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The resolution (H. Res. 4'?4) was read,
as follows:

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S,
March 16, 1944,

Resolved, That he House has heard with
profound sorrow of the death of Hon.
JamEes A. O'LEARY, & Hepresentative from the
Btate of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of six Mem-
bers of the House with such Members of the
Benate as may be joined be appointed to
attend the funeral.

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of
the House be authoriged and directed to take
such steps us may be necessary for carrying
out the provisions of these resclutions and
that the necessary expenses in conmection
therewith be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House.

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

Resolved, That as a further mark of re-
spect the House do now adjourn.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, in connec-
tion with the announcement of the death
of Hon. James A. O'LEary, late a Repre-
sentative from the State of New York, I
send to the desk a resolution, which I
ask to have read, and for which I ask
present consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 272) was read,

considered by unanimous consent, and

unanimously agreed to, as follows:
Benate Resolution 272

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow the announcement of the
death of Hon, James A. O'LeEARy, late a Rep-
resentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of two Sena~-
tors be appointed by the President of the
Senate to join the committee appointed on
the part of the House of Representatives to
attend the mneral of the deceased Repre-
sentative,

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

Under the second resolving clause the
Vice President appointed Mr. WaGNER
and Mr. MEeap as the committee on the
part of the Senate to attend the funeral
of the deceased Representative.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, as a fur-
ther mark of respect to the memory of
the deceased Representative, I move that
the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock
noon on Monday next.

The motion was unanimously agreed
to; and (at 5 o'clock and 33 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until
Monday, March 20, 1944, at 12 o'clock
meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 16 (legislative day of Feb-
ruary 7), 1944,

THE JUDICIARY

Claude P. 'Stephens, of Kentucky, to be
United States attorney for the eastern dis-
trict of Eentucky, vice John T. Metcalf, re-
signed.

TERRITORY OF ALASKA

Ernest Gruening, of New York, to be Gov-
ernor of the Territory of Alaska, (Reap-
pointment.)

AUTHENTICATED

U.S. GOVERNMENT

INFORMATION
GPO
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PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED ETATES
To be colonel with rank from February 9,
1944

Lt. Col, Hubert Reilly Harmon, Air"Corps
(temporary major general).

To be colonel with rank from March 1, 1944

Lt. Col. Benjamin Greeley Ferris, Infantry
(temporary brigadier general).

Lt. Col. Charles Samuel Ritchel, Infantry
(temporary colonel).

Lt. Col. Thomas Guerdon Hearn, Infantry
(temporary major general).

Lt. Col. Donald Henley, Infantry,

Lt. Col. Joseph Daly Coughlan, Chemical
Warfare Service (temporary colonel).

Lt. Col, Reese Maughan Howell, Field Ar-
tillery (temporary brigadier general).

Lt. Col. Henry Jervis Friese Miller, Air corps
(temporary major general), subject to ex-
amination required by law.

MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonel

Lt. Col. Willlam Donaldson Fleming, Medi-
cal Corps (temporary colonel) with rank from
April 6, 1944,

Lt. Col. Samuel Demetrius Avery, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
April 9, 1944,

Lt. Col. Francis Joseph Clune, Medical
Corps, with rank from April 10, 1944, .

Lt. Col. George Edward Idndow. Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
April 16, 1944, :

Lt. Col. Jaime Julian Figueras, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rsnk from
April 20, 1944,

DENTAL CORPS
To be colonel

Lt. Col. Willlam Elder Sankey, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from April
17, 1844.

To be lieutenant colonel

Maj. James Harvey Pence, Dental Corps

(temporary colonel), with rank from April 1,
1944,

To be captain
First Lt. 8. Kingdon Avery, Dental Corps
(temporary captain), with rank from April
19, 1944,
VETERINARY CORPS
To be colonel
Lt, Col. Herbert Eelly Moore, Veterinary
Corps, with rank from April 1, 1944,
CHAPLAINS
To be colonel
Chaplain’ (Lt, Col.) Harry Dubois South-
ard, United States Army (temporary colonel),
with rank from April 4, 1944,

To be captain

Chaplain (First Lt.) John Henry Hingson,
United States Army  (temporary captain),
with rank from April 15, 1044,

IN THE Navy

Capt. Thomas L. Sprague, United States
Navy, to be a rear admiral in the Navy, for
temporary service, to rank from the 16th day
of April 1943.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate March 16 (legislative day of
February 7), 1944:
TEMPORARY AFPPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY OF

THE UNITED STATES
TO BE LIEUTENANT GENERAL
James Harold Doolittle
TO BE MAJOR GENERAL
Hoyt Sanford Vandenberg
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THURSDAY, MarcH 16, 1944

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

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

Our Father, we praise Him who hath
granted unto us exceeding great and
precious promises that through them we
might become sharers in the divine in-
heritance; to these let us add strong
faith, self-control, endurance, and godli-
ness. Incpire us to hallow our gifts,
time, and influence. Thou, Lord of the
temple, reveal Thyself in light, in grace,
and in all goodness, full of blessings.

Impress us, blessed Master, that the
measure of our labor and diligence is the
measure of our success. Every earnest
endeavor to serve God and man and
every temptation mastered is added
strength in that chamber where a man
meets himself. As legislators, chosen by
a free people, our responsibilities are
outstanding and tremendous; we pray
that they may be marked by loftiness of
purpose and distinguished by the moral
law and not by the rigor and rudeness of
selfishness. Heavenly Father, let our
sense of truth and honor be on the very
highest plane, as a lamp shining in a
dark place until fhe day dawns and the
morning star rises in our hearts. Grant
that the glorious realities of patriotic
citizenship may dominate and be re-
flected in every group throughout our
broad land. Unto our Saviour be glory
both now and to the day of eternity.
Amen.

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

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation: '
FErrUARY 20, 1944,
Hon. Sam RAYBURN,
Speaker of the House,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.
Dear Mr. SpeAxer: I hereby tender my res-
fgnation as a member of the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.
Sincerely yours,
Emory H. PRICE.

The SPEAKER. Without objzction,
the resignation is agreed to.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation from commit-
tee:

MarcH 15, 1944,
Hon. SAM RAYBURN,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, D, C.

DeArR MR. SPEAKER: 1 herewlith tender my
resignation from the following committees:
The Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds and the Committee on Accounts.

Respectfully yours,
JoHN D. McWILLIAMS,

The SPEAKER. Without objection,

the resignation is accepted.
There was no objection.
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ELECTION TO STANDING COMMITTEES

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer
& resolution (H. Res. 470), and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Emory H. PricE, of the State
of Florida, and Wmniam A. Rowawn, of the
Btate of Illinois, be, and they are hereby,
elected members of the Standing Committee
of the House of Representatives on Naval
Affairs.

The resolution was agreed to.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That JorN D. McWiLriams, of
Connecticut, is hereby elected to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs,

The resolution was agreed to.

LABOR'S PERFORMANCE IN PRODUCING
IMPLEMENTS OF WAR

Mr. LUDLOW, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimots consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks and include a letter I have re-
ceived from Mr. Donald Nelson, Chair-
man of the War Production Board.

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. Luprow addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

(By unanimous consent, Mr, Hocr and
Mr. Mirrer of Nebraska were granted
permission to extend their own remarks
in the record.)

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. OUTLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow,
after the disposition of business on the
Speaker's desk and any other special
orders heretofore granted, I may address
the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

SOUND FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE
UNITED STATES

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNYDER. I assume that most
every Member in this Chamber reads
David Lawrence, the columnist. I wish
to read into the REcorD an article by him,
as it is commendable to Congress. It ap-
pears in the Washington Star of March
6 and reads as follows:

CONGRESS DOES A GOOD JOB—ANALYSIS SHOWS
FINANCES OF THE UNITED STATES SOUNDER
THAN ANY COUNTRY IN THE WORLD
When American people do a good job they

should be commended for it. When Con-

gress does a good job it should be commended
too, and the facts are that the finances of the

Government of the United States are in bet-

ter shape than those of any other govern-

ment in the world, and better still, than they
have been since the outbreak of the war.

The story should be broadeast as widely a.s

possible.

XC——169
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired.

SIMPLIFIED INCOME-TAX RETURN

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I
notice present on the floor the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. DoucHTON],
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. KNuTsoN], ranking member on
the minority side. There is a great deal
in the newspapers about simplification
of tax returns. I understand the Treas-
ury Department has extended the time
until April 15 for the filing of tentative
returns on 1944 income. In the event
this Congress fails to simplify the returns
before that date, I believe there will be
further reaction against the Congress for
having led the people to believe that a
simplification would be forthcoming, and
then the returns have to be filed under
the same old rules,

Mr. KNUTSON.,
yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield.

Mr. KNUTSON. The Ways and Means
Committee is working on simplification
now, and we hope to have the basic points
agreed upon this week, so that we will
be ready to report a bill to the House
within the next few weeks.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is whatI am
interested in, so that we will get it passed
before April 15.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Michigan has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Will the gentleman

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask |

unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include
therein a newspaper article quoting Dr.
Ruthven, president of the University of

Michigan, regarding the effort of Federal |

agencies to build political power through
the public schools.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD
and include an article on the Polish
question, which appears in a magazine
printed in England, entitled “The Nine-
teenth Century and After,” by Mr. F. A,
Voigt, its editor, I have taken this mat-
ter up with the Public Printer, who ad-
vises me it exceeds the amount allowed
under the regulations, and that the total
cost will be $195. Notwithstanding, I
ask unanimous consent that it may be in-
cluded in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding,
and without objection, the extension may
be made.

There was no ob]ection.

Mr. GAVIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include
therein an editorial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection. -

2675
JEWISH HOMELAND IN PALESTINE
Mr. GAVIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.

[Mr. Gavin addressed the House., His
remarks appear in the Appendix.]
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HCRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks and include certain extraneous
matter,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
a short radio address delivered by a
young man at the Malvern Preparatory
School on the soldiers’ vote bill..

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

(Mr. CeLLER asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his own re-
marks.)

JEWISH HOMELAND IN PALESTINE

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

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania
for his remarks on the subject of the
Wright-Compton resolution.

Unfortunately my views on the Wright-
Compton resolution have been misin-
terpreted. Ofttimes in the heat of de-
bate gratuitous remarks are injected,
which, uncorrelated with definite aims
heretofore expressed, may give erro-
neous impressions. I am and ever have
been for the establishment of a Jewish
commonwealth in Palestine.

As to the pending resolution, I shall
oppose any amendment that militates
against the establishment of such a com-
monwealth.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and
include therein an article by Mr. Walter
Lippmann appearing in the Washington
Post.

The SPEAKER., Without objectmn it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

CEILING PRICE ON STRAWBERRIES

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

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. ForericeT addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]



2676

EXTENSION OF PRICE CONTROL ACT

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend my own
remarks.

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I recently
spent a few days in my district and I re-
turned to Washington with a clear im-
pression that the people almost unani-
mously favor an extension of the Price
Control Act. I am glad to learn that the
chairman of the Banking Committee
[Mr. Spence] has introduced a bill to
provide for such extension. I also wish
to endorse in its entirety the statement
issued during my absence by three of my
colleagues on that committee, the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. FoLgEr],
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DiL-
weel], and the gentleman from Nevada
[Mr. SurLLivan], urging prompt and full
hearings on the bill.

I join them in urging that the admin-
istration of the act be fully considered so
that the agency may meet its real pur-
pose of preventing runaway prices and at
the same time avoid needless and op-
pressive hardships upon our people.
my opinion the public will be greatly in-
terested in these hearings and will fully
approve efforts to correct legislative and
administrative weaknesses in this pro-
Bram.

WASHINGTON, N. C., FIRST TOWN NAMED
: AFTER WASHINGTON

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent’ to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and exiend
my own remarks.

The SPEAKER.
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. . Bonner addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
“in the Recorp, and include therein an
editorial from the New York Herald
Tribune.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. LEONARD W. HALL. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp, and Yo in-
clude therein a short speech by me.

The SPEAEKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

THE PUBLIC DEBT

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my
own remarks, and to include therein a
letter from a constituent.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr, Speaker, I received
& letter from a very conscientious con-
stituent of mine which reads in part, as
follows:

I guess it s foolish of me in my declining
years to be so concerned about our freedom

Without objection, it
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and future. But I wish more people were '

more sensitive to our real position in the
world. Our Natlon now bankrupt and the
planners and spenders still looking for ways
to spend. When the final day of reckoning
comes the children will begin to cry and those
responsible will be gone and the generation
responsible for having the Belshazzer feast
today will bemoan their fate.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
include therein an editorial from the
Houston Chronicle on the subject of
lend-lease aid to Russia.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the ReEcorp and to include an
article from the Christian Science Moni-
tor on lend-lease.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

STABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute, to revise and extend my own re-
marks, and to include therein a short
article from the Washington Star of
March 15.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. Dewey addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Appendix of the ReEcorp by
printing therein an editorial written by
former-Governor Cox, of Ohio.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

THANKS AND APPRECIATION

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMSPECEK. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to take this opportunity of expressing my
sincere gratitude to the many colleagues
of mine in the Congress who communi-
cated with my office and with me during
my recent illness. It is a source of much
gratification to have your friends inter-
ested in you when you are sick. I am
certainly happy, however, to be back with
you and to be again associated with such
fine colleagues.

BTABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

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

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, a few
moments ago the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. DEWEY] expressed apprehen-
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sior. and alarm over an alleged agree-
ment that has been entered into between
the United States and several of the
larger United Nations pertaining to post-
war finance, As I recall, the Speaker
appointed a special committee some
months ago to which the distinguished
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
DoucHTON], chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, and myself were ap-
pointed. The able gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. Cormer] was named chair-
man. That committee was to keep track
of post-war planning, which I presumed
would embrace post-war financing
abroad. To my knowledge that commit-
tee has never held a meeting. It would
be shocking indeed for this administra-
tion to enter into fast and binding
agreements with other countries with-
out at least doing the Congress the cour-
tesy of advising in advance what it is
proposed to do.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

STABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I sym-
pathize very much with what the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. DEweY] and the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ENvUT-
soN] have just said. Under our pres-
ent rules of congressional procedure, and
especially under the constitutional re-
quirement of a two-thirds vote of the
Senate for ratification of treaties, we
must expect the Executive more and
more to act in international matters
without consulting the Congress. It
occurs to me that all these committees
investigating post-war collaboration
will become absolutely futile unless and
until the constitutional provision requir-
ing a two-thirds vote in the Senate to
ratify treaties is changed.

This Congress in effect has no voice
now whatsoever concerning inter-
national dealings and more and more in
the future will be inept and impotent in
these matters. The constitutional pro-
vision as to a two-thirds vote in the
Senate is an obstacle to congressional
expression, it handicaps this country in
the administration of international
affairs. -

Let us remove this stump upon which
our international affairs will continue to
be wrecked and change that provision
to a simple majority of the House and
Senate in the matter of treaty ratifi-
cation.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Texas has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
to include therein letters from two con-
stituents.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

“the request of the gentleman from Mis-

souri [Mr. BENNETT]?
There was no objection.
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BTABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. SmiTH]?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re-
garding the proposals of the administra-
tion for so-called post-war monetary col-
laboration, I wish to announce that I
have just completed a second study of
the Keynes-Morgenthau scheme which
I expect to present to the House next
Wednesday, March 22.

Members will recall that I gave to this
body the first study dealing with this
subject November 1, 1843, under the title
“British Plot to Seize Control of United
States Gold.”

The paper which I shall present to you
next Wednesday will clearly demon-
strate that the alleged capital formation
- of the Keynes-Morgenthau scheme is a
fraud.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute, revise and extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and to include a telegram
and a statement and to print the same
in the Appendix of the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. HoFFman]?

There was no objection.

[Mr. HorFrMAN addressed the House,
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

INCREASE IN COMPENSATION TO SUBSTI-
TUTE EMPLOYEES IN THE POSTAL
SERVICE

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I call up the conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H. R. 2836) to grant
increases in compensation to substitute
employees in the Postal Service, and for
other purposes, and I ask unanimous
consent that the statement of the man-
agers on the part of the House be read in
lieu of the full conference report.

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

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what is this bill?

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
it is a bill that we have had in confer-
ence and the conferees have reached a
unanimous agreement. The bill was
passed by the House and provided that
after a substitute had served as much as
5 years or more he could be made, should
a vacancy occur, a regular of the fifth
class.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Do
the minority members of the committee
know this is going to be called up at this
time?

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Yes.

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

There was no objection.

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
2836) to grant increases In compensation to
substitute employees in the Postal Service,
and for other purposes, having met, after
full and free conference, have agreed to rec-
ommend and do recommend to their respec-
tive Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered (2) and (3).

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered (1).

And agree to the same.

T. G. BurcH,
B. FRaANK WHELCHEL,
D. J. Wagb,
FRED A. HARTLEY, Jr,,
N. M. Mason,

Managers on the part of the House.
EKENNETH MCEELLAR,
CARL HAYDEN,
WiLriam LANGER,
C. D. Buck,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at
the conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2836) to grant in-
creases in compensation tc substitute em-
ployees in the Postal Service, and for other
purposes, submit the following statement in
explanation of the effect of the action agreed
upon and recommended in the accompanying
conference report as to each of such amend-
ments, namely:

Amendment No. 1: This amendment limits
credit for adjustments of the increases in the
rates of pay of substitute employees in the
Postal Service to 3 years of past continuous
service and the hourly rate of compensation
is adjusted accordingly.

Amendment No. 2: This amendment re-
quires 3 years of continuous active service to
qualify for allowable service; whereas, under
the original bill 1 year of continuous active
service is sufficient.

Amendment No, 8. This amendment pro-
vides that allowable service shall be only
such service as has been rendered immedi-
ately prior to the approval of this act;
whereas the original bill does not contain
such requirement.

T. G. BURcH,
B. Frank WHELCHEL,
Davip J. WaRD,

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

The conference report was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and to include therein an
editorial showing how Minnesota has al-
tered its laws to conform to the soldiers
voting bill. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr, Juppl?

There was no objection.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the RECORD
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and to include therein copies of two
letters from the Comptroller General.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. PETERSON]?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the Recorp
and to include therein a letter I have
received from a soldier in the armed
forces and to include also a letter I have
written to Chester Bowles, head of the
O. P. A,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MONKIEWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein an article appearing in this
morning’s New York Times.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. MoNRIEWICZ]?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday next, affer disposition of busi-
ness on the Speaker's table and at the
conclusion of any special orders hereto-
fore entered, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California [Mr. GEARHART]?

There was no objection.

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I pre-
sent a privileged resolution and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res.
473), as follows:

Resolved, That Cecir R. King of the State
of Callfornia be, and he is hereby, elected a
member of the standing committee of the
House of Representatives on Ways and
Means.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the

table.

AUTHORIZING SPEAKER TO BIGN
ENROLLED BILL 8. 1285

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing the adjournment of the House
the Speaker may be authorized to sign
the enrolled bill, S. 1285. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK]?

There was no objection.

LEGISLATIVE AND JUDICIARY
APPROPRIATION BILL—1945

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4414) making appro-
priations for the legislative branch and
for the judiciary for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1945, and for other purposes;
and pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that general de-
bate continue for 1%2 hours, one-half of
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that time to be controlled by the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Jornson]l, and
one-half by myself,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. O'NeaL]l?

There was no objection.

The SPEAEKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Eentucky [Mr. O’NeaLl.

The motion was agreed to. .

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 4414, with Mr,
Ricuaarps in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Mr. O'NEAL., Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, this is the annual sup-
ply bill for the legislative branch and
for the judiciary. In previous bills we
have explained to the Congress the
workings of the various units of organ-
ization under this bill, and I am not
going into any extended explanation at
this time.

I would like to state that we have been
fortunate in the preparation of this bill
to have the services of the somewhat new
clerk of the Appropriations Committee,
Mr. Orescan, who has done a very satis-
factory job. Although this is the small-
est regular bill coming from the Appro-
priations Committee, there is no more
pleasant committee to serve on than this
committee. The associations have been
most worth while, and the cooperation of
the members of the committee on both
sides of the aisle, Mr. HENDRICKS, Mr.
Gogrg, and Mr. Kmwan on the Demo-
cratic side and Mr. JounsoN of Indiana,
Mr. Proeser, and Mr, TIBBOTT, & new
member on the committee, has made
very pleasant the few weeks we have
spent in examining the requests for ap-
propriations.

As you gentlemen know, the Bureau
of the Budget does nothing in the way
of preparing and examining appropria-
tions for the legislative branch. It
merely transmits them to the Congress.
The same is true as to the judiciary ap-
propriation, with the exception that the
Bureau of the Budget is authorized to
make comments and recommendations if
it cares to do so.

“The bill this year, as it has been for
the last several years, is cut to the bone.
- I do not want to brag about the judiciary
and legislative committee, nor do I want
to praise Congress, but I must state that
Congress governs itself as far as ex-
penditures are concerned in a very close,
economical way. We function up here
on the Hill,-in my opinion, on as small
an amount of money as really is prac-
ticable, and I am proud of the fact that
the Appropriations Committee which has
cut the appropriations of so many of the
executive departments has been and is
now egually zealous in controlling ap-
propriations for the legislative branch
of the Government.

The total.amount carried in this bill
is approximately $59,606,000. Of this
total, the amount of $46,£00,000, in round
numbers, is for the legislative branch
and $13,000,C00 for the judiciary.
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Of the total of $46,000,000 carried in
the bill for the legislative branch, the
amount of $21,165,000 is chargeable as
the total expense of the Congress. This,
one of the three great branches of the
Government, is run on $21,000,000 an-
nually. There is a slight increase due
to overtime, but the entire operation of
running the legislative branch is ap-
proximately $21,000,000. The balance of
$25,000,000 is for the Library of Con-
gress, the Botanic Garden, and the Gov-
ernment Printing Office. Of the $21,-
000,000-plus chargeable to Congress, the
amount of $9,602,000 is for the House
of Representatives and $4,057,000 for
the Senate. .

Just as a matter of information,, the
amount recommended in the bill is an
apparent increase of $1,467,000 over the
current year’s appropriation. However,
when the cost of additional compensa-
tion in lieu of war overtime, which we
are required to pay by law, still to be
appropriated for the current fiscal year,
is added to the appropriation already
made, the net result is a decrease of
$37,325 under the requirements for the
fiscal year 1944.

The amount of $59,606,000 carried in
the bill is $2,027,000 under the Budget
estimate. The decrease of $37,325, when
compared with 1944 requirements, indi-
cates—and correctly so—that the princi-
pal reason for the increase is the addi-
tiona: war compensation.

As much as we would have liked to
grant increases in salaries here on the
Hill, there are only two slight increases
in the bill, one for $600 and one for $300,
and they were very meritorious.

We increased the amount for the
Architect, who is in charge of the physi-
cal upkeep and maintenance of this
building and other buildings. We al-
lowed this year the amount of $40,000
for painting the dome of the Capitol.
Heretofore this has been done every 4
years but in the interest of economy the
item was omitted from the bill last year.
Provision for this work had to be made
this year because the dome has gone un-
painted for 5 years and is deteriorat-
ing, or will soon deteriorate, due to the
fact that the paint is sloughing off, and
good business dictates that that money
be spent.

In the operations of the power plant
we have had to grant an increase because
of the increased price of coal. In the
Library we gave a few increases in posi-
tions Fourteen were requested. We
allowed seven, and those seven are of
a very unusual character. I think every
one is for work in connection with some
foreign field, principally the Near East
and the Far East, dealing with languages
and areas that very few people in this
country know very much about, and de-
velop:ng information necessary and help-
ful to our military operations. We have
theretore allowed these positions to build
up that part of the Library, which needs
help and support for the purposes of the
war. However, even the cost of these
positions will have to be defrayed out of
savings that may acerue during the fiscal
year. We have allowed a small sum for
printing and binding to take care of the
accumulation of binding work in the Li-
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brary. We declined to appropriate
$300,000 for a new building which was
very badly needed. The space in which
a cafeteria was previously located cannot
be used due to the fire hazard. There
are other needs which were very well
justified, but we felt it was an expensive
proposition at this time, and more ex-
pensive now than it probably would be
later.

The Government Printing Office had
to have this year an increase in its re-
volving fund, its working capital, and the
Deficiency Committee increased the
working capital from $3,000,000 to
$20,000,000. We, in turn, have done the
same thing for 1945, because with the
vast amount of business they are doing
there, it is necessary to have more work-
ing capital. It is not a loss, because at
the end of 12 months, after the ficeal vear
is over, that amount must be returned
to the Treasury. It is merely working
capital.

As to the judiciary part of this bill,
practically every increase recommended
is due to overtime and to additional ex-
penses required by law. There were
some things that we had included under
the judiciary items which the full com-
mittee struck out, and today I believe
the judiciary, presided over by a very
marvelous group of men, is performing
its work at a minimum of expense, and I
personally feel that sometime common
justice will demand that we give this im-
portant branch of our Government more
help than it has at the present time.

I would like to say in conclusion that
I think the departments on the Hill are
in excellent hands. y

On the business side Mr, Shanks and
his organization have impressed us with
the thoroughness, the interest, and the
devotion that they have shown in all
matters pertaining to the proper han-
dling of money on the Hill.

The Government Printing Office is a
remarkable institution and one that
every citizen in this country can be
proud of.

The Library of Congress is the largest
and greatest library in the world. The
Librarian in my opinion, is one of the
ablest and most devoted public servants -
in the employ of the Government today.
He is doing a tremendously important
job as Librarian, and I think it is time
for us all to recognize that fact, and I
know that we will continue to be more
and more proud of our Library.

There are many other men whom I
would like to mention, but time does not
permit. I am very confident that the
committee has done a sound and con-
scientious job, and that this Congress
can feel gratified in the work being done
by the Congress as a legislalive depart-
ment. The Members of this body may
feel sure that the most careful and
conscientious studies of every kind are
conducted by their legislative committees
in the interest of good legislation. :

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

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 1 additional minute.

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

Mr. O'NEAL, Yes.
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Mr. WRIGHT. I think that the trou-
ble with most of this is that we do not
, utilize the touls that we have. I know
that I am to be criticized myself in that
respect and it is only recently that I have
learned to use the legislative reference.

Mr. O'NEAL. I commend everybody
to the use of the Legislative Reference
Service of the Library. That service can
do the Members inestimable good in
research work on subjects to which they
themselves have not the time to devote.
I believe that possibly in time we may
be able to increase the amount given in
this bill for this purpose, to the beneflt
of the Congress itself, and to the people
of Americd, who get much of their in-
formation through Congress and the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from E=nfucky has again ex-
pired.

Mr. O’'NEAL. Mr, Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. CocHRAN].

