla.: 1

It is my understanding that Brazil has a
trained army of 300,000 men that they have
offered us. If our need is so great why don’t
we accept all soldiers our allies can furnish,
or is it a question of politics?

From an attorney in Newark, N. J.:

As a lawyer, I am from time to time sub-
jected to the trials and tribulations of various
of my clientele who are affected by the draft.
I wish to endorse unqualifiedly your untiring
efforts on behalf of the fathers of this Nation
who would be torn from the side of their
beloved children in the event that the legis-
latlon you are sponsoring does not succeed.

From the Federation of Civic Associa-
tions, Washington, D. C.:

Both the War Manpower Commission and
the Selective Service Headquarters have been
apprised of the opinion of the Federation of
Civic Assoclations, particularly as class 4-F
which excludes, as one sub class, these who
have been convicted of felonies.

We take the position these men should not
be completely excused from duty while the
cream of manhood is called upon to lay
down his life, if need be, for his country.

Class 4-F should be revised, those whom
the armed forces feel are morally unfit should
be given duty building roads, camps or placed
on farms.

From Hapeville, Ga.:

Please keep up the good work and rest as-.
sured that when the single boys and men
married who do not have children are all ex-
hausted then we fellows with children will
be ready to do our part.

From Chicago:

If only the single men and men who reach
the age of 18 years were taken as replace-
ments, we would soon have 10,000,000 men,
The administration knows that we can’t
transport all of these men or anything like
all of them to the fighting front for many
months or years to come.

The Army and Navy high officlals mapped

plans for a goal of 10,000,000 men in uniform

at a time when the fortunes of war for the
Allies were at a low ebb indeed. Today Rus-
sia is definitely on the offensive and Italy is
on the ropes.

From Gaffney, S. C.:

The stand which you have taken against
hoarding or protecting the thousands of draft
dodgers is most heartily applauded by every
soldier and parent of fighting men in this
country.
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This is from Pueblo, Colo.:

Smashing the homes of fathers will at this
time smash the hopes of small business to
survive. It will also, in my opinion, take
fathers away from business operations that
are more essential and helpful to the Gov-
ernment than they would be in the Army.

From Waco, Tex.:

All of my relatives who are eligible are in
the service, some in the Pacific, some in the
Continent of Europe. However, the morale of
this country will be shattered and shaken if
the homes are allowed to be broken up. The
home is the foundation of this country, and
in my opinion it is unnecessary.

From Baltimore:

The American home must not be broken
up until all other means have been ex-
hausted, and the thinking public is far from
conv:nced that the country has reached that
point.

From the president of a lumber com-
pany in Alexandria, La.:

Putting more men in the armed forces than
are absolutely required is a strain upon in-
dustry, disrupts entire organizations that are
vital to the war effort. It Increases Gov-
ernment taxes by putting more men in there
to pay, train, feed, and equip than the coun-
try has need for in many cases.

From Bastrop, La.:

From a military standpoint it i1s bad pol-
icy to draft heads of families, as their minds
are so absorbed in worries over their families
that they could not possibly make a really
dependable soldier. Therefore, they would
neither add efficiency nor morale to the fight-
ing Army.

From an attorney in Escondido, Calil.:

In the First World War over half of the men
enlisted never went outside the borders of
the continental United States, and after this
war is done the same will be shown to be the
fact in this war.

From an attorney in Erie, Pa.:

I believe there is general public agreement
with your proposal to prevent as far as possi-.
ble the drafting of fathers. However, if the
draft age for fathers is to remain at the
present level, something certainly should be
done to get the younger, more physically fit
and single men out of replaceable industrial
Jobs and Into the armed services before
fathers are called.

From Elkin, N. C.:

* Although I am a minister, and although my
specialty is theology, anc not politics, I,
nevertheless, because of my Anglo-Saxon
background, cannot help being concerned
with what happens in the political field.
More specifically, I must say that I am glad
to see you-take up the fight to save fathers
of children from the draft. No doubt we
must go ahead in the direction of military
victory and no doubt there are many sacri-
fices which lle ahead of us which we must un-
complainingly make, but to draft the fathers
of children is to leave thousands of families
without a bread winner, without any moral
authority or example, is to bring despair,
bleak and dark into the hearts of many, is
to go a long way toward destroying the home
in this country.

From Louisville, Ky.:

Why is it necessary for a father to throw
away his wife and children to face these
perilous times alone when the United States
is already carrying the biggest load of any
other Allied nation?
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From San Antonio, Tex.:

I wonder if fathers are taken why it is
not the men who have married since Pearl
Harbor and many of such whose purpose it
was to keep out of the war; how about the
thousands married with no children who are
exempted when men of more mature age
could do all they are doing as good and in
many instances better; how about the many
single men in Washington, stool sitters who
are left out and why have we g0 many young
men in colleges and who have been there for
several years.

From Amarillo, Tex.:

God knows the American family is already
disintegrating with mothers at war work and
then to draft fathers or husbands of these
mothers, no quicker way could be found to
send the parentless child to hell.

From Sulphur, La.:

I have two small children, aged 5 and 2
years. Their father is an essential worker in
shipbuilding. That's where the fathers are
needed. Why half orphan our children until
it is absolutely necessary. They are needed
behind the man with the gun.

I am patriotic and wish to do everything
in my power to hurry and win this war, but
I don’t see where fathers should be taken now
as there seems to be more soldiers around
now than they know what to do with.

From Memphis, Tenn,:

My reading and sources of information in-
dicate that all available transportation to
and in the necessary theaters of war are al-
ready congested, impossible or unnecessary,
and that normal replacements are adequate.
So, this clamor for fathers' induction is not
only unnecessary at this time, but will so
further deplete the home front that indus-
try and production will be jeopardized
throughout our Nation, and actual suffering
be the result in many homes.

An attorney from Pittsburgh writes:

In my opinion, we shall be doing irrepa-
rable harm to society if we break up the
thousands of homes which the present pro-
gram of the War Manpower Cominission
would make inevitable.

From Syracuse, N. Y., comes this tele-
gram:

Your bill to defer drafting of pre-Pearl
Harbor fathers deserves full support and
consideration of every person interested in
maintaining the United States home and
preventing growth of juvenile delinguency.
‘While the Army and Navy should be per-
mitted to run the war they do need a system
of check and balance. Before breaking up
homes should they not be forced to use
every physically fit single man 38 to 45 for
noncombatant service?

From the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway
Co., Thurmond, W. Va.: ‘

Have been much interested in your efforts
to delay induction of pre-Pearl Harbor
fathers and am heartily in accord, but it
looks like the manpower officials won't play
ball. I can't see the benefit either for re-
gardless of age, a father is going to make
a poor soldier; constantly recurring thoughts
of his family and their problems at home
are going to make a “defensive” type out of
him—no punch, nor the aggressiveness needed
for the present warfare.

From Springfield, Mo.:

I am writing to commend you for the
fight you are making against the drafting
of fathers into the armed forces. Too much
destruction is being done to our democratic
form of govérnment by the innumerable ex-
perimental bureaus of the New Deal.
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From Tulsa, Okla,:

1 have followed you along in your ideas
for a long time. I wholeheartedly agree
with you on the question of drafting fathers.
There is one thing I am opposed to, all these
boys left in college at the taxpayers' ex-
pense.

1 know many, many boys who should be
serving their country, who are in college.

Thank God my boy isn't that kind of boy,
he left school and enlisted in aviation, is
training for a bomber pilot.

From Baltimore, Md.:

The strength of a nation is vested in the
home. No nation can be more powerful nor
more formidable than that nation whose
homes are stably founded upon a solid
foundation of absolute surety.

Our nation can do no greater thing to
bolster the Allied cause and to win the
peace, as it must surely be won; if we are
even to dare hope for a lasting peace after
this conflict, then to take steps to ascertain
the home life of its people and keep alive
those Christian principles for which our

' Nation was born and by which our homes

are founded.

From Chanute, Eans.:

Better draft grandfathers than fathers
with small children, and even now there are
quite a number of single men who are not
in the Army.

