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trict of Columbia the position of assistant
health officer in charge of tuberculosis, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia,

Ey Mr. KNUTSON (by request) :

H.R.2425. A bill to repeal certain acts of
Congress, known as Indian liquor laws, in
certain parts of Minnesota; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs,

H.R.2426. A bill to subject Indians and
Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota
to the laws of the State, with certaln excep-
tions; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. KECGH:

H.Con Res.33. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the printing of additional copies of
the bill (H. R. 2000) to revise, codify, and
engect into law title 18 of the United States
Code, entitled “Crimes and Criminal Pro-
cedure,” together with the accompanying
report thereon; to the Committee on Print-
ing.

PRIVATE BILLS AND "RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. CASE of New Jersey:

H.R. 2427 A bill for the reiief of Mrs. Ruth

Ccx; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. JOHN J. DELANEY:

H.R.24:8. A bill for the rellef of Herman

Paul; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. GATHINGS:

H.R.2429. A bill fcr the relief of the alien
Chu Shee (Chu Ng Sze); to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. GILLESPIE:

H.R.2420. A bill for the relief of Mrs, Eu-

genie U. Bolstad; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. JUDD:

H.R.2431. A bill for the rellef of Monite
Waterproof Giue Co.; to tite Commitiee on
Claims.

By Mr. WEISS:

H.R.2432. A bill for the relief of Mr. and
Mis. Walier E Patton; to the Committee on
Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

117. Mr. BELL presented a memorial of the
City Council of Kansas City, Mo., urging that
& veterans' hospital be located in that city
bécause of the natural advantages of trans-
portation and because about 40,000 men end
women residents of that city are now in the
armed forces, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation,

SENATE
Fripay, Marcu 2, 1945

(Legislative day of Monday, February 26,
1945)

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:

Almighty God, in the midst of this
world of sight and sound, with all its
squalor and splendor, make sensitive our
spirits to the realities and glories of the
world unseen and eternal which en-
circles us. Feeling the pulsing of that
other world closer to us than breathing,
may there be vouchsafed to us -even in
the waiting tasks of a common day an
escape into eternity, bright shoots of
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everlastingness edging with crimson and
gold the work given us ta do.

Unto our keeping Thou hast com-
mitted a national heritage luminous with
freedom’s glorious light. For all the
glory which is America we bless Thy
name, for borders without guns, for
frontiers which are swinging gates, for
unity in diversity, for peace which spans
a continent, and for equality which beck-
ons all to the summits.

Strengthen in us the steadfast faith
that these healing trees of human good,
grown in this land of the free, may blos-
som under all skies in all the earth. Fac-
ing decisions of destiny, unite our hearts
and minds, we beseech Thee, in a mighty
purpose that we fail not man nor Thee.
We ask it in the dear Redeemer’s name.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Barxrey, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journzl of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day, Thursday, March 1, 1945, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap-
proved,

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—

APFROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were ccmmu-
nicated to the Sznate by Mr. Miller, cne
of his sscretaries, and he announced
that on March 1, 1645, the President had
approved and signed the following acts:

B.76. An act for the relief of John T,
Cooper; and

5.335. An act for the relief of Mrs. Amy
McKnight.

DEVELOPMENT OF RESOURCES OF THE

CUMBERLAND AND TENNESSEE RIVERS

AND VALLEYS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following message from the
President of the United States, which
was read, and, with the accompanying
report, referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the informa-
tion of the Congress a copy of a com-
munication from the Chairman of the
Tennessee Valley Authority submitting a
report entitled “A Report on the Physio-
graphie; Eccnomic, and Other Relation-
ships Bztween the Tennessee and Cum-
berland Rivers and Between Their
Drainage Areas.” This repert was pre-
pared at my request under the authority
vested in the Beard of Directors of the
Tennessee Valley Authority by section 22
of the Tennessee Valley Authority Act
and Executive Order No., 6161 issued
pursuant thereto.

The report points out the similarity
and interrelationship between the prob-
lems of development of the resources of
the Cumberland and Tennessee Valleys.

I have heretofore recommended to the
Congress the enactment of legislation to
bring the Cumberland River and its trib-
utaries within the scope of the Tennessee
Valley Authority Act. I take this oppor-
tunity to urge again that the Congress
give consideration to the enactment of
such legislation.

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

TrE WHITE HOUSE, March 2, 1945.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The message
is. accompanied by a report from .the
Tennesseee Valley Authority,

Mr. BARELEY, Mr. President, I ask
that the message and accompanying re-
pert be printed as a Senate document
with illustrations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ch-
jection, it is so ordered.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following communications
and letters, which were referred as in-
dicated:

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, FEDERAL SECURITY
AcENCY (S. Doc. No. 16)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting a ‘supple-
mental estimate of appropriation, fiscal year
1645, in the sum of $3,000,000 for the Federal
Becurity Agency (with an accompanying
paper); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

DaMAGE CLATMS ON ACCOUNT OF DESTRUCTION
oF ProreEaTY, PERSONAL INJURY, OR DEATH
(8. Doc. No. 17)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting an estimate
of appropriation submitted by the War De-
partment to pay claims for damages to or
loss or destruction of preoperty or personal
injury or death, in the sum of $103,052.96,
which have bzen considered and adjusted
under the provirions of law and require an
appropriation for their payment (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
Apprepriations and ordered to be printed.