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, re-
cently I gave the House information that
came to me relative to the sale of dry-
cell batteries at the Ogden, Utah, Army
Depot. I told the House that I had
taken this matter up with Under Secre-
tary of War Patterson, and added he
was greatly exercised when he called me
on the telephone. He assured me that
the Inspector General of the Ninth Serv-
ice Command would make a complete
investigalion of the sale of these bat-
teries.

A preliminary investigation was made
and then the Inspector General of the
Army decided to make a more extensive
investigation to definitely fix the respon-
sibility for the sale, so that appropriate
action may be taken by the War Depart-
ment.

Let it be distinetly understood that the
War Department in no manner, shape,
or form attempts to defend the sale of
the batteries at the prices which were
received. It admits that there was a
serious lack of business judgment. Asa
result of the preliminary investigation
remedial changes have already been in-
stituted to provide for the enforcement
of all existing regulations governing the
sale and disposal of salvaged property.

I have stated on numerous occasions
that there is going to be billions of dol-
lars of surplus preperty in this country
after the war. However, there is a tre-
mendous amount of surplus property at
the present time, goods of every descrip-
tion which cannot be purchased in the
open market. My contention is that
where this class of goods is available,
whether it be trucks, motorcycles, all
types of consumer goods, or what not,
and it has been declared surplus it should
be placed on the market because if sold
now it in no way interferes with private
industry. Then again, when a situation
exists that only through the Government
can certain items be purchased, certain-
1y we should receive what we paid for the
commodities if they are in first-class con-
dition.

I am pleased to say that as a result of
tiie Executive order issued by the Presi-
dent on February 21 which resulted in
the appointment of Hon. William L,
Clayton as Administrator of the Surplus
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War Property Administration, an organ-
ization is being set up which in the end
should certainly result in the proper dis-
tribution of surplus property, and further
than that, see that that surplus property
is not disposed of at ridiculous prices
such as occurred in connection with the
sale of the batteries.

Reports of the Inspector General are
considered confidential records of the
War Department but I have been fur-
nished with a brief of the preliminary in-
vestigation of the sale of the batteries.
Of course, everyone is going to be greatly
disturbed when they read a report of the
investigation as it has so far progressed,
especially when the information con-
tained in this report confirms the state-
ment 1 made at the outset. It will be
hard for one to understand how an in-
dividual; who was a civilian employee of
the depot, could purchase surplus prop-
erty in his own name, especially when it
is a violation of an Army regulation to
dispose of surplus property in that man-
ner, It is my understanding this em-
ployee has been discharged. ;i

The report shows that in one case
25,891 batteries cost the Government
$17,762, and 1,189 batteries cost the Gov-
ernment $237.55, but the amazing fea-
ture is that this civilian employee at the
depot offered $15 for the lot and his offer
was accepied. A second lot consisting of
65,909 batteries cost the Government
$142,934. A third lot consisting of 324
batteries ccst $231; 23,587 out of the sec-
ond and third lots were sold for $65 to the
same civilian employee, and 42,646 were
,old to a resident of Utah for $50. Others,
besides this civilian employee, participat-
ed in the sale and resale of the batteries.
Part of the batteries purchased by the
civilian employee were disposed of
through a salesman employed by an-
other individual. So far the price re-
ceived has not been determined. It has
been determined, however, that this ci-
vilian employee interested his brother in
the transaction and that his brother sold
part of the batteries for $20,000. I think
that the House and the country are en-
titled to know the facts in connection
with this sale. Itis my opinion that when
situations such as this are disclosed it will
be beneficial to the Government in the
handling of surplus property in the fu-
ture. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I will in-
clude as part of my remarks, the infor-
mation that has been sent to me., The
statement in reference to the preliminary
investigation that I received follows:

1. This report contains the results of the
investigation thus far of the sale of dry-cell
batteries at the Army Services Dapot, Ogden,
Utah. The investigation has not been com-
pleted and the results reported at this time
must therefore be regarded as tentative only.

2. During the period April 17 to May
1, 1843, the salvage officer at Utah Army
Service Degpot, Ogden, Utah, received 27,090
dry-cell batteries of various sizes pursuant to
the terms of two inventory and inspection
reports both dated April 17, 1943, One
covered 25,891 dry-cell batteries at a cost to
the Government of $17,762.63 and the other
covered 1,199 batteries at a cost to the Gov-
ernment of §237.65. These batteries were all
over-age and therefore no longer suitable for
military purposes.

3. On or about April 28, 1943, Mr. J. W.
Harbertson approached the salvage officer and
asked permission to buy these batteries which
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were lying out in the open and were about
to be destroyed. He offered a price of $15.00
for the lot. The salvage officer states that
he accepted this offer after securing authority
from headquarters, Ninth Service Command,
to make the sale. Payment was made in
cash by Mr. Harbertson and the money furned
into the finance officer at Ogden, Utah. Mr,
Harbertson removed the batteries on May 1,
1943.

4, A second lot of dry-cell batteries con-
sisting of 65,900 batteries costing $142,934 .78,
and a third lot consisting of 324 batteries
costing $231.06 were received by the same
salvage officer In September 1943 pursuant
to Reports of Survey dated August 31, 1943,
and September 20, 1943, respectively. All
these batteries were also over-age and there-
fore unsuitable for military purposes.

5. The second and third lots were sold by
the salvage officer to Mr, J. W. Harbertson,
who purchased 23,687 on September 20, 1943
for $65.00 and Mr. W. W. Grothe of Bountiful,
Utah, who purchased 42,646 on September 23,
1943, for $5000. Thess sales were also made
by direct negotiations pursuant to authority
granted by headquarters, Ninth Service Com-
mand.

6. The salvage officer explained to both
purchasers that the batteries were over-age
and unsuitable for military purposes.

7. Mr. J. W. Harbertson was a civilian em-
ployee at the depot. This fact was not de-
veloped by the salvage officer at the time
of the first sale; whether or not the fact was
known by the salvage officer prior to the sec-
ond sale has not been established. Sale to
an employee of the Government is contrary
tc Army regulations. Some of the batterlies
acquired by Mr. J, W. Harbertson were dis-
posed of through salesmen employed by one
A. W. Schryber. The number so sold and
the amounts received for them have not been
determined, Mr.J W. Harbertson interested
his brother, James M. Harbertson, of Ogden,
Utah, in attempting to dispose of the re-
maining batteries. Mr. James M. Harbertson
sold most of the remaining ones to Jake
Hayutin & Sons, of Denver, In November
1943, for $20,000. On instructions from the
Hayutin firm, some or all of the batteries pur-
chased by that firm were shipped to Burstein-
Applebee, of Kansas City.

8. The disposition of the batteries pur-
chased by Mr. Grothe is not known. He is
not employed by the Government and has not
been questioned.

9. There 1s no eviderice thus far of fraud or
collusion on the part of the salvage officer
or any other employee of the Government.

10. The batteries were turned over to the
salvage officer because they had passed the
predetermined shelf life which had been
established to reflect deterioration due to
age,

11. An error was made in disposing of the
batteries £t prices not In keeping with resale
values. Without attempting to change the
fact that an error was made, it may be pointed
out, however, that the resale value of these
batteries appears to be an abnormal situation
arising from the shortage of batteries, Dry-
cell batteries have little or no salvage value
so far as the metal or other material com-
ponents are concerned. The extent of de-
terioration resulting from age varies, how-
ever, and civilian purchasers were obviously
willing to experiment with uncertain quality
and indefinite age because first-class goods
were not available.

12. The salvage officer had occupled his
post for about 1 montk only at the time of
the first sale, had had no previous experience
with batteries, and believed that he was not
only evolding the expense of removing worth-
less articles but also securing some revenue.
The original purchaser seems to have been
equally unaware of the real resale value.

13. The error might have been avoided if
the Ninth Service Command had not granted
special authority to sell without esking for
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written bids. They were auphorized, how-
ever, to grant speclal permission for “spot
gales” in appropriate cases and did so with-
out being aware of the substantial resale
value of the items.

14. Dry-cell batteries are a peculiar item
of supply in that they must be stored in
sufficient quantities to be available to meet
any tactical condition, notwithstanding the
fact that they are of a perishable nature.
The rate of issue depends on the tactical sit-
uation at the particular time and supply
must be ample to meet any given situation.
Overage batteries cannot be shipped for over-
seas use, but limited quantities can be issued
in the zone of the interior for training pur-
poses. The amount of life left in a given
battery depends on the type of battery, the
condition under which it was manufactured,
and storage conditions. The batteries pro-
duced by a competent manufacturer apd
stored under ideal conditlons may have con-
siderable remaining life, while others will be
completely dead. The amount of life in any
particular battery can be determined only by
testing each battery. The cost of such test-
ing would normally be excessive.

15. The following corrective action is be-
Ing taken as the result of the facts developed
thus far concerning this transaction: [

a. Discussions are being had with Procure-
ment Division, Treasury Department, for the
purpose of determining whether or not it
would be practical to turn over to that
agency over-age batteries no longer sultable
for military purposes. It may be possible
for that agency to test and price items in a
more satisfactory manner. &

b. If the discussions referred to result in
the conclusion that it is not practical to dis-
pose of over-age batteries through Treasury
Procurement, an attempt will be made to
publish for the guidance of salvage officers
price lists to be worked out with the assist-
ance of the Office of Price Administration.

c. The possibility of returning over-age
batteries to manufacturers on some agreed
price basis is also being investigated. It is
bellevec that this procedure would not be
as effective as either of the two alternatives
previcusly mentioned, but the possibility of
effecting a satisfactory arrangement is be-
ing explored.

d. The necessity of having experienced offi-
cers assigned as salvage officers will be em-~
phasized again by the publication of a di-
rective to the service commands. The facts
developed in this case will be cited as an
illustration of necessity for selecting expe-
rienced officers.

e. The service commands are being advised
again that property will be sold only on
widely circulated written invitations for
bids, unless the facts submitted clearly dem-
onstrate that special permission to effect
sale by some other method is In the best
interest of the Government.

f. The Ninth Service Command is being
Avised of the contents of this report and
requested to advise headquarters as to cor-
rective action taken and to be taken in that
Command.

16. The investigation is being continued
for the purpose of determining responsibility
for the errors made and what further correc-
tive action should be taken.

Mr, Speaker, Washington is full of in-
dividuals hungry to get their hands on
surplus property. Undoubtedly they re-
call what happened when surplus prop-
erty was disposed of during and after the
First World War. Iam sure many of the
old Members of the House recall the
scandals that developed as a result of the
disposition of that surplus property and
as Under Secretary of War Patterson
says, “That must not happen again.”

Why, Mr. Speaker, one individual ad-
“vertised in the New York Times seeking
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clients that he desires to serve in con-
nection with the purchase of surplus
Government property stating that he
had had 6 months' experience and in-
dicating in the advertisement that he
understood the procedure. In my opin-
ion surplus property should be sold in
the open market and bids should be re-
ceived. Where the prices offered are ri-
diculous they should not be accepted.

It is not only certain groups that seek
to secure surplus property at ridiculous
prices. Strange to say, Mr. Speaker, some
of the corporations likewise follow such
a policy. For instance, there are 4,000
motoreycles available now and I have
learned they have never been used. The
official in charge offered those motor-
cycles to the manufacturers, and al-
though the Government paid the manu-
facturers $400 apiece for them, their top
coffer was $130 apiece. These motorcycles
are in the hands of the Procurement Di-
vision of the Treasury Department and
I have learned from the Chief of that
Division, Hon. Clifton Mack, that he
will not sell the motorcyeles at the price
offered, but-he has gone out in the field
to secure higher bids and af the time I
talked to him he had bids as high as
$300 apiece. But why should we not re-
ceive what we paid for those motorcycles
in view of the fact that you cannot pur-
chase them in the open market?

The House in the last session passed a
surplus property bill, but that bill, I un-
derstand, does not go far enough. The
bill has been reported by the Senate com-
mittee and is on the calendar. It is my
hope that bill will be passed at an early
date by the Senate and sent to conference
and there a real law, with teeth in it,
could be agreed upon.

While the President has set up by
Executive order this Surplus War Prop-
erty Administration as a result of the
report by Mr. Baruch and Mr. Hancock,
still Congress has a duty to perform and
legislation should be speedily enacted. I
urged the President, because I could not
see that Congress would expedite legis-
lation on this subject, to set up a special
agency to handle surplus property. My
communication reached him however on
the very date he issued the Executive
order.

My contacts with Mr. Clayton and with
Mr. Mack of the Procurement Division,
whom I am pleased to know will handle
the disposition of consumer goods that
are declared surplus, convinced me that
we have two excellent administrators.

In conclusion I want to again empha-
size the feeling of the Under Secretary
of War and his associates with respect
to the sales that have already been dis-
closed, such as the sale of certain tools
in Michigan and the sale of these bat-
teries, ana to know that the investigation
is being continued and corrective action
will be taken when they determine the
responsibility for the mistakes,

‘The gentleman from Utah [Mr. Ros-
mson] rendered assistance in pressing
the investigation.

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

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. STEFAN. I want to tell the gen-
tleman from Missouri that he is bringing
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to us a great contribution. In my State
of Nebraska we had demands for batter-
ies on the farms for many, many months,
Many of my farmers who are isolated
from railroads and the telephone, depend
upon the radio for their information and
the dealers out there cannot supply them
with batteries. There was a sale of
N. Y. A. goods in my home town. We
were told that the surplus materials were
going to be advertised and sold to the
highest bidder. Yet many of the people
in my locality were unable to get infor-
mation as to how to bid, with the result
that many pieces of valuable material
were sold for a ridiculously low sum of
money. There were trucks, typewriters,
and many other things, The price which
the Government received for this ma-
terial was so small that the people were
very much disturbed. I think the gen-
tleman from Misserv! [Mr. CocHRAN] is
doing us a great good here today in
bringing this out into the light because
the people of America will not stand for
this surplus material geiting into the
hands of one monopoly or one individual.
We think it ought to be advertised for
bids and go through the regular channels
of trade, so the people who need batteries
can have them. They are producing food
out there and’they need this informa-
tion. We need these batteries for the
radios.

Mr. COCHRAN. I will say to the gen-
tleman it is my contention that where
the Government has surplus property in
good condition that cannot be purchased
in the open market, then we certainly
should receive the price we paid for it
when the Government sells it.

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

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to compli-
ment the gentleman and thank him for
his contribution in thus turning the
fierce light of publicity on this sort of
thing, which will help to prevent it until
ge can get further legislation to control

Mr. COCHRAN.
man.

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

Mr, COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, I do want
to thank the gentleman for his contribu-
tion. I would further eall his attention
to this observation which I wish to make,
that within the shadow of this House
there have been surplus goods disposed of
by the Treasury Department of an item
that ordinarily calls for a price of $20 to
$30 on the market, which has been pur-
chased by a Member of the House brand
new, for 80 cents apiece.

Mr, COCHRAN. I know nothing
about any such transaction,

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, COCHRAN, 1 yield.

M:. J. LEROY JOHNSON. I want to
compliment the gentleman on his dis-
closures. I would like to have his re-
action as to whether or not this ridicu-
lously low price was due to the dishonesty
of the men handling it, or was it due to
the system we have for getting rid of
our surplus property?

I thank the gentle-
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 additional minutes to the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN],

Mr. COCHRAN. I wil say to the gen-
tleman that as a result of this disclosure,
the Army already has changed its regu-
lations, which will be beneficial in the
future. The Army wants to protect it-
self against criticism. It wants to stop
all such deals as this., But I will also
say in reference to the statement that
the gentleman from Arizona made, that
the House passed the surplus property
bill in the last session. The gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]
handle¢ that bill. It is still over in the
Senate. We should get action in the
Senate, I hope, at an early date. If the
Senate will pass that bill and send if
back to the House and let it go to con-
ference, then we can write a real law in
conference. That is what we need to
protect the taxpayers of this country and
to prevent having their surplus property
sold at ridiculous prices.

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

Mr. COCHRAN, I yield.

Mr. NORRELL, We had a similar
scandal in Arkansas about the sale of
surplus property. We had two or three
investigating committees go down there
and the net result was that a lot of prop-
erty was given away, but it was done
under the present existing laws and
there was no other course for them to
take. If that is frue, I think it is up
to Congress, and I hope the Senate will
pass some kind of bill so that we now
could enact proper legislation which is
so needed for the disposal of this prop-
erty.

Mr. COCHRAN. I agree with the gen-
tlen.an.

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

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

~ Mr. WHITTINGTON. All of these
matters were pointed out when the
House passed the bill for the orderly
disposition of surplus property last year.
At that time it was shown there are prob-
ably more than 100 statutes of various
kind- authorizing the disposition of sur-
plus property.

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes, and the gentle-
man from Mississippi is to be compli-
mented for reporting that bill and secur-
ing its passage.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, I shall take only a few
minutes to discuss the bill under con-
sideration. As our chairman has so well
said, this bill is probably the smallest
appropriation bill that comes before the
Congress for consideration, although it
is a very important bill and carries items
of great importance. The committee
worked hard and conducted the hearings
to the fullest degree possible in an at-
tempt to bring out all the information
bearing upon the varidus items in the
bill before the House that it was possible
to get. I cannot pay too high a compli-
ment to the members of the committee.

We are very happy that in this commit--

tee we have had no division along
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partisan lines. We have worked hard
trying to write a bill that was a good
bill. While I take no particular pride
in recommending this as a good bill, I
will say that under the circumstances,
and in view of our means of getting in-
formation, it is as good a bhill as we
could arrive at. But until such time as
we are able to get information from
sources other than the people who re-
quest these funds and determine what
the function of their particular de-
partment shall be, we probably will not
be able to do it any better than we have.
The clerk of the committee, Mr. Ruskin,
has been very helpful and very diligent
in his efforts to assist the committee.
Taking it all in all I believe that we do
have the best sort of bill that it was
possible to bring out under the circum-
stances.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HARNESS],

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the Ap~
pendix.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, HARNESS of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, for more than a year now, I have
been trying to help the several manufac-
turers of work gloves in my State and
district in their struggle to supply the
critical and steadily increasing demands
for their products. This whole indus-
try has been so completely bogged down
in the swamp of bureaucratic regulations
and restrictions that it simply has no
hope of providing the millions of gloves
that workers in war plants, on farms and
on railroads must have to do heavy and
difficult work with their hands.

Let me recount some of the glove man-
ufacturer’s troubles. First, W. P. B.
sharply restricted the available materi-
als, and forced drastic changes in almost
every company’s line. The manufactur-
ers, however, took that hurdle pretty well
in stride. Next, O. P. A, stepped in with
price ceilings and quality formulas which
added greatly to the manufacturers’ bur-
dens. Everything else being favorable,
however, the average company would
have survived these restrictions. But
the Administration’s wage stabilization
program has proved. to be the final straw.

Wage scales in the glove industry at
the time of the freeze were far below
seales in most war industries, and it was
perfectly obvious from the start that the
glove manufacturers could not hope to
recruit new help or even keep their nor-
mal working forces unless they were per-
mitted to increase their pay schedu]es
sharply.

All these problems of this industry are
as old as the emergency. The inevitable
failure of the industry should have been
apparent to any intelligent schoolboy.
And it should have been equally obvious
that work gloves are an absolute essen-
tial in the war effort.

But today, vital war work everywhere
is suffering because men and women
simply cannot buy satisfactory work
gloves., Hardly a day passes that I don’t
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receive letters of protest from men in
steel mills, glass plants, on farms, and on
railroads, and their complaints are cer-
tainly justified.

Without adequate protection for their
hands, men simply cannot handle hot
steel and glass, or a thousand different
rough, heavy, or dangerous objects which
must be handled; and nobody with an
ounce of common sense would expgect
them to do so.

These glove manufacturers and I,
however, have so far failed to find a
single official in a position of authority
here in Washington who seems to have
that necessary ounce of common sense or
foresight.

Considered in the superficial manner,
the problem of supplying gloves to our
millions of essential workers may seem
trivial. Maybe it is asking too much to
expect bureaucrats, whose hardest work
has been heavy thinking, to know what
burned, blistered, or lacerated hands can
do to a workingman’s efficiency.

So this looks like another one of the
little oversights which may loom up sur-
prisingly large in the final cost.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr, Chairman, T yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. SNYDER.]

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, we
have just learned that the English House
of Parliament has extended an invitation
to Members of the United States Con-
gress, to visit and observe that body. I
think this is an appropriate thing to do.
Not only could we profit by studying and
observing the procedure of the British
Parliament but we could profit by doing
the same thing in the case of similar
nations—for instance the South Ameri-
can Governments.

It was my privilege and pleasure some
months ago to be invited to sit in a ses-
sion of the British House of Commons—
not as a spectator from the Gallery—but
as an observer from the floor of the
Chamber — accompanied by a well-
equipped parliamentarian who explained
the procedure as they went along. In
many respects the Congress of the United
States and the House of Commons have
many angles of procedure in common,
but I observed one phase that is entirely
different from our procedure here in the
House of Representatives. On the day I
was there, November 21, they subthitted
a series of questions to be answered by
the Secretary of State for War at the
first sitting of that body after the 23d
of November. In other words, they gave
the Secretary of State for War at least 2
days to prepare the answers.

I am here including these questions
that were asked that day. Iam sure they
will be of interest to Members interested
in this procedure. .

QUESTIONS FOR ORAL ANSWER

1. SBir William Wayland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, if officers quartered in
towns where their homes are situated can
be allowed to reside with their families in-
stead of having to live in barracks, or, in
some cases, where barrack accommodation
is not available, to pay for accommodation in
hotels.

2. Sir William Wayland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, why there iz no pros-
pect of promotion to noncommissicned rank
for privates in the Army Dental Corps at
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Army dental centers, casualty clearing sta-
tions, and military and base hospitals; why
the sole exception is made for clerk orderlies
in field ambulance units; and is he aware
that the ordinary service clerk orderly in the
Army Dental Corps who carries no rank has
important duties to carry out and responsi=
bilities equal to those of a battalion orderly-
room sergeant or battalion quartermaster
pergeant.

3. Mr. Hannah: To ask the Secretary of
State for War, whether he can hold out any
hope of widowed mothers of soldiers being
put on the same footing as soldiers’ wives
in the matter of allowances.

4. Mr. Thorne: To ask the BSecretary of
Btate for War, how many civilian doctors have
passed through an Army school of hygiene
course; and how many have taken courses
for treating mechanical warfare casualties.

5. Mr. Gordon Macdonald: To ask the Sec-
retary of State for War, whether he 1s aware
that the holding of mock invasions sometimes
interferes drastically with war production;
and will he take such steps as will reduce
such interference to # minimum.

6. Sir Richard Acland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, for how long was the
Army Forms Depot without stocks of the
form for making application for allowances
to dependents of men serving in the Army;
and what is the position now.

7. Bir Richard Ackland: To ask the Becre-
tary of Btate for War, whether any instruc-
tions or advice has been sent to commanding
officers of units on the subject of the new al-
lowaneces to dependents of men serving in
the Army. -

8. Sir Richard Acland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, whether he will equip
the London Regional Education Committee,
and other similar committees, with magic
lanterns so as to facilitate the giving of in-
teresting lectures to military units.

9. Mr. Bellenger: To ask the Secretary of
Btate for War, whether he has considered the
organization and publicity methods adopted
by the Royal Air Force in recruiting for the
Alr Training Corps; and what proposals he
has for adopting a similar system in con-
nection with the Army.

10. Mr. Bellenger: To ask the Secretary of
Btate for War, what instructions have been
issued to paymasters where soldiers who have
recelved an overissue of pay, due to their
names wrongly appearing in part II, Orders,
have incurred substantial debits, as consid-
erable hardship is being caused in innumer-
able cases of this nature through no fault of
the soldiers concerned.

11. Mr. Bellenger: Ta ask the Secretary of
State for War, what arrangements are made
for journalists and photographers to accom-
pany Army units on active operations against
the gnemy; and whether any similar proce-
dure is adopted to that employed by the Ger-
man Army whereby journalists and photog-
raphers sre incorporated in the ranks of the
army for the purpose of recording operations,
either to be utilized in instruction of troops
in tactics or by way of making documentary
films for release to the general public.

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

Mr. SNYDER. Iyield.

Mr, CELLER. In that connection, not
necessarily in connec®n with the ques-
tions propounded on the floor of the
House of Commons, but in connection
with the invitation that is to be extended
to this body that we send representatives
of our group to London to fraternize, as
it were, with members of Parliament and
the House of Lords, what is the gentle-
man’s opinion on that?

Mr. SNYDER. As I said in my open-
ing remarks, I think this is the appro-
priate thing to do, That is, to visit, sit
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in, observe, and listen to the procedure in
bodies similar to ours, such as the British
Parliament.

Mr, CELLER. Then I take it you are
in fullest accord with the resolution that
has already been adopted by both houses
of the British Parliament. Does not the
gentleman think we should take appro-
priate action as soon as the invitation
has been formally extended to us?

Mr, SNYDER. I would not want to
express an opinion about when we should
take appropriate action, I would rather
leave that to the leadership.

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

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from California [Mr,
Hmvsaaw] such time as he may desire.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed out of
order and to revise and extend my re-
marks,

. The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection,

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE (H. RES, 462)

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, on
February 17 I presented a question to the
House involving the privileges of the
House and presented a resolution—House
Resolution 446—which on motion of the
majority leader, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK], was
referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. On March 6, 1944, I presented an
amended resolution—House Resolution
462—which was also referred to the Ju-
diciary Committee. .

The discussion of the question, which
I shall make today for the Recorp, has

.already been presented to the Judiciary

Committee in the nature of a prelimi-
nary brief. My discussion must be in-
complete in detail ‘at this time but I am
prepared to amplify the points on the ap-
propriate occasion, and present addi-
tional authorities.

IN SUPPORT OF HOUSE RESOLUTION 446, AS
AMENDED AND AMPLIFIED IN HOUSE RESOLU-
TION 462 (BY ME. HINSHAW) ON THE PRIV-
ILEGESOPTH'!JHO‘USEASMHTEE
PROPOSED  MEXICAN TREATY
The resolution — House Resolution

446—refers to the House Judiciary Com-

mittee the question of whether or not the
proposed treaty with Mexico which the

President transmitted to the Senate of

the United States on February 15, 1944,

invades the constitutional prerogatives

of the House of Representatives. In the

amended form—House Resolution 462—

the resolution suggests 10 questions

which may be grouped under 5 principal

headings: ,

First. Does the proposed treaty under-
take to dispose of “property belonging
to the United States” in violation of par-
agraph 2 of section 3 of article IV of the
Constitution of the United States?—Pirst
to sixth questions inclusive,

Second. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to authorize diversions from and
obstructions in the navigable waters of
the United States in violation of para-
graph 3 of section 8 of article I of the

Constitution of the United States?—Sev- ~

en question.
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Third. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to commit or obligate the United
States, without action by Congress, to
raising, appropriating, and expending
money for the construction of public
works in violation of any provision of the
Constitution vesting such powers in Con-
gress?—Eighth question.