From a New York City attorney:

May I say that many folks in my commu-~
nity are absolutely opposed to drafting men
into the armed services who were married
prior to Pear]l Harbor.

One of the higher officers in the Farm-
ers and Mechanics National Bank in
Frederick, Md., says:

Civillan services are beilng handicapped
because of the continued loss of manpower
and if many of the remaining men could be
left for eivillan work until the need for mili-
tary service is more acute, it would be better
for those of us who wish to carry on at the
home front.

Here is a telegram from Burlington,
N.C.;

If drafting of fathers actually necessary to
successfully expedite war program, believe all
Americans more than willing, but this should
be proven beyond doubt, as such will affect
our civilian economy perhaps more than any-
thing since beginning of war. Too many
men already in Army camps state their full
time and ability not being utilized. Many
industrial plants not engaged in direct war
production. Will be forced to close because
of loss of keymen.

From Oklahoma City, Okla.:

There is not a shortage of manpower, but
there does seem to be a shortage of manpower
in the right places. If unintelligent draft-
ing continues, it will certainly mean disaster
on the home front. But with intelligent
drafting of those men left, production and
morale on the home front will continue to be
high, and there will still be plenty of men in
the service. =

From St. Cloud, Fla.:

I am fully aware of the fact that if such a
purpose should be successful, it would mean
the breaking and wrecking of millions of
homes to the lasting disgrace of our Govern-
ment. Ihave ason age 35, with 2 little bables
and the mother wearing herself out to care
for them. Mortgage, $3,850. Salary, $2,700.
Should he be drafted, his wife would receive
$72 per month and go on relief for the rest.
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From Sedalia, Mo.:

What kind of men and women will the
world of tomorrow produce with a wvast
amount of mothers in war plants and fathers
in uniforms?

A Tulsa (Okla.) businessman writes:

In my business I have ocecasion to talk to
numerous people about this question and
I find them uniformly of the opinion that
the National Selective Service System under
Messrs. McNutt and Hershey have bungled
more than any other governmental agency.

From Smithville, Tex.:

I guess you will be surprised to hear from
folks here in Texas.

We are for you one hundred percent in your
draft bill, and we are wondering if you can
see that our teen-age boys get thelr year's
training before they are sent overseas, as was
promised us.

From Covington, Ky.:

With so many single men and childless
married men working under deferments why
take any father? WHy not immediate can-
celation of the above deferments?

No man 18 to 25 can be irreplaceable at such
a young age. I know the conditions exist as
I have been in contact with them for the past
11, years.

From Joplin, Mo.:

I am sitting here in my home tonight. My
children are snug in bed and I have been
thinking of the effort you have been making
these past few days.

I feel that if my husband goes to war it
will ruin our home. I will have to work
and my children may turn out to be problem’
children. Now it takes every minute of my
time to care for them.

From Tampa, Fla.:

We are very glad to know of your action in
the drafting of fathers even though it doesn't
affect us at all. What many of us wonder is
how and why so many escape the draft who
should be in it.

The president of a bank in Nebraska
writes me:

I have talked with military officers and they
tell me that a very few fathers over 28 years
of age can take the rap.

From Salina, Kans.:

Time will vindicate your position on the
drafting of fathers, and what you say about
the size of the Army and the number of men
who will be left in training in this country
at the close of the war because of inadequate
transportation.

From Brookhaven, Ga.:

I hope you will get on the radio and tell
us about those countries which have not con-
tributed any soldiers to the Allied armies.

From Cresco, Iowa:

Milljons of us have no faith in the doings
of the present powers that be, nor do we be-
lieve that we should play politics with other
people’s lives by drafting all the manpower of
the United States for the purpose of impress-
ing Joseph Stalin or any other foreign peoples.

Telegram from Miami, Fla.:

Your attention is called to ruling of War
Department, effective September 30, 1943, re-
tiring all officers 60 years old. The services
of these men, the result of long experlence
and devotion to duty, are needed now at this
critical stage of war. This is no time to dis-
card such valuable help.
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From Parsons, Kans.:

My husband is a chemist, working at the
Eansas ordnance shell-loading plant in the
capacity of head ordnance inspector in the
chemical and physical laboratories. Last
week he got his 1-A classification. We are
taking out 14 percent of his salary in bonds,
That is all we have saved since we came here.
Now, with him in class 1-A, do youthink we
can put anything more in bonds, with a pos-
sible ezpensive move coming up for us? We
have a child 5 years old. Icannot find anyone
to care for her so that I can work. I will have
to go back to live with my parents in a small
town where there isn't much work, If he is
taken in the Army we will no doubt have to
cash some of the bonds we have,

From Lexington, Ky.:

Yes: I am 50, and I was in the other war to
save England’s shipping, and England itself;
was wounded, and am told I am no goed for
this war because of disabilities, but I know
plenty able-bodied men who are able to do
any of the jobs of recruiting, guard duty, and
thousands of other jobs held by the younger
set who should be doing some of the fighting.
Yes; I am able to and could do the same job
held by some of the able-bodied men in re-
cruiting service at the present time.

From Arlington, Va.:

Congratulations on your fight to keep the
fathers in the homes, where they belong.

We have already more meén under arms
than we can possibly use for 2 years.

The Army would take 20,000,000 men if
they could get away with it.

From Pawtucket, R. I.!

These fathers are the backbone and sup-
porters and the workers and producers of
America and the bulld-rs of the present and
future America.

If their homes are broken up by being
drafted at any time, there is no telling what
will happen to the little children and the
wife and the home.

A worrying dad In the war would be a detri-
ment, a very bad one, and a big expense to the
Government, I am American born and in
my 70th year, and not in the draft. I repre-
sent abcut 1,500 local families.

From San Antonio, Tex.:

It seems to me that the Army is one of the
greatest hoarders of manpower that we have,
If and when the Army and other Governmen-
tal agencles can correct these conditions it
will not be necessary for them to draft me,
Jjust let it be known I am needed.

From Beauty, Ky.:

I am a welder 35 years old, work in a war
job, have a wife and 7 small children. I am
expecting to be drafted any day. Will you
please ask why they release men over 38
who have no dependents and take me away
from my family?

From Olympia, Wash.:

You may be interested in an informal dis-
cussion that I had with a group of about 10
fathers, all of whom are eligible for the
proposed fathers' draft. They were almost
unanimous in their opinions that they would
be more than willing to go into the imme-
diate service of the Army or Navy provided

ere was some way of providing for the care
and maintenance of their children.

You will find the fathers of this country
just as patriotic as anyone else, but they do
not cherish the thought of their families
suffering because of the lack of funds to pro-
vide the bare necessities of life while they are
in the service, when everyone else is enjoying
an era of financial prosperity.
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From Atlanta, Ga.:

No one wishes to deprive our armed forces
of men and material that are needed to win
the war as quickly as possible., On the other
hand, the services could correct many of their
ways and use their resources much more
efficiently and economically. A reasonable
utilization of present men in work which
would permit the utilization of their training,
both prior to their Induction and subsequent
to it, would in my opinion help to amply
provide for the needs of the armed forces.

This is a letter written by J. H. Bond,
deputy executive director, War Man-
power Commission, in reply to a letter
written by a ship fitter in Brooklyn com-
plaining that he eculd not get work.
Bond’s letter is dated August 31. It
states in part:

We realize that there is a great deal of
labor waste and poor supervision in war in-
dustries throughout the country and are tak-
ing steps to correct this situation.

From Ames, Iowa:

I have no objection to the drafting of any
man or any woman that can help in finishing
up this war quickly, but it makes me ready
to bite nails when I think of 3,000,000 pay-
rollers working for the Government in per-
fectly safe jobs when certainly some of them
ought to be out where thz shooting 15 going
on, This reduction in the Federal pay roll
might well result in increased efficiency all
the way round.

From Rome, Ga.:

There are hundreds of enlisted trained men
in the service now who are doing work and
jobs that civilians could just as well do.
This sort of thing should not be. These men
should be used first before calling men with
children into the service.