CratMs FoR DamMAGES To PRIVATELY OWNED
ProreErTY (S. Doc. Ko. 18)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting est' mates of
appropriations submitted by the several
exccutive departments and independent es-
tablishments to pay claims for damages to
privately owned property, in the sum of
$13,845.063, which have been considercd and
adjust-d under the provisions of law and
reguire an appropriation for their payment
(with accompanying pavers); to the Ccm-
mittee on Appropriations end ordered to ba
printed.

Cratmas For DaMaGe TO RoAps aNp HIGHWAYS
oF STaTEs (S. Coc. No. 19)

A communiecation from the President of
the United States, transmitting an estimate
of appropriation submitted by the Puablic
Roads Administration to pay claims for dam-
age to roads and highways of States or their
subdivisions, in the sum of $45.302.86, which
have been consldered and adjusied under
the provisions of law and require an appro-
priation for their payment (with sccom-
panying papers); to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and o:dered to be printed.

JUDGMENT RENDERED ACAINST THE GOVERN-
MENT BY A DisTrICT CourT (8. Doc. No.
20)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, an estimate of appropriation for the pay-
ment of a judgment rendered against the
Government by a district court, amounting to
$5,808, together with an indefinite appropri-
ation to pay interest (with accompanying
papers); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

Craims For DAMAGES SUBMITTED BY THE DE-
PARTMENT OF JUSTICE (S. Doc. No. 21)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting an estimate
of appropriation submitted by the Depart-
ment of Justice to pay claims for damages
in the sum of 862, which have been consid-
ered and adjusted under the provisions of
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law and require an appropriation for pay-
ment (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

JUDGMENT RENDERED AGAINST THE GOVERN-
MENT BY A DisTRICT CoURT (8. Doc. No. 22)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a record of judgment rendered against
the Government by a district court as sub-
mitted by the Department of Justice through
the Treasury Depariment, and which requires
an appropriation of $10,010, together with an
indefinite appropriation to pay interest (with
an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY THE COURT oF CLAIMS
(8. Doc. No. 23)

A ccmmunication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a schedule of judgments rendered by the
Court of Claims, which has been submitted
by the Treasury Department and requires
an appropriation for payment, amounting to
£9,20827 (with accompanying papers); to
the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

CLAMS ALLOWED BY THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING
OrricE (S. Doc. No. 24)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting pursuant
to law, estimates of appropriation amount-
ing to $317,226.03, to cover claims allowed by
the General Accounting Office and for the
services of the several departments and in-
dependent establishments (with accompany-
ing papers); to the Committee on Appropri=-
atlons and ordered to be printed.

ADJUSTMENTS OF IRRIGATION CHARGES IN LAND
ExcHAaNGES WITHIN INDIAN IRRIGATION
ProJECTS
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior,

transmitting a draft of propossd legislation

to authorize adjustments of irrigation
charges in certain land exchanges within

Indian irrigation projects (with an accom-

panying paper); to the Committee on Indian

Affairs.

DisposITiON OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS

A letter from the Archivist of the United
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list
of papers and documents on the files of
geveral departments and agencies of the
Government which are not needed in the
conduct of business and have no permanent
value or historical interest, and requesting
action looking to their disposition (with ac-
companying papers); to a Joint Select Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the
Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr.
Bargrey and Mr. BREWSTER members
of the committee on the part of the
Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were laid before the
znate, or presented, and referred as
indicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of New York; to the Committee
on Military Affairs:

“STATE oF NEw YORK, IN SENATE,
“Albany, February 20, 1945.

‘“Whereas the proper training of officers for
the American merchant marine is of recog-
nized importance to the State of New York;
and

“Whereas the New York State Merchant
Marine Academy, which was founded in 1875
by the New York City Board of Education and
which became a State institution by chapter
322 of the laws of 1913, has over the years
provided training and facilities for many
hundreds of men who have served efficiently
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and honorably in the American merchant
marine; and

“Whereas sald New York State Merchant
Marine Academy is now located on lands
known as Fort Schuyler Reservation, owned
by the United States and leased under act of
Congress, approved August 19, 1837 (Public,
No. 316, 75th Cong.); and

“Whereas in order that the State of New
York may fully utilize such land now owned
by the United States by providing such new
construction as appears necessary and se-
curing the most modern equipment for train-
ing purposes: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved (if the assembly concur), That
the Legislature of the State of New York
hereby respectfuilly requests the Congress of
the United States to enact such legislation
as may be necessary to accord to the State of
New York title in fee to the land now owned
by the United States and leased to the State
of New York for the use of the New York
State Merchant Marine Academy; and be it
further

“Resolved (if the assembly concur), That
copies of this resolution be transmitted to
the Secretary of War, the SBecretary of the
Navy, the Secretary of the Senate, and the
Clerk of the House of Representatives of the
United States, and to each Member of Con-
gress of the United States from the State of
New York."”

A memorial of the Fouse of Representatives
of the Territory of Alaska; to the Commitiee
on Commerce:

“House Memorial 1

“To the President of the United Staies, to
the Congress of the United States, to thes
Seeretary of the Interior, and to the Del-
egate jrom Alaska:

“Your memorialist, the House of Repre-
sentatives of the Territory of Alaska in the
seventeenth regular session assembled, re-
spectfully represents that:

“Whereas the Government of the United
States has expressed a decp concern for the
need of developing and protecting Alaska’s
great natural resources; and

“Whereas the fishing industry estimates
the presence of some 100,000 sea lions in the
territorial waters of Alaska, and it is estl-
mated that a sea lion, as a warm-blooded
animal, consumes approximately 60 pcunds
of fish daily, thereby in the aggregate con-
suming annually 2,190,000,000 pounds of fish,
or a loss to the industry of some $219,000,000
annually; and

“Whereas the number of sea lions in Alas-
kan waters is steadily increasing:

“Now, therefore, your memorialist respect=
fully prays that appropriate action be taken
by the Government of the United States to
remedy this critical situation.