Fourth. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to fix and determine what taxes,
duties, imposts, or excises may or may
not be laid and collected, in certain in-
stances, in violation of paragraph 1 of
section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution
of the United States?—Ninth question.

Fifth. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to fix and determine, without
action by Congress, who may enter the
United States without any immigration
restrictions, passports, or labor require-
ments in violation of any provision of
the Constitution vesting legislative pow-
ers in Congress?—Tenth question.

I
TFE TREATY UNDERTAKES TO DISPOSE OF PROP-

ERTY BELONGING TO THE UNITED STATES IN

VIOLATION OF PARAGRAPH 2, SECTION 3, ARTICLE

IV OF CONSTITUTION

This question should be considered un-
der two heads: First, “property belong-
ing to the United States” which the
treaty undertakes to dispose of without
action by Congress; and second, prop-
erty which the treaty undertakes to dis-
pose of to the prejudice of the claims of
the States of California, Arizona, and
Nevada. The first heading in turn will
be treated under two heads according
to the kind of property affected by the
treaty, to wit: (a) Water or the right to
tire use of 'water belonging to the United
States and given to Mexico and also (b)
the right given to Mexico to the bene-
ficial use of dams, canals, works, and
structures belonging to the United
States.

A. Property belonging to the United
States is disposed of by the treaty since
it gives Mexico, first, water and water
right; and second, the right to the benefi-
cial use of reservoirs, canals, and struc-
tures of the United States; and third,
makes disposition of the electricity gen-
erated at said works.

First. The water or the right to the
beneficial use of water belonging to the
United States which this treaty under-
takes to give to Mexico is property
within the meaning of paragraph 2 of
section 3 of article IV of the Constitu-
tion and a lawful disposal thereof can
be made only by Congress and not by the
President and Senate alone.

(a) While it is generally true that
there can be no title or ownership of the
corpus or body of running water in the
natural flow of a stream, yet the usufruct
or right to use such water is capable of
ownership and is property.

(b) When, however, the running
water has been reduced to possession by
being impounded and stored in a reser=
voir, its corpus then becomes the sub-
ject of ownership and it, too, is property.

(e) Furthermore, the fact that the
water once stored is subsequently re-
leased and returned to the stream bed
does not change its character or impair
the title thereto if the owner intends
thereby to adopt the stream channel as
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his means of transportation to place of
use lower down on the stream.

These general rules are set forth in 2
Kinney on Irrigation and Water Rights
1339-1341 as follows:

No man, State or Nation can receive or
give an absolute title to it (water) while it is
still flowing naturally in the streams.

It therefore follows from the other princi-
ples that the sale of a water right by its owner
does not convey any specific quantity of water
{tself, but only sells the right to the use of
the water for the reason that the only prop-
erty owned by an appropriator is the right
to use it. * * But after the water it-
self has been actually diverted from the
stream and taken into the possession of the
appropriator in his ditches, canals or reser-
voirs, the title to the same changed and jt be-
comes the absolute property of the appro-
priator. '* * * After it has been captured,
as it were, or diverted from the natural chan-
nel of the stream by an individual and taken
absolute possession of by him in the ditches,
canals, reservoirs of other receptacles con-
structed or prepared by his work and labor,
it is as much his private property as any-
thing else that is reduced to possession which
otherwise would be lost to the uses of man.

Right to the use of stored water: After
water has been once stored in reservoirs it
becomes personal property and may be sold,
contracted for, and disposed of as such prop-
erty. (2 EKinney on Irrigation and Water
Rights, 2d ed., 1484-1485; 1 Wlel Water Rights
in Western States 755-758. )

The use of developed water belongs to the
persons who by their own exertions discovered
and developed the water, so far as their needs
and necessities require. The water thus de-
veloped may be turned into a natural stream
and cunducted thereln to the place of use
and there recaptured by the parties develop-
ing the same.” (2 Kinney, 2187-2188.)

To same effect see 1 Wiel Water Rights in
Western States 37-41.

However. it makes little difference in
the present inquiry whether we consider
that the treaty disposes of specified
quantities of the “corpus” of the waters
of the Colorado River, as released by the
United States from its reservoirs on that
stream, or that the treaty accords Mex-
ico the rights to the beneficial use of so
much water of the Colorado River. In
either event the subject matter is “prop-
erty” and within the provisions of para-
graph 2, section 3 of article IV of the
Constitution vesting the power to make
such disposition in Congress.

Second. The right to the beneficial use
of dams, canals, works, and structures of
the United States which the treaty be-
stows upon Mexico is property within the
meaning of paragraph 2 of section 3 of
article IV of the Constitution and a law-
ful disposal thereof can be made only by
Congress itself.

The treaty undertakes to bestow on
Mexico the beneficial use of the following
properties of the United States:

(a) Boulder Dam and Reservoir, al-
though not specifically named therein,
because without this great storage reser=-
voir—capacity twice the average annual
flow of the river—the treaty guaranties
could not be fulfilled.

(b) The Davis Dam and Reservoir—
article 12 (b) of treaty.

(¢) Imperial Dam and All American
Canal—article 11 (¢), article 12 (¢), and
article 14 of treaty.
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(d) Rockwood heading and Alamo
Canal—article 11 (¢) and article 12 (e¢)
of treaty.

(e) That the use for the benefit of
Mexico of other works not specifically
named is contemplated by the treaty is
evident by the first sentence of article 10
and by general provisions obligating the
United States to “construct or acquire
works that may be necessary to convey a
part of the Colorado River to Mexico.”

Fifty, C. J. on Property defines “prop-
erty” to include or mean—page 729:

In law—generally. The term “property” is
in law a generic term of extensive applica-
tion. It is a term of large import, of broad
and exceedingly complex meaning, of the
broadest and most extensive signification, a
very comprehensive word and is the most
comprehensive of all terms which can be
used.

Page T30 as right or interest:

Primarily in its appropriate sense, in the
broader sense, in legal conception, in a legal
sense, or in the strict legal sense, the term
“property"” signifies valuable right or interest
considered primarily as a source or element
of wealth or any civil right of a pecuniary
nature or as an aggregate of rights which are
guaranteed and protected by the Govern-
ment.

Page 732:

The right of 'user is an essential quality
or attribute of absolute property without
which absolute property can have no exist-
ence. There can be no conception of prop-
erty aside from its control and use and upon
its use depends its value. In fact it has been
stated that the right to enjoy the beneficial
use of property is the most real and practical
idea of the nature of property, that property
in anything consists in the use, the legal
right to use and derive a profit from lands
and other things is property, and that the
use of property is property.

Ditches, canals, flumes, and reservoirs used
for the conveyance or storage of water
courses, lakes, or ponds are real property and
the rules of law governing the same are in
general the same as the rules governing other
real property. (2 Kinney on Irrigation and
Water Rights, 2d ed. 1462).

Third. By article 19, the treaty under-
takes to meke disposition of electric
power which the two Governments may
develop at international plants. The
treaty, in article 2, defines the meaning
of the words “two governments” in such
a manner as to entirely exclude Con-
gress. It there says: :

Wherever there are provisions in this treaty
for joint action or joint agreement by the
two governments * * * ‘it shall be un-
derstood that the particular matter in ques-
tion shall be handléd by or through the De-
partment of State of the United States and
the Ministry of Foreign Relations of Mexico.

But in Ashwander v. T. V. A, (297 U. 8.
288, 330) the Court said:

The water power which was an inevitable
incident of the construction of the dam
(Wilson Dam) the right to convert it into
electric energy and the energy thus produced
constitute property belonging to the United
States.

The express power of Congress under the
Constitution to dispose of property belong-
ing to the United States is not abridged or
withdrawn by the 8 or 10 amendments,

And again in Ashwander v. T. V. A.
(297 U. 8. 288, 333) the Supreme Court
declared:
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That the water power, and the electric
energy generated at the dam, are susceptible
of disposition as property belonging to the
United States is well established.

Therefore, any disposition of electricity
belonging to the United States must be
made by Congress as provided in article
IV, section 3, paragraph 2.

B. The treaty and the disposition oi
property proposed thereunder operate
to prejudice the claims of the States of
California, Arizona, and Nevada in vio-
lation of paragraph 2 of section 3 of ar-
ticle IV and amendment 5 of the Con-
stitution,

By the terms of the Boulder Canyon
Project Act the United States could not
commence construction of Boulder Dam
until contracts were first obtained as-
suring the repayment of its cost.

CONTRACTS

First. California power contracts: In

1930 and 1931 the United States executed
contracts for the sale of “falling water”
for the generation of electricity at Boul-
der Dam with various California munici-
palities, including Los Angeles, Burbank,
Glendale, and Pasadena, with the Metro-
politan Water District of Southern Cali-
fornia and with private power corpora-
tions, including the Southern California
Edison Co., Los Angeles Gas & Electric
Corporation, and the Southern Sierras
Power Co.
« California water contracts: Later the
United States also executed contracts for
the delivery of water out of Boulder Dam
and Reservoir for domestic and irrigation
uses at various points on the river below
Boulder, with the Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California, the city
and county of San Diego, Imperial Irri-
gation District, Palo Verde Irrigation
District, and Coachella Valley County
Water Disirict. These contracts for
power and water were sufficient in
amount to assure the Government the re-
payment of its costs in building Boulder
Dam. The agegregate annual net diver-
sions from fthe river covered by the Cali-
fornia contracts is 5,362,000 acre-feet.

For contracts see Wilbur & Ely; the
Hoover Dam Contracts, pages 291-369.

Second. Nevada contracts: The United
States in 1942 executed a contract with
the State of Nevada for the delivery of
water out of Boulder Dam and Reservoir
of 100,000 acre-feet per annum, and in
February 1944, executed a second con-
tract with Nevada for an additional 200,-
000 acre-feet per year.

Third. Arizona contract: On February
10, 1944, the United States entered into
a contract with the State of Arizona for
the delivery to-it, for use in that State,
of 2,800,000 acre-feet per annum of Colo-
rado River water.

Fourth. Summary of water supply and
required uses: The total water supply is
subject to alternating wet and dry cycles
of from 7 to 11 years., It is estimated by
the Bureau of Reclamation, based on
studies of stream flow over a period of
44 years, that the total average releases
of water available from Boulder Dam
in the future, during critical dry cycles
extending over 10 or more years, will
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be 8,500,000 acre-feet per year. The sup-
ply and draft thereon is estimated as
follows:

Annual supply of water

Acre-feet
Outflow from Boulder Dam._______ 8, 500, 000
Reservoir and other river losses
below Boulder Dam. .ceeveean 600, 000
Available for Us€..-ceeacaan 7,900, 000
Annual requirements for withdrawal and use
Acre-feet
Nevada contracts __ e 300, 000
California contracts..emceemmmne= b, 362, 000
Arizonsa contract - -eeeceeeeemenea 2, 800, 000
Proposed Mexican treaty-ccemceca= 1, 600, 000
Total 9, 962, 000
Available supply --cccecememeea—- 7, 800, 000
Requirements 9, 962, 000
Defleit 2, 062, 000

These figures show that any water
guaranteed to Mexico must be taken
from United States commitments here-
tofore made to our own communities and
States.

Fifth. The contractual claims of the
States of California, Arizona, and Ne-
vada are prejudiced and will be seri-
ously injured by the proposed treaty.
Relying upon said contracts executed
with the United States pursuant to an
act of Congress, the California com-
munities have committed themselves
to the expenditure of over a half billion
dollars for the construction of works
with which to utilize Boulder water and
power. These obligations are:

Boulder Dam and power plant_ $125, 000, 000

Metropolitan aqueduct...---.. 274,000,000
All-American Canal. oo 78, 000, 000
Ban Diego aqueduct. ——caoee--- 18, 000, 000
Power transmission lines of the
city of Los Angeles and pri-
vate power companies......- 56, 000, 000
Total 549, 000, 000

Of the foregoing, more than $400,000,-
000 have now been actually expended
and are represented by bonds and con-
tracts to repay.

The contracts and commitments made
by the United States to furnish water
to the States of Nevada and Arizona have
led to large commitments and expendi-
tures by and in those States.

Now the executive department reports
to the Senate a treaty with Mexico which
in its disposition of Colorado River water,
water rights, electric power, and prop-
erty would mean that the United States
repudiates its contracts with its own
communities and States to their serious
injury and damage, in violation of para-
graph 2 of section 3 of article IV of the
Constitution. =

Sixth. There is little discussion of, and
not very much light which can be thrown
upon, the part of the Constitution for-
bidding prejudicing claims of States.
However, ih 2 Cooley on the Constitution,
at page 202, under chapter 31, headed
“Powers of Congress,” that authority
states:

The next clause of the same article is: “The
Congress shall have power to-dispose of and
make all needful rules and regulations re-
specting the territory or other property be-
longing to the United States; and nothing in
.this Constitution shall be so construed as to
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prejudice any claims of the United States, or
of any particular States" (art. IV, sec. 8,
clause 2).

The proviso thus annexed to the power is
certainly proper in itself and was rendered
necessary by the jealousies and questions con-
cerning the western territory which have
been already alluded to under the preceding
head. It was perhaps suggested by the clause
in the ninth article of the confederation
which contained a proviso “that no State
should be deprived of its territory for the
benefit of the United States * * *” The
power is not confined to the territory of the
United States but extends to “other property”
belonging to the United States; so that it
may be applied to the due regulation of all
other personal and real property rightfully
belonging to the United States. And so it
has been constantly understood and acted
upon (204).

We think that the author could have
added with equal force “and subject to
the same proviso and limitation.”

I

The proposed treaty does authorize
substantial diversions from and perma-
nent obstructions in the Colorado River,
part of the navigable waters of the
United States, without action by Con-
gress, in violation of paragraph 3 of
section 8 of article I of the Constitution,

A. If this proposed treaty becomes ef-
fective, the United States guarantees
Mexico the delivery of 1,500,000 acre-
feet of Colorado River water per annum,
which in some years of drought will be
all the water that will ever reach the in-
ternational boundary line, Further-
more, under the terms of this treaty,
Mexico may take all the waters of the
river available to her and leave the bed
of the river dry. The treaty provides
further that a substantial part of the
1,500,000 acre-feet of water directly allo-
cated shall be diverted at points within
the United States and permits all the re-
mainder to be diverted “in the limitrophe
section of the river”"—the 20-mile section
where the river is the common bound-
ary—at a point where the easterly half
of the Colorado constitutes navigable wa-
ters of the United States.

First. The navigable capacity of a
river can be injured, obstructed, or de-
stroyed by diversions from the channel of
the stream—Sanitary District v. United
States (266 U. S, 405, 426) ; United States
V. Rio Grande Co. (174 U. S. 690-708-
709).

B. By this treaty Mexico is permitted
to construct and maintain a permanent
dam in the limitrophe section of the riv-
er—where it is common to both countries,
article 12 (a) of the treaty—and in addi-
tion, during the 5-year period following
the treaty going into force and effect,
Mexico is given the privilege of con-
structing, maintaining, and operating a
“temporary diversion structure in the bed
of the Colorado River in the territory of
the United States for the purpose of di-
verting water therefrom into the Alamo
Canal”; article 27 of the treaty.

In Ashwander v.T. V. A, (297 U. S. 288,
328), the Supreme Court said:

Commerce includes navigation. “All Amer-
ica understands and has uniformly under-
stood,” sald Chief Justice Marshall in Gibson
v. Ogden (9 Wheat. 1,-190) “the word ‘com-
merce’ to comprehend navigation.” The
power to regulate interstate commerce em-

-
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braces the power to keep the navigable rivers
of the United States free from obstructions
to navigation and to remove such obstruc-
tions when they exist. “For these purposes,”
sald the Court in Gilman Philadelphia
(3 Wall. 713, 725), “Congress possesses all the
powers which existed in the States before the
adoption of the National Constitution and
which existed in the Parliament in England.”

In United States v. Appalachian Pow-
er (311 U. 8. 377, 405) , the Court said:

Congress has power under the Constitution
(commerce clause) to regulate navigation. It
may legislate to forbid or license dams in the
water, its power over improvements for navi-
gation in rivers is “absolute.”

In Arizona v. California et al. (283 U. 8.
423, 453) the Supreme Court found the
Colorado River a navigable river and
said:

We know judicially, from the evidence of
history, that a large part of the Colorado
River south of Black Canyon Wwas formerly
navigable and that the main obstacles to
navigation have been the accumulations of
gilt coming down from the upper reaches of
the river system and the irregularity in the
flow due to periods of low water Commer-
cial disuse resulting from changed geograph-
ical conditions and a congressional failure to
deal with them, does not amount to an
abandonment of a navigable river or pro-
hibit future exertions of Federal econtrol
(Economy Light & Power Co. v. United States,
256 U. S. 113, 118, 124).

Since the Colorado River is a navigable
river by the declaration of Congress in
the Boulder Canyon Project Act and by
the decision of the United States Su-
preme Court and so acknowledged to be
by Mexico in existing treaties, Congress
is the department of government vested
by the Constitution with the supreme and

_ebsolute power to regulate the same.

m

The treaty unquestionably commits the
United States to raising, appropriating
and expending large sums of money for
the construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of projects and work unauthorized
by Congress. As examples note the fol-
lowing:

First. By article 5 of the treaty, the
United States is obligated to participate
in the construction, operation, and main-
tenance on the main channel of the Rio
Grande of, first, three dams which the
treaty says are required for the conser=
vation, storage, and regulation of the
waters of that river; and, second, dams
which may be required for the diversion
of its waters. The number of diversion
dams to be built is not specified but is left
to be determined in the future by the
Commission. The share of the costs of
all these works which the United States
must pay is fixed, for storage dams, pro-
portionate to the capacity therein allot-
ted to our country and for diversion dams
the cost is divided “in proportion to the
benefits which the respective countries
receive therefrom, as determined by the
Commission.” The cost estimates for
these structures is not given and prob-
ably is not now known by anyone but the
share which the United States must pay
will certainly run into many millions of
dollars.

Second. By article 7 of the treaty, the
United States is obligated to pay half the
cost of constructing certain hydroelec-



1944

tric generating plants on the Rio Grande.
By that article “each Government agrees
to construct through its section of the
Commission such works as may be rec-
ommended by the Commission and ap-
proved by the two Governments. Both
Governments through their respective
sections of the Commission shall operate
and maintain jointly such hydroelectric
plants.” “Two Governments” is defined
in article 2 to be, for the purposes of
“joint action or joint agreement” the
Department of State of the United States
and the Ministry of Foreign Relations of
Mexico.

Third. By article 12 (b) of the treaty,
the United States is obligated to con-
struct the Davis Dam entirely at its own
expense.

Fourth. By article 23 of the treaty, the
United States is obligated to pay the en-
tire cost of acquiring any and all private
property within the United States which
may be required for the construction of
works proposed by the treaty or deter-
mined by the Commission with the ap-
proval of our State Department as being
“required for the execution and perform-
ance of this treaty.”

Where are the millions of dollars re-
quired for the above public works coming
from? The money is not now in the
Treasury. It must be raised for this pur-
pose by Congress either by revenue bills
which must originate in the House—ar-
ticle I, section 7 of the Constitution—or
by borrowing, which is a power vested
in Congress—article I, section 8, para-
graph 1 of the Constitution. But the
determination of what projects the
money shall be used to build is reserved,
by the treaty, to the Commission with
the approval of our State Department.
The Constitution is clear that these
things can be done only by Congress and
not by the President and the Senate act-
ing by themselves.

v

The treaty unquestionably undertakes
to determine, fix, and decide without ac-
tion by Congress matters relating to
duties, imposts, and excises, and to pro-
vide for the free entry into our country
of “all materials, implements, equipment,
and repair parts intended for the con-
struction, operation, and maintenance of
such works” as are proposed to be con-
structed and operated in the execution of
the treaty—article 20 of the treaty.
This certainly violates paragraph 1 of
section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution,
which vests this power in Congress.

v

The treaty unquestionably authorizes
the migration into this country of all per-
sons, whether Mexican citizens or other
nationals, who are employed “either di-
rectly or indirectly” on the construction,
operation, or maintenance of the works
proposed for the execution of the treaty,
“without any immigration restrictions,
passports, or labor requirements”—arti-
cle 20 of the treaty. Some of these per-
° sons may be highly objectionable from
" the standpoint of our laws or our na-
tional policy. Immigration regulations
have long been considered a proper sub-
ject for legislation by Congress under
paragraph 1 of section 9 of article I and
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the last paragraph of section 8 of article
I, which vests in Congress power “to
make all laws which shall be necessary
or proper for carrying into execution”
the express powers granted to Congress.
VI
CONCLUSION

First. I believe that the pending in-
quiry has a broader significance than the
subject matter of the present resolution,
important as I believe that to be. Our
people and our Nation are now contem-
plating the post-war era. It is evident
that sooner or later treaties are going to
be suggested which may affect deeply our
economic life and well being, the politi-
cal structure of our Government, and
even our preconceived ideas of govern-
ment in relation to its citizens within
and to the people of the world without.
Will the House of Representatives play
a rightful part in any such world move-
ment, exert its proper influences on any
such important and far-reaching treaties
by the full discharge of the constitu-
tional powers entrusted to it, or will it as
the peoples’ representative body be con-
tent to stand idly by as an onlooker while
all the world about us, including our own
American way of life, is changed by
treaties?

Second. I dovnot contend here that the
Congress has or should have freaty-
making powers, but I-do contend that
in order to be valid and effective any
treaty which intends by its terms to ac-
complish matters which are entrusted
to the Congress, or which the Congress
is charged to perform, requires either
prior authorization by the Congress or
that it be subject to subsequent act of

~ Congress.

If that is not the clear intent of the
Constitution, then the treaty-making
agencies can by treaty both amend any
laws enacted by the Congress and effec-
tively enact new statutes, thereby an-
nuling the powers of the House of Repre-
sentatives and amending the Constitu-
tion itself. The Constitution would, in-
deed, have created a Frankenstein that
could, and would ultimately, destroy its
creator.

But no responsible authority has yet
contended that the treaty-making power
is unlimited. All agree that the treaty-
making power is limited. Nevertheless,.
the treaty-making agencies are now go-
ing beyond their acknowledged limita-
tions by undertaking to operate on sub-
jects and within legislative fields declared
by the Constitution expressly to be en-
trusted to the Congress.

Shall the House of Representatives
supinely and silently submit now to this
whittling-down process of its admittedly
constitutional powers and prerogatives?
If the treaty-making agencies of the
Government can effectively discharge, in
this instance, some of the powers which
the Constitution vests in Congress, why
can't they do it in other instances, and,
finally, why can't they do it in all in-
stances where it serves their purpose-or
meets their desires?

I believe there can be no distinction
made in the degree of encroachment
upon the rights of Congress. In princi-
pal there can be no difference between
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a large and a small frespass, for if
the treaty-making agencies can invade
the constitutional powers of Congress
and of the House of Representatives in
one particular, they can invade those
powers in all particulars.

Rights which are not defended will
soon cease to exist. Putney on Constitu-
tional Law, at pages 292 and 293, says:

Foreign countries dealing with our own
are supposed to be acquainted with the pen-
eral nature of our Government and of the
limitations of the powers of each department.
The greatest disgrace or danger with which
our country can be threatened is the cow-
ardly surrender by one department to any
usurpation of powers by another.

Again at page 293 Mr. Putney says:

The treaty-making powers of the President
and Senate together is not unlimited, The
Constitution provides: “This Constitution
and the laws of the United States which shall
be made in pursuance thereof and all trea-
ties made or which shall be made under the
authority of the United States shall be the
supreme law of the land." y

Treaties, therefore, are not the supreme law
of the land by themselves but in connection
with the Constitution and law of the United
States. What is the order of precedence
among these three? It is almost un
to state that the Constitution of the United
States must come first, An instrument
which requires the vote of two-thirds of both
Houses of Congress and of three-fourths of
the States for its amendment cannot be
changed by the President and Senate,

Third. From the discussion which has
gone before, it must be apparent that the
proposed Mexican treaty undertakes to
operafe on subjects and within legisla-
tive fields declared by the Constitution to
be expressly entrusted to Congress. In
three instances, to wit, the disposal of
property belonging to the United States,
the control over the naylgable waters of
the United States, and ‘the regulation of
duties, imposts, and excises, the treaty
makes a direct invasion of the express
powers of Congress and of the House of
Representatives. Again, tHe United
States is obligated to raise and expend
large sums of money for public works
unauthorized by Congress, which cer-
tainly constitutes an indirect invasion
of the powers expressly given to Congress
and to the House of Representatives to
raise revenue, to pay debts, and to ap-
propriate money. In another instance,
the treaty regulates migration of aliens
into this country which, if not a direct
invasion of an express power, is certainly
a direct invasion of an implied power of
Congress and of the House of Represent-
atives to deal with the subject of aliens.

Fourth. I believe that for the protec-
tion of the rights of the House of Repre-
sentatives, the proposed Mexican treaty
should be protested as an invasion of its
constitutional prerogatives.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. WiccLESWORTH] 5 minutes.

OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair-
man, I hold in my hand an editorial from
the Weymouth Gazeite, of Weymouth,
Mass., in the district which I represent,
reading in part as follows:

Never, in our rather lengthy newspaper
experience, have we observed such a tidal
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wave of public resentment as that which
developed on Monday within a few brief
hours over the summary ousting of George
E. Lane as chairman of the Weymouth Price
and Rationing Board by the Regional (Bos-
ton) O. P, A, Cffice. And the wave increases
in proportion with, every passing day. 3

The O. P. A. Regional Office threw Mr Lane
out on the grounds that he violated regu-
lations stipulating that rationing board
members cannot participate in politics by
holding public office. Specifically, he was
charged with running for the "office of
town meeting member. It 1s understood
that he was given the opportunity of resign-
ing, but refused on the ground that the Hatch
Act does not apply to unpaid volunteer Fed-
eral appointees like himself. Furthermore
he holds that being a town meeting mem-
ber is not a political office and therefore in
holding such membership he was not par-
ticipating in politics. Following his refusal
to resign he was notified that his term of
office on t'.e local rationing board had ceased,

L L] L * -

Everyone seems to agree that the Hatch
Act has nothing whatever to do with the
question at issue, developed in Mr. Lane's
‘refusal to resign. Running for public office
such as salarled jobs certainly could be classi-
fied as running for a political office. But
town meeting members — No. They are
elected by ballot, to be sure, but to classify
this position in our town government as
being a political office is utterly absurd. And
whoever has ruled that such an office is po-
litical doesn't know what the score is. It's
an absurd ruling and one that needs clari-
fying at once.

Mr. Chairman, immediately after the
removal of the chairman of the local
rationing board the entire board re-
signed in protest. The board of select-
men joined in the protest. The town
of Weymouth, in town meeting assem-
bled, unanimously adopted a resolution
condemning the action of the O. P. A,
and calling on Washington officials to
review the entire matter immediately.
The community seems to be solidly back
of the rationing board in its position.