From Gilman City, Mo.:

I want to heartily endorse your amendment
to stop the induction of fathers indefinitely.
There are still hundreds of single men and
married men without children in Harrison
County, Mo., and adjoining counties in civil-
ian life while many fathers with children in
this county are now in 1-A to be taken Octo-
ber 1, unless it is stopped.

An cofficial of an insurance company in
San Diego says:

If the future citizens of our country are to
amount to anything, and if we are to have
a country worth fighting for when the pres-
ent generation of children grow to be adults,
it is imperative that the family unit be pro-
tected now. To deprive families with chil-
dren of the father's influence and financial
support now will simply mean that in most
instances, the mother will have to find a job
to earn enough for the family to live on, with
the cobvious result that the children will he
forced to shift for themselves or be regi-
mented in child-care centers. Sericus diffi-
culties will be bound to develop.

Telegram from Robertsdale, Ala.:

For the sake of America and American
homes both present and future, prevent the
drafting of fathers into the Army, if possible.

From Portland, Oreg.,, an attorney
writes:

I would like to send you a copy of the front
page of our Journal, smeared with crime,
even vieing with the war news for front-
page headlines. The break-down in morals—
the gambling, wildness of women, burglaries,
murder, sulicide, etc.—is terrible. Even the
juvenile officers are making a Kick as to the
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fact whether they would continue with their
work.,

From Corpus Christi, Tex.:

I am 100 percent opposed to this unneces=
sary action that would disorganize and to-
tally disrupt our home front, not to men-
tion the wrecking of millions of American
homes, the backbone to our future America,

From Memphis, Tenn.:

Allow me to congratulate you on your stand
regarding the drafting of fathers.

I am one of the many men between the
ages of 38 and 45 who have no dependents,
and I certainly think that we should be in-
ducted before men with children.

There are thousands of men between 38
and 45 who are very sound physically who
would make excellent soldiers, sailors, and
marines.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I have
concluded my statement with reference
to this question. I am interested only in
these propositions: First, the manpower
in the War Department and in the Army
should be properly utilized before mar-
ried fathers are drafted.

Secondly, the manpower in the various
buresus where men are being deferred
should be used before fathers are drafted.

Thirdly, before fathers are taken the
young single men who are being hoarded
in industry for the purpose of avoiding
the draft should be taken.

If any legislation could be worked out
along these lines, or if the Government
departments themselves would do what
they should do, I would have no objec-
tion, and would not be interested in
pressing legislation merely because it
bears my name.

I am not interested in whose name
any particular piece of proposed legisia-
tion may bear. I am interested, as I be-
lieve the great bulk of the American peo-
ple are, in not having fathers inducted
into the service unless it is absolutely
essential. I submit that from the facts
which I have presented it is not essen-
tial. It is not necessary to draft fathers
this month, next month, or the follow-
ing month if there can be brought about
a proper utilization of manpower in the
United States. In my judgment the
morale of the people of this country will
be very severely affected if, under exist-
ing conditions, fathers shall be drafted.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there be printed
in the Recorp a list of registrants de-
ferred, the list having been prepared by
the Selective Service. It gives in detail
the age groups, as well as the various
branches of the Government which have
asked for the deferments. It also goes
into detail by States. .

Next week, the Sclective Service will
have available the names of each and
every individual whc has asked defer-
ment, so that the public may have the
benefit of this knowledge, in keeping
with a bill which the able and distin-
guished Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lopce] and I introduced and spon-
sored through the Congress last spring.,

There being no objection, the list was
ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:
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Age of registrants deferred for occupational reasons by selective service local boards because of their employment in or under the Fed-
eral Government, by branch or.agency of the Government by which employed, Sept. 15, 1943, registrants 18 to 37, inclusive, United
States and Territories

[Preliminary]
Age
Agency 1 Tota.
18to 21 22to 24 25 to 20 20 to 34 36 to 87

All ies, total 115, 397 15,812 19, 133 36, 939 28,074 13,739
Legislative establish ts 2 et L B Py e R e TR et 3 2
B Ll & T A e T e L e e e 2l L =l 1
House of Repr tives.. L 1o AR BT PR e | o IR S =
TheJudiciary......coeu... iy 1 2 5 4
Department of Agriculture 535 530 205
Department of Commerce 1,180 0941 442
Civil Aeronautics Board 1 1 1
Department of the Interi 387 304 161
Department of Justice . 2,27 1,116 201
Department of Labor. 19
Navy Department 16, 415 12,571 8,719
Pearl Harbor *._______ 651 415 149
Post Office Departmen 87 88 5
Department of State__ 150 127 a3
Department of Treasur 2 35
War Department._ . 9, 043 8, 600 4,355
Papnama Canal 3.____ 602 478 214
Federal Security Ageney D 0 53 a0
Federal Works Agency.. 82 04 69
National Housing Agency._ ... & 5 2
The White House Office_ . __... 1 5] E == e e e
Board of Economic Warfare. EE ST 19 20 28
Burean of the Budget. _________.___ = 3 [ 7
National Resources Planning Board B i 1 2 2
Office of Censorship..__.___......_... i 0 19 13
National War Labor Board. ... 22 & 9. 7
Oflice of Alien Property Custodian 1 & e 1
Office of Clvilian Defenss_.. ... ... .oeeeecrecccmrmnanean x 17 3 1 3 4 ]
Office of the Coordinator of Inter-Ameriean Affairs_______ ... i < a0 1 7 7 12
Office of Defense TrmIortation..._____ e e e fhl s A e 5 8
Office of Lend-Lease Administration____________ & 23 5 SR 3 13 (]
Office of Scientific Research and Develog LN T : 387 85 85 163 79 25
Office of War Infor fon. L. 219 3 13 70 84 40
War Manpower Commission_ ... 148 8 14 a 53 i
National Youth Administration e RN el 1 2 9 6
‘War Production Board.______. < 145 1 5 a3 52 54
‘War Reloeation Authority_... 2 B e ety 1 2 5
‘War Shipping Administration. ... o 7,400 2,529 1,814 1,701 1, 247 618
Office for Emergency Management 2. 3 i 67 4 7 23 15 13
Office of Price Administration . 6l 1 1 14 24 21
Office of Strategic Services. ... 29 1 1 10 o b (T B )
Petroleum Administration for War. e ceeeocociiaiaeicccimccmmcencannrannan -5 AR 1 ) 20 10
National Capital HonsnE AUIROTIEY o o ce vnarmmesnsasas s s senbmrapes mere e e o 1 - e e s
Civil Berviee Commission.____._..____ iE: 47 3 [} 18 13 ]
Employees’ Comnpensation Commission . oo vmmmoceemeeemmcemmemmmmenenan 2 1 - 1
Federal Communiecations Commission. . P 845 - 37 150 96 35
Federal Deposit I Corporation Sl R 1 -h L 1
Federal Power Commission. I R R e e 2 5 [}
General Accounting Office_ - .- .loi.ooio oo il il T e s Eoic? | IEERCETRE R 15 D SRR AL 6 1
Government Printing Office_. .. 8 2 5
Library of CoDgIess. . - e oeeeecccmcaccnannas | EES T e 3 " PR s et
National Advisory Committee for Aeronauties. .o e e ecceocmamraemcesmesermesamramaymecasaassa= &05 153 277 29 o8
National Archives._____ e A58 SRS | 3 . —msmarasnans ) e
National Gallery of Art____.._. P £ B i
National Labor Relations Board .. b B RN 3 2
Railroad Retirement Board ... dol S e e i el 1
Becuritics and Exch Ci issi 4 2 1
Tarif Commission.....c.ceeeeoimnuan : § 1
United States Maritime Commission 4,300 1, 600 675 010 €09 215
Veterans’ Administration. .____________ b e ey B Pealic A L' 8 4
Executive Office and independent establishments . __ A o S S T 13 b 1 2 3 2
Federal ReserveSBystem _.._____ ... ... au 6 v 3 3
Reconstruction Finance Corporation . 1 R 7k 4 20 32 39
Tennessee Valley Authority_____________.__ 446 8 64 147 148 i1l
Government corporations and credit 1 12 18
District of Columbia government. 29 152 174 81
Government - T E— 404 wr 672 338