“And your memorialist will ever pray.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of North Carolina, memorializing Con-
gress to enact legislation for the relief of
counties whose taxable property has been
taken over for national forests and parks;
to the Committee on Public Lands and Sur=
Veys.

(See joint rescolution printed in full when
presented on the 1st instant by Mr. Hoey, p.
1599, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

A resolution adopted by the mayor and
board of aldermen of the city of Chelsea,
Mass,, relating to the designation by the
President of the United States of Brother-
hood Week, and felicitating the President on
his timely proclamation designating' such
week; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

A resolution adopted by the one hundred
and fourth annual meeting of the American
Statistical Association, favoring and support=-
ing the efforts of the Federal statistical agen-
cles cooperating with the Bureau of the Budg-
et in planning and making provision for an
adequate statistical program for the benefit
of business, labor, agriculture, and the Gov-
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ernment, and endorsing the chjective. of
establishing basic governmental statistics
upon a level of completeness and adequacy;
to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. TYDINGS:

A resolution adopted by the Monccecy
Lions Club, of Montgomery County. Md.,
favoring the prompt enactment of Senate
bill 181, the so-called Federal aid for educa-
tion bill; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A letter in the nature of a petition, signed
by the treasurer, from the South-East Coal
Co., Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for full co-
cperation with the National Coal Association
in support-of an amendment to be offered
to clarify the Office of Price Administration
Act in eliminating the item of percentage
depletion from the cost form which coal-
preducing companles are required to file with
the Office of Price Administration; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

UTILIZATION OF MANPOWER RE-
SOURCES—MEMORIAL OF THE MAINE
LEGISLATURE

Mr. WHITE. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to present for ap-
propriate reference and printing in the
Recorp under the rule a memorial of
the Legislature of the State of Maine,
recently passed, voicing its opposition to
what is generally called the work-or-
fight bill.

.There being no objection, the me-
morial of the Legislature of Maine was
ordered to lie on the table, as follows:

To the honorable Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled: %

We, your memorialists, the Senate and

House of Representatives of the State of

Maine in the ninety-second legislative ses-

sion assembled, most respectfully present and

petition your honorable body as follows:

Whereas there is now pending in the Con-
gress legislation purporting to authorize the
drafting of men, now free, for labor in in-
dustrial plants to work for private employers,
who would make a profit on their labor; and

Whereas such legislation is unconstitu-
tional, being in violation of the direct and
positive prohibition of the thirteenth amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States
of America; and

Whereas the passage of such legislation
would betray those who have died for the

American way of life, because it would de-

stroy the very thing for which they have

died: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That we, your memorialists, do
hereby respectfully petition- and urge the

Members of Congress to oppose said legis-

lation; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial,
duly authenticated by the secretary cf state,
be immediately transmitted by the secretary
of state, by registered mail, to the proper
officers and committees of the United States

Benate and House of Representatives, the

President of the United States, and to each

of the Representatives and Senators repre-

senting the State of Maine in the United

States Congress.

The VICE FRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a memorial identical with the
foregoing, which was ordered to lie on
the table.

COMMEMORATIVE POSTAGE STAMPS FOR
CENTENNIAL OBESERVANCE OF SWISS
COLONIZATION OF WISCONSIN

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, some
days ago at the request of the Wisconsin
Legislature and prominent Americans of
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Swiss descent I introduced a bill to au-
thorize the issuance of a special series
of stamps commemorative of the one
hundredth anniversary of the founding
of the Swiss colony at New Glarus, Wis,,
and the birth of the Swiss cheese indus-
Iy in Wisconsin.

Mr. President, after listening to the
beautiful prayer of the Chaplain this
morning, T am reminded it is the Swiss,
a nation made up of Germans, Italians,
French, and Austrians living together as
we do under one flag and yet speaking
their respective tongues, who have dem-
onstrated to the other peoples of the
earth the way to peace. - A century ago
an cff-shoot of that people came to Wis-
consin and established at New Glarus,
Wis., the nucleus of the beneficent influ-
ence that the Swiss people have contrib-
uted wherever they have gone all over
this earth.

Recently, cognizant of the significance
of this offshoot in their body politic;
recognizing that the Swiss brought to
our Commonwezalth not only great con-
structive ideas, showing the way for peo-
ple to live together, but brought also a
great new industry, the cheese industry,
the Wisconsin State Legislature adopted

a resolution of which I read a part as

follows:

Resolved by the senale (ihe assembly con-
curring), That the Wisconsin Legislature
hereby makes official request on behalf of
the State of Wisconsin to the Postmaster
General of the United States for reconsid-
eration of the issuance of a commemorative
postage stamp in recegnition of the cen-
tennial observance of the Swiss coloniza-
tion and the birth of the Swiss cheese indus-
try in Wisconsin—

And so forth, I will say that I made
the request to the Postmaster General.
He, thinking it was only a small local
matter, rejected it. Then I asked him
to reconsider. The Postmaster General
has said that he will reconsider the mat-
ter. Meanwhile I have introduced my
bill and meanwhile, recognizing that the
-President of the United States is one of
the great collectors of stamps in the
world, a philatelist of the first water
and an authority on that subject, I wrote
him a personal Jetter

My letter is as follows:

FESRUARY 24, 1945,
The Honorable FRaANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT,
The White House.