As stated in the editorial, the action
taken by the O. P. A. regional director
was not taken under the Hatch Act. The
Hatch Act as amended specifically ex-
empts a part-time officer without com-
pensation, serving in connection with the
existing war effort.

The action was taken by the regional
director purely as a matter of policy, de-
signed to restrain all O. P. A, personnel
including volunteers from political activi-
ties regarded as within the spirit of the
Hatch Act, even though the act as
amended is not applicable to them. The
application of the policy is delegated by
the O. P. A. authorities in Washington
to regional and district offices.

What is a town meeting-member, Mr.
Chairman, and what are his duties?
Town meeting members in New England
are chosen each year in those towns
which have become so large that it is
impossible for all the townspeople to
attend the annual town meeting in per-
son.

The duties of a fown meeting member
are to attend the annual town meeting
normally a year after his election and
such special town meetings, if any, as may
be necessary in the meantime to deal with
strictly local affairs. In the town of Wey-
mouth there are some 249 town meeting
members elected as individuals on a non=
partisan basis.
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The absurdity of the ruling in this
instance is emphasized by the fact that
the chairman of the rationing board has
served for several years both as a member
of the board and as a town meet-
ing member, rendering efficient service to
the town in both capacities, drawing no
compensation from either office and en-
countering no objection whatsoever here-
tofore from O. P. A,

If the proposed ruling is to stand, it
will, logically apply to all rationing boards
throughout Massachusetts and other New
England States having town meeting
members, If the ruling is to stand, it
should logically apply to town meeting
members holding positions with selec-
tive-service boards and other similar ac-
tivities. ;

I am in hearty sympathy with the
broad objectives of the Hatch Act. Icom-
mend its enforcement.

I believe that the ruling in this in-
stance however, is absurd and without
justification. I cannot believe that the
duties of a town meeting member bring
it in any sense either within thé letter
or the spirit of the Hatch Act.

I again condemn the action taken by
O. P. A, Mr. Chairman. I demand im-
mediate reconsideration, in order that the
town of Weymouth, may continue to have
the services of its rationing board and
that other communities in New England
and elsewhere may not be subject to simi-
lar action.

Under leave to extend my remarks, I
include at this point in the REcorp a copy
of .the editorial referred to, three of the
many communications received in this
connection, and a copy of a joint letter
of protest adressed to O. P. A. Adminis-
trator Bowles by members of the Massa-
chusetts delegation.

[From the Weymouth (Mass.) Gazette and
Transcript of March 9, 1944]
LANE'S OUSTING STIRS TOWN'S FIGHTING SPIRIT

Never, in our rather lengthy newspaper
experience, have we observed such a tidal
wave of public resentment as that which
developed on Monday, within a few brief
hours, over the summary ousting of George
E. Lane as chairman of the Weymouth price
and rationing board by the regional (Bos-

- ton) O. P, A. office. And the wave increases

in proportion with every passing day.

The O, P. A, reglonal office threw Mr. Lane
out on the grounds that he violated regula-
tions stipulating that rationing board mem-
bers cannot participate in politics by holding
public office. Specifically he was charged
with running for the office of town-meeting
member. It s understood that he was given
the opportunity of resigning, but refused,
on the ground that the Hatch Act does not
apply to unpald-volunteer Federal appointees
like himself, Furthermore he holds that
being a town-meeting member is not a politi-
cal office and therefore in holding such mem-
bership he was not participating in politics,
Following his refusal to resign, he was noti-
fied that his term of office on the local ration-
ing board had ceased.

When his fellow board members heard this
news they were incensed that regional O. P. A,

- officials could take such a senseless and

absurd attitude and they resigned as a body.
Their action was in protest to thme ousting
of their chairman,

Incidentally, it took a good deal of courage
on their part to take this action and they
are to be complimented in backing their con-
vietions with united action. What they did,
not only showed how they feel on the matter
at issue, but it is at the same time a personal
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tribute to Mr. Lane and one in which he can
take pardonable pride. They knew better
than anyone else in town what a superb job
Mr. Lane has done as a board member since
the inception of O. P. A. here in town and
particularly as chairman since he succeeded
Attorney William J. Holbrook. Their solid
backing certainly demonstrated what they
thought about the action of the regional
O. P. A. ofice.

This fighting spirit was again displayed
a few hours later (early Monday evening),
when the selectmen met to consider the
resignations of the rationing board members,
The selectmen declined to accept the resig-
nations.

Later that evening, at the annual town
meeting, J. William O'Donnell, of South
Weymouth, rose for the purpose of advising
the meeting that Mr. Lane had been “fired”
as chalrman of the rationing board, and
pointed out that the action was taken be-
cause Mr. Lane was running for town meet-
ing member in next Monday's town election,
He presented a resolution condemning the
0. P. A, for its action, and calling upon
Washington officials to-review the matter at
once,

Everyone seems to agree that the Hatch Act
has nothing whatever to do with the guestion
at issue, developed in Mr. Lane's refusal to
resign. Running for® public office such as
ealaried jobs certainly could be classified as
running for a political office. But town
meeting members—no. . They are elected by
ballot to be sure, but to classify this posi-
tion in our town government as being a po-
litical office is utterly absurd. And whoever
has ruled that such an office is political,
doesn't know what the score is. It's an ab-
surd ruling and one that needs clarifying
at once,

If being & town meeting member is some-
thing which rationing board members can-
not be, at one and the same time, then the
same logic must of necessity follow through
to selective-service bdards. Their members
are nonpaid, volunteer workers. They are
Federal appointees,

Some of our Weymouth's Selective Service
Board’'s members are also town meeting
members, If the same line of reasoning is
pursued in relation to them, then they too
much resign one position or the other—or
be ousted by some #$12,000-a-year under-
strapper sitting at a polished desk in Bos-
ton—or Washington—who has a dwarfed
notion of the fitness of things.

This situation, as it relates specifically to
Weymouth, must also apply in 37 other towns
in this Commonwealth which also have
adopted the limited form of town meeting
government, like we have here. And there
are selective service boards having jurisdic-
tion over all of these towns. When we con-
template a situation like this, with the pos-
sibilities It presents for wholesale oustirgs
or resignations, you can begin to see what
a tangled mess a stupid decision can create.

Here in Weymouth, Mr. Lane and his fel-
low rationing board members have the solid
backing of the community. He and the
others have been deluged with phone calls
and messages. In every case, their fellow-
townspeople were incensed over the regional
O. P. A. raising such a silly issue in the
first place, and pledged to support in any
way possible, whatever move that might be

next.

THE Town oF WEYMOUTH, Mass.,
East Weymouth, Mass.,, March 8, 1944.
Representative Ricaarp B. WIGGLESWORTH,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: At a meeting of the board of
eelectmen held this evening it was voted to
write to the Office of Price Administration
headquarters explaining our predicament in
regard to our rationing board, all of whom
have resigned, as you may know, in protest of
the removal of their chairman, who is a can-
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didate for a town meeting member from pre-
cinet 8.

We have a situation in Weymouth quite
unlike most other towns or cities in Massa-
chusetts or any other State in the Union, We
have what is called a representative town
meeting consisting of 240 elected members, a
certain percent of the voters in each of the
9 precincts, These members are elected from
their own precinct and not by vote of the
whole town. This type of government was
necessary, owing to the large population, ap-
proximately 27,000, and no hall suitable to
hold such a gathering.

According to the ruling of the Massachu-
setts Office of Price Administration, the mem-
bers of our rationing board cannot run for
town meeting membership, therefore being
deprived of their rights. Neither can we ap-
point any of the 240 members of the repre-
sentative town government to the rationing
board. In our neighboring towns members of
the ratloning boards may, and do, attend town
meetings, taking an active part in same, but
in Weymouth that privilege is denled the
membership of-the rationing boards. The net
result is that we have 10 or more members of
the rationing board who cannot take part in
our town affairs, and 240 town meeting mem-
bers, plus other elected officials, that cannot
be rationing board members. In our opinion
this is not fair to the rationing board members
or to the board of selectmen who have to
make the recommendations for appointments,
especially when your pald officers and em-
ployees can take part in their town meetings
with no strings attached.

The State officials of the Office of Price Ad-
miinistration inform us that they do not know
where they can draw a line. We believe that
the State is correct in keeping politics out of
the rationing board membership, but we do
not consider a town meeting member as being
in politics, therefore why not draw the line
there and give your rationing board member-
ghip the rights that they deserve?

Very truly yours,
MArY J. BHEEHAN,
Clerk, Weymouth Board of Selecimen.

BICKENELL SCHOOL,
North Weymouth, Mass., March 10, 1944,
Hon. RicHARD WIGGLESWORTH, /
United States Congressman.

Dear CONGRESSMAN: On behalf of the Wey-
mouth Teacher's Assoclation I would like to
register thelr profest concerning the recent
action of the Office of Price Administration,
This protestation is not for any personal rea-
son but rather a complaint against the fine-
ness of the interpretation of the rule set up
in Massachusetts concerning those who as-
pire to what the Office of Price Administration
consider a political office.

‘We cannot rest with their assumption that
a town-meeting member is a political office.
It is in our opinion a numerical factor and
not a political factor that has forced Wey~
mouth to accept the limited form of town
meeting.

Therefore we urge that the necessary steps
be taken immediately to correct this injus-
tice in Massachusetts or anywhere else in
New England that this might exist and that
all members of the dismissed Weymouth
board be restored to their former status.

Very truly yours,
E. Leo MADDEN,
President, Weymouth Teachers’
Association.

STETSON SHOE CO., RATIONING BOARD,
South Weymouth, Mass., March 7, 1944.
Mr. STeEPHEN EARLY,
Secretary to the President,
White House, Washington, D. C.
DeAr Sir: George E. Lane, chairman of the
Weymouth War Price and Rationing Board,
has been removed by O. P. A.
This removal is based, as we understand
it, on the fact that Mr. Lane is desirous of
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LY
retaining his status as a town-meeting mem-
ber* (see explanation attached). That office
has been classified by O. P. A. as a “Political”
office. It is our further understanding that
the entire panel of ration board members
has resigned In a body in protest to th
ruling. .

George Lane was a former selectman of
the town of Weymouth and passedl up the
opportunity to run again for that office, un-
doubtedly feeling that the time given to the
Weymouth War Price Rationing Board would
be a substantial contribution to the war ef-
fort. Mr. Lane was a candidate for town-
meeting member in 1943 and no action was
taken by O. P. A. at that time. The fact
that he continued as a town-meeting member
for the 1944 election has apparently caused
this ruling to be made.

‘We should like to enter our protest against
this ruling, for we have felt, as an indus-
trial organization in the town of Weymouth,
that the members of the Weymouth War
Price and Rationing Board have done good
work and that they deserve commendation
and not condemnation.

May we respectfully request that every-
thing be done to reinstate as promptly as
possible the entire panel of Weymouth War
Price and Rationing Board members as a vote
of confidence in the work that they have
done for their country and their community?

Respectfully yours,
ALBERT VINAL,
Treasurer.

Copies to Hon. Davip I. WaLsg and Hon.
RicHARD B. WIGGLESWORTH.

The tcwn of Weymouth, as well as all of
the other towns in New England, holds an
annual town meeting, In addition tp this
annual meeting, it sometimes is necessary
to hold special (extra) town meetings during
the year. Years ago all of the people who
wished attended these town meetings, voted
the necessary money to run the town and
then went home. As the population prew
there was no meeting place available which
was large enough to hold all of the people
who wished to attend. Thus, all who wished
could not get inside and vote.

Today, in order to treat every citizen fairly,
Weymouth and many other towns, holds its
town meetings under what is known as the
proportional representation plan.

Thus, a town-meeting member today is
one of a body of approximately 249 unpaid
citizens chosen by the rest of the citizens
to vote for them the appropriations neces-
sary for the operation of the town, in the
same manner as all of the citizens did years
ago,

Unless special town meetings are necessary
these members attend town meeting for
either one or two evenings each year. They
have no other duties to perform, no other
functions, and are not political in the com-
mon usage of that term.

MarcH 14, 1944,
HonN. CHESTER BoWwLEs,
Administrator, Office of
Price Administration,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgr. Bowres: Our attention has been
called to the removal of the chairman of the
rationing board at Weymouth, Mass., by
direction of O. P. A. Regional Director S8houp
because of the chairman’s decision to run for
reelection as a town meeting member, wisch
position he has held for several years, and to
the unanimous protest of the town of Wey-
mouth in a town meeting assembled over the
action taken.

Those protesting point out that provisions
of the Hatch Act have no application to the
case inasmuch as by amendment to that act,
& member of a war price and rationing
board Is a part-time officer without com-
pensation, serving in connection with the
existing war effort and therefore specifically
exempted from the provisions of the act,
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They indicate that the action has been taken
under the policy of the O. P. A, to refrain
from political activities within the spirit of
the Hatch Act even though the act as amended
is not applicable to them, decision having
been delegated by the National O. P, A, Office
to regional and district offices,

They believe that the classification of a
town meeting member’s dutles as political
duties is without justification and that if
adhered to would have wide application to
all rationing boards throughout the Com-
monwealth.

They point out that the duties of a town
meeting member, of which we understand
there are some 249 in the town of Wey-
mouth, are to attend one town meeting a
year after his election and such othe special
meetings, if any, as may be called in the
meantime in respect to strictly local affairs
and indicate that in their judgment, those
duties can in ro sense be classified as politi-
cal within the letter or spirit of the Hatch
Act. They indicate further that in this par-
ticular instance, the member in question has
served consistently, both as a member of the
rationing board and as a town meeting
member, giving the town excellent service in
bath capacities, receiving no compensation in
either position and without any objection
heretofore on the part of the O. P. A. regional
office.

All members of the rationing board resigned
in protest over the action taken but have been
prevailed upon to withdraw their resignations
temporarily pending decision by O. P. A,

We are in hearty sympathy with the broad
ohjectives of the Hatch Act and commend
its enforcement, but we feel that the action
of the O. P. A. in this instance is outside of
the scope of the act. We protest against it
and earnestly urge that the matter may be
reconsidered with a view to reinstatement of
the Weymouth rationing board and assur-
ance of its continued service to the town.

Sincerely yours,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, JOoSEPH W. Mar-
TIN, Jr., ALLEN T. TREADWAY, EpITH
Nourse RoGERs, PEHR G, HoLMmEs,
CuARLES R. CLASON, ANGIER L. GOOD~
winN, CHRISTIAN A, HERTER.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. D1es].

Mr. PLOESER. Mr, Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Dies].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr, Dies] is recognized for
15 minutes.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to
read an Associated Press quotation of
Walter Winchell as follows:

Mriamr  BracH, Fra, March 13.—Walter
Winchell said here today that he had been
asking various Members of Congress to be
investigated for many years. “Dles is the
kind of man who does not like any kind of
criticism. Some time ago he asked Drew
Pearson to please ask Walter Winchell to lay
off him. When I told Pearson to tell him
to go-to hell I expected him to use the Con=-
GREssIONAL REecorp to even matters,” Win-
chell said.

Mr. Chairman, this utterly false state-
ment by Mr. Winchell and the fact that
he has demonstrated an unwillingness to
find out the truth about a given situation
convinees me that he is not concerned
with the truth and thai he deliberately
and intentionally spreads falsehoods over
the airways. Last December after Mr,
Winchell had used certain false state-
ments repeatedly I wired him and wired
the Blue Network advising them that the
statements were utterly false. I asked
the officials of the Blue Network and Mr.
Winchell to meet with me either In
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Washington or in New York, that I would
permit them fo serve as a jury to consider
the facts and if they concluded that the
evidence was conclusive that the state-
ments used by Mr. Winchell over the air
were absolutely and completely false then
I expected an opportunity over the same
facilities to the same audience to deny
those statements. Those wires were
sent last December. More than 215
months elapsed and neither the officials
of the Blue Network nor Mr. Winchell
saw fit to accord me an opportunity
to be heard and to present the facts
to them. When we consider their re-
fusal to afford me an opportunity to
present the real facts involved, and when
Walter Winchell makes a deliberate
falsehood to the press it must be obvious
to every fairminded citizen that he is not
interested in ascertaining the truth.

I wanted to be very careful to find out
whether or not he made these misstate-
ments because he did not have the cor-
rect information and it was for that rea-
son that I gave to Mr, Winchell and the
Blue Network full opportunity to investi-
gate the facts. It happened that most of
the evidence was in documentary form
and it would not have taken the officials
of the broadeasting company and Mr,
Winchell more than 30 minutes to ac-
quaint themselves with the facts.

For instance, Mr. Winchell said over
the air that our committee had given ac-
cess to our files to one Joe Camp. I have
in my files a letter replying to Joe Camp’s
request for the information in which I
told him that it was the policy of our
committee not to permit private individ-
uals to have access to our files and that
we would not permit him to see these
files. That is only one instance of the
falsehoods that Mr. Winchell used over
the radio.

Mr. Chairman, since this controversy
has arisen I have received thousands of
letters from people everywhere who are
anxious to appear before our committee
to give concrete proof of the deliberate.
falsehoods that Mr. Winchell has used
over the radio. An eminent man in New
York who has made a careful survey of
all of the Winchell scripts wants to sub-
mit proof that only 40 percent of his
statements over a period of time are
truthful and that 60 percent constitute
deliberate falsehoods. Another man in
possession of similar evidence is anxious
to be heard. I have written to the Blue
Network, and said in ‘effect:

Since I have given you every opportunity
to demonstrate to the Congress and to the
Nation whether or not you are interested in
finding out the truth, and since you have de-
clined to avail yourself of the evidence which
I am prepared to submit to you, since you are
unwilling to act as a jury to pass upon the
truth or falsity of these matters it is becom-
ing increasingly apparent to the American
people that you are a party to this scheme to

malign and smear and discredit American
public officials and American citizens as a part

of an insidious propaganda program that you
are carrying on over the airways of the United
Btates. .

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

Mr. DIES. Yes; I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.
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Mr. DICESTEIN, All I know about
Winchell is that he is an outstanding
American who formerly came from my
neighborhood. He was very helpful in
the very thing that my distinguished col-
ledzue is doing, unearthing un-American
activities., I think there must be some
misunderstanding, some confusion about
his efforts, although I do not know all
the facts.

Mr. DIES. Let me answer the gen-
tleman. If I made a statement about
the gentleman and repeated that state-
ment and if the gentleman came to me
and said, “Now, Mr. Dies, these state-
ments are not correct, I want you to
afford me an opportunity to prove this
to you conclusively and I will leave it
up to your sense of fairness, Mr. Digs,
whether or. not those statements are
true or false,” and if I denied that re-
quest and then after the gentleman had
given me every opportunity to ascertain
whether or not I wanted to be fair I were
to give to the press of this country a
statement as vicious, and insulting, and
as indicative of an arrogance which
equals, if it does not exceed, Father
Coughlin's, what would the gentleman
think? Why, Mr. Chairman, when
Coughlin was using the airways of this
country to spread misunderstandings
and promote hatred, leading Catholics
were very deeply concerned. I was in
communication with some of these
Catholic leaders of the Catholic Church,
They were as much concerned about that
matter as anyone could possibly be, and
they exercised their influence to restrict
and restrain him and to prevent him
from using the airways of this country
for the purpose of promoting hatred in
the United States.

I regret that there has arisen another
man evidently drunk with the praise
and the power he thinks he enjoys, who
believes he can imitate the methods and
technique of Father Coughlin and use the
radios of this country for the purpose
of spreading deliberate falsehoods.

Mr. Chairman, when Walter Winchell
first advertised the book Secret Army,
Members of Congress called attention
to the fact that Spivak, the author of
that book, was a member of the Com-
munist Party, and there was a great deal
of criticism of Mr. Winchell at that time,
but Mr., Winchell then entered into a
period in which he came out openly and
aboveboard against the Communists.
I believed then that Mr. Winchell was
prepared to deal fairly and courageously
with all of these issues, But he took
Sabotage, Mr. DicksTEIN, a book which
was copied to a large extent from the
reports of our committee on Japanese
and Nazi activities—and there is no ques-
tion about that—Mr. Winchell gave his
endorsement to that book and declared
it was one of the finest books ever pub-
lished in the United States, that every
American citizen should read it. In
other words, while he did not know it,
perhaps, he was endorsing the work of
our committee as the finest work that
had been accomplished in the history of
this country. Then he proceeds to use
an excerpt from the book, much of the
material of which was stolen from our
reports, for the purpose of smearing and
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discrediting me and the committee I
have the honor to head.

Mr. Chairman, I do not say that Mr,
Winchell should not have the right to
criticize me as a public official. Long
ago I ceased to be sensitive about any-
thing that anybody said about me, Iam
not contending that we should abridge
freedom of speech. I do not propose
that the broadcasting companies of this
country censor the fair and truthful
statements of commentators, What I
am trying to say is that when a man
uses the airways for the purpose of pro-
moting hatred, whether that hatred is
directed against the Jewish people, the
Catholic people, or other people in the
United States, he is imitating the dan-
gerous technique of Hitlerism, fascism,
and all other forms of totalitarianism.

I have analyzed some of his scripts.
I wish I had the opportunity to show
you the insidious way in which he seeks
to create false impressions. I wish I
could show you how that method of
propaganda is similar in every respect
to the method used by Goebbels and the
propagandists of Germany. It is incon-
sistent, Mr. Chairman, for anyone to
brand and condemn intolerance, then be
guilty of it himself. If we condemn in-
tolerance, we must set an example of
tolerance ourselves. It is as wrong to
condemn people of one race as it is to
condemn people of another race. Yet
here is a man who because he is intoxi-
cated with the flattery and applause that
greets him at Miami, Fla., has grown so
bold that he does not hesitate to tell
public officials who have never criticized
him, who in all of their statements have
been dignified and respectful, “Ge to
hell” Now that is a fine way to meet an
issue. ;

Mr, Chairman, remember that I did
not condemn Mr. Winchell when I spoke
the other day. I merely answered the
statements that he had made over the
radio about me and the committee I
serve as chairman. I said nothing that
could have refiected upon him; yet with
that arrogance, that confident belief that
because he has the radio facilities of the
country at his disposal, he can use in-
nuendoes, inferences, and falsehoods to
destroy public officials and the commit-
tees of this Congress. It is a repetition
of the Coughlin incident in almost every
detail. I want to say to him that bigger
men than he have sought to discredit
this committee. Smarter and more
clever propagandists have sought to
smear us, and they have not succeeded.
If Mr. Winchell could see the thousands
of letters that are pouring into my office,
he would realize that he has just gone
too far. The people of this country are
sick and tired of radio commentators of
any stripe who use the airways for the
purpose of promoting hatred and spread-
ing falsehoods.

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

- Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-

man from Michigan [Mr, WOODRUFFI.
THE TRUTH ABOUT THE TAX BILL .

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, it is probable that in the en-
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tire history of this Nation there has never
been a period, long or short, in which
more information to which the people are
entitled has been denied them than has
been the case under the New Deal ad-
ministration in the last 12 years. There
has been no period in the history of our
Nation when more misinformation cal-
culated to deceive the people has been
disseminated, than has been the case in
the last 12 years under the New Deal
administration. There has not been a
time in the history of our Nation when
an organized, cunningly devised, govern-
mentally inspired, politically designed,
cooly calculated propaganda has ever
been more fully employed to confuse the
pzople, to cover up the facts, to popular-
ize fallacies, and to hide misadministra-
tion than in the last 12 years under the
New Deal administration.

There has been no period in the his-
tory of this Nation when more pseudo
emergencies and fake crises have been
foisted upon the American people to
justify on the part of the Executive de-
mands for power and more power, which
could not be justified in fact and in truth,
than in the last 12 years under the New
Deal administration. R

One of the most widespread, unjusti-
fied and calculated deceptions practiced
on the people has been in regard to the
revenue bill which the Congress enacted
and which the President vetoed in an
insulting and unjustified® message to the
Congress and which both Houses of the
Congress promptly and overwhelmingly
passed over the President’s veto.

A good deal of the misinformation
about this revenue bill has been spread
unintentionally by newspapers which fell
into the habit of tersely describing the
President’s demands on the Congress for
a ten-and-a-half-billion-dollar-tax bill,
and the bill passed by the Congress as a
two-billion-dollar-tax bill. There has,
however, been a very great deal of clev-
erly designed propaganda, calculated to
cover up the enormous expenditures
which are being made, and the enormous
tax load which has been placed upon the
people, while the internationalists are
insisting on giving away what we have to
other peoples in the world.

The people should be informed and
should keep very clearly in mind the
difference—a very fundamental differ-
ence, by the way—between military
strategy and humane impulse in our
feeding the hungry, clothing the naked,
and sheltering the homeless in other
nations who have been rendered helpless
by the war, and the efforts of interna-
tional adventurers in world-power poli-
tics to impoverish the American people
by appropriating their substance in the
form of machinery and manufactured
goods to be used in what is now admitted-
1y a struggle for world power and world
domination. These people—these super-=
internationalists—who are engaged in
this desperate game of world-power poli-
ties, apparently have neither conscience
nor shame. They appear to be willing
utterly to impoverish the American peo-
ple in an effort to buy and bribe acqui-
escence in their political plots to secure
world domination.

Of course, we in America are ready
and eager to use bread instead of bul-
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lets to secure military cooperation, save
human lives, and prevent casualties. The
damage which is being done is occurring
because these international power ad-
venturers and plotters are utilizing these
military and human requirements as a
cover for their schemes to make Uncle
Sam put up the money for a world-wide
W. P. A, unlimited. Some idea of what
the American taxpayers will be up against
provided these international political
power schemers can get away with their
designs, can be gained when we realize
that the total population of the world
is around 2,169,000,000, of whom prob-
ably more than one-half, judging by
our standards, would fall into the cate-
gory of ill-fed, ill-clad, and ill-housed.

Added to these outpourings of our sub-
stance under lend-lease are the ex-
travagance and the avoidable waste
which this administration is permitting
in the war effort. The Pentagon Build-
ing in Washington is a case in point.
Such instances can be multiplied time
and time again. There is not the slight-
est reason in this world why our hard-
earned dollars should be squandered in a
war effort any more than they should be
squandered in peacetime. Certain ex-
travagances and a very great deal of
waste are unavoidable in a war effort
such as we are engaged in at this time.
That is bad enough. But when we have
added to that terrible burden of waste
and extravagance the deliberate and cal-
culated waste and extravagance of bu-
reaucrats who are determined to wreck
the American Government, socialize
American industry, make serfs and peons
of American farmers, and keep the people
in subjection to bureaucratic regimenta-
tion affer the war ends, it is time the
American people were told the facts so
they can do something about such an out-
rageous state of affairs.