1 Does not include the following agencies for which no employees were reported classified in I1-A, IT-A (H), II-B, II-B (H): Office for Emergency Management Division ,
of Central Administrative Services, American Battle Monuments Commission, Bituminous Coal Consumer Couneil, Board of Investigation and Research— Transportation,
Federal Trade Commission, Interstate Commerce Commission, National Capital Park and Planning Cominission, Nationa! Mediation Board, Smithsonian Institution, The
- Tax Court of the United States, Export-Import Bark.
2 Not elsewhaere classifed,
*Includes’ employees of the Panama Canal, a divisior o, the War Department, and may also include employees of other agencie. designated by location,

(DSSn%rm: g}i;port of Oceupational Deferment of Federal Government Employees (D88 Form 38) and Changes in Occupational Deferments of Federal Government Employees
8 Form 349). |
National Headquarters, Selective Service System, Oct. 1, 1043. ‘

Age of registrants deferred for occupational reasons by selective service local boards because of their employment in or under the Fed- |
eral Government, by State, Sept. 15, 1943, registrants 18 to 37, inclusive

[Preliminary]
Age group |
Etate Total
18021 2to 4 251020 | 80toa4 35 to 87 |
: |
115, 397 15, 812 19, 933 36, 939 28, 274 13, 739 '
109, 885 14,036 | 18,888 | 35,620 | 27,950 13,372 |
Alabama____.. 1,451 210 236 448 303 164
Arizona. 213 13 5 £ 63 32
Arkensa | 872 57 48 114 107 46
Californin. ... SEeeh GhIE R e e R e | 12, 249 1,004 2,134 8,059 8,435 1,707 1
|
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Age of registrants deferred for occupational reasons by selected service local boards because of their employment in or under the Fed-
eral Government, by State, Sept. 15, 1943, registrants 18 to 37, inclusive—Continued
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Age group
Etate Total
18to 21 2t024 25 to 29 30 to 34 86 to 37

Colorad 723 £ 63 237 248 £6

Connecticut 09 137 150 202 198 82

L2 T RS R R R S SR RN A R S R e B R {8 8 10 31 0

£, 384 620 601 1,820 1,316 037

1, 488 154 180 465 453 £33

1,513 247 285 450 351 188

% 45 110 219 184 7

4,118 412 669 1,440 1,003 64

060 141 152, i 226 105

1,076 88 199 375 281 123

674 fil £3 179 170 81

lwmt cky.. E56 48 7 199 161 51

I.oulsin.na. 4 1,071 134 177 325 289 145

) 111 110 <60 211 107

2,044 b 244 €35 543 &2

&, 461 423 1,040 1, €65 1,426 oy

1,509 35 a7 & 468 246

1,016 1¥0 160 337 246 #2

! 460 o 3 125 132 0

Missorri £74 42 122 312 248 140

Montens. ... . ... . EE3 g 75 216 193 2

Nebrask 457 ] €5 165 109 &

Nevada.._._ 184 6 13 02 68 a5

oy o T T S I R S 467 24 76 150 148 60

NewJersey Docosl = Tre S in i e i 2,805 201 463 {50 751 831
New Mexieo. . 200 6 | by £2 5 45

e ] R T e R S R S G R R M S A L R AR R e S A 14,954 1,3¢6 2,476 5,350 8,037 1,835

North Carolina. . e 1.170 o 392 209 139

North Dakota 229 14 52 L] 67 2%

B R 3, 609 436 626 1,523 874 447

Oklah 1, 066 116 126 . an1 339 154

Oregon.... 943 91 123 206 288 145

B ALt L) L] e R e A S A PR IS T L PR O 1 P SR 0 o T e 10, 202 1,370 2,111 8, 266 2,294 1,061

Rhode Island. .. =T FRT 1,115 1 123 336 a1 185

fouth Carclina s “ 3,256 ki 669 57 660 252

Bobth DaRatas o s i o il - 02 19 33 a3 89 28

i 1 e AT I P i T e e W S N LR T 1, 266 138 175 420 343 184

Texns. z = 4,848 728 £07 1,454 1,183 €35

Utah. ___ 757 218 12‘2 226 132 0

Yermont 116 L] 45 v 16

Vireinia. .. Ll T 7,271 1, 669 1 3‘i1 1,233 1, 581 755

Whashington 275 1,315 1,204 1, i85 1,368 703

West Virginia 649 105 218 160 0

L e e S R ey S N g R e o S g 471 ] 147 397 247 105

A g e T et -l 167 8 21 61 50 o

Off-continent. s 5, 512 1, 776 1, u45 1, 309 1,115 367

L T e e i en R L O R S S bt SRS B R T S as1 4 31 08 111 7

Hawail. _____... e e L el 4,788 L7213 975 1,147 BEG 88

Puerto RIo0...-coceeeenee 193 29 30 4 49 12

Bource: Report of Oceupational Deferment of Federal Government Employees (D88 Form 38) and Changes in Occupational Deferments of Federal Government Employees

{D88 Form 39,

State of registrants deferred for occupational reasons by selective service local boards because of their envployment in or under the Fed- -
eral Government, by branch or agency of the Government by which employed, Sept. 15 1943—registrants 18 to 37, inclusive—United

States and Territories

|Preliminery!
Btate
Ba
| =]
Agency Total (conti- Califor- o District
nental) | Alabama| Arizona [Arkansas nig | Coorado| =T o [Delaware| of Co-
lnmbia
Allagencies total. . ' 115,397 | 100, 885 1,451 213 372 12, 249 73 £99 ) 5,384
Legislatwe establishment *. e g g - 1 }
T o e A il
Houae of chreseutati\n i 2 2 = 1 2
The Judiclary . .......... e e e R SR AR 13 12 § ) B S 1 3 1 1 2
Department of Agricnlture ; 1, 500 1,474 58 10 20 147 41 5 3 51
Dopartment of Commerce e = 3,230 3, 153 an 20 6 219 41 16 1 50
Ciril Aeronauties Board. SR SRR 3 PR et Eiis ke o e e Pt 3
Department of the Interior 1,006 7 tm 1 16 8 100 44 s B 1 65
Department of Justice 4,431 -I- 417 45 24 )] 49 0 4 fin
Department of Labor. .. 30 20 e e s e M e et 1 ¥ 5
Navy Department. ..oceeananna. 51,875 48,155 222 a5 62 £, €03 137 209 84 2,944
Pearl Harbor 1__ .. _cceeuioaos 2,070 2,051 6 o e 412 1 L4 40
Post Office Department. . 241 228 4 1 2 35 2 L e s 8
Department of State. . . ........... 420 428 2 2 1 28 s ] 5 1 156
Department of Treasury 49 [y Erooene) FERROTSI ICEES 2 14
War Department...... 30,423 29, 080 &5 139 402
Panama Canal 3 ___________ o D e Y N Sl 1,504 1, 593 19 4 L] 38
Federal Security Apency. 103 190 [ (e % of
Federnl Warks Ageney .. 302 201 3 5 20
National Housing Agency-. RS TE E 7 7 b &) [t S B
The White House Office_. e 1 1 e §
Board of Economic Warlare....... - ki 78 R aa |l i 3
Borsau ol the Budget. 16 16 i el bt b 28 13
National Resources Planning Board 5 5
Office of Censorship. o cccuecaean.. 52 46 1 1 2
National War Labor Board. . 22 2 | 4
Oflice of Alien Property Custodian . - oo ceicsoommmmmmran e amamess 1 1 SRILD
Office of Civilian Defense......... 17 17 ) -

Footnotes at end of table.
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State of registrants deferred for occupational reasons by selective service loeal boards because of their employment in or under the Fed-
eral Government, by branch or agency of the Government by which employed, Sept. 15, 1943—registrants 18 to 37, inclusive—United

States and Territories—Continued

Ageney

Oflice of Coordinator of Inter-American AfAIrs. ceoeeeecceecicamaanaas
Office of Defense Transportation. .. _......