My Dear Mg, PresipenT: 1 have the honor
of presenting to you, on behalf of the citi-
zens cf my State, their petition for the issu-
ance of a serles of stamps to commemorate
the one-hundredth anniversary of the found-
ing of the Swiss Coloney at New Glarus, Wis.,
and the birth of the Swiss cheese industry
in the Badger State. The Postmaster Gen-
eral has already extended to me his willing
gasurance that this proposal will receive his
own most Immediate and thoughtful con-
slderation.

The merit of this proposal will be readily
apparent, particularly to a philatelist of the
long experience and appreciation of yourself.

This proposal would be a fitting honor to
the revered Swiss element of our population
which has carried on the traditions of its
former motherland of thrift, diligence, and
harmony, which are in such faithful keeping
to the traditions of its adopted land. This
proposal, moreover, would be an inspiration
to the dairy farmers of America who have
made so resounding a contribution in peace
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to the national health, and in war, to the
Nation’s well-being in its grave ordeal. Last-
1y, this proposal would be a token of fellow=
ship and warmth to the splendid little de-
mocracy of Switzerland which has stood so
high in the respect of our pecple and which
has recently acted so forthrightly to block
the economic subterfuge of the Nazi Govern-
ment.

Knowing that, in the midst of your press-
ing duties of state, you will find a brief
moment to send this commemorative stamp
project on its victorious way, I am,

Respectfully,
ALEXANDER WILEY,
United States Senator,

I sincerely hope that my request will
be granted, and that it will not be neces-
sary to ask the appropriate commitiee to
act upon the bill which I have intro-
duced; but, if the request should be again
rejected, in view of the fact that in the
past we have recoznized other great
national groups that have come to this
country such as the Huguenots, the Wal-
loons, and others, and have issued com-
memorative stamps, I think is it only fit-
ting in this period of the world’s history
that we commemorate the significant
fact of the settlement of this great strong
Swiss people in America. They have
contributed stahbility and strength and
wealth to this Nation.

I ask that the resolution of the Wiscon-
sin Legislature be printed in full in the
REecorp following my remarks, and that it
may be appropriately referred.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was reccived, referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads,
and, under the rule, ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

Senate Joint Resolution 37

Joint resolution relating to an official request
by the State of Wisconsin to the Post-
master General of the United States, for
reconsideration of the issuance cf a ggn-
memorative postage stamp for the cefifen-
nial ohservance of the Swiss colonization
in Wisconsin Wl

Whereas the year 1945 marks the one-hun-
dredth anniversary of one of the most note-
worthy events in the development of the
Middle West, the carefully planned migra-
tion of 108 bold-hearted and lliberty-loving
Bwiss colonists from the overcrowded canton
of Glarus, Switzerland, to the fertile Sugar
River Valley of Green County; and

Whereas, as that little band of Swiss pio-
neers hy their hard work and perseverance
eheped in a large measure the agricultural
destiny of a Commonwealth, so have their
descendants by their industry carried on and
prospered to make Green County today one
of the richest farming districts and Swiss
cheese centers in the world; and

Whereas an organization is being created
in the Green County area to promote a fitting
centennial observance in 1945 of the settle-
ment of Swiss colonists and the birth of the
Swiss cheese industry in Wisconsin; and is
otherwise desirous of encouraging the con-
structive industry and forward-looking prog-
ress demonstrated by the Swiss colonists of
Wisconsin and their succeeding generations,
which is a solid foundation for an enduring
civilized society; and

Whereas it is deemed advisable that a
commemorative postage stamp be issued by
the Postmaster General of the United States
in recognition of this observance; and

Whereas such action and reconsideration
can be taken by the Postmaster General only
upon officlal request from the State of Wis-
consin: Now, therefore, be it
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Resolved by the senate (the assembly con=-
curring), That the Wisconsin Legislature
hereby makes cfficial request on behalf of the
State of Wisconsin to the Postmaster Gen=-
eral of the United States for reconsideration
of the issuance of a commemorative postage
stamp in recognition of the centennial ob-
servance of the Bwiss colonlzation and the
birth of the Swiss cheese industry in Wis-
consin, such stamp to be of such design as
the Postmaster General may determine. The
Governor of Wisconsin is respectfully re-
quested and authorized to cooperate in se-
curing the reconsideration thereof and to
make any arrangements that may be neces=-
sary with the Postmaster General for the
issuance of said stamp; be it further-

Resolved, That a properly attested copy of
this resolution be sent to the Fostmaster
General of the United States and to each
Wisconsin Member of the Congress of the
United States.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, by unanimous
consent, presented a joint reselution of
the Legislature of Wisconsin, identical
with the foregoing resolution, which was
referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

REPORTS OF THE NAVAL AFFAIRS
‘€O

The following repgrts of a committee
were submitted: d .