Apparently it is for the purpose o hid-
ing these designs, the waste, the extrava-
gance, the corruption, which are ramp-
ant in the executive branch of the Gov-
ernment today, that the propagandists
and the New Deal press keep spreading
the impression that the President asked
for ten and a half billion dollars in taxes
and that the Congress gave him only a
$2,000,000,000 tax bill.

In my years of service on the Ways and
Means Committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives, I have become acutely con-
scious of the terrible tax burden which
has been growing by leaps and bounds
under this New Deal administration.
The bureaucrats, sensing that the people
are getting fed up with excuses, broken
promises, visionary schemes, alien ideolo-
gies, and political waste and corruption,
have begun to exert every effort to cover
up and conceal from the knowledge of
the people the tremendous sums of
money which are being taken from the
pockets of the citizens by taxation both
visible and hidden.

This is the picture which lies behind
this general impression being thrust up-
on the Nation, in terms of ten billions
and two billions as representing the tax
bill, instead of the real amount. I now
shall tell you the facts. They are as fol-
lows: The estimated revenue of the Fed-
eral Government from all sources for
1943 was $42,500,000,000, With the $2,-
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300,000,000 of added revenue which the
Congress passed over the President's veto
in the last revenue bill, the estimated
revenue for 1945 would stand at $44,800,-
000,000. What the President was asking
for was not a tax revenue of $10,500,000,-
000, but additional tax revenues of that
amount to be imposed upon the $42,500,-
000,000 of revenue already assessed
against our people, This, if the Congress
had been bludgeoned into passing it,
would have run the Government's reve-
nues for 1945 to $53,000,000,000.

Every citizen knows when he stops to
think about it that all taxation in the end
is and must be paid by the man or woman
who buys things across the counter. All
this New Deal talk about making the rich
pay the proposed additional taxes is just
so much political “bunk.” Big incomes,
corporate revenues, are now taxed to the
utmost. The fact is that an income of
$500,000 a year in the State of New York,
one of the States having a State income-
tax law, would leave the individual re-
ceiving it in debt when he had paid his
Federal taxes and his State tax, the total
amount of which would be more than his
total taxable income. Any individual
having a million-dollar income in the
State of New York would be deeper in
debt than the possessor of a $500,000 in-
come, after his Federal and State taxes
were paid. Even in the States having no
State income-tax law, no taxpayer, re-
gardless of the size of his taxable income
during this year and next, can have left
after paying his faxes, a sum greater
than $24,261.76. In other words, we have
already reached a point of practical con-
fiscation of all big incomes. So, when
Mr. Roosevelt proposes to take an addi-
tional $10,500,000,000 in revenues out of
the American people, he is proposing to
take it out of the pockets of the poor peo-
ple to a very great extent, and of those
with smaller incomes, because that is the
only place additional revenue can be se-
cured to finance the paste and extrava-
gance of the huge political bureaucracy
which this administration has built up to
bestride the shoulders of the taxpayers
like an “Old man of the sea.” The pro-
testations of the administration, espe-
cially those of the Treasury Department,
under Mr. Morgenthau, that they are try-
ing to protect the poor people from this
load of taxation is intentionally decep-
tive, and entirely erroneous, and one of
the best authorities I can pick out at this
moment for that statement is Franklin
Delano Roosevelt himself when, in 1932,
he said:

Taxes are pald In the sweat of the man who
labors, because they are a burden on produc-
tlon and are paid through production.

Mr. Roosevelt, when he made that
statement, was running for the office he
still holds. That was before he had run
our national debt from $19,500,000,000,
when he took office, up to about $49,000,-
000,000 before we entered the war. No
citizen can tell now what the national
debt is, because it increases so enor-
mously from day to day that he cannot
keep track of it, and the Treasury avoids
talking about it.

Mr. Roosevelt was not the first man,
by any means, who discovered that waste
means taxes, and taxes mean misery for
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the people. Thomas Jefferson, in his
day, pointed out the dangers of excessive
waste and the consequent excessive tax-
ation when he said:

Having seen the people of all other nations
bowed down to the earth under the wars and
prodigalities of their rulers, I have cherished
their oppositive—peace, economy, and rid-
dance of public debt—believing that these
were the high roads to public as well as pri-
vate prosperity and happlpess, * * *
Taxation follows public debt, and in its train
wretchedness . and oppression. * * * If
we can prevent the Government from wasting
the labors of the people under the pretense of
taking care of them they must become happy.
*# ¢ * The same prudence, which, in
private life, would forbid our paying our
money for unexplained projects forbids it in
the disposition of the public money. * * *
We must make our election between economy
and liberty or profusion and servitude.

Let us stop a moment and ponder the
hundreds of millions of your money
squandered on the Canol pipe-line proj-
ect in British Columbia; the Pentagon
Building project in Virginia, adjacent
to Washington, so ably exposed in its ter-
ribly wasteful ramifications by my good
friend the gentleman from Michigan,
Representative ALBERT J. ENGEL; the
Alaska Highway, and the proposed oil
pipe lines in Saudi Arabia. Ponder these
along with the extravagances under
cover of lend-lease, and the plans of the
world-power politicians to take your sub-
stance—your goods and services—away
from you, to bribe other people into ac-
guiescence with the plans of these power
politicians lusting for world domina-
tion—these men and women who would
put their own people and all the other
peoples of the world in economic slavery
in order that their own passion for power
may be gratified.

And then remember, my fellow citizens,
that Mr. Roosevelt was demanding not a
ten-and-a-half-billion tax burden of
you, but a fifty-three billion tax bur-
den of you. And remember, too, that it
was your CongresS, your representatives
in the legislative body, who stood between
you and that extravagant and extor-
tionate demand and whittled these new
raids on your pocketbook from ten and
a half billion dollars down to two and a
third billions.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. VoorHIS],

ALASEA, ELK HILLS, AND ARAEIA

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Chairman, this is another speech about
oil.

Pirst, I want to express profound sat-
isfaction over articles recenily appear-
ing in the press and other informa-
tion which I have received to the effect
that at long last real exploration is to be
undertaken in the oil resources of Alaska.
The Navy is dispatching a party of ex-
perts to the vicinity of Point Barrow at
Naval Petroleum Reserve No. 4. In the
near future it is reported that the War
Department will undertake investigation
of fields in Southern Alaska.

I do not know how much oil there is in
Alaska, Mr. Chairman. But there are
those who believe there is a very great
quantity indeed and certainly there is
every reason why Congress should do
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everything within its power to encourage
and facilitate the exploration of our own
American resources in Alaska, Indeed
my only regret is, it was not done long
ago. For I think there is at least the
possibility that had we found out accu-
rately what Alaskan resources actually
are some other mistakes and blunders
might have been avoided. We might
readily have avoided the mistakes of the
Canol project, which understandable
though it may have been in the begin-
ning as a military measure, should cer-
tainly have been carried out in a very
different manner and which as presently
set up can only result in the long run in
great benefits to the Standard Oil Co. of
New Jersey, through its 70 percent owned
subsidiary Imperial Oil, Ltd., at Ameri-
can taxpayers’ expense. For since Im-
perial holds all the leases, only Imperial
can use the pipe line in the future. How
much better it would have been had these
Alaskan fields been developed instead
with the whole project on American soil
all the way through.

I wish I could continue on this con-
structive note, but I cannot. For on yes-
terday there was introduced in the other
body of Congress, a bill to permit the
Secretary of the Navy to enter into unit
operations contracts with private oil
comranies for the exploitation of naval
reserves. The purpose of this bill, of
course, is to legalize the contract between
the Navy and the Standard Oil Co. for the
operation of Elk Hills Naval Reserve.
Should this bill pass it will nfean that not
only that portion of the Elk Hills field
where Standard owns sections of land
checkerboarded with Navy sections, but
also the entire western and southern por-
tion of the field where the Navy owns the
entire acreage will be thrown into a unit
operations plan constituting a partner-
ship in the exploitation of this oil be-
tween the Navy on the one hand and the
Standard Oil Co. on the other.

It will be recalled that a year ago last
November the first contract between
Navy and Standard Oil Co. was quietly
put into effect and continued in opera-
tion until last summer when as a result
of congressional efforts on the part of
other Members and myself, as well as the
action of the Justice Department
through its Lands Division, in declaring
the contract illegal, that first contract
was canceled. Something at least has
been accomplished by our efforts for
some of the worst features of the original
contract do not appear in the new pro-
posed contract. But the Attorney Gen-
eral has stated that this new contract
would not be valid unless the basic law is
changed. Congress, therefore, has this
question squarely in its own lap as I see
it, and will have to decide whether or
not it wants to empower the Secretary
of the Navy to go into partnership with
the Standard Oil Co., giving it operation
of the greatest oil reserve in the Western
Hemisphere or not. I know it will be
said that under the terms of the pro-
posed new contract the Navy is free to
deal with some other company than
Standard if it sees fit to do so, but to
anyone who is at all familiar with the
actual situation in the Elk Hills areas, it
will be clear that this is a meaningless
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provision. The Standard Oil Co. of Cali-
fornia owns all the pipe lines leading
from Elk Hills, and under the California
law these pipe lines are not common car-
riers. When the contract states that
either party can dispose of its oil as it
sees fit, therefore it virtually means that
the Navy can either sell its oil to the
Standard Oil Co. or else attempt to carry
it out in buckets. This contract, fur-
thermore, contemplates passage of this
bill changing our whole policy and au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to
enter into unit-operations-plan con-
tracts, not only at Elk Hills but elsewhere
as he sees fit.

I still believe, Mr. Chairman, as I have
from the beginning, that the only right
solution of this problem is by condem-
nation by the Navy of the Standard hold-
ings in Elk Hills. That is the only way,
in my judgment, that on any reasonable
basis at all, Elk Hills can be made a true
Navy reserve. At this very moment some
of the very same people who are shout-
ing that our oil resources are danger-
ously near exhaustion are complaining
very loudly, indeed, because the Navy will
not permit the Standard Oil Co. to pump
more oil out of Elk Hills than it is now
permitted todo. This is urged in spite of
the fact that it is well known that an
increase of the amount of oil taken by
Standard from Elk Hills will idevitably
deplete the oil under the Navy’s land
even more serfously than has already
taken place by the drilling operations of
Standard along the Navy section lines.
I am opposed to this unit-operations plan
because I am convinced it will immeas-
urably strengthen the monopolistie posi-
tion which the Standard Oil Co. already
holds. Five hundred and eighty thou-
sand acres of California’s potential or
proven oil land is now either owned in
fee, under lease, or with mineral rights,
held by the Standard Qil Co. For years
Standard -has virtually controlled the
price of crude oil in California and will
be in an even better position to do so if it
gains control of the Navy’s Elk Hills field.

I want to ask the question as to just
why the whole of the Elk Hills field is
included in the unit plan of operation. It
is clear from the map that only in the
eastern and northern portions of the
field does the checkerboard-ownership
situation pertain. Through the south-
ern portion and the entire western half
of the field Standard owns only one or
two quarter sections, and yet it is pro-
posed, without our knowing with any de-
gree of accuracy what lies underneath
the rest of the field, to draw this whole
business into the unit-operations plan
with an oil company, which in the physi-
cal nature of the case can only be the
Standard Oil Co. of California. Were
Standard’s holding condemned and pur-
chased by the Navy, the Standard 0Oil Co.
would still be able to get along quite well.
But our Navy's oil could then be defi-
nitely produced and handled in what-
ever manner it was best to handle it from
the national point of view. If this con-
tract proposed to include only those por-
tions of the Elk Hills field where Stand-
ard does own part of the land, I would
not feel quite so strongly about the mat-
ter. But as I see the present proposal, it
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any reason or necessity give the Stand-
ard Oil Co. a very greatly increased con-
trol of the oil of the United States.

Now, I am quite frank to say that the
new contract is much better than the
original one was, and if nothing else had
been accomplished by our efforts, we
would have at least the right to feel a
certain satisfaction over the results so
far obtained. For under the new con-
tract, although the original participating
percentages of 64 percent for Navy and
36 percent for Standard are still in-
cluded, nevertheless it is provided that
changes in participating percentages
will be retroactive to November 1942,
Under the old contract these changes
would not have been so retroactive and
to whatever extent oil was discovered on
Navy lands, which is about the only place
it can be discovered since Standard lands
have already been preity heavily ex-
ploited, Standard would still have re-
tained any excess oil over its fair per-
‘centage which it has taken. As I say, in
this contract that feature has been cor-
rected, and, as a matter of fact, it is al-
together likely that long before Elk Hills
has stopped producing it will be found
that well in excess of 64 percent of the
oil will come from Navy lands.

In the second place, the new contract
does make the Secretary of the Navy the
final arbiter, which he was not under the
old agreement, as to changes in these
percentages of participation. Even so,
however, the United States is starting
out at a great disadvantage, for the
percentages are based on the area of
commercial production which is defined
on the map. This area of commercial
production includes only about 9,000
acres out of a total of 42,000 acres in
the whole Elk Hills field. The area in-
cludes those sections belonging to Stand-
ard Oil Co. in which the encroachment
of water has become a serious problem.
Most important of all, however, the west-
ern line of this so-called area of com-
mercial production is, as anyone can see,
acompletely arbitrary one, for it is noth-
jng more or less than a section line.
Any one man knows that oil is no re-
specter of section lines. Furthermore,
this western line of the so-called area
of commercial production is the west line
of section 36 on which already a number

~ of successful wells have been drilled and
the land to the west of that line belongs
to the Navy. It is almost certain that
there is additional oil west of the line
which would materially change percent-
‘ages if the line were made to accord with
the real facts of the situation instead of
arbitrary section lines.

The very fact that so much stress is
laid upon the matter of revision of the
participating percentages is proof that
no one knows adequately what the facts
are, and even though these percentages
are subject to revision, or rather, I should
say, because they are subject to revision,
we are running into a situation where
it will be required, as I see it, to have
as large an accounting staff and staff of
lawyers as was ever had in the history
of the oil business, or in any other busi-
ness, for any readjustments made in par-
ticipating percentages must be made ret-
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boils down to one which would without

roactive, as they should be, to November
1942, This means constant readjust-
ments all along the line. It will prob-
ably mean constant litigation. It will
require every time a change is made that
the whole system of accounts will have
to be altered.

In the next place, it is to be remem-
bered that the oil company involved in
this unit agreement is to be paid its costs
of operation out of the Navy’s share of
the oil. Originally those costs will be
shared on a 64-36 basis. They are to be
settled periodically and in the end there
must be a readjustment of the allocation
of these costs in accordance with the
division of participation in the oil. It
will be virtually impossible, as I see it,
to ever get these costs in balance. All
these difficulties can be multiplied by at
least two when I point out that there
are at least two zones, namely, the shal-
low zone and the so-called Stevens zone,
where it is ' known that oil exists in Elk
Hills. It will be virtually impossible to
find out where the Navy stands in this
matter under the unit-operations plan at
any given time.

I want to emphasize that the services
of the oil company may be paid either in
oi]l or in money. If they are paid in oil

‘no appropriation will be necessary on

the part of Congress, and, therefore, no
check by Congress on the operations of
the deal will be possible. I have not tried
to go into any technical detail, Mr, Chair-
man. I am for condemnation and not
for the unit-operations plan, first, be-
cause under the unit-operations plan the
monopolistic control of the Standard Oil
Co. will be immeasurably enhanced by
governmental action; second, because at
the very least I believe those portions of
the Elk Hills reserve which are wholly
owned by she Navy should be left wholly
in the Navy's hands and should not be
subjected to this unit-operations pro-
posal; third, because of the terrific com-
plications involved in attempting to even
come close t¢ telling where the Govern-
ment stands with regard to the matter
at any given time; fourth, because of the
present outery that the Navy release its
restrictions on production at Elk Hills in
order to let Standard pump more oil
from there. This sort of thing would, in
my judgment, continue just as long as
this oil was being made available to a
private corporation; and finally, because
I do not believe there is any other way
except condemnation whereby we can
have a true reserve for naval oil at Elk
Hills. I believe there are manifold rea-
sons why it is a matter of the greatest im-
portance that we should make this a true
Navy reserve.

I now come to the proposed deal for
construction of a pipe line across Arabia
at Government expense, but without any
sort of governmental control over the oil
or over the policies to be pursued in its
disposition. It is interesting I think that
the same oil company which is so anxious
to get into partnership with the Navy
with regard to the Navy's rich Elk Hills
reserve, has consistently refused to per-
mit the Government to purchase any in-
terest in its Saudi Arabia leases. Every-
thing appears to depend upon which foot
I have spoken against
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this pipe-line agreement. for a number of
reasons. It has been defended on only
one ground,.and that is the allegation
that it is a war measure and one of
military necessity. This, I contend once
again, it cannot conceivably be—at least
so far as the present war is concerned.
For it will take as long to build the pipe
line as anyone believes this war is going
to last. Then they fail back on the argu-
ment that it is supposed to be for the
next war. To which my reply is that
under the present proposed agreement
it appears to me that in attempting to
get oil clear on the other side of the world
in order to have it for “the next war” that
these gentlemen are talking about so
much, we are altogether likely to be at
the same time putting ourselves in a posi-
tion where we will be forced into that
next war for which we are supposed to
need this oil. In other words, instead of
an investment in national security, it
looks to me like an investment in national
insecurity.

As T have explained in a former speech,
my position is that either the Govern-
ment should have nothing whatsoever to
do with the construction of this pipe line,
or else it should insist as it did insist in
the beginning of negotiations that if it
is to assume all the risk and get itself
involved in all the dangers of an inter-

- national sort which will inevitably result,

it should then be in a position of having
a substantial interest in the oil itself and
of being able to exercise control over the
policies to be pursued in order to prevent
this oil falling into the hands of a huge.
international cartel, which in the absence
of the United States Government oppo-
sition, is, I believe, quite inevitable.

I have believed frem the beginning,
Mr, Chairman, and I believe now, that it
is utterly impossible fto consider this
Arabian pipe line without taking into
account those features of the situation
which it will create which have so vital a
bearing on future peace and the security
of our own Nation, as well as other parts
of the world.

This is a job for the State Department,
and I have made an earnest effort to se-
cure information from the State Depart-
ment about the matter. This effort was
completely without success. Mr, Ray-
nor, the petroleum adviser of the State
Department, gave me absolutely no real
information about the matter and sim-
ply told me that he approved the deal for
the State Department without inde-
pendent consideration or study on the
part of the State Department and only
because the President and the Joint
Chiefs of Staff were insisting upon it asa
military measure. I cannot conceive of
the State Department, which is the De-
partment of government that has re-
sponsibility for the foriegn affairs of
our country, permitting a thing of this
sort to go through without insisting upon
taking into account its implications
bearing on the future international re-
lations of the United States. And yet I
am informed that that is precisely what
happened. Not only that, but I was
dealt with in a manner far from
straightforward, an experience which
has deepened and strengthened my sus-
picions about this whole affair.
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The State Department did have a rep-
resentative who went to Arabia to look
over this project. He did make a report
on it. I asked to see this man and was
told at first that he was out of town. I
now find this was not true; that he was in
Washington at the time I was told he
was not in Washington. Further, I was
informed that this report was only a
technical report dealing with the amount
of oil that might be developed in the
Arabian area. I subsequently find, how-
ever, that this is not true, either, but that
the report does deal with the proposed
pipe-line agreement, and, furthermore,
that it is adverse to the agreement in its
present form. I am compelled to con-
clude that this must have been one of
the reasons Mr. Raynor refused to let
me see the report. I am also informed
on authority which I consider absolutely
reliable that the report tendered to the
War Depariment by its representative
who went to the Middle East was also
adverse to the terms of the present pipe-
line construction agreement. I should
certainly think some congressional body
should find out about all this—and at
once. For this pipe line is going forward
just as fast as it can be pushed right at
this moment.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a matter
where at the very least Congress is going

to appropriate several hundred millions

of dollars not only for the pipe line but
for the necessary additional construction
of a refinery, without which the pipe line
can hardly be of much use. More than
that it is a matter which may well have
g vital bearing on the world peace which
every last one of us is promising the
fighting men of our country will be built
after victory has been achieved.

Some weeks ago I introduced a resolu-
tion for a thorough investigation of all
facts concerning the petroleum industry
by a special House committee selected
from the Military and Naval Affairs Com-
mittees, the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, the Public Lands
Committee, and the Agriculture Commit-
tee. If I am wrong about this matter, I
am the first man who wants to know it.
But the only way to find out is for a con-
gressional committee to get all the facts
regarding the matter, including reports
made by men who have been actually on
the ground and who know intimately the
problems involved.

Members of Congress frequently ex-
press concern over domination of this
body by the executive department. We
become so extremely agitated when the
Presiaent sends up a message to the Con-
gress which is couched in terms which
we do not like. On a number of occa-
sions Presidential vetoes have been over-
ridden. But here are matters connected
with what is perhaps at the moment the
basic natural resource of the Nation with
regard to which Congress will either have
to take a positive direct action of its own,
insisting upon a decent coordinated
policy calculated to build peace in the
world in the future and to construct the
security of our country on a really firm
foundation, or else share the responsi-
bility for whatever the consequence may
be of things that are now being done.
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Mr. Chairman, let us explore and de-
velop our oil resources in Alaska as it
is now planned to do. Let us free the
independents in the oil industry from the
domination of the majors. Let us con-
serve the oil in our naval reserves by
making them in truth and in fact naval
reserves and by condemning private
holdings in those reserves. But let us
insist that if ventures on the other side
of the earth after oil are to be under-
taken, they be undertaken on the terms
of the American people and only in a
manner which will promote the future
peace and security of the American
people, instead of leading them into a
situation where they will be committed to
huge international oil cartels and the
very sort of practices in the handling of
natural resources which the Atlantic
Charter declared against.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield 5§ minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, last
vear the subcommittee that prepared the
pending bill graciously afforded me an
opportunity to testify in behalf of an
additional appropriation for the Legis-
lative Reference Service in the Library
of Congress. I had no opportunity to
avail myself of the grace of the subcom-
mittee this year and since the matter is
closed, I do not propose to offer any
amendment. I do want to allude to the
mattier, because I believe it is quite im-
perative and important. It has some
bearing upon the recent unpleasantness
in the legislative and executive branches
of the Government. It appears to me
that in proportion as we make our own
operation in the legislative branch more
efficacious, we can always meet the ad-
ministrative agencies on their own
ground weaponed with necessary facts
and figures and try to develop a better
cooperative relationship between the two
branches of government.

After all, the Constitution, while it con-
templates three independent branches,
does not contemplate three hostile
branches of government. So the Con-
gress must take its place in the sun and
be adequately equipped. One of the
weapons or instrumentalities which I
think needs strengthening is the Legis-
lative Reference Service. At the present
time it consists of 66 people, of whom
only 16 are specialists. Imagine, only
15 specialists in that agency of govern-
mert that is under the direction and con-
trol of Congress, serving the require-
ments and needs of 531 Members of the
House and Senate. They are inade-
quately compensated. The man who
does work for Congress in the Legisla-
tive Reference Service of the Library of
Congress on monetary matters, as I re-
call, on banking and fiscal matters, re-
ceives $2,600 a year. He is expected to
be a fiscal expert for $2,600 a year.
There are more than 40 experts in the
Treasury and in the Federal Reserve
Board who are receiving from $5,600 to
$8,000 a year. The same thing is true
in the field of social security and labor.
In those appropriate executive agencies
they have scores of men drawing $4,200,
$4,600, $5,400, $5,600, $6,500 and even
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$8,000 a year, who are specialist-advisers
in that particular field of governmental
activity.- Yet over in the Library of
Congress are men serving this body to-
day, ostensibly as experts, who are work-
ing for as little as $2,600 a year. How do
we expect to command specialists in an
expert service at salaries of that kind? I
think men in the older age brackets who
are not amenable to the requirements of
selective service would be available for
that kind of work, especially in this
period when we are preparing already
to begin the transition from hostilities
to peace, when so much is necessary from
this Congress by way of appropriations,
authorizing legislation, and commit-
ments in order to deal with the manifold
problems which will be on the threshold
of this body in the future., So we must be
weaponed and equipped for it. One of
the best things we can do to serve the
taxpayers and serve the general welfare
of the country is to take unto ourselves
those aids and instrumentalities whereby
we get the facts, whereby we get an un-
biased and impartial view of every ques-
tion that will be a great guide and a
great directive in finding the right an-
swers to the problems that are before us.
I shall not offer that amendment today.
I want to make the record here now in
the hope that when the bill goes over
before the Senate that perhaps they will
give some attention to it also.

Mr, JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 22 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mur-
RAY].

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, last week I was in Wisconsin
at the annual meeting of the livestock
breeders of that State. The food-pro-
duction program is marching on. There
is a patriotic desire to produce the food
for this war. It appears that they will
continue to exert every energy they have
to produce this food even if unnecessary
obstacles are placed in their pathway
by Washington.

One fact was very apparent. That is
that the promises of the War Food Ad-
ministration were being questioned.
The promises to the dairy farmer, the
egg producer, the hog producer, and now
the potato grower have not been suffi-
ciently well carried out to meet their
approval, The programs of the A. A. A,
and the Extension Service workers and’
other agencies is made less effective due
to the fact that the commitments to pro-
ducers have not been sufficiently well
fulfilled. There isn’t much use to pour
funds into any program where the com-
mitment is not carried out. They are in
hopes that the LaFollette amendment
to the act extending the life of the
C.C. C. will remedy this situation. They
cannot see, however, why it should be
necessary fo pass a law to make any
individual or agency to carry out the
provisions of law already a part of the
law of the land.

I ask unanimous consent to include in
my remarks at this point in the Recorp,
the address I made at the livestock meet-
ing at the agricultural college on March
8, heretofore referred to.
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin,
dress is as follows:

It is Indeed a pleasure for me to have the
opportunity of meeting so many old friends
and also to meet so many people who are so
vitally interested in wartime agriculture.

Wartime agriculture has met an unprec-
edented demand for food for our armed
forces, lend-lease, and for our domestle pop-
ulation. This demand has been made in
the face of machinery shortages, equipment
shortages, restricted transportation, and
ever-increasing manpower shortages. Our
armed forces are the best-fed of any army
in the war, and our food products have not
only gone to the armed forces of our allles
but in large amounts have been distributed
tg the civillans as well. .

The results have spoken for themselves.
The patriotic desire to produce has resulted
in a national food production during 1942
and 1943 that is comparable to the indus-
trial production of the implements of war
that American labor and management have
made during this same period.

During these 2 years of war we have had
an increase in total cattle from 75,000,000 on
January 1, 1942, to an estimated 82,000,000 on
January 1, 1944, ' Dairy cows have increased
from 26,898,000 to 27,607,000, although the
increase in cow numbers has not given a
comparable increase in milk production, In
fact, in 1943 with a half million more cows
we produced over a billion pounds less milk
than in 1942,

Hogs have increased from 60,000,000 to 83,-
000,000, or over one-third; chickens have in-
creased from 474,000,000 to 572,000,000 dur-
ing these same 2 years. Sheep have decreased
in number from 56,000,000 to 51,000,000 for
reasons I shall discuss later, i

It is unnecessary for me to remind you
of the contribution made by Wisconsin to
the national production of livestock products
and food crops during this period.