Offiee of Lend-Lease Administration. __
Oflice of Seientific Research and Development 5
Office of War Information o A
War Manpower Commission. .
National Youth Administration . oeeemqas-cemoocicmmacanmmcamsan s
War Produetion Board.......

War Relocation Authority___

War Ship%lm: &dmim'ﬂ.mtion ........................................
Office for Emergency M t2

Office of Price Administration. . s o

Office of Strategic Services. . o cocceecamecmecreoccanees

Petroleum Administration for War._

National Capital Honsing Authority ccememcecrommmammcacaeemancaaan

Civil Bervice Commission. . c.oceee. .. =

)Fmployces Lompensntion C L

Federal C ications C Jasi e
Federal Deposit Insurance Lormrutlon_.-
Federal Power Commission. ... ... (o PR AL L eSS ey LT T

General Accounting Office
Government Printing Office

Library of Congress. _ e
National Advisory Committee for A

National Archives ._________.
National Qalloey of Arts . A e
National Labor Eelations Board
Railroad Retirement Board . .......
Eequrities and Exchange Commission
Tariff Commission.___...
United States Maritime C
Veterans' Administration_________
Exeentive Office and independent
Federal Reserve System. .
Reconstruction Finanee ("orpomtlon
Tennessee Valley Authority_..__. s
Government corporations and it agene
Distriet of Columbia irm‘emmeu —

Btate

-District

Califor- Connect-

ia Colorado | ~ 5, [Delaware Igftr(l:boia

S 4
30 1) PR 6
41 2 4 7
l: 14 b o [t 10
6 2 - 8
3 vyl A 2
B2 47 110 §1
3
1
2 g
1
1
1
27 2 4
1 1
el ol 2
....... . L e fi
.......... | {352 TERSANT 3
B B e 10
1
1

Government jegd .
Ageniey
Florida Kansas tﬁ:{:';, :ﬁ:g Maine M‘;’;H
Al agencies, total., 1,488 674 556 1,071 700 2,044

Legislative establishments *
Senate. .
House of Remosnntstwes
I'he Judiciary - ...

Department of Agricalture. ... i o T AT L . 13
Department of Commerce. .__. 50
Civil Aeronabtles Honrd. ..o oo oo oo cmoame cem e docnsnanes AR iy
Department of the Interior. ... i
87y L R g T R L S 41
Chin e e T e S R AR R RS SR [ IR
Navy I}r-;mrimem... ........ 662
T R A S S S R e el

Post Office Departmen s et 1
Department of State. . 7
Department of Treasu =4
War Department 408
Panama Canal 2_. 29
Federal Security A i 4
Federal Works Ag{-ncy 4

National Housing Agency.
The White House Ollice. .

w2

Board of Economic Warlare. .

Bureanw oltha Budget. o . o il et |aae
National Resonrces Planning Board ..o oo oo
Office of Censorship. ... ........

Tatlonal War LADor BOAM. .. . . iy ceasssnan s n s an mammt e vt ams
Office of Allen Property Custodian. .
Office of Civilian Defensel. ...

Office of Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs______
Office of Defense Transportation. ... ...
Office of Lend-Lease Administration.. ... ... ....
Office of Scientific Research and Development. ..
Oflice of War Information e Sy
War Manpower A S e S
National Youth Administration - 4

R O e

Wnr Proaaction: BoRel oo - el it e e Rt e
Reloeation Authority. ... o oo _1 11T TTTTC -2

\\-ar Shipping Administration. : 85

Office for mergenc{ Management 3...o-ne oo omecemeeaen
Office of Price Administration. .. .......

Office of Etrategic Eervices
Petroleum Administration for War. ..o _.............
National Capital Housing Authority

25 11 a2 10 25

68 3 7 14 T

4 5 10 8 21

449 72 47 9 58
______ 2 1 At
04 104 253 473 £80

2 1 1 2

1 1 2 2 3

2 3 2 2 6

Civil Bervies Comntission: 20 Ll Ll
Emnlnfms Compensation Commission. . -
Federal Communications Commission. ..
Federal Deposit Insuranee Corporation. .

Federal Power Commission.. .. .. o cecececerarcaamaacesacona

Footnotes at end of table.
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State

Agenzy
Florida | Georgia | Idaho | Ilinols | Indiana | Towa | Kansas [ Keno | Toub | ypgine | Aary:

General Accounting Office.
Government Printing Office.
LIy o e v e e et i
National Advisory C ittee for Aer
National Archives

National Galler)' g IS BT ek S PR =
National Labor Relations Board. .. y
Railroad Retirement Board.........cceeenan
Fecurities and Exchange Commission_
Tariff Commission... ... ooveeeannn--
United Etates Maritime Commission
Veterans' Administration.
Executive Office and indepe
Federal Reserve System ..
Reconstruction Finance Corporation
Tennessee Valley Authority...._.__
Government corporations and credit ag
District of (‘olumbls governmant..._” o5
Gover e RS R R TR 2

o
o
1<
o
Lok
e
(=]
-

State

A
gency New

Massa- Minne- | Missis- N ; New New
Michigan) “ o0 wippi Missouri | Montana [Nebraska | Nevada Hynitin[gv Jersey | Mexico

300

A lagencies, total...
Legislatlve establishments 7___ )

House of Rep
TheJudlelary. = o T TR
Department or Agriculture.
De;mr,ment L TR L L
Civil A s el e e )
Department of the Interior 33
Department RTINS Y
Dcparlment of Labor 2 A . [ e : - 1
Nav tment 36 220 & T
Hn:r i e A AT O R A
Post Office Department
D At Ol N L e e e . RIS AT T i 3
Deparfment of Teeastiry . Sl e iooiassiito el o
War Department...
Paname Cansl s L Ll
Federal Security Agency. S
Federal Works Agency . S 9 - PRAREE R S R e T
National Housing Agency . SRR o i
The White House Office

16
&7

N AR

Board of Economic Warfare. . _ SR 4 o 2
Bureau ol the Budget ... ... e 1
National Resources Planning Board.

efense 1 1
Office of Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs. ...\ _________ i,
Office of Defense Transportation 2 1
Office of Lend-Leage Administration. R 1 1
Oflice of Scientific Research and Develop t. 81 6
Office of War Information. .. & 1
War Manpower Commission 11 3
National Youth Administra 1
War Production Board. 5

1

-
b0 20 83 B

W e
War Shipping Administration. ...
Office for rnmzenef Management 2.
Office of Price Administration.._..
Office of Strategic Services.........
Petrolenm Administration for War. .
National Capital Housing Authority. ¥ S
Civil Bervice Commission. . ... s oo cceeeeeccmoceraceeas 1
Employees Comy tion C 4 s
Federal Communications Commission__._____.______..._..
Federal 'Demslt Insuranee Corporation -

Federal Power Commission. . ccomocommaamnaaaaas 1 il AR DTN SE 'H B % LIPS,
General Accounting OMce. .o 1 iy e e S e T
Government Printing Office. : == Sl ] S WS e
Library fmo?srmc I g et ; i g = e e B e
Nationa visory Committee for Aeronautics 19 4 5T Y SRR S (T B S T e N
National Archives______ . ocoaaaac.. " 8 5 $ 2 % ! A
National Gallery of Art...__...
National Labor Relations Board il
Railroad Retirement Board...._.... =
Securitiesand Exchange Commission. .coae......
Tarifl Commission.....
United States Maritime Commission. ... MR Lt | |
Veterans’ Administration__..

Exccutive Office and independent establishments 1.
Federal ResarveSystem. . .o -orocermrvocrnes
Reconstruetion Finance Corporation.
Tennessee Valley Authority...............
Government corporations and eredit agencies 3.
District of Columbia guvernmsnt..-.. .......
Government agencies ..