By Mr. WALSH, ﬁ%;;n the Committee on
Naval Affairs: oy

8.58. A bill to amend an act entitled “An
act authorizing the temporary appointment
or advancement of certain personnel of the
Navy and Marine Corps, and for other pur-
poses,” approved July 24, 1841, as amended,
and for other purposes; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 76);

5.897. A bill to provide for the presenta-
tion of medals to members of the United
States Antarctic Expedition of 1939-41; with«
out amendment (Rept. No. 77);

5.5626. A bill to relmburse certain Navy
personnel and former Navy pearsonnel for
personal property lost or damaged as the re-
sult of a fire, at the United States naval
training center, Farragut, Idaho, on July 10,
1944; vithout.amendment (Rept. No. 78);

S.E569, A bill to reimburse certain Marine
Corps personnel and former Marine Corps
personnel for personal property lost or
damaged as the result of a fire in the train-
ing building at the Marine Corps air station,
Cherry Point, N. C,, on June 3, 1944; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 79);

S.646. A bill to provide for the advance-
ment of Capt. Edward Macauley, United
States Navy, retired, to the rank of rear
admiral; without amendment (Rept. No. 80);

H.R.197. A bill to establish the grade of
general in the Marine Corps, and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
81); and .

H.R.1646. A bill to establish the grade
of admiral in the Coast Guard, and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
82).

By Mr. GERRY, from the Committee on
Naval Affairs:

8. 647. A bill to authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to convey to the State of Rhode
Island, for highway purposes only, a strip
of land within the naval advance base depot
at North Kingstown, R. I.; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 83).

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. GREEN:

5. 670. A bill for the relief of Wilfred Dage=
nais; to the Committee on Claims,
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: By Mr. RUSSELL:
B.671. A bill for the rellef of Horace G.
Lawler; and
8.672. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Gertrude
Weir Lillis; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. CHANDLER (for himself and
Mr. FERGUSON) :
S.673. A bill to prescribe the tenure of
office of members of the President's Cabinet;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

UTILIZATIOCN OF MANPOWER RE-
SOURCES—AMENDMENT

Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill (H. R. 1752) to amend the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1940, and
for other purposes, which was ordered
to lie on the table and to be printed.

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HEARINGS EE-
FORE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVES-
TIGATE THE NATIONAL-DEFENSE
PROGRAM

Mr. MEAD submitted the following
resolution (S. Res. 90), which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Printing:

Resolved, That 1,000 additional ccples of
part 25 and each subsequent part of the
hearings held before ‘the special committee
of the Secnate authorized and directed to
make a study and imvestigation of the opera-
tiorr cof the national-defense program he
printed for the use of said committee,

COMPENSATION CR PENSION TO VET-
ERANS OR THEIR DEPENDENTS (S,
DOC. NO. 15)

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask

to have printed as a Senate document
an analysis of elements of entitlements
to and rates of compensation or pension,
It is an analysis of the laws granting
compensation or pension to veterans of
all the wars or to their dependents. It
has been very carefully prepared by the
Veterans' Administration, and has been
checked for errors. I may say that there
is a very great demand for this docu-
ment. The sale of the document has been
very great as it was heretofore printed,
and now it has been brought down to
date, with numerous corrections and ad-
ditional citations.
_Au estimate of cost of printing the
matter as a Senate document has been
made, which I submit herewith. I ask
unanimous consent that the document
may be printed as a Senate document.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
Jection, it is so ordered.

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION IN UTAH

[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained
leave to have printed in the REecorp a let-
* ter addressed to him by G. F. Geissler, di-
rector, western division, United States De-
partment of Agriculture, Agricultural Adjust-
ment Agency, relative to foed production
and food production goals in Utah, which
appears in the Appendix.|

EMPLOYMENT OF RETURNING VETER-
ANS—ARTICLE BY RICHARD B. COLE

[Mr. WALSH asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an article en-
titled “Returning Veterans Pose Vital Post-
War Challenge and Opportunity,” by Rich=
ard B. Cole, containing an interview with
John J. Hagerty, the New England R. F. C.
mansager, which appears in the Appendix.]

UTILIZATION OF MANPOWER RESOURCES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the hill (H. R. 1752) to amend the Se-
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lective Training and Service Act of 1940,
and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the amendment here-
tofore offered by the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. RevercoMB] as a substi-
tute for the language proposed to be in-
serted in the bill by the amendment re-
ported by the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I have
a few words to say about the pending bill,
H. R. 1752, This bill is of vital impor-
tance to all America. Every Member of
the Senate has been informed and is well
aware of the appalling number of losses
we are suffering today on the far-flung
battle fronts of the world, where our
brave and heroic boys are desperately
fighting and dying at the hands of the
beastly enemy. Every Member of the
Senate is well aware of the urgent ap-
peals which have been made by Ameri-
can generals and soldiers for more and
more weapons of war with which to fight
off and defeat those savage enemies,
The victory must be won at the earliest
possible moment. Every minute, every
slight delay means the loss of many more
of our fine American boys. Without
plenty of the right types of war weapons
and materials our fighting men are help-
lessly and mercilessly at the disposal of
the savage enemy. This we all well
know, and I am sure we all agree that
something must be done, and done quick-
ly, to correct this deplorable situation.