‘THE OVER-ALL FICTURE

We have some 500,000,000 acres of cropland
in the United States, although only about
340,000,000 acres are usually harvested. Many
of these idle acreas are marginal but will
raise crops such as beans, that are now ra-
tioned. The past 2 years have been years
of above-normal weather conditions and the
Food Administrator has asked for an increase
in crop acreage in 1944 in the hopes of ob=-
taining even the 1843 fotal production of
food products,

Did you ever stop to consider where the
great food-producing areas of our country
really are located? Many States do not pro-
duce enough food to provide their own popu-
lation. Much of our agricultural leadership
has come during the past 10 years from States
that produce a very small part of the Na-
tlon's food products. We wouldn't, other-
wise, have had an agricultural program ap-
propriation- of $400,000,000 to 800,000,000 a
year, wherein a soll-conservation program
was for years carried on where the payments
went largely to soil-depleting crops. This
situation was a result of the leadership and
of the legislation and should not be in-
terpreted as critical of the men who had the
responsibility of administering it. They fol-
lowed the provisions of the legislation and
they should not be criticized for the legisla-
tion. The incentive payment and Cannon
amendment controversy of the last session of
Congress is a concrete example.

Chicago is the food capital of the world—
and a comparatively few States surrounding
this city produce a very high percentage of
the food of the Nation. These Btates in-
clude: Towa, Minnesota, Ohio, Indiana, Mis-
gourl, KEansas, Nebraska, and Wisconsin.

The ad-
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Iowa and Illinois produce one-third of the
corn and one-third of the pork of the Na-
tion. Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin pro-
duce over 40 percent of the butter, and Wis-
consin alone, as you well know, produces
over half of the Cheddar cheese and a higher
percentage of the foreign types of cheese of
the Nation.

Although Wisconsin produces 12 percent of
the milk of the Nation it produced in’ 1942,
13,000,000,000 of the 98,000,000,000 pounds of
milk that went into commerclal dairy chan-
nels. In fact, in 1942 Wisconsin alone pro-
duced more milk than all of New England
with New York and New Jersey included.

The February 1044 price for milk ranged
from $2.60 per bundredweight in North
Dakota to $4.75 per hundredweight in Florida,
with Iowa recelving $2.65, Minnesota $2.70,
and Wisconsin $2.75 per hundredweight. The
new feed subsldy ranges from 50 cents per
hundredweight in the largest milk-producing
States like Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Iowa
to 80 cents in Florida, Georgla, and South
Carolina, where milk in Florida is already
bringing over 75 percent more than in the
Midwest. This situation is not as serious as
it sounds because these Southern States pro-
duce such small amounts of the milk of the
Nation.

During wartime with controls on new
equipment and transportation, the trans-
forming of the raw materials of the farm into
commercial food products should of neces-
sity be Increased and fostered in the States
and counties in the areas already engaged in
the particular branch of farming that had
been previously practiced in these areas.
Greater efort could well have been expended
and now expended to Increase the production
of milk in the natural milk areas instead of
fostering a high subsidy program In areas
with high production costs.

Some expansion of products such as pea-
nuts in the Cotton Belt and the hemp and
soybean growing in the Midwest have for
other and logical reasons not been in keeping
with this general plan.

THE BEEF SITUATION

I am sure you have followed the beef situa-
tion, especially when 40 percent of the beef
and veal comes from the dairy farms. The
stated purpose of the beef program is to pro-
duce as much good meat as possible but not
give a price sufficiently high to encourage the
production of the choice meats of pzacetime.
It would take more than the time allotted me
here today to even get started on a discussion
of this subject. Beef-cattle numbers have
been expanding, but when one realizes that
we have been on an import basis as far as
beef Is concerned for 30 years, I am sure you
can see how tight the beef situation could be
if any appreciable Increase in demands should
take place, or if a reduction in the produc-
tion of beef should confront us,

On February 15, 1844, the price of beef cattle
varied from $8.60 per hundredweight in Ver-
mont to 812.60 per hundredweight in Pennsyl-
vania, with an average price of $10.10 per
hundredweight in Wisconsin, and a national
average of $11.80. The February 1944 parity
price 1s §9.20. The fairness of the beef parity,
as you know, has always been questioned.

THE HOG SITUATION

When Secretary Wickard, in April 1942,
asked for the Increase in hogs and put the
floor of $13.76 Chicago basis on them he
obtained a great response in production. War
legislation guaranteed farmers 80 percent of
parity during the war and 2 years thereafter.
This has its legislative controls, however.
Bupport prices like the support prices on the
hogs weighing from 200 to 240 to 270 to 300 to
830 had nothing to do with the 80-percent
parity guaranty. However, recently when
the Commodity Credit Corporation Act was
extended Senator La ForleTTE added an
amendment that provides that this 80-per-
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cent parity promised the producer be paid
and that all commitments to producers be
fulfilled without fail.

Most people could never see any reason to
ration pork, especially since December 1, 1943,
A few months ago 128,000,000 pounds of lard
were turned over to the soap manufacturers
for soap making. Within the last few days
another 50,000,000 pounds have been allocated
to these soap manufacturers. This was done
at a time that the housewife was paying
points for lard, but these were removed on
March 1.

The importance of pork production is known
to everyone that has interest enough to study
the situation. The hog is a very efficient ani-
mal in the conversion of feeds to human food
when both calories and proteins are consid-
ered, No one has yet found out why it was
more patriotic to eat chicken than pork.

Hog prices in February 1944 varied from
$10 per hundredweight in Florida and $10.20
per hundredweight In Mississippl to $14.10
per hundredweight in California. The aver-
age for Wisconsin was $12.80 and the parity
price of February is $12.40 per hundredweight.

THE EGG SITUATION

The parity price of eggs was 35 cents for
the year 1943. The parity price of eggs was
44 cents in December 1843, and 90 percent
of parity guarsnteed by law was 39.6 cents
per dozen, when the farmers in meany sec-
tions were receiving from 24 to 28 to 30 cents
per dozen right in the face of advancing feed
prices. The LaFollette amendment should
guarantee that commitments in the future
are fulfilled so that such occurrences cannot
be repeated.

Egg prices in February 1844 varied from
28 cents a dozen in North Dakota, 41 cents

" per dozen in Arlzona, with Wisconsin show-

ing an average of 30 cents per dozen. The
natlonal average price for February was 319
cents per dozen and the parity price for the
month is practically the same, or 31.8 cents
per dozen, !

THE DAIRY SITUATION

The attack on this industry during war-
time has been from many angles. The oleo-
margarine Interests put their demands for
a removal of the one-fourth-e¢ent-per-pound
tax, the 10-cent coloring tax, and the licens-
ing on the basis of war needs. This was soon
shown a fallacious approach because the
facts were that all the oleomargarine was
belng made for which the War Production
Board had allocated the oil. The oleomar-
garine Interests are still on hand to try to
find some way to promote their wares. They
claim they have a new and much better prod-
uct now. They even want to change its sex.
They used to call it Ole and now they want
one to call it Margy. The oleomargarine =
tax plus Federal licensing brings in around
$2,000,000 a year to the United States Treas-
ury. Vegetable-oil and cottonseed-oil proc-
essors are being subsidized for somewhere
between forty and fifty million dollars in 1943
and the subsidy on vegetable oils is esti-
mated at $65,000,000 in 1944, Between two
and one-half and three billion pounds of
vegetable oll is being subsidized, so you can
see that the vegetable olls in the cleomar-
garine are being subsidized more per pound
than the Federal taxes on the product. The
subsidy may be twice the tax collections.

The filled-milk makers obtained 6,700 tons
of tin and steel for their concoction in 2
years when it was next to impossible to get
enough tin to line a vat In a corner cheese
factory. The product is not rationed. In-
cidentally, this filled milk sells for 9 cents per
can, and three cans of natural evaporated
milk can be bought even in Washington for
26 cents. When the butterfat is removed
and sold as cream, which is not rationed, at
75 cents to $1 per pound, and when cottons -
seed oil, which is subsidized and has a 18-
cents-per-pound O. P. A. ceiling, is squirted
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in the can to replace the butterfat, do you
really think this is being done to help the
war effort? This filled milk is the hand-
maiden of oleo. All these synthetic dairy
products belong in the same class, The oleo
is to the butter producer what the filled milk
is %0 evaporated milk and whole-milk indus-
try and what synthetic cheese is to the cheese
industry.

Creamola is a new one. They take un-
rationed cream and mix it with vegetable oil
and sell it unrationed. There are other “gyp”
set-ups in food products springing up during
wartime. Also among these are the low-fat
and high-moisture cheeses,

THE WOOL SITUATION

One of the perplexing problems of the pres-
ent day is the embarrassment of the wool ac-
cumulations in our country. Most people
agree it would be both more perplexing and
embarrassing if it were a shortage instead of
an abundance. }

At the time of Pearl Harbor no one knew
exactly what the shipping situation really
would be. We were accumulating stock piles
of many strategic materials of war at that
time., We produce in the United States
around four hundred to four hundred and
fifty million pounds of wool per year. We
have a peacetime consumption of some 600,~
000,000 pounds. In early 1942 some military
leaders expected to see a Japanese attack on
Australia, England moved 400,000,000 pounds
of its own wool into the warehouses of the
United States. This is supposed to be in
bond.

It appears that our Defense Plant Corpora-
tion advanced the freight and other charges
and holds the warehouse receipts on this
wool. In addition, the Defense Plant Cor-
poration purchased outright some 300,000,000
pounds of wool. In addition to the purchases
of this national agency, individual dealers
and manufacturers during 1943 alone im-
ported some 500,000,000 pounds. The Com-
modity Credit Corporation purchased the
1943 United States clip of 450,000,000 pounds
and the estimated 1944 clip is about the same,
or 450,000,000 pounds.

Adding the 400,000,000 pounds of British
woal in bond, the Defense Plant Corporation
storage stock of 200,000,000, the 900,000,000
1843 and 1944 clip, and the accumulations as
a result of the imports of domestic individ-
uals and manufacturers on a 500,000,000 an-
nual import basis, one can visualize a billion-
pound wool stock pile. Wartime demands
may take 800,000,000 to 900,000,000 pounds
annually, This situation has no doubt re-
sulted in a weakening of the sheep position
in the United States. It may have been a
contributing factor to the reduction of sheep
numbers from January 1, 1042, to January 1,
1944, of some 5,000,000, or from 56,000,000 to

© 51,000,000.

The foreign wool can be bought in Aus-
tralia, have the duty added onto it, and still
be purchased under the United States fixed
price.

The Agricultural Committee had hearings
on the problem and it is hoped that some
workable plan will be evolved without too
much hardship., To date the recommenda-
tions have been: (1) That one agency deal
with the situation and be responsible for dis-
posing of the stock plle in as orderly manner
as is possible; (2) to use some of the stock
pile in lend-lease; (3) use of this wool stock
pile through United Nations relief and re-
habilitation, and furnish goods in lieu of
cash where feasible; (4) by licensing imports
in the future; and (5) by making an accept-
able agreement as to the amounts imported
on an import quota basis the same as we
have on wheat.

The February 1944 farm price of wool var-
fed from 33 cents a pound in Oklahoma to
48 cents a pound in Virginia, Maryland, and
Delaware, with Wisconsin receiving 42 cents
per pound. The February parity price is the
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same as the price received by farmers on a
national average. In February 1944 it was
8914 cents per pound.

From the above one can see the problems
in regard to price adjustments, We need a
constructive approach rather than a de-
structive criticism in meeting many of these
problems. Another example, Oklahoma in
1943 received 34 cents a pound for its wool,
while Virginia received 50 percent more, or
51 cents a pound. It is apparent that ad-
Jjustment for one of these States may not be
satisfactory to the producers in the other
States. Many factors must be taken into
consideration in connection with all agri-
cultural commodities in order to arrive at
and follow a constructive approach in ocur
efforts to make the best contribution to the
war-food program.

SUBSIDIES

Wartime agriculture could not be consid-
ered without a few remarks about subsidies.
From 1925 to 1840, regardless of party, there
were plans put in operation to lift or raise
agricultural prices. Many devices were put
into effect. However, in 1939, after these
many years of adjustments, we had wheat
at 64 cents, b-cent hogs, 6 months of 11-
cent cheese and other prices that were not
fixed, correspondingly low. Wisconsin in
1939 had the largest number and the high-
est percentage of foreclosures ever foreclosed
in the history of the Federal land bank.

Now we have a program to hold prices
down. It was difficult to raise these prices,
as you well know, and 1t has been difi-
cult and will continue to be difficult to hold
prices down and still obtain high production
totals. One fact is disturbing as well as con-
fusing. It is, How can administration spokes-
men advocate roll-back food subsidies in the
face of the highest individual and national
incomes in our history? If agricultural
parity is worth consideration in any sense
of the word how can administration spokes-
men publicly admit that our citizens cannot
pay their grocery bills when food prices are
parity or the goal?

Since this subsidy issue has been under
consideration for a year, it would take hours
to discuss it from all angles. First of all,
it isn't a question of subsidy or no subsidy.
No responsible voice has been ralsed against
subsidies resulting from an effort to increase
food production. No volce has been ralsed
against providing funds needed to support
the support prices. The arguments arise as
to subsidies to increase production and the
roll-back or consumer subsidies.

THE POTATO SUBSIDY

Take the potato program as an example.
The parity price of potatoes for 1943 was
$1.16 per bushel. The February 1844 parity
price is $1.22 a bushel. A support price of
90-plus cents a bushel was placed on pota-
toes in Wisconsin last year. The floor at the
present time should be $1.09 per bushel,
which Is 90 percent of the present parity
price.

Due to the weather, the patriotic desire to
produce and other factors, we had in 1943 a
461,000,000-bushel crop with an average pro-
duction of 139 bushels to the acre. This
crop was grown on a less number of acres
than the acreage of many previous years.
Also, some years the national average pro-
duction has been under 100 bushels per acre.

Potatoes are selling in eastern cities at
3 to 4 cents a pound, This indicates the

" spread which is greater than the producer

receives. In supporting the support price a
large loss 1s being entailed by the Commodity
Credit Corporation. The new southern crop
is adding to this embarrassment. No one
knows exactly how much the subsidy will be
but for this example let us use twenty mil-
lion. Here is a subsidy as a result of sup-
porting the support price which support price
was 90 cents-plus per bushel or 26 cents per
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bushel below the parity price for 1943. Who
pays this $20,000,000 subsidy? The answer
s, as you know, the general public in this
and future generations.

With all respect, I would like to ask anyone
in this college at whose feet I worshipped,
or anyone else for that matter, to tell us why
in the name of fairness and cormmon sense
one should advocate a roll-back or consumer
subsidy to the potato consumers of this coun-
try? Before anyone answers though, I want
him to take two facts into consideration—
first, the fact that the producer received 26
cents per -bushel less than parity price for
producing the potatoes because, due to the
large crop the support price became the ceil-
ing price and the market price as well, and,
secondly, the fact that the producer will be
called upon to pay his share of the $20,000,000
used to support the support price.

Potatoes are being distributed free to low-
income groups at this time. This is justified,
but why should future generations be asked
to pay the potato bill of high-income people?

THE WHEAT SUBSIDY

Let us analyze the wheat situation briefly.
The United States was, formerly, a great
wheat-exporting Nation and exported up to
30 percent of the national production. We
gradually lost this export market until in
1940 we exported only 3 percent of our na-
tlonal production and pald an export subsidy
of 25 to 30 cents per bushel to dispose of it.
‘We paid millions per year and nearly a billion
in total during the past 10 years tg control
the wheat production, though we imported
more wheat than we exported in 2 years dur-
ing this time of large payments for control-
ling the domestic production. In 1830 there
was a 42-cent-bushel duty put into effect. In
1940, by agreement, a quota arrangement was
made whereby only 800,000 bushels of wheat
can be imported annually. This Is prac-
tically an embargo when considered in the
light of our annual domestic production of
seven hundred to nine hundred and fifty
million bushels. Up until April 1943, we were
still paying 25 to 80 cents per bushel export
subsidy. The same month the Commodity
Credit Corporation started subsldizing im-
ports of wheat for feed purposes. Recently
they announced a $125,000,000-subsidy to the
millers, which is supposed to be a consumer’
subsidy in order to hold down the price of
bread. If the embargo were lifted millions
of bushels of wheat would enter our country
even with the 42-cent-per-bushel duty. If
there is anyone that believes in this roll-
back subsidy, I would like to ask him just
one question: It is:

Since a commodity has the protection of
a duty of 42 cents per bushel, and since a
near embargo has been put into effect to
implement the benefits of the 42-cents-per-
bushel duty, can you justify a 125,000,000
bread subsidy without giving your approval
to the Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act, with the
added protection of the near embargo? I
say in all frankness, who wants to take a bite
out of that one and try to justify the $125,~
000,000 subsidy now going to the millers,
though supposed to go to bread consumers?
Do you wish to be in & position of advocating
a consumer subsidy for bread under these
conditions?

You ask, How about the lower-income group
who pay such a larger percentage of their
income for food in comparison to the higher-
income groups? The proposal to meet this
problem was the Aiken-La Follette-Herter
bill that would have provided the lower- and
fixed-income groups with a fair fixed food
cost. This had rather weak W. F. A. support,
and could not be passed by its sponsors. It
appeared to me that a majority of the Mem-
bers of Congress were favorable to this legis-
lation. There should not be any stigma at-
tached to such a food subsidy as long as Fed-
eral employees receiving $10,000 to $15,000 a
Yyear accept the $628.32 cost of living bonus
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under the guise of overtime was passed and
was so gleefully accepted even by the very
men whose purported task was to fight in-
flation.

This cost-of-living overtime pay increase
to Government employees was passed with
the implied understanding that the number
of nonwar civillan employees was to be re-
duced.

There is one outstanding fact that seems
more apparent each day, and that is that
the only time we hear about infilation is
when the low income groups are involved or
when the American farmer is in the picture.
Otherwise it apparently isn't very disturbing.
Eight cents per hour to the railroad meén
would cause inflation although one-third of
them receive 67 cents per hour or less, and
later after much unnecessary criticism it
wasn't, A 5 cents per bushel advance in the
price of corn would cause inflation but later
P cents per bushel wouldn't.

We have current surpluses of potatoes and
wool and could quickly have a surplus of
wheat. We have thousands of acres of good
onion land not producing onions although
there is a shortage of onlons. Why? We
have sufficient land to have a surplus of all
these crops and could have the same surplus
we have of potatoes. One reason we haven't
a surplus of all foods is because we haven't
had a meaximum food production program
as yet. We cannot get this maximum do-
mestic production if we continually drain our
farms of manpower and if we do not furnish
the necessary machinery to produce it. We
cannot expect to have a maximum food pro-
duction program with too many conflicting
changes, nor can we hope to have one un-
less we have a program that keeps faith bet-
ter with the producer. i

There are many complicating features In
connection with any program that could be
suggested. For example, is it logical to give
South Carolina dairymen 30 cents a hundred-
weight more as feed payments than is given
Ilinois dairymen when the February fixed
price in South Carolina was $1.10 a hundred-
welght more in South Carolina than in Illi-
nois and especially when cottonseed mea)
is $10 a ton less in South Carolina than in
Illinois? These are Government fixed prices
and indicate the factors that must be con-
sidered. You can readily see why Mr. Walter
Katterhenry our State A. A. A. chalrman,
when he was in Washington a couple of weeks
ago, was interested in advocating a feed pay-
ment program that went right straight across
the board.

Sometimes in my more irritated moments
I think that they muddy the waters just so
that they can get the credit for purifying
the stream.

CONCLUSION

These are serlous days. Congress has ap-
propriated every dollar and given every power
to most effectively carry on this war. The
future with an expected $300,000,000,000 na-
tional debt requires the conscientious study
and the constructive approach of every Amer-
fcan. The farms of the United States on Jan-
uary 1, 1940, had a value of only $35,000,000,~
000. However, the old saying that every cloud
has a silver lining is no doubt as true today
as ever,

I shall not take a defeatist attitude toward
the future. Everyone realizes that in our
country there is still elbow room. When peo-
ple have elbow room the problems of gov-
ernment are easier to solve. We have mil-
lons of acres of land in our country to be
drained; we have other millions of acres that
will show increases in production by follow=-
ing approved farm practices now known; we
have millions of acres still to be irrigated;
we have millions of acres in the United
States to be developed, for new crops for
new uses such as drug plants., The 30 to 50
percent increase in production of many food
products during this war ls conclusive evi-
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dence of the fact that the food production
of cur Nation could be doubled if all idle
acres were put to work and if the consump-
tlon demands would justify the expangion.

We are now seeing a greater appreciation
of trees as a crop. Evidently, the use of
wood or pulp is going to take a larger place
in the feed, plastic, and fiber economies of
the future. Millions of acres are adapted
to this wood and pulp crop and I personally
expect to see a keener appreciation of the
possibilities in wood and pulp production
as its uses multiply in number. Apparently,
it Is soon to be considered the same as other
farm crops.

SBacondly, when you realize the scientific
discoveries that have taken place during this
generation who are we to say that our sons
and daughters will not come forward with
additional scientifie discoveries for the well-
being and the welfare of the human race?
In agriculture alone in our own State we
have the Babeock, Russell, Hart, Farrington,
and Steenbeck discoveries as well as their
followers carrying on in their footsteps. We
have the manufacture of urea—now being
used for plastics—where the nitrogen of the
alr is combined with gases of the coke oven
to make urea that is being used as a source
of protein in livestock feed. We can plc-
ture sawdust piles transformed into dextrose
stock piles or into alecohol or into rubber
without having anyone guestion our sanity.

Many of you here at this great institution
are in a much better position than I am to
ges the expanded opportunities for science
to make in its forward march for the welfare
of all mankind.

Thirdly, education contributes to making
men free. Though some States like Towa and
Oregon have only 4 or 5 percent illiteracy,
other States have over 30 percent illiteracy.
Wisconsin has 9 percent. Our national in-
terest will require at least a grammar-school
education for every child in America. Social
progress goes hand in hand with education.
For example, it takes an educated country to
have wage-and-hour legislation. The Wages
and Hours Act with its maximum hours and
minimum wage has the universal approval of
our country. A permanent support-price
program to agriculture could afford another
large group of our society advantages coms-
parable to the benefits of the wage-and-hour
legislation to-labor. These support prices
could net be too high or embarrassing stock
piles would accumulate, and we must keep in
mind that the Wages and Hours Act does not
provide a man a job elthei. My contacts with
labor lead me to believe that they are most
interested in a permanent job at a fair wage
level. My observations in agriculture con-
vince me that farmers are more interested in
a continued fair price than they are in the
feast and famine prices which they have been
forced many times to accept. A farmers’ co-
operative gives the producer a bargaining
agency and an approach to collective bar-
gaining. This is comparable to the collective
bargaining of a labor union. Thus more at-
tention to security of the individual and the
family is in the picture for every individual
and for every group. However, the Individual
may take a more constructive interest in his
own security and also the family he has the
responsibility to protect. Such processes can
only be successful in a country where educa-
tlon is the rule rather than the ezception.

Finally—and the most Important—I wish
to call your attention to the fact that after
the war we will have had some twelve to
fifteen million men and women who have
been in the war. From your acquaintance
with the Civil War, the Spanish-American
War and World War No. 1 veterans you know
that these millions will come home with a
patriotism and love of country that will not
only be a part of them during their lifetime
but will carry on to their children and their
children’s children. We should have confi-
dence in their leadership. With this confi-
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dence we can look forward to the future of
our country regardless of any obstacles that
may appear,

In conclusion, may I agaih express my ap-
preciation of having beén able to be with you.
I appreciate the opportunity. I have made
every effort as a Member of Congress to be a
credit not only to my family, but also a credit
to this great institution to which I owe so
much, and to its professors, whom I still
hold in such high esteem.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2% minutes to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. GiLLIE].

Mr, GILLIE. Mr. Chairman, the re-
classification of doctors of veterinary
medicine in the fiéld services of the Bu-
reau of Animal Industry and the Meat

* Inspection Division as authorized by the

Classification Act of 1923 as amended has
been completed and the War Food Ad-
ministration and the Department of Ag-
riculture have requested Congress to ap-
propriate sufficient increases in the ap-
propriations for the prevention, control,
and eradication of animal diseases and
for meat inspection for the payment of
employees in these essential field serv-
ices in accordance with the reclassifica-
tion. These increases were requested
after thorough study and consideration of
the previous salary status of these serv-
ices as compared with other groups in
Government employ performing duties of
like difficulty and responsibility and has
the approval of the Civil Service Com-
mission and the Director of the Budget.

The added compensation planned for
these services would not give them a pre-
ferred position among Federal em-
ployees. It would merely give to them
the same opportunities for advancement
in pay, corresponding to the performance
of tasks requiring special skill, that are
afforded to others. As an example of
this, I am informed that, although among
other professional groups in the Depart-
ment only 21.2 percent are in the he-
ginning grade, 61.5 percent of the doctors
of veterinary medicine are in this grade.
Under the Classification Act of 1923 as
amended, it is provided that employees
should progress to the next grade, the
regular “operating” grade, after satis-
factory service in the beginning or
“training grade.” The proposal of the
Department is to advance these employ-
ees in accordance with this principle. Be-
cause of a lack of funds to earry out the
provisions of the Classification Act, 299
doctors of veterinary medicine have been
in the beginning grade from 5 to 10 years;
82 have been in that grade from 3 to 5
years; and 150 have been in the begin-
ning grade up to 3 years.

By way of contrast I would like to call
your attention to status of attorneys in
O. P. A, as revealed before the Subcom=
mittee on Appropriations last year. At-
torneys, like veterinarians, are subject to
the provisions of the Classification Act
respecting professional employees. 1
find that only 3.5 percent of the 1,412 at-
torneys were in the beginning grade, and
only 2.5 percent in the next higher grade.
Fully 96 percent received $3,200 or more
per annum, whereas only 10 percent of
veterinarians receive that much. This
contrast becomes more striking when one
considers the many years of experience
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which the veterinarians have to their
credit.

It is not as.well known as it should be
that continued vigilance by veterinar-
ians is required to protect food animals
against the ravages of infectious dis-
ease, or that veterinary inspection of
animals before slaughter, and of their
carcasses after slaughter, provide the
only means by which it can be deter-
mined whether meat for food is free
from disease. You may not realize that
the steady flow of cattle, hogs, and sheep
to market is dependent upon the pre-
vention of the spread and the eradication
of animal diseases by veterinarians, and
that the rate of kill by slaughterers in
our meat-packing centers is strictly lim-
ited by the number of veterinarians
furnished by the Meat Inspection Service
to inspect food animals at the fime
slaughtered.