Footnotes at end of table.
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State of registrants deferred for occupational reasons by selective service local boards bécause of their employment in or under the Fed=-
eral Government, by branch or agency of the Government by which employed, Sept. 15, 1943—registrants 18 to 37, inclusive—United

States and Territories—Continued

Btate
Ageney
*Okla- Pennsyl-| Rhode South South | Tennes
homa | Oregon i Island | Carolina | Dakota see
All agencies, total__ 14, 954 1, 096 M3 1,115 3, 250 262 1, 266

Lerislative establishments 2
LT e R R SR
House of Representat,
The Judiciary . .......
Department of Agricy
Department of Commerce
Civil Aeronautics Board.
Department of the Interior.
Departmens of Jostice.
Department of Lahor
Navy Department__
Tearl Harbor 2. _..._._.
Post Office Department
Department of State. . .
Department of the Trc»%ur} ......
WarDopartment. il
PanamaCanal$_ - 0 - ol ni ol
Fedvral Fecurity Apeney-.oeemcancecaaaaan-a.
Feceral Works Agency
National Housing Ageney. .
The White House Offtee_ .. ... _._.......
Eorrd of Econamic Warfare_ - .............
Bureau of the Budget. .
National Resovrees Planning Board. __.
OQftee of Censorship. .. . ...
National War Labor Board.________.___
Office of Alien I'roperty Custodian___._
Office of Civilian Defense. .. .. . - .
Office of Coorddinator of Inter- American Ur::in
Otfiee of Defense Transportation. ... ..
Oflice ol Lend-Lease Administration. . .
Offiee of Scientific Research and Dctclonmenl
Office of War Information. ..........o......
War Manpower Commission. .. o.o.coooouan
National Yonth Ad
War Produetion Board__. ..

War Relocation Authority ... ..c.ocecaaas
War 8hipping Administration__._____
Office for Emergency Management 2., ooaooaoooo
«Oflice of Price Administration. _.

Office of Strategic Services. .
Petroleum Administration for War. ____
National Capital Housing Authority..

Civil Service Commission. . . oo caemceccccmaas

Fmploi,crs Comy tion C ission
Federal C ications C i

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporalion. o.o...o....
Federal Power Commission

General Accounting Office.

Government Printing Office.

Library of Congress_..... syl

National Advisory Commitiee fur Acronautics ..
National %rchlves....................-...
National Gallery of Art___

National Labor Relations Board .-
Railroad Retirement Board.____. ...
Securities and Exchange Commission.
I'arift Commission. __ ...

United States Maritime Cornmixeiol
Veterans' Administration .. _________
Executive Offiee and indeg t est
Federa! Reserve System. ...
Reconstruction Finance (‘orpomnon
Tennessee Valley Authority .._....
Government corporation and credit ageu('k-s
Distriet of Columbia government.........
Government agencies 2

Total, Pue
Agency ! i off-con- | Alaska | Hawaii fﬂ;ﬂ
viah Vi | Wison: | wooning| tinem
All agengies, total 757 040 71 5, 512 331 4,088 198
Legislative establishments 7.
Benate..._.. -
House of Representatives. .
The Judiciary LI
Department of Agriculture. oo eoeeeoaao.. 16
Department of ComMmMErce. .o ovoioconacaneanan 38
Civil Aeronautics Board ... oocoocomeeecannnn
Department of the IR tOHI s s e 20
Department of Justice.... 44
Department of Labor...coeoeeaeceeraao P ] [ S
Navy Department. . - & £1
2 LT T B e s A o IR B A 1
Post Office Department
Department of State A 1
Department of Treasury. coceeacoomcecmnocmanans b
War Department. i . 455
Panama Canal Vo= oo oot o s 3
Federal Security AReney . cceeecaeemrommcremmaean 1
Federal Works Agency . ... o ool oiceecceessas n

Natfonal Housing Apency. .. .o ooceeecaan
Footnotes at end of table,
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Etate
Total,
Agency ] ] ol off-con- | Alaska | Hawaii P}';?:;“
Texas Utah | Vermont | Virginia Ly nl?:::]mg- \-"i:g(}':ltiu Wiscon: Wyoming L2
The While House Office. .. o coeevonccacaannns-

Board of Economic Warfare.
Bureau of the Budget_____ i Rt
National Resources Planning Board.
Office of Censorship_.. ...
National War Labor Board.
Office of Alien Property Custodian !
OMee of Civilian Defense. . oo v omeemeeeaeaaee
Othiee of Coordinator o, Inter-American A fTairs.
Offiee of Defense Transportation. ... ______
Office of Lend-Lease Administration. . - __ .
Office of Bcientific Research and Dev u.!npmmut__
Office of Wai Information_ ... ... __.._._.
War Manpower Commission_ i
National Youth Administration.
War Production Board
War Relocation Authorit )
War § ‘-lupr!nit Administration
Office for Emergency Manageme
Office of Price Administration
Oflice of Strategic Servires.
Petroleum Administration fo
National Capital Housing Authori
Civil Service Commission_______ s
Employees' Compensation Commission. _
Federnl Communications Commission . .
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation .
Federal Power Commission.
Goneral Ac ting Office. . . —
Government Printing Office. . ..cooeeanaas
Library of Congress.
National Advisory Committee for Acronautics..
National Archives__ Sy
National Gallery of . Art. .o
National Labor Relations Board.
Railroad Retirement Board. ...
Securities.and Exchange Commission. .
Tarifl Commission
United States Maritime Commission...
Veterans' Administration. .. o
Fxﬂutwe offices and. independent es
menteE, et s
Federal Reserve System.
Reconstruction Finance
Tennessee Valley Authority_.
Government corporation and crodit agenc: es
Distriet ol Columbia gmernmrnt
Government ag

L g &6 i"""i.";ci' 18

1 Does not inelade the following agencies for which no employecs were ro]l;orled classified in II-A, 1I-A (H), 1I-B, I1-B (11): Oflice for Emergency Management, Division of

Central Administrative Services, American Batile Monuments Commission,

ituminous Coal Consumer Council, Board of Invest igation and Research—"Transportation, Federal

fi'rade Comniission, Interstate Commeree Commission, National Capital Park and Planving Commission, National Mediation Board, Smithsonian Institution, the Tax Court

of the United ‘wlsuﬂs. Export Import Bank.
1 Not elsewhere classified,

* Includes employees of the Panama Canal, a division of the War Department, nnd may also include employees of other agencies d.signated only by location
Eource: Report of Occupational Deferment of Federal Government Employees (DSS Form 38) and Changes in Occupational Deferments of Federal Government Employees

(DSS Form 39).

CLAIM OF GENERAL STATE AUTHORITY
OF COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYL-
VANIA—VETO M:ES‘S{\GE (8. DOC. NO.
100)

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following veto mes-
sage from the President of the United
States, which was read, and, with the ac-
companying bill, referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims and ordered to be
printed:

To the Senate:

I return herewith, without my ap-
proval, 8. 135, a bill “to confer jurisdic-
tion upon the Court of Claims of the
United States to hear, determine, and
render judgment on the claim of the
General State Authority of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania.”

On June 21, 1937, an allotment of
$20,000,000 was made by the Public
Works Administration with my approval
to the General State Authority of the
Commenwealth of Pennsylvania. A por-
tion of the allotment was an outright
grant while the balance was a relief-la-
bor grant based on a specified percentage

LXXXIX—-501

of the amount of wages paid to workers
on the projects involved. Subsequently,
the State of Pennsylvania requested a
modification of the allotment so as to
increase the amount of the outright
grant, The Public Works Administration
declined to modify the grant on the basis
of an opinion of its general counsel that
there was no legal ground on which the
request could be granted. The bill under
consideration would pérmit the State of
Pennsylvania to bring suit against the
United States, presumably to secure the
payment which would have been made
had the allotment been modified in ac-
cordanece with its request.