It is for this reason, Mr. President,
that I refer to the committee substitute
for the pending bill, H. R. 1752, and the
two amendments I am offering. I feel
that the committee substitute for H. R.
1752 has been subjected to so much com-
promise that it is now a very weak meas-
ure, but, regardless of whether it is weak
or sfrong, I intend to support it as pre-
sented or as finally amended, because
my policy on all war measures is to sup-
port our Commander in Chief in his re-
quests for legislation which he states is
necessary to further the war effort.
That has been my policy heretofore and
I do not intend to change it. Under our
constitutional form of government, the
responsibility for prosecution of the war
rests exclusively on the shoulders of our
Commander in Chief, and he should,

. therefore, be provided with everything

he says is necessary for the successful
prosecution of the war, regardless of
whether anybody else thinks he is right
or thinks he is wrong,

The two amendments which I have
proposed are intended to strengthen the
bill. These amendments will abolish all
restrictions on the number of hours a
person may work per day, per week, or
per any work period, and will also pro-
vide the same hourly rate of pay for
each hour worked by each person.

The 40-hour week was established dur-
ing peacetime, for the purpose of divid-
ing the available work among more peo-
ple and thus help solve the unemploy-
ment problem with which this Nation
was faced at that time. This may have
been a good policy at that time, but it
is certainly a very bad policy at this
time, when we are engaged in an all-out
war, and when our very urgent war-pro-
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duction problem has completely dis-
placed our pre-war peactime unemploy-
ment problem.

The penalty wage scale for work in
excess of 40 hours per week was estab-
lished simply as a penalty to help force
compliance with the 40-hour-week law.
This penalty wage scale also may have
been a gocd policy during the period of
unemployment during peacetime, but it
also is certainly a very bad policy now,
during a period of all-gut war, when the
problem of production ¢f war weapons
and materials has completely displaced
the old problem of pre-war peacetime
unemployment. My two amendments,
Mr. President, are simply intended to
nullify those two cutmoded pelicies dur-
ing this war emergency. If desired,
those policies can be reinstated after the
war is finally won.

It may be possible, Mr. President, for
the Senate committee substitute for
H. R. 1752 to bring about increased pro-
cduction to a very limited extent, but
with my amendments added, production
can be definitely and immediately in-
creased any amount desired. If 25 per-
cent increased production is desired, all
that is necessary is for all workers who
ncw work 40 hours a week to work 52
heours a week, and all others who work
different pericds to work 25 percent more
hours. If 50 percent increased produc-
tion is desired, all that is necessary is
for all workers who now work 49 hours
a week to work 60 hours a week, and all
who work other periods to work 50 per-
cent more hours. It is a very simple
solution to a tremendously important
problem., The adoption of my amend-
ments would also be highly beneficial to
the workers themselVes, because their
weekly income would increase from 25
percent to 50 percent or more, with prac-
tically no increase in their living ex-
penses.

Mr, LANGER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
SaLTONSTALL in the chair). Does the
Senator from Texas yield to the Senator
from North Dakota?

Mr. O'DANIEL. Certainly.

Mr. LANGER. What would the Sena-
tor think of the proposition, in order to
keep workers on the job and having them
work longer hours, which, I take it, is
what the Senator is trying to accom-
plish, of making provision that after a
corporation got the first 5 percent of
prefit the next 5 percent should go to the
workers?

Mr. ODANIEL. Does the Senator
mean a cooperative arrangement, that
they would pay the workers an additional
premium for additional work?

Mr. LANGER. After the corporation
for which they were working got a profit
of 5 percent, let us say, the next 5 per-
cent should go to the workers, and above
that they should split even?

Mr. O'DANIEL. That is a wage prob-
lem which I shall touch on later in my
remarks.

Mr. LANGER. The Senator's idea is
to have the employees work longer hours?

Mr. O'DANIEL. Yes; providing they
want to and have the opportunity.

Mr. LANGER. And produce more
goods?
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1Mr. O'DANIEL. Yes. In addition to
what I have said, Mr. President, under
my amendments the new materials pro-
cduced would be not only greater in
auantity but also better in quality, be-
cause they would be produced by the
same exnerienced, willing, and patriotic
hands who are now produecing, instead of
by the inexperienced and possibly un-
willing hands of drafted or forced labor.

In eliminating the penzlty pay for so-
called overtime, thousands of good, ex-
perienced workers could be released for
war work by establishments dealing ex-
clusively in civilian goods and services.
These institutions have the prices of
their goods and services limited either
by price ceilings or competition, and
many of them would lose money and
possibly bz forced into bankruptcy if
they hed to pay penalty wages. Con-
sequently they do not permit their em-
ployees to work overtime at penalty
wages, but instead they employ more
people at the regular base pay, which ties
un frem 25 percent to 50 percant more
employees than they would need if my
amendments were enacted.

Mr. President, may amendments do not
deal in wages. The amount of wages
paid is a matter which should be agreed
to by employers and employees. Per-
sonally I do not consider this any timne
to reduce hourly wages of any of our
patriotic workers on the production
front, and with the demand for labor
so urgent, there need be no fears of any
wage reductions at this time. If my
amendments are adopted the new base-
wage rate in all cases could be estab-
lished at the average hourly earnings
being paid cn the date the amendments
became effective, and thus no employee
would suffer any reduction in weekly
earnings if he worked the same number
of hours each week thereafter, and would
enjoy increased weekly earnings to the
extent that he worked an increased
number of hours per week thereafter.
Those who desired to work longer hours,
and thus earn more money per week,
could do so, if additional hours of em-
ployment were offered to them, and thoese
who did not desire to work longer hours
need not do so. Anybcdy who under-
stands the thrift and patriotism of
American laboring men and women
knows that under this arrangement more
additional man-hours will be volun-
teered than will be needed. Such a vast
reservoir of additional man-hours would
be created by the adoption of these two
amendments that all necessary and
urgently needed increased production of
war weapons would be realized without
further delay, and all this would be
accomplished on a voluatary basis at
increased remuneration to employees,
and at no increased unit price to em-
ployers, or to the United States Govern~
ment and its taxpayers, as the exclusive
buyer of war weapons and materials.