Animal-disease control and meat in-
spection require veterinary skill under
the most trying and adverse conditions,
with long hours of exacting work. The
detection and determination of disease
processes in herds of livestock or in ani-
mals presented for slaughter call for
the application of specialized veterinary
knowledge and sound veterinary judg-
ment. The production and growth of
millions of animals and the acceptance or
rejection of billions of pounds of meat
rest upon the decisions which must be
made daily by the doctors of veterinary
medicine. They must be ready at all
times to back up their decisions with
sound principles of veterinary medicine.

The livestock industry has never had
a greater need for the services of veter-
inarians. to enforce the quarantine laws
and other laws passed for the preven-
tion, eradication, and control of the dis-
eases of farm animals. There are being
sent to slaughter many more millions of
food animals than ever before in our
history. A large percentage of these
animals must be slaughtered under Fed-
eral inspection. Numerous Federal pur-
chasing agencies, such as the Army,
Navy, and Lend-Lease are demanding
more and more meat, all of which
must be federally inspected. In addi-
tion, the demand by civilians for “U. S.
inspected and passed” meats continues
at a high level. The standards of in-
spection that have been developed dur-
ing the past 35 years must be main-
tained. There is no such thing as half-
way or limited veterinary inspection,
The alternative to inspection by skilled
veterinarians and well-trained assistants
is no inspection at all.

No enterprise can long endure which
fails to make provision for replacement
of those who have devoted their lives to
its service, Our veterinary colleges have
for several years past discouraged their
graduates from entering the Federal
service, mainly because of the meager
cpportunities for advancement. Surely
the young men who have devoted 5 years
of college study to acquire the degree of
doctor of veterinary medicine do not
look with favor upon the prospect of re-
maining as long as 10 years in the be-
ginner's grade. It is essential to the
maintenance of these services that the
better type of veterinary college gradu-
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ates and lay assistants may be influenced
to enter the Federal services. They must
some day replace the highly trained em-
ployees of today with long experience in
these services,

These doctors of veterinary medicine
and their lay assistants receive benefits
under the overtime pay bill of last year.
You should realize, however, that the
overtime pay is predicated on the regular
or base pay of the employees. Here is a
group of employees whose base pay is
not on a par with others according to the
provisions of the Classification Act pro-
vided by the Congress. They cannot
have full enjoyment of the overtime pro-
visions until their base pay is put on a
level with other Federal employees doing
equal work. The proposed reclassifica-
tion is designed to accomplish this.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that my
colleague the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, WIGGLESWORTH] may ex-
tend the remarks he made previously this
afternoon and include an editorial and
certain letiers and telegrams.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Chair-
man, at this time I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rowel,

Mr. ROWE. Mr, Chairman, the mat-
ter has come to my attention in an at-
tempt to distribute certain publications
that are made available to Members of
the House for their respective constitu-
ents, of the apparent inequity with
which they are allotted or allocated to
the Members. I believe I represent at
least the third or fourth largest congres-
sional district in the United States in
population. In my attempt to obtain
certain publications that are made avail-
able to the Members of this House in-
tended ultimately as a public good this
apparent inequity became obvious to me.
I refer particularly to a little book put
out by the Marine Corps, known as Our
Flag. That book, I am sure, was never
intended that Congressmen should have
in unlimited numbers without regard for
other Members as a matter of possession.
The Congressman is merely the office or
facility whereby books and pamphlets
such as this are distributed through the
schools and to different people, so that
the knowledge thereby disseminated will
result ultimately in some benefit to the
whole country. There are congressional
districts which Members represent in
this body, with a population around a
quarter of a million, and in many in-
stances even less than that. There are
other congressional districts in which
the population runs up to nearly a mil-
lion,

It is not difficult to see the obvious in-
justice of allocating to a Member who has
one hundred and fifty thousand or two
hundred thousand the same number of
these books or editions as is allocated to
a Member who has a million, if the intent
was to have that publication equitably
distributed among the people.

I do not know what is to be done to se-
cure the proper distribution of this ma-
terial, but I would like to see a rule put
into effect in this House providing that
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the distribution would be made on the
basis of the last Federal census. If the
publication is intended for the public,
and the Representative in Congress is
the facility whereby the public is to ob-
tain different pamphlets, it seems to me
they should be distributed according to
the population of the congressional dis-
tricts as evenly as possible.
Iencountered this rather embarrassing
situation: The most populated city of my
district has 37,500 school children alone.
In my attempt to get some of these books,
Our Flag, to be distributed for the benefit
of knowledge that might be inculcated in
the minds of the school children concern-
ing our great flag and its worth which
they should come to know and appreciate,
I find T can only make partial distribu-
tion within limited grades. If I do that
it will probably result in criticism of me
because I have not impartially distribut-

ed them because of limited numbers.

I have to forego distribution of any of
them in order that there will not be any
partiality shown. I am limited, accord-
ing to a letter received from Lieutenant
General Vandegrift, to 10,000 of these
books, yet there are nearly 800,000 people
in my congressional district and 52,000
school children in 1 of 5 cities.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Rowsl has ex-
pired.

All time has expired. The Clerk will
read,

The Clerk read as follows:
OFFICE OF SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER

Salaries: Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper,
$8,000; 2 secretaries (1 for the majority and
1 for the minority), at $5,400 each and §1,500
additional each so long as the respective po-
sitions are held by the present respective
incumbents; 2 assistant secretaries (1 for the
majority and 1 for the minority), at £4,320
each and §480 additional each so long as the
respective positions are held by the present
respective incumbents; Deputy Sergeant at
Arms and storekeeper, 84,800 and $1,000 addi-
tional so long as the position is held by the
present incumbent; clerks—1, $3,300; 1,
$3,120; 1, $2,200; 1, £2,120; and 1, $1,800; 1 to
the secretary for the majority $2,280 and $120
additional so long as the position is held by
the present incumbent; 1 to the secretary for
the minority, $2,280 and $120 additlonal so
long as the position is held by the present
incumbent; assistant doorkeeper, $2,800:
messengers—3 (acting as assistant doorkeep-
ers) at §2,400 each; 1 at 81,740 and $260 ad-
ditional so long as the position is held by the
present incumbent; 20 (including 4 for
minority) at $1,740 each; 4 at $1;620 each;
1 at card door, $2,640, and $240 additional so
long as “he position is held by the present
incumbent; clerk on Journal work for Cown-
GRESSIOAL RECORD to be selected by the Official
Reporters, $3,360; cabinetmakers—chief,
$2,780; 1, $2,300; 1, £2,040; fiuisher, $2,300; up-
holsterer, $2,040; janitor, $2,400 and $300 ad-
ditional 8o long as the position is held by the
present incumbent; 5 skilled laborers, 1,680
each; laborer in charge of private passage,
$1,740 and $120 additional .o long as the po-
istion is held by the present incumbent: 4
female attendants in charge of ladies’ retir-
Ing rooms, at $1,600 each; 3 female attend-
ants In charge of ladies’ retiring rooms, Sen-
ate Office Building, at 1,500 each; telephone
operators—chief $2,460 and $280 additional
s0 long as the position is held by the present
incumbent; 14 at 81,620 each; laborer in
charge of Senate tollet rooms in old library
space, $1,200; press gallery—superintendent,
$3,660; assistant superintendent, $3,000; as-
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sistant superintendent, £1,920; messengers
for service to press correspondents—2 at
$1,660 each, 2 at $1,440 each; radio press
gallery—superintendent, #£3,000; assistant
superintendent, $1,960; laborers—3 at £1,380
each, 28 at $1,260 each, 3 at $480 each; spe-
cial employees—T at $1,000 each; 21 pages for
the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $4 per day
each, during the session, $15,204; in all,
$273,044.

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word, end I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN.
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BENDER. You know it is almost
sacrilegious for any of us today to talk
about our discomforts here when we con-
sider what our boys are suffering on the
various battle fronts, Last evening I
heard Eddie Rickenbacker tell of his ex-
periences and the experiences of our
nrmed forces throughout the world. If
was one of the most amazing revelations
that I had heard. The thing that
amazes me is how little the people back
home know about what is happening
everywhere throughout the world to our
men in the armed forces, what difficul-
ties they are enduring, and how compla-
cent we are in face of it.

Being mindful of the foregoing, I hope
my colleagues will forgive me if I reopen
a matter which I am sure causes us some
degree of discomfort. I am still hopeful
that an effective remedy will be found
for ridding these office buildings of the
cockroaches which infest them, and
which you will admit are a nuisance at
times. I might suggest that instead of
our having to keep cockroach pills
strewn around our offices something be
done about it, starting with the base-
ment floors. !

This is the time to call attention to
this problem, when we appropriate
money for cleaning purposes.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last two words,

Mr. Chairman, I shall not do so now,
but I am greatly tempted to offer an
amendment to the appropriate clause
of the bill to increase the salaries of the
Members of this body to $15,000 a year.
It is high time somebody started the
ball rolling in that regard; and I make
the pledge here and now that when the
next appropriation bill comes along for
the legislative branch I shall have the
temerity, if I may use that word, to
offer an amendment to increase our
compensation. Ours is the only case
where there is a successful ceiling on
salaries, despite the fact that the cost
of living has gone up tremendously.
Superimposed upon the expenses which
we, for example, from the State of New
York have to pay, is a State income tax
at a very high rate; and if anyone hap-
pens to be so unfortunate as to have
fixed charges that he must regularly
meet he is in a deplorable state indeed.
I refer to fixed charges such as interest
on mortgages on homes or farms or on
business properties, fixed rental charges,
the payment of interest, and reductions
of principle on indebtedners, insurance
premiums.

Without objection,
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a simple question?

Mr. CELLER. I yield.

Mr, WHITE. Does the gentleman ap-
preciate the fact that this Congress has
raised the salaries of all Federal em-
ployees more than enough to offset the
increased income tax, but has made no
increase whatsoever in the salaries of the
Members?

Mr. CELLER. I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

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

Mr. CELLER. I yield.

Mr. HANCOCK. I wish to call the
gentleman’s attention to the fact that
since Tom Dewey has been Governor of
New York our New York State income
tax has been reduced 25 percent. F

Mr. CELLER. That is due in part to
the fact that we have stood in the ros-
trum here and others have stood in the
rostrum of the New York State Legisla~
ture and said in no uncertain language to
that gentleman that he must reduce the
income tax because of the vast amount of
surplus we have in New York State. I
would that he reduce the income tax to
an even greater degree. 4

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes; but does the
gentleman recall any Governor in recent
years who has left a surplus?

Mr. CELLER, Accrediting the State
income-tax reduction to Governor Dewey
is ignoring the actual factors that were
in the main responsible for such deduc-
tion. It is quite apparent that the Gov-
ernor of the State of New York is no
financial expert. Certainly, the decrease
was due to nothing he contributed, either
by word or deed. He had no choice in
the matter. The prosperity of New York
is not of his making; rather it is of the
period through which we are now pass-
ing. He may have social grace and
charm, but he is no more a cial ex-
pert than he is a constitutional law ex-
pert. Witness his castigation of our
great Commander in Chief on the matter
of a Federal ballot for our armed forces,
and his deeming such ballot unconstitu-
tional, He probably never heard of the
First and Second War Power Acts which
gives almost supreme powers to the Pres-
ident and amply justifies a soldiers’ vote
bill federally controlled. Our work in
this chamber and outside this chamber,
too, as the Members realize, has greatly
increased. There is a greater strain on
us, and beyond the peradventure of a
doubt, our medical and dental bills have
greatly increased in the last few years
because of that strain, and I think it is
high time we gave some attention to pay-
ing adequate compensation to ourselves,

I may be called that one who rushes in
where angels fear to tread for making
this statement, and I may be severely
criticized for it at home, My opponent
in-the next election may seize avidly upon
what I say here this afternoon as being
what he calls 2 good campaign missile
against me. I care not, Mr. Chairman.
I am sure the good people of my district,
when they view the work I have done
over the years—for almost 22 years—will
realize that I am speaking fruly and
adequately, and if T may be so0 bold as to
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say so, wisely, with reference to what we
so thoroughly deserve, namely, an in-
crease to at least $15,000 in salary.

The Clerk read as follows:

Balaries: Seven official reporters of the pro-
ceedings and debates of the House at 87,50C
each; clerk, $4,000; assistant clerk, £2,000;
gix expert transcribers at $2,000 each; in all
$70,600.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr. Chairman, about 2 weeks ago 1
discussed on the floor the workings and
operations of the War Manpower Com-
mission as it relates to my own congres-
sional district. I said at that time that
the regulations and orders of the War
Manpower Commission were, in my
humble opinion, retarding the war pro-
duction program in that area. The
truth of this statement is available in
my office. I turned the data I had in
my possession over to the Smith com-
mittee and have received the assurance
of the distinguished gentleman from
Virginia, Congressman SmitH, that just
as soon as they complete an investiga-
tion they are now conducting they will
look into this situation. I thought,
however, that Members of the House
might be interested in a small part of
the report made by the secretary of the
Hartford County Manufacturers’ Asscci-
ation on March 14. I have in my hand
here a rather interesting chart showing
both the man-hours and the number of
employees employed in that area from
August 1939 to 1944. The number of
employees has gone up from 59,000 in
1939 to 135,000 as of January 1, 1944.
It is rather interesting to note that
each year, in fact each month, from
September 1939 to date, or in reality
up to February 1, 1943, the number of
man-hours and the number of employvees
increased. At that point the War Man-
power Commission came into the picture
with their restrictive regulations. It is
enlightening to note that each month of
the year 1943 up to March 1, 1944, the
trend has been downward from a high
of 245 percent to 212 percent of normal.
As a further indication that their regu-
lations are retarding progress I want,
to quote from this report of the manu-
facturers’ association.

A company, which through its own
representatives solicited housewives in
the immediate vicinity of the factory,
discovered 46 who were willing, because
of the proximity of their homes, to enter

into a contract of employment which

would enable them to put in a full day,
after they had bundled their children
off to school before 8 in the morning,
until they get home to receive them, just
before 5.

The United States Employment Sery-
ice and the Manpower Commission re-
fused to issue certificates of availability
to these women to work in that specific

* factory. The result—they are not work-

ing.

A company which because of cut-back
in contract, released a large number of .
its employees is faced now with a charge
of unemployment insurance for 27 of
them who refused work in companies



2698

where they believed their talents could
not be used, or for personal reason, or
where the distance from home was great
enough to offer a hardship. They obvi-
ously are walking the streets of Hart-
ford, because the State unemployment
commission has granted them compen-
sation.

It certainly is ridiculous in an area de-
clared by the War Manpower Commis-
sion as a group 1 critical labor scarcity
area that hundreds of people are draw-
ing unemployment compensation. It
does not make sense and I am hopeful
that I can convince the House Military
Affairs Committee or the chairman of
that committee that there are various
phases of this program that merit the
attention of that committee.

In the columns of the Hartford Times, |

under date of March 7, an employer,
given permission to advertise, states that
he curtailed a 3-day advertisement in 2
days because he was able to recruit in
Hartford, 25 people—the sum total that
he needed, who were idle. The manu-
facturer involved is quoted as saying that
some of the applicants who responded
had been hanging around the United
States Employment Service a couple of
afternoons for hours at the time and
they carried their registration cards from
the Employment Office to prove it.

Another plant, where cut-backs per-
mitted a release of 179 persons, discov-
ered through investigation that 77 of
them after a month’s time, are not em-
ployed in any . factory in Hartford
County.

Thirty-seven women, recruited from
homes in the immediate vicinity of an in-
dustrial plant for part-time work—the
designation of part time, by the United
States Employment Service, is 30 hours
or less per week—after acquiring a
greater knowledge of their duties, re-
quested the company to put them on full-
shift operation. The blanket request by
the company, so the workers could make
more money and increase production,
was refused by the United States Em-
ployinent Service—on the grounds that if
they were full-time workers, they would
have to be discharged, receive certificates
of availability, and be sent to so-called
more critical industries. These are ac-
tual cases. How many similar situations
exist, or the number of persons they
would include must of course be de-
veloped.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 106. This title may be cited as the
“Legislative Branch Appropriation Act, 1945."

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to return to page 19,
committee employees, in order to offer an
amendment to that section.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Idaho [Mr, WHITE]?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE. Mr, Chairman, I cffer an
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, line 4, after the word “clerk”, strike
ong “$2,760" and insert “$3.300."
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, this has
to do with the work of one of the most
important committees of the House, the
Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion, of which I have the honor and the
responsibility of being chairman.

This committee is charged with a tre-
mendous amount of work, We have to
deal with legislation affecting all the pol-
jcies of reclamation throughout the
whole of -the United States and partic-
ularly the Northwest. We have to deal
with authorizations involving irrigation
projects, we have to deal with all legis-
lation affecting those projects, we have
to deal with the policies of the Govern-
ment in the development of this coun-
try, we have to search out the provisions
of the laws and know their application
in connection with the formation of
these projects and their effect and bear-
ing on the rights of the Federal Govern-
ment and the constitutional rights of our
States.

I submit that the paltry salary of
$2,700 which is paid at the present time
to the clerk of our committee, which
has a membership of some 22 Members
of this House, is not adequate pay for
such clerk and, in my opinion, it is time
that we give a salary that will bring to
the service of that committee a clerk
equipped with the necessary qualifica-
tions to study the laws, do the research
work that is necessary, and handle the
business of our Members so that we may
adequately protect the interests of the
Government and the water users on the
lands throughout the country. Here we
have a $2,700 clerk for the Congress and
the pecple we represent to deal with a
whole set of executive and administra-
tive officials in the departments who get
three times that salary with much less
to do.

Mr. PLOESER. Will the gentleman

_ yield?

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. FLOESER. The gentleman real-
izes, of course, that such an authoriza-
tion should come from the Committee
on Accounts? It does not originate with
the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. WHITE. I may say to the gentle-
man that an authorization coming di-
rect from the House would have just as
much weight as coming from any minor-
ity committee. I am submitting this to

.the Congress in order to bring the Com-

mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation
in line with a lot of the other committess
of the House. Our committee is in the
lowest brackets. The clerks to the main
committees get a much higher salary and
they have more clerks. This committee
is doing a fine work, yet its clerk is on
the lowest scale of all the committees
and for that reason I am taking the
opportunity at the present time to ask
the House in the case of this particular
committee to give a sufficient amount of
remuneration so that the committee can
bring to its assistance a qualified clerk
to do the work that it is required to do
and handle it in a way that will be a
credit to the House and to the country.

Mr, Chairman, I submit this is an im-
portant amendment and I ask for its
support by the Members of the House.

" MARCH 16

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Idaho.

Mr. Chairman, there are over 2,000
employees here and every year the com-
mittee and individual Members of the
Congress are importuned by hundreds
of people to change their salaries. We
are asked to change this salary, and that
salary, we are told that this man is not
getting what he should get and that the
other fellow should get more. The only
way to handle the situation is to have
the matter thoroughly considered by the
fine Chairman of the Committee on Ac-
counts, which is the legislative commit-
tee for this Appropriations Subcommit-
tee. That committee goes into those
matters carefully., If it recommends an
increase to us the chances are it will be
in the bill but you cannot on the floor
of the House adjust all the salaries and
do justice to all the employees deserving
of consideration, because if you give it
to one, there may be 10 others who are
as much justified in getting an increase.
Therefore, this should be done by an in-
dependent investigation and that is the
way it is handled by the Committee on
Accourts. I trust the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
‘WhaITE] Will be defeated.

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

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.

Mr. COCHRAN. Just to keep the rec-
ord straight, I will say to the gentleman
from Idaho that half of the committees
of the House today are paying their
clerks $2,760. That includes the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency, the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries, the Committee on Insular Af-
fairs, the Committee on Coinage,
‘Weights and Measures, and other com-
mittees.

If you are going to do that for one
committee you are going to upset the
applecart. >

The Committee on Accounts has had
a special committee trying to work out
some method to satisfy some of those
who have been complaining over a long
period.

Mr. O'NEAL. 1 will say to the gentle-
man that they also get their additional
15 percent in lieu of war overtime,

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman knows
there are many secretaries in Congress
and in cther offices that are getting paid
far iu excess of the amount authorized
by law.

Mr. O'NEAL. 1 will say to the gentle-
mar there may be inequalities all the
way through, but I say it ought to be
done by the proper committee and not
on the floor because some Member is
particularly interested in some one per-
son.

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman knows
that by law the Congress can pay up to -
$3,900 a year for one secretary.

Mr, O'NEAL. Yes; I know that.

Mr. WHITE. Many of them are do-
ing it, but we are bound, we cannot do
a thing with $2,700.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on
the amendment ofiered by the gentle-
man firom Idaho [Mr. WaIrgl.
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The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. WxITE) there
were—ayes 3, noes 56.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 301. No part of any appropriation con-
talned in this act shall be used to pay the
salary or wages of any person who advocates,
or who is a member of an organization that
advocates, the overthrow of the Government
of the United States by force or violence:
Provided, That for the purposes hereof an af-
fidavit shall be considered prima facle evi-
dence that the person making the afidavit
does not advocate, and is not a member of an
organization that advocates the overthrow
of the Government of the United States
by force or violence: Provided further, That
any person who advocates or who is a mem-
ber of an organization that advocates, the
overthrow of the Government of the United
Btates by force or viclence and accepts em-
ployment, the salary or wages for which are
paid from any appropriation contained in
this act, shall be guilty of a felony and, upon
conviction, shall be fined not more than
$1,000 or imprisoned for not more than 1
year, or both: Provided jurther, That the
above penalty clause shall be in addition to,
and not in substitution for, any other pro-
visions of existing law.

Mr. SNYDER, Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word,

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that
some of us are not convinced that the
men who dig the coal in this country
should have portal-to-portal pay, the
coal miners, in other words. I think that
some people do not understand what
“portal to portal” means.

May I call your attention to it in this
light? I happen to live about 13 miles
from a plumber. If a washer goes bad
in my sink I have to get this plumber«to
come from the other town. He starts
out at 9 o’clock on Sunday morning. He
takes his helper with him. He gets $1.50
an hour, and the helper gets 90 cents an
hour. They get out in the sun and drive
down to my place and go in and look it
over. It takes 20 minutes to put on a
washer. Then they drive back the 13
miles, and when they get back they look
at the clock and they find that it took
them 3 hours, they charge me $9.82 for
that trip, for 20 minutes’ work.

The miner goes to the pit mouth, or
the shaft, and he may have fo go in 1
mile, 2 miles, 3, 4, or 5 miles, and some
think he ought not to be paid for going in
there to the place where he is going to
actually start to dig, as it were, or use
his machine.. I say he should be paid
from the time he enters the pit mouth
till he comes out.

I am not kicking about the plumber
being paid, That is perfectly all right
with me. I am just trying to draw a
comparison, that, if the plumber is paid,
why should not the miner be paid when
he starts into that pit mouth, especially
in these days when all the care in the
world cannot be taken, the mines are
many times cold and dreary and slushy
and sleeting, electric wires are liable
to be hanging loose some place and bad
conditions prevail, yes he takes his life
in his hands. Sometimes they go in
only half a mile, some placés 2 miles, 3
miles, and in my district, up to 5 miles.

I think it is altogether humane that
coal miners should be paid portal-to-
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portal pay from the time they step into
the mouth of the pit or the top of the
shaft when they start down till they
come back to the same place.

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

Mr. SNYDER, I yield.

Mr. WRIGHT. I am glad to hear the
gentleman saying something on behalf of
the work of the coal miners.

Mr. SNYDER. I have said quite a bit
in the last 12 years for them.

Mr. WRIGHT. Iknow the genfleman
has. He is a friend of the miners and
has spoken in their behalf.

May I remark also that, as the gentle-
man knows, the occupation of coal-min-
ing is difficult, dangerous, and requires
a lot of skill, and the compensation which
the miner gets, contrasted with the wages
in other industries, has always seemed
to me to be out of line with the type of
work he has to do. I certainly feel that
when they ask for more money they have
not been unreasonable in doing so.

Mr, SNYDER. I said 3 months ago
that they should have an increase, I
did not know the scale of wages and
did not know what the increase should
be, but they should have had a liberal
increase at that time. .

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

Mr. SNYDER. I gladly yield to my
friend from Kansas.

Mr, STEFAN. I come from a country
where we do not mine coal. We have
to buy it and burn it for heat. I have
visited coal mines. I agree with the
gentleman, I have seen those miners
come to work in the evening or in the
morning. They report fo the office and
they get aboard these cars and are
shunted into the pit. I think it is
reasonable that they should be given
portal-to-portal pay.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Printing and binding: For printing and
binding for the administrative office and
courts of the United States, $89,000.

Mr. POULSON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word, and ask
unanimous consent to speak out of order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. POULEON. Mr, Chairman, it is
naturally with a great deal of satisfaction
that I announce to Congress that the
Navy is today starting a preliminary re-
connaissance group to Alaska by air to
ascertain the potentialities of its Oil Re-
serve No. 4, which comprises 35,000
square miles in the northernmost part
of Alaska, I am the only Member who
has advocatec the development of these
great oil prospects, based on all geologi-
cal reports.

The need for the development of new
fields is recognized today to be most
urgent. Thé personnel of this group
comprises the most technical men ex-
perienced in both oil production and
general construction, who are members
of the Seabees, which organization has
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played a great part in this present war,
All of these men have had experience in
the far Arctic regions and the Aleutians,
another place where the Seabecs have
been so instrumental in our success.

It is indeed gratifying to state that the
man heading this expedition is none
other than William T. Foran, who orig-
inally convinced me of the great possi-
bilities in this area, he having been a
member of the geological survey group
of the Government, which made the orig-
inal survey in 1923 and 1924,

The eyes of the world will be on the
findings of this group. They have a log-
ical and practical program outlined and
will proceed on a sound basis, namely
that they will make a survey of all prob-
lems of transportation, housing, pro-
visionary, and general working condi-
tions, in addition to obtaining further
geological findings. In other words, this
time we will not be drilling wells, build-
ing pipe lines and refineries until we have
these preliminary findings.

I am herewith quoting a Navy re-
lease: “

The departure for Alaska of a reconnais=
sance engineering group marks the beginning
of an exploratory program by Navy to deter=
mine the ultimate usefulness of Naval Pe=
troleum Heserve No. 4 at Point Barrow.

Little is known as to the potentialities of
this area of 35,000 square miles at the north-
ernmost tip of Alaska except that oil seep-
ages have been found in several places, but
the Reﬁer is that it holds large quantities
of oil.

The reconnaissance party will begin at once
preliminary work on the job of ascertain-
ing what the oil resources are. It will study
and report upon problems of transportation,
housing, provisionary, and general working
conditions which will confront geological
parties and drilling crews Wwhich 1t is expected
to send into the reserve later in the spring
and summer. Appropriations ‘are being
sought eurrently to provide for this work.