The statutes uncer which the Public
Works Administration was operating did
not create any vested rights in the
States, or in anyone else, to obtain any
money thereunder. The matter was en-
tirely within the discrefion of the United
States. Consequently, a denial of a re-
quest for an allotment or a refusal to
modify an allotment previously made
does not create any justiciable issue
that may be appropriately determined by
the courts,

In view of the foregoing circumstances,
I feel constrained to return the bill with=-
out my approval.
FraNkLIN D. Rooszvnm.
TuE WHITE HOUsE, October 1, 1943.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of execu-
tive business, ;

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES RETERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, TuN-
NELL in the chair) laid before the Senate
messages from the President of the
United States submitting sundry nom-
inations which were referred to the ap-
propriate committees.

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

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. McEKELLAR, from the Committes
on Post Olices and Post Roads:

Sundry postmasters,




§000

By Mr, GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

Sundry officers for promotion in the Public
Health Service.

By Mr. RADCLIFFE, from the Committee
on Commerce:

Amos E. Taylor, of Pennsylvania, to be
Director, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic
Commerce, to which office he was appointed
during the last recess of the Senate;

Oliver P. Hopkins, of Maryland, to be As-
sistant Director, Bureau of Foreign and Do-
mestic Commerce, to which office he was ap-
pointed during the last recess of the Senate;
and

Raymond C. Miller, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be Assistant Director, Bureau of
Foreign and Domestic Commerce, to which
office he was appointed during the last recess
of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no further reports of committees, the
clerk will proceed to state the nomina-
tions on the calendar.

FOREIGN SERVICE

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Elvin Seibert to be consul of
the United States of America.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of John W. Bailey, Jr., to be
Foreign Service officer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations of postmasters.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the nominations of postmas-
ters be confirmed en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nominations are confirmed
en bloe.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the President be immediately
notified of all confirmations of today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be notified
forthwith.

RECESS TO MONDAY

Mr. BARELEY, As in legislative ses-
sion, I move that the Senate take a re-
cess until 12 o’clock noon Monday next.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.), the Senate
took a recess until Monday, October 4,
1943, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate October 1 (legislative day of
September 15), 1943:

DrrLoMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE

AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND
PLENIPOTENTIARY

W. Averell darriman, of New York, to be
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten-
tiary of the United States of America to the
Union of SBoviet Soclalist Republics.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES

To be brigadier generals with rank from
September 1, 1943

Lt. Gen. George Smith Patton, Jr. (colonel,
Cavalry), Army of the United States, vice
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Brig. Gen. Henry H. Arnold, appointed major
general, Regular Army.

Lt. Gen. Brehon Burke Somervell (colonel,
Corps of Engineers), Army of the United
States, vice Brig. Gen. Henry C. Pratt, ap-
pointed major general, Regular Army.

Lt. Gen. Joseph Taggart McNarney (colo-
nel, Air Corps), Army of the United States,
vice Brig. Gen. Walter K. Wilson, appointed
major general, Regular Army,

Lt. Gen. George Churchill Eenney (lieu-
tenant colonel, Air Corps; temporary colonel,
Alr Corps), Army of the United States, vice
Brig. Gen. Ernest D. Peek, appointed major
general, Regular Army.

Lt., Gen. Carl Spaatz (brigadier general,
Assistant to the Chief of the Air Corps),
Army of the United States, vice Brig. Gen.
Frederic H. Smith, appointed major general,
Regular Army.

Lt. Gen, Omar Nelson Bradley (lieutenant
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United
States, vice Brig. Gen. Philip B. Peyton, ap-
pointed major general, Regular Army.

Lt. Gen. Ira Clarence Eaker (lieutenant
colonel, Alr Corps; temporary colonel, Air
Corps), Army of the United States, vice Brig.
Gen, Adna R. Chaffee, appointed major gen-
eral, Regular Army,.

Lt. Gen. Millard Fillmore Harmon (colonel,
Air Corps), Army of the United States, vice
Brig. Gen. Clement A. Trott, retired.

Lt. Gen. Robert Lawrence Eichelberger
(colonel, Infantry), Army of the United
States, vice Brig. Gen. Delos C. Emmons, ap-
pointed major general, Regular Army.

Maj. Gen. Thomas Troy Handy (lieutenant
colonel, Field Artillery), Army of the United
Sit;:zes, vice Brig. Gen. Edmond L. Daley, re-
t x

Maj. Gen. Walter Bedell Smith (lleutenant
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States,
vice Brig. Gen. Joseph M. Cummins, retired.

Lt. Gen. Mark Wayne Clark (lieutenant
colonel, Infantry), Army of the United States,
vice Brig. Gen. John N. Greely, retired.

To be major general with rank from August
31, 1943

Lt. Gen. Jonathan Mayhew Wainwright
(brigadier general, U. 8. Army), Army
of the United Btates, vice Maj. Gen. Walter
8. Grant, retired.

To be major general with rank from

September 1, 1943

Lt. Gen. Joseph Warren Stilwell (brigadier
general, U. 8. Army), Army of the United
States, vice Maj. Gen. Walter C, Short, retired.

To be major general with rank from

September 2, 1943

Lt. Gen. George Smith Patton, Jr. (colonel,
Cavalry), Army of the United States, vice
Maj. Gen, Philip B. Peyton, retired.

To be major general with rank from

September 3, 1943

Lt. Gen. Brehon Burke Somervell (colonel,
Corps of Engineers), Army of the United
States), vice Maj. Gen. Ernest D. Peek, re-
tired.

To be major general with rank from

September 4, 1943

Lt. Gen. Joseph Taggart McNarney (colo-
nel, Air Corps), Army of the United States,
vice Ma). Gen. Daniel Van Voorhis, retired.

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR
Army OF THE UNITED STATES
TO AIR CORPS

First Lt. Robert Leonard Colligan, Jr., Coast
Artillery’ Corps (temporary captain), with
rank from June 11, 1943,

First Lt. James Gleason Foley, Infantry
(temporary captain), with rank from Sep-
tember 1, 1942,

First Lt. Emil Franklin Hawes, Infantry
(temporary captain), with rank from July 1,
1943,
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Becond Lt. James Erwin Crosby, Jr., Infan-
try (temporary captain), with rank from
July 1, 1941,

Second Lt. Oliver Morton Legg, Infantry
(temporary captain), with rank from July 1,
1942,

_ Becond Lt. Richard Concklin Snyder, Corps
of Engineers, with rank from June 1, 1943.

Sezcond Lt. Roscoe Barnett Woodruff, Jr.,
Infantry (temporary captain), with rank
from June 11, 1941,

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES
To be first lieutenants with rank from October
12, 1943

Becond Lt. Robert Emmet Eennington, In-
fantry (temporary captain).

SBecond Lt. William Trabue, Field Artillery
(temporary major).

Second Lt. Willlam Love Latta, Jr., Infan-
try (temporary captain), subject to examina-
tion required by law.

Second Lt. John Bangs Corbett, Coast Ar-
tillery Corps (temporary captain), subject to
examination required by law.

Second Lt. Alfred Martin, Infantry (tempo-
rary major),

Second Lt. Carl Kenneth Warren, Jr., Field
Artillery (temporary major).

Second Lt. John Barwick Strahan, Infan-
try (temporary major).

Second Lt. Richard Greenwood Thomas,
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary major).

Second Lt. William Michael Delaney, Cav-
alry (temporary captain), subject to examina-
tion required by law,

Second Lt. Francis Marion Smith, Infantry
(temporary captain), subject to examination
required by law.

MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonels

Lt. Col. Theo Wallace O'Brien, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from Octo-
ber 1, 1943.

Lt. Col. William Charles Munly, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 1, 1943,

Lt. Col. George Willlam Rice, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 7, 1943,

Lt. Col. Robert James Platt, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
13, 1943.

Lt. Col. James Neal Willlams, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 17, 1943.

Lt. Col. Rollo Preston Bourbon, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 20, 1943, o
" Lt. Col. Wesley Cintra Cox, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
30, 1943.

Lt. Col, floyd Vern Kilgore, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from Octobar
30, 1843.

Lt. Col. Jochn Christopher Woodland, Med-
fcal Corps (temporary colonel), with rank
from October 30, 1943.