In closing, Mr. President, permit me to
say that I am one who has great faith
in the patriotism of our American labor-
ing men and women, and in their desire
to work to the limit of their endurance
to increase production and hasten the
day of victory. I am not one who be-
licves that any appreciable number of
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the laboring people of this Nation lay
down on their jobs when they heard the
optomistic reports of some of our pub-
lic officials last fall regarding the early
ending of the war. I congratulate the
working men and women of America on
the almost miraculous job of production
they have done in spite of the legislative
and executive shackles which have been
imposed upon them.

Remove those restrictions on the num-
ber of hours they are privileged to woik,
and repeal those archaic laws which were
enacied cduring a wholly different era of
our economic life, and the production of
urgently needed war weapons will in-
crease far beyond our requirements.
That heart-rending plea of our fighting
boys who must depend on us to back
them up and keep them supplied with
weapons and equipment while they are
face to face with the ruthless and savage
enemies, must be answered. We at home
must not fail those brave boys who are
shedding their precicus blood and sac-
rificing  their very lives to defeat the
enemy. No sacrifice that we can make
here on the home front is too great, if
it will render even the smallast assist-
ance to our flshting men.

Mr. President, I urge the adontion of
these two amendments. I sincerely
hope they will be adopted and made part
of whatever bill comes cut of this Cham-
ber, but regardless of whether they are
adopted, and rezardiess of what k'nd of
bill comes out for final vote, I will sup-
port it if it is what our Commander in
Chief says is necessary to hasten the end
of this bloody war.

I ask, Mr. President, that both the
amendments which I am pronosing be
printed in the CowGrESSIONAL RECORD at
this place.

There being no objection, the anmend-
ments intended to be proposed Ly IMr.
O'DamieL were ordered to be printed in
the REcCoRD, as follows: e

At the end of the committee nmendrﬁent,
it is proposed to insert the following:

“SEC. —. That the Fair Labor Standards
Act of 1938 be amended as follows: 'At the
end of the act, insert the following: “That
during the wars in which the United States
is engaged no employer shall enter into any
contract or arrangement, or enforce or carry
out the provisions of any contract or arrange-
ment, which provides that with respect to
employees engaged in interstate commerce
or in the production of goods directly cr in-
directly for such commerce, or engaged in
performing work under any contact with the
United States, there shall be any discrimina-
tion against any person because he is or is
not a member of a labor crganization. No
employer who violates the provisions of sub-
section (a) of this section shall, for a period
of 2 years after such vlolation occurs, be
eligible to enter into any contract with the
United States; and no officer or agency of
the United States shall enter into a contract
with any such employer during such 2-year
period. The Becretary of Labor shall keep
the varlous contracting officers and agencies
of the United States informed as to the
names of employers who are ineligible by
reason of this section to enter into contracts
with the United States.”’'"

At the end of the committee amendmment,
it is proposed to insert the following:

“Sec. —. That section T of the Fair Labor
Btandards Act of 1838 is amended to read as
follows:
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“ ‘Segc. 7. Every employer shall pay to any
of his employees who are engaged in com-
merce, or in the production of goods directly
or indirectly for commerce, compensation at
the same rate for all hours worized by such
employee during any pay period.’

“Sec. 2. Until the terminatiofl of the wars
In which the United States is now engaged,
(a) no provision of Federal or State law
which limits or restricts hours of employ-
ment shall be applicable with respect to em-
ployees of any contractor who are engaged in
the performance of work directly or indirectly
necessary for the fulfillment of any contract
between such contractor and the United
States, and (b) no'provision in any contract
heretofore or hereafter mada with the United
States restricting or limiting ths houis of
employment of employees employed under or
in connection with such contract, and no
penalty or forfeiture for violation of any such
provision, shall be enforceable by any officer
or agency of the United States,

“Sec. 8. The act entitled 'An aect to pro-
vide conditions for the purchase of supplies
and the making of contracts by the United
States, and for other purposes,’” approved
June 20, 1926, is amended by adding at the
end of the £rst section thereef the following
new paragraph; |

“!(f) When the. wage rates for regular
hours of employmentchave been determined
for the purposes of thisact, the same hourly
wage rates shall apply with respect to all
hours workad during.eny day or werkweck
or other work period in emplcyment with
respect to which wages are determined under
this section.'™

Mr. LANGER. DMr. President, will the
Seznator yield? '

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. If the two amendments
preposed by the Senator from Texas were
adopted, by what percentage would pro-
duction be increased, in the Senator’s
opinion?

Mr. O’DANIEL. T think it can be in-
creased any amount desired; at least
25 percent or 50 percent. It is such a
little thing to work 50 hours instead of
40 hours a week, and I think that most
every patriotic American worker would
gladly work the additional hours if he
were permitted to do so. If he is now
working 40 hours a week and increases
his working time to 60 hours a week
there would be a 50 percent increase in
production, because the worker would
devote 50 percent more of his time to
production. The experienced hands that
are now working 40 hours and produc-
ing would simply continue and produce
an additional 50 percent.