Alaska has not yet produced much satis-
factory evidence of possessing substantial
quantities of recoverable oil, Beveral pri-
vate companies have carried on explorations
at various places with somewhat disappoint-
ing results but, despite this, the Territory
remains generally regarded as geologically
promising. Development of the fields and
transportation of the oil when produced pre-
sent many problems, and much exploratory
and experimental work will have to be done
before the real petroleum possibilities of the
Territory will be definitely known. It is
frankly expected that much of the drilling
in the Point Barrow reserve will be of a
speculative nature.

Harold Ickes, as Petroleum Administrator
for War, and the Geologleal Survey of the
Department of the Interior have been fully
advised of Navy's exploratory program for
Foint Barrow, Navy expects to take full ad-
vantage of the technlcal abilities and services
available in other Government agencies, and
duplication of effort is to be avoided.

The Alaskan exploration now set in motion
is a part of a broader program which Navy
has formulated for its petroleum reserves
in line with the resurgence of interest In
oil as one of the Nation's key problems. An=
other of Navy's reserves about which rela-
tively little is known is No. 1, located in the
Elk Hills region of California. The only sub=
stantial exploration of this reserve has been
in the shallow oil zone in the eastern end
of the field. The large area to the west and
the deeper Stevens zone are unexplored. The
Navy has plans there, too.
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The Clerk concluded the reading of
the bill.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Aczcordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. RicHArDS, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, reported that that Committee
had had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 4414) making appropriations for
_ the legislative branch and for the
judiciary for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1945, and for other purposes, and had
directed him to report the same back to
the House with the recommendation that
it do pass.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the previous question is ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the bill.

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

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. McCOEMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to meet
on Monday next.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

There was no chjection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. MICHENER. Mr, Speaker, I do
this for the purpose of asking the gen=~
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc-
Cormack] the program for next week.

Mr. McCORMACK. On Monday there
will be the Consent Calendar, to be fol-
lowed by the rivers and harbors bill. On
Tuesday we will consider the Private
Calendar, to be followed by the rivers
and harbors bill. On Wednesday I ex-
pect the agricultural appropriation bill
will be taken up and remain the order
of business for the remainder of the
week. Of course the conference report
upon the U. N. R. R. A. bill will be taken
up when the Senate disposes of it. If
there is any change in the program, if
any other legislation comes up, other
than by unanimous consent, I shall ad-
vise my friend from Michigan and the
House, in ample time.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McCORMACEK. Yes.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will
the gentleman tell us when the U. N.
R. R. A. conference report is likely to
come before the House?

Mr. McCORMACEK. I cannot. As we
have already gone over until Monday,
it surely will not come up until next week
anyway.

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEES

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation:

Mr,
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MarcH 15, 1944,
Hon, SAm RAYBURN,
Speaker of the United States
House of Representatives,
Washington, D, C.
My DeAr Mr. SpEaxER: I hereby tender my
resignation as a member of the following
committees of the United States House of
Representatives, to be effective when ac-
cepted: Rivers and Harbors, World War Vet~
erans’ Legislation, Education, Claims, Publie
Buildings and Grounds, District of Columbia,
and Patents.
Yours very truly,
‘WiLLiaM A. ROWAN,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the resignation will be accepted.
There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my colleague,
the genfleman from Tennessee [Mr.
KEFAUVER], may have unanimous consent
to extend his remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REecorp, in one
instance and include a short article, and
also to extend my remarks in the Recorp,
and include a statement.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to include certain
excerpts in the extension of my remarks
made in committee this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. POULSON. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks and include a release issued
by me.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker, I have a
special order today for 30 minutes. I
yield back that time, and ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the
RECORD. z

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr, FERNANDEZ, for 15 days, on ac-
count of official business.

To Mr. Hocs, for March 20 and 21, on
account of death in family.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and,
under the rule, referred as follows:

8.1618. An act to amend the acts of August
26, 1935 (49 Stat, 866), May 11, 1938 (52 Stat.
347), June 15, 1938 (52 Stat. 699), and June
25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1205), which authorizes the
appropriation of receipts from certain na-
tional forests for the purchase of lands within
the boundaries of such forests, to provide
that any such receipts not appropriated or
appropriated but not expended or obligated
shall be disposed of in the same manner as
other national-forest receipts, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5.1634. An act to provide for the manage-
ment and operation of naval plantations out-
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side the continental United States; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

5.1682. An act to provide for the payment
of compensation to certain claimants for the
taking by the United States of private fishery
rights in Pearl Harbor, Island of Oahu, Terri-
tory of Hawali; to the Committee on Claims.

8.1748. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to authorize the President of the
United States to requisition property re-
quired for the defense of the United States,”
approved October 16, 1941, as amended, to
continue it in effect; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

5.1749. 'An act to amend section 3 of the
act entitled "An act to authorize the President
to requisition certain articles and materials
for the use of the United States, and for other
purposes,” approved October 10, 1940, as
amended, to continue it in effect; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee had examined and found truly
enrolled bills of the House of the follow-
ing titles, which were thereupon signed
by the Speaker:

H.R.929. An act for the relief of Irving
L. Jones;

H. R.1062. An act for the relief of the estate
of John H. Catheart;

H.R.1201. An act to permit prosecutions
after the lapse of a temporary statute for
offenses committed prior to its expiration;

H.R.1273. An act for the relief of the heirs
of Simon M. Myhre;

H.R.1469. An act for the relief of Robert
Beckwith, Julius Buettner, an. Emma M.
Buettner;

H.R. 1488. An act to provide a right-of-way
for an oil pipe line over the Ogden Ordnance
Depot Military Reservation;

H.R. 1518. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Bessie Pike and Mrs. Estelle Rosenfeld;

# H.R.1847. An act for the relief of the legal

guardian of Richard Zielinski, a minor;

H.R.2091. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Gladys M. Greenleaf and the estate of Ralph
Alton Greenleaf, deceased;

H. R, 2183. An act for the relief of Mathilde
B. Meister;

H. R. 2189, An act for the relief of Eenneth
E. Bhepard;

' H.R.2385. An act for the relief of Nadine
Gorman;

H.R.2419. An act to change the name of
“laborer” in the Postal Service to that of
“mail handler"”;

H.R.2440. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Priscilla B. McCarthy;

H.R. 2459. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Carl Oplinger, City Hospital of
Akron, Ohlo, and to Dr. Walter A. Hoyt;

H.R. 2772. An act for the relief of Edwin
Foley;

H.R.2875. An act for the rellef of Adelard
Demers;

H.R.2880. An act for the relief of H. G.
Tooley,

H. R. 2956. An act for the protection of the
water supply of the city of Sitka, Alaska;

H.R.2903. An act for the relief of John
W. Booth III;

H.R.2999. An act for the relief of Leo
Gullo;

H.R.3139. An act for the relief of Henry
Grossi;

H.R.3173. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Lorraine Novak, a minor;

H.R.3195. An act for the rellef of Willard
Kerr, Jr.;

H.R.3371. An act for the relief of the de-
pendents of Dr. Arthur B. Wyse, and others;

H.R.3387. An act for the relief of Lt. Col
Jason McVay Austin;
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H. R. 35647, An act for the relief of Carl F.
R. Wilson;

H.R.3618. An act to authorize the War
Food Administrator to sell and convey to
Mrs. Andrew J. Frey, and her heirs, a certain
tract of land, situated in the county of San
Joaquin, State of California, and for other
purposes;

H.R.8701, An act for the relief of Clinton
A. Clauson; and

H.R.3763. An act to relieve former postal
employees who performed postal duties after
induction into the military service.

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the
following titles:

8. 1285. An act to facllitate voting, in time
of war, by members of the land and naval
forces, members of the merchant marine, and
others, absent from the place of their resi-
dence, and to amend the act of September
16, 1942, and for other purposes; and

8.1589. An act for the relief of C. Guy
Evans, Garland Mineral Springs, Index, Wash.

THE LATE REFPRESENTATIVE
JAMES A, OLEARY

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, it is with
genuine sadness that I announce the
death of our late lamented colleague, Mr.
James A. O'Leary, from the State of New
York. I have known Jim personally, as
we familiarly called him, for a great
many years, and I and others in this
Chamber over the years have learned to
respect and have for him a most affec-
tionate regard. I repeat the words of
Genesis, “Dust thou art, and unto dust
shalt thou return.” Nonetheless, it is in-
deed very sad to note the parting of this
good and loyal friend. If is difficult to
say farewell to one as loyal as he, to one
as sincere. He has gone to that undis-
covered country, from whose bourne no
traveler returns. As I grew to know Jim
I always felt that he followed most re-
ligiously the teachings and admonitions
of the great prophet Micah, who said
that he always loved mercy, did justice,
and walked humbly. Jim by his deeds
and by his words did indeed walk humbly
and he loved mercy and did justice. He
was ever Kkind, benign, and gentle.
Though quiet in demeanor, he had great
stability of character. In his very meek-
ness there was great strength. I would
say that he knew the soft, sad music of
humanity. He never feared death. He
was sick for an undue length of time. He
said to me, “Why fear that which is in-
evitable, and death is inevitable?” I
agree with the poet, “What is death? At
most it is a journey for a season, and a
sleep longer than.usual. If thou fearest
death, thou should fear also sleep.”
Jim had no fear in his heart. I would
say, in conclusion, that God has put His
finger upon him; and he sleeps.

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, in the first sad hour of shock
it is always difficult for me to express
the emotions that I feel coursing through
my mind. Such a shock has come to me
twice in the last 2 weeks, once when I
lost a friend in Tom Cullen, who served
in this House for 24 years, and now again
when I lose another who has been close
to me for 8 years, Jim O'LEary. I was
very fond of him. I shall always re-
member with great pleasure the many
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happy hours that we spent together
when I would refresh myself in his
sound, American philosophy. To talk to
Jm O'LEary reminded me of the way
Amos must have felt when he said,
“When I want strength I kiss the earth.”
When I wanted strength it was nice to
feel that I could, in a manner of speak-
ing, kiss the hand of my friend, Jm
O’Leary. I do not know that I would be
exaggerating at all, Mr. Speaker, if I
were to say more sincerely Jim was one
of the finest characters I ever knew,
simple and sweet. He had the three
characteristics that I think make the
measure of a man. He was courageous,
he was tolerant, and he was kind. He
was courageous even in these days when
courage is not always too evident. He
was courageous because he never failed
to announce his conception of Ameri-
canisw He believed in this country, in
this country above all things. I am
sorry to say that in many realms of so-
ciety that is not too popular today. But
Jmt O'Leary never faltered in his devo-
tion to his country. Therefore I think
that at this moment we have lost a man
whom we can ill afford to lose. The
Nation suffers. I in my personal life
suffer. Strange, is it not, how lonely life
grows as the years accumulate? We see
snatehed from us from time to time the
things we have grown to love, the things
that become actually a part of us. They
are snatched from us through no act of
ours and they leave us tremendously sad-
dened. The loss of JmM O’LEary will
leave an ache in my heart that nothing
that I can conceive of will ever fill.

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, every
Member of the Congress has heard with
deep regret of the demise of our dear
friend and colleague, J1m O'LEARY.

He was my dear friend and, with many
Members of the House, I shall miss him
very much. He was a credit to his city,
State, and Nation. As Chairman of the
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex-
ecutive Departments he did a splendid
job and reflected great credit on his abil-
ity as a leader and an executive.

The fine work he did as a member of
the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries is well known to the Mem-
bers of this House. Although ill at the
time, he, in the pursuit of his duties, went
on a long and tedious trip to the west
coast to get a true picture of the marine
situation there,

To his family go the sympathy and
condolence of all of us in the Congress.

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, God in
His wisdom has seen fit to reach out and
take from our midst one of our very dear
and loyal friends, a valuable asset to the
House of Representatives; Jim O'LEARY
was a true friend and a good American.
A man who at this moment has one son
giving his very best so that we can con-
tinue in this deliberation in which we
are taking part this afternoon. The
things that Jim stood for were pro-
nounced by his every deed and his every
action up until this present moment.
His suffering was tremendous, not only
his physical suffering, but his mental suf~
fering as 7ell, having just suffered the
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loss of his dear wife. I am sure his son
and daughthers will be happy in the
knowledge that he has left behind him
many, many friends. We stood here no
more than 2 weeks ago and utterea prac-
tically the same words in behalf of an-
other departed colleague. But, just as
often as we repeat those words, just as of-
ten are we that much more sincere in our
eulogy of the passing of a great and
dearly beloved friend.

Jim’s absence is a tremendous blow, not
only to the constituents in his district,
and to his family, but especially to his
friends, among whom I am happy to
know that I was numbered.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from New York [Mr,
LyncH] and the gentleman from New
¥York [Mr. DicksTEIN] be permitted to ex-
tend their remarks at this point in the
REecorp.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
grim hand of death has again visited this
body. For 10 years our late friend, Jmm
O’LEarY, as his friends knew and ealled
him, labored in this body, giving a char-
‘acter of service to his people and his
country which it will be difficult for any-
one who succeeds him to surpass. We
who khew him personally, we who were
numbered among his friends, feel keenly
the passing of Jit O'LeEary and we are
going to miss him greatly from among
our ranks.

I remember well seeing him last fall
on two occasions in Boston when he was -
there undergoing medical treatment in
conneciion with the illness which
brought about his death this morning.
With full knowledge of the seriousness
of his condition, as was evidenced in my
talks with him, he viewed it from a fine,
high, noble, philosophical, and religious
angle. Those two talks which were
among the last I had with him, the phil-
osophical way in which he considered
his illness, made a very strong impres-
sion upon me.

For 10 years he gave the best that was
within him to his people and to his coun-
try by sincere and faithful and loyal
service in this body. As previous speak-
ers have well said, he was sincere. We
can all subscribe to that beautiful trait
possessed by our late friend. But more
than sincere, he was kind. He was a
man who encouraged others. He was a
man of understanding. The passing of
Jmm O'Leary leaves another gap in our
ranks.

To his children I extend my profound
sympathy in their bereavement. To the
people of his district I extend my feeling
of sympathy in the loss of their great
Representative. I know that they ap-
preciate the character of service that he
so ably gave to them. And to our col-
leagues of the New York delegation I
also express my sympathy because each
and every one of them were not only
personal friends of our late colleague,
Jim O'LEary, but he also was one of their
delegation.



2702

The New York delegation has had two
visitations of death with in a few weeks.
There is no finer delegation in this House
than the New York delegation. I deeply
sympathize with them in the loss from
their ranks of a sincere and kindly char-
acter, a man of understanding, our late
friend and colleague, JIm O'LEARY.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may care to use to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Fayl.

Mr, FAY. Mr. Speaker, this is the sec-
ond time in 30 days that death has vis-
ited the ranks of the New York delega-
tion. Only 2 weeks ago we attended the
funeral of the venerable Tom Cullen, of
Brooklyn. Today we mourn the loss of
Congressman Jivm O'Leary, of Staten Is-
land. He was a businessman of fine
accomplishments. Last summer I spent
2 months in the hospital on Staten Is-
land, in his district. I came in contact
with the civilian personnel who lived cn
Staten Island. Everyone spoke highly
of Jim O'LEary as their Representative.
He exerted considerable influence in de-
veloping Staten Island as a great port in
the harbor of New York. He brought
business and manufacturing to Staten
Island, and it now stands foday as a
great important section of our city.

We shall miss Jim O’Leary. I extend
to his family my profound sympathy and
respect for a great father and husband
who typified the qualities of a gentle-
man.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BENDER]
such time as he may care to use. )

Mr. BENDER. We all know how
futile mere words are on an occasion
like this. I happen to be a member of
the Committee on Expenditures and I
knew Jmm O'Lesry well. He was all that
the distinguished majority leader
stated. He was kindly and friendly and
generous to a fault. He was a good
friend. He was a strong partisan. No
man served the Democratic Party better
as chairman of the Committee on Ex-
penditures than Jim O'Leary, and he was
always fair and considerate of every
minority member of the committee. I
join the New York Members in mourning
his passing. I am sure if any man de-
serves a place in the heavenly throng,
Jmt O'Leary does.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unenimous consent that the gentleman
from New York [Mr. BUurcHILL] may ex-
tend his remarks in the Recorp at this
point.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BURCHILL of New York. Mr.
Speaker, it is with deepest sympathy and
a sense of the greatest loss that I join
with my colleagues in announcing to this
body the passing of my beloved colleague,
the Honorable JAMES A. O'LEARY, of Stat-
en Island, N, Y. Jim O'Leary has been,

in addition, my dear friend and neighbor, -

as we had the distinction of representing
adjoining districts in the State of New
York. This enabled me to appraise his
character and abilities from observations
as well as association. His legislative
record and judgment were unsurpassed
duritig his term of service in this body
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and his character, demonstrated as a
Member of this House and his commun-
ity, was beautiful in its simplicity and
dignity.

Jim knew the sorrow that follows the
irreplaceable loss that comes with the
passing of a close and dear one, having
suffered the loss of his beloved wife a
short time ago. Since that time he has
devoted his life to his lovely family of two
daughters and one son, Lt. James A.
O'Leary, Jr., now serving his country.
There is so litile I can say to them in
their hour of sorrow that would in the
smallest measure approach the adequate.
I can only extend my personal sympathy
and hope that God will give them that
supernatural strength He sends to all of
us at some time in our lives when the
need for it arises. The memory of their
father will rest with this House through-
cut the years to come. It is a memory
which will hallow and revere his many
years of loyal and faithful service. The
high regard in which he was held by the
leadership and his colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, who sat in stricken
silence today at the grave announcement
of our loss, serves as mute and golden
evidence of the great esteem in which
Jiv O'Leary has always been held by this
honorable body.

Because of the location of his district,
Jim O'LEary’s greatest interest and most
of his life were devoted to maritime mat-
ters. In memoriam I am reminded of
those famous and beautiful words of the
epitaph of Robert Louis Stevenson which
might well have been uttered by Jma
O’LEarY as he went to his Heavenly rest-
ing place:

Here he lles where he longed to be;
Home is the sailor, home from the sea,
And the hunter home from the hill,

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Harris] such time as he may care to use.

Mr. HARRIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
one of my first committee assignments
on coming to the House was to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries, At that time, JiMm O'LEARY was
one of the ranking Democrats on the
committee. I came to know him ex-
ceedingly well through a common inter-
est we had in more than one project
concerning our respective districts,
Through this association I quickly came
to recognize his great ability, to respect

his judgment, and to admire and have-

great affection for him personally. He
was an independent thinker, a man of
courage, and of courageous action. He
is another of our beloved colleagues who
have gone down fighting on the legisla-
tive firing line. We can ill afford to
spare his like. We sorely shall miss him,
His memory ever will remain green in
our minds. Our hearts fully of sym-
pathy go out to his children.

Mr, CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
TorrENs] such time as he may care to
use,

Mr. TORRENS. Mr. Speaker, al-
though I did not have the honor of know-
ing Congressman O’Leary but slightly,
still I knew of the splendid work he did
as a Member of Congress.
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With his colleagues I join in offering
my sympathy and my condolence to his
bereaved family.

Mr. CELLER, Mr. Speaker, I yield to

the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SOMERS].
Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
my colleague from Missouri [Mr, Cocsa~-
RaAN] may extend his remarks at this
point in the RECoRD.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I made
the acquaintance of James O’LEARY when
he was first elected to this House. It so
happened he was assigned as a member
of the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments, of which I was
then the chairman. He served on that
committee during the entire time he was
in Congress, and when I resigned the

* chairmanship to accept my present as-

signment he became chairman and occu-
pied that position at the time of his
death,

He was always kind and helpful and
was blessed with a personality that made
friends for him with everyone he came in
contact with. The people of his district,
the State of New York, and the Nation
have lost a faithful public servant.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, it was with
deep regret that I learned of the death
of our colleague from New York, Repre-
sentative JaMEs A, O'LEARY.

During my term as a Member of the
House I became rather well acquainted
with him. His quiet and unassuming
attitude seemed to be a magnet that drew
people to him. During his 10 years of
service in the House of Representatives
he devoted himself wholeheartedly to the
best interests of the people of his district.
His loss will be deeply felt not only by the
people of Staten Island and lower Man-
hattan, which he represented, but also
by all the New York delegation.

To his family I extend my sincere sym=
pathy.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution (H. Res. 474) which I send to
the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House has heard with
profound sorrow of the death of Hon. JAMES
A. O'LEarY, a Representative from the State
of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of six Members
of the House with such Members of the Sen-
ate as may be joined be appointed to attend
the funeral. -

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the
House be authorized and directed to take

such steps as may be necessary for carrying .

out the proyisions of these resolutions and
that ‘the necessary expenses in connection
therewith be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House.

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

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints
the following members of the commit-
tee: Mr. CELLER, Mr. Fisx, Mr. DELANEY,
Mr. Powers, Mr. O’'BRIEN of New York,
and Mr, BurcHILL of New York.
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ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the remainder of the resolution.
The Clerk read as follows:

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

The resolution was agreed to; accord-
ingly the House (at 3 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p. m.), pursuant to its order hereto-
fore entered, adjourned until Monday,
March 20, 1944, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
CoMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE

There will be & meeting of the Land
Grants Subcommittee of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at
10 a. m, Friday, March 17, 1944.

Business to be considered: To begin
hearings on H. R. 4184, entitled “To
amend section 321, title ITI, part II,
Transportation Act of 1940, with respect
to the movement of Government traffic.”

COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors
will continue its hearings on House Joint
Resolution 148 (joint resolution to permit
the diversion of waters from Lake Michi-
gan to safeguard the public health) on
March 22, 1944, at 10:30 a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

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

1302. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting the budg-
et for the War Relocation Authority of the
Department of the Interior for the fiscal year
1945 containing an estimate of appropriation
amounting to $40,100,000 (H. Doc. No. 501);
to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

1308. A letter from the Becretary of War,
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, dated Dacember
14, 1643, submitting a report, together with
accompanying papers, on a preliminary ex-
amination and survey of Infracoastal Water-
way throughout Broward County, Fla., au-
thorized by the Flood Control Act approved
on June 22, 1936, and by an act of Congress
approved on June 26, 1936; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

1304. A letter from the Becretary of War,
transmitting a report dated December 10,
1943, from the Chlef of Engineers, United
Btates Army, together with accompanying
papers, on a preliminary examination and
survey of Waimea, Hanapepe, Wallua, and
Hanalel Rivers and their tributaries and
Kapaa Swamp on the island of Eaual, T, K;
to the Committee on Flood Control.

1305. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior transmitting pursuant to sec-
tion 16 of the Organic Act of the Virgin
Islands of the United States, approved June
22, 1936; one copy each of various legislation
passed by the Municipal Council of BSt.
Thomas and 8t. John; to the Committee on
Insular Affairs,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:
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Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs.
B. 1157. An act to amend section 61 of the
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as
amended, for the purpose of providing such
training of State and Territorial military
forces as is deemed necessary to enable them
to execute their internal security responsi-
bilities within their respective States and
Territories; without amendment (Rept. No.
1262). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs.
S. 1250. An act to repeal section 2 of the act
approved May 17, 1926, which provides for
the forfeiture of pay of persons in the mili-
tary and naval service of the United States
who are absent from duty on account of the
direct effects of venereal disease due to mis-
conduct; without amendment (Rept. No.
1263). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. PATMAN:

H.R.4420. A bill to amend the Recons
struction Finance Corporation Act by adding
8 new title thereto relating to the sale or
other disposition of surplus property of the

United States; to the Committee on Banking

and Currency.
By Mr. VINSON of Georgla:

H.R.4421. A bill authorizing appropria-
tions for the United States Navy for addi-
tional ordnance manufacturing and produc-
tion facilities, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. NORRELL:

H.R.4422. A Dbill relating to certain Jap-
anese residents of the United States and to
certain citizens of Japanese descent found
to be unfriendly to the United States; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COOLEY:

H.R.4423. A bill to establish State offi-
ces in the Bureau of Mines; to the Commit-
tee on Mines and Mining,

By Mr. KEARNEY:

H.R 4424, A bill to amend the Mustering-
Out Payment Act of 1944 so as to provide
mustering-out payments for certain persons
discharged or relieved from active service in
the armed forces to accept employment; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SPAREMAN:

H. R. 4425. A bill to incorporate the Regu-
lar Veterans Association; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAWSON:

H. Res, 472. Resolution to create a special
committee to make a full and complete study
and investigation of race relations in the
United States; to the Committee on Rulcs,

MEMORIALS

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

By The SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the Territory of Puerto Rico, me-
morializing the President and the Congress
of the United States to express to Congress
of the United States its respectful and firm
opposition to have the people of Fuerto Rico
deprived of its revenue on rum; to the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Washington, memorializing the
President and the Congress of the United
Btates to take appropriate measures to the
end that the doors of Palestine shall be
opened for free entry of Jews Into that
country; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
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SENATE

MoxpAy, MarcH 20, 1944

(Legislative day of Monday, February 7,
1944) ¥

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

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

Our Father God, we turn to Thee,
driven by our drained lives, with tension
of the present, anxiety about the future,
deep concern about ourselves, our dear
ones, our Nation, and our world, As we
play our part in days of destiny, with
all mankind standing in the valley of
decision, we seek the sanctuary of prayer.
Entering its gates of peace, we bow for
this dedicated moment at a shrine of
the spirit, apart from the clamor of the
world, from the pull of conflicting opin-
ions, and from the rivalry of personal
loyalties. In Thy loving kindness and in
Thy tender mercy look upon us; empower
us, sustain us, as, toiling feverishly, our
strength unequal to our task, we turn
again to respond to the call of the world’s
great need.

In the midst of the dismaying circum-
stances of our times, open for us the
crystal fountain whence the healing
waters flow. Towering o'er the wrecks
of time, may our eyes behold the con-
quering sign of a rugged cross and our
ears, attuned to the infinite, catch the
clear accents of the inevitable Christ,
declaring, “I will draw all men unto me.”
We ask it in His ever-blessed name.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarRKLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Thursday, March 16, 1944, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were com-
municated to the Senate by Mr, Miller,
one of his secretaries, and he announced
that the President had approved and
signed the following acts:

On March 16, 1944:

B.Ti6. An act to confer jurlsdiction on the
Court of Claims to hear, determine, and ren-
der judgment on the claim of Louis H. Pink,
superintendent of insurance of the State of
New York, or his statutory successor, as stat-
utory liquidator of New York Indemnity
Co., ggainst the United States;

B.13587. An act to extend the time within
which the States of Montana, North Dakota,
and Wyoming may negotlate and enter into
a compact or agreement for division of the
waters of the Yellowstone River; and

8.1549. An act for the relief of Vern M.
Stanchfield.

On March 17, 1944:

B8.1146. An act to amend eection 31 of the

Becurities Exchange Act of 1934.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The VICE FRESIDENT affixed his
signature to the enrolled bill (8. 1285) to
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