Lt. Col. Walter Leslie Perry, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
31, 1943.

To be lieutenant colonel

Ma). Richard Emmons Elvins, Medieal
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 8, 1943,

To be major

Capt. Joseph Pease Russell, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
16, 1943.

To be captain

First Lt. Edwin Stow Chapman, Medical
Corps (temporary captaln), with rank from
October 5, 1943.

First Lt. Carl Zeigler Berry, Medical Corps
(Ee:}:gl:gmry major), with rank from October
1 » .
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First Lt. Other Franklin Speaker, Medical
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
October 14, 1943.

First' Lt. Joseph Raymond Henry, Medical
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
October 15, 1943.

First Lt. Walton Merideth Edwards, Med-
ical Corps (temporary captain), with rank
from October 15, 1943.

First Lt. George Vernon Potter, Medical
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from
October 15, 1943,

First Lt. Harold Leslie Robinson, Medical
Corps \(temporary major), with rank from
October 19, 1943.

First Lt. Willlam Todd DeVan, Medical
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from
October 21, 1943,

First Lt. John Philip Harney, Medical
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
October 24, 1943, :

First Lt. Harvey George Tousignant, Med-
ical Corps (temporary captain), with rank
from October 24, 1943.

First Lt. James Howard Smith, Medical
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
October 24, 1843.

First Lt. Vernon David Pettit, Medical
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
October 24, 1943, :

First Lt. John Nicholas Furst, Medical
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
Octocber 24, 1943,

First Lt. Lee Frank Ferrell, Medical Corps
(temporary major), with rank from October
24, 1943.

First Lt. John Lynch Dixon, Medical Corps,
(temporary major), with rank from October
24, 1843,

First Lt. Walter Anthony Butkus, Medical
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from
October 24, 1943,

DENTAL CORPS
To be colonels

Lt. Col. Walter Davis Vail, Dental Corps

i t.eng:porary colonel), with rank from October
, 1943.

Lt Col. Clement John Gaynor, Dental
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 4, 1943,

Lt. Col. Walter Andrew Rose, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943,

Lt. Col. Alvin Ellsworth Anthony, Dental
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 4, 1943.

Lt Col. Willilam Burns Caldwell, Dental
Corps, with rank from October 4, 1943.

Lt. Col. Lewis Walter Maly, Dental Corps
{temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943,

Lt Col. Glover Johns, Dental Corps (tem-
porary colonel), with rank from October 4,
1943,

Lt. Col. Leslie Dean Baskin, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943.

Lt. Col. Dell Stuart Gray, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943. % 4

Lt. Col. William B. Stewart, Dentel Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943.

Lt Col. Boyd Lee Smith, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943,

Lt. Col. Avery Giles Holmes, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943, subject to examination required by
law.

Lt. Col. George Robert Kennebeck, Dental
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
October 4, 1943.

Lt. Col. Joseph Lyon Boyd, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from October
4, 1943,

Lt. Col. Richard Foster Thompson, Dental
Corps, with-rank from October 4, 1943,
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Lt, Col. William Swann Shuttleworth,
Dental Corps (temporary colonel), with rank
from October 19, 1943.

CHAFPLAINS
To be colonel

Chaplain (Lt. Col.) John Oscar Lindquist,
United States Army (temporary colonel),
with rank from October 10, 1943, subject to
examination required by law.

Chaplain (Lt. Col.) Frank Meredith Thomp-
son, United States Army, with rank from Oc-
tober 10, 1943.

Chaplain (Lt. Col.) Joseph Burt Webster,
United States Army (temporary colonel),
with rank from October 11, 1943.

Chaplain (Lt. Col.) Alfred Cookman Oliver,
Jr., United States Army, with rank from Oc-
tober 24, 1943, subject to examination re-
quired by law.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate October 1 (legislative day,
September 15), 1943:

FOREIGN SERVICE

Elvin Seibert to be consul of the Unlted
Btates of America.

John W. Bailey, Jr., to be Foreign Service
officer of class 3, a secretary in the Diplomatic
Service, and a consul general of the United
States of America.

POSTMASTERS
COLORADO

Wesley A. Simmer, Blanca,

Victor C. Baker, Falrplay.

Roxie R. Broad, Wheat Ridge.
CONNECTICUT

Francis H. Whelan, Darien.

Arthur H. Forst, Seymour.

Paul F. Cassidy, Woodbury.

DELAWARE
Alexander P. Gallagher, New Castle.
GEORGIA

Ola H. Bradbury, Bogart.

Clarence L. Persons, Eastman.

Frances Catherine Wingate, Ellijay.

John Marcus Stubbs, Bavannah.

Annie Lee Baker, Shannon,

Eloise G. Flanders, Swainsboro.

INDIANA

Charles E. Hull, Columbus.

Flossie L. Waterstraat, Earl Park,

Closs D. Samuels, Greenshurg,

Ethel Willlams, Odon.
MASSACHUSETTS

James H. Monahan, Clifton.
Wilma L. Foster, Hamilton.
Bertha 8. Nelson, Raynham.
MONTANA
Allen 8. McKenzie, Philipsburg.
NEW MEXICO
Robert F. Fisher, Cuba.
- NORTH CAROLINA
Edgar M. Martin, East Bend.
James C. Swain, Plymouth.
Gertrude B. Speir, Winterville.
OKLAHOMA
James E, Terrell, Elmore City.
VERMONT

Mary A. Keleher, Bethel,

Earle J. Rogers, Cabot.
Gertrude L. Cutler, Cambridge.
Hollis 8, Johnson, Castleton.
Rutherford D. Pfenning, Forest Dale.
Harriette R. Wilson, Grennsboro,
William T. Johnson, Hardwick,
Frank J. Donahue, Middlebury,
Mabel R. Turner, Rupert.

Ruth A. Randall, Wells River.
Ruby C. Gauthier, Wilder.
Margaret M. Flower, Woodstock,
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VIRGINIA

Carrie F. Patterson, Greenwood,
Lexie M. Van Dyke, Jewell Ridge.
Harris Hill Gee, Meherrin.
WISCONSIN
Harold C. Krentz, Westfield.

SENATE
Moxnpay, OcroBer 4, 1943

(Legislative day of Wednesday, Septem-
ber 15, 1943)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Charlain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D. offered the following
prayer:

O God, who art the hope of all the
ends of the earth amid the tragedy of a
broken world, in deep humility of spirit
at noonday we ascend the altar stairs of
this hallowed temple of our faith and
hope. Before we talk of the Nation's
good we would lift our needy hearts to
the nations’ God. For in Thee we trust.
When for this dedicated moment we blot
out all but Thee in a world of rising and
falling empires, we crave the sirengthen=
ing vista of Thine eternal kingdom whose
sun never sets.

Give unto us that greatness of spirit
which shall match the vast patterns of
this creative day. Save us from setting
narrow limits upon our responsibility to
our fellow men. May no pettiness in our
patriotism rob us of the habitual vision
of greatness. May we never hesitate
when the choice is between honor and
calculation. Beyond the strategy of war
may we see the depth and scope of this
historic drama 6f the centuries, and may
that vision turn its blood and sweat and
tears into glory. We ask it in the ever-
blessed name. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr., BarxLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the cal-
endar day Friday, October 1, 1943, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap-
proved,

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names: :

Alken Davis McCarran
Andrews Eastland McClellan
Austin Ellender McFarland
Bailey Ferguson McEellar
Ball George MeNary
Barbour Gerry Maloney
Barkley Glllette Maybank
Brooks Green Millikin
Buck Guffey Moore
Burton Gurney Murdock
Bushfield Hatch Murray
Butler Hayden Nye

Byrd Hill O'Daniel
Capper Holman O'Mahoney
Caraway Johnson, Calif, Overton
Chavez Johnson, Colo. Pepper
Clark, Idaho Kilgore Radcliffe
Clark, Mo. Langer Reed
Connally Lodge Revercomb
Danaher Lucas Reynolds
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