Mr. LANGER. What would the Sen-
ator say with respect to whether the
work would be quite as efiicient if a man
works more than a certain number of
hours a day?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I realize, of course,
that there might be some difference.
However the philosophy of penally pay
for overtime work which is now being
practiced in this country is based on the
theory that there is no decrease or let-
down in the later hours of any work
period. In fact, more pay is granted for
later hours of work than is granted for
work done in the earlier hours when the
worker is fresh. I might also say that
I do not agree with this philosophy and
my amendments are intended to correct
this policy and pay each employee the
same hourly wage for each hour he
works. If a man is worth $1.50 an hour
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for any hour he works, he should not be
forced to accept $1 an hour for the first
40 hours he works each week.

Mr. LANGER. But the penalty pay
is for the purpose of discouraging over-
time work, is it not?

Mr. O'DANIEL. Yes; and it not only
discourages overtime work but it pre-
vents it in many cases. Legislation was
originally enacted for the purpose of
discouraging overtime work, but that
was when we had an unemployment
problem. We now have the opposite
condition, and the penalty wage scale
should be abolished. I think we can
depend upon the employees of this coun-
try giving a full hour's work for a full
hour’s pay, whether it be the first hour
they work or the last hour they work,
and they should receive the same pay
for each hour.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President, I send

to the desk an amendment I wish to pro-
pose to the amendment of the commit-
tee in the nature of a substitute, and ask
that it be pending.

The PRESIDING K OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The Cuier CLERK. On page 21, be-
ginning with line 21;;i% is proposed to
strike out all of page 21 and all of page
22 down to and including line 19, and to
insert in lieu thereof the following:

In carrying out the provisions of this sub-
section (except the proviso of the foregoing
paragraph) the selective-service local board
in classifying the registrant shall base lts
findings solely and exclusively on whether the
registrant is necessary to and regularly en-
gaged in an agricultural occupation or en-
deavor essentlal to the war effort and whether
a satisfactory replacement can be obtained,
without reference to the relative essentiality
of the registrant to an agricultural occupa-
tion or endeavor as compared with any other
occupation, eervice, or endeavor; and the
foregoing provision of this sentence shall
apply upon any app2al or review of a deci-
sion made thereunder by a selective-service
local board. Such deferment chall be made
by sald board without consideration of any
other circumstance or condition whatscever;
and during the period of such deferment for
such purpose, no other classification shall
be made by sald board. It shall be the duty
of any registrant who is now or hereafter de-
ferred under this subsection and who has
been found unacceptable to the land or naval
forces for training and service, not to volun-
tarily leave or discontinue such agricultural
occupation or endeavor unless his selective-
gervice local board (subject to appeal in the
same manner as is provided In section 10
{a) (2)) has determined that it is no longer
necessary in the interest of the war effort for
him to remaln in such agricultural cccupa-
tion or endeavor or that he has a justifiable
reason for discontinuing such agricultural
occupation or endeavor,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amendment
of the Senator from Marylend to the
amendment of the committee in the na-
ture of a substitute,

Mr. O'MAHONEY obtained the floor.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr, President,
will the Senator yield to me that I may
suggest the absence of a quorum?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe
Senator from Wyoming yield for that
purpose?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I do, very gladly.

Mr., THOMAS of Utah, I suggest the

absence of a quorum,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will call the roll.

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

Alken Hawkes Overton
Bailey Hayden Pepper
Bankhead Hickenlooper Radcliffe
Barkley Hil Reed

Bilbo Hoey Revercomb
Briggs Johnson, Calif, Robertson
Burton Johnson, Colo, Russell
Bushfield Johnston, 8. C. Saltonstall
Butler Kilgore Shipstead
Byrd La Follette Stewart
Capehart Langer Taft

Capper McCarran Taylor
Chandler McClellan Thomas, Idaho
Chavez & McFarland Thomas, Okla,
Cordon ' McKellar Thomas, Utah
Donnell i McMahon Tobey
Downey Magnuson Tunnell
Eastland & Maybank Tydings
Ellender Mead Vandenberg
Ferguson Millikin ‘Wagner
Fulbright Mitchell Walsh
George Moore ‘Wheeler
QGerry Moree Wherry
Green Murdock White
Gufiey Murray Wiley
Gurney Myers Willis

Hart O’Daniel Wilson
Hatch O'Mahoney

Mr, HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Florida [Mr. AnNprREws], the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Loucasl, the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Moses],
and the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
ScrucHAM] are necessarily absent.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Con-
NALLY] is a delegate to the Inter-Ameri-
can Conference in Mexico and is there-
fore necessarily absent.

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
is absent because of illness.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Vermont [Mr. AvusTiN] is absent on offi-
cial business as a delegate to the Inter-
American Conference at Mexico City.

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr,
BaLn¥, the Senator from Maine [Mr.
BrewsTER], the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Bripces], the Senator
from'dllinois [Mr. Brooxsl, the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Buck], and the Sen-
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH] are
necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-
three Senators have answered to their
names. A gquorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Typines] to the commit-
tee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute, beginning on page 21.

Mr, O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I
desire to take a few minutes to discuss
the pending amendment and the general
issue of manpower.

It must be obvious to all who have
given consideration to this biil that there
has been great reluctance in the minds
of most Members of Congress to pass the
type of bill which was considered and
acted upon by the House, and which
came over to this body. I think there
can be no doubt that the bill which was
passed by the House and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs would
scarcely have been approved in the
House if it had not been for the fact that
every influence of leadership was exer-
cised to-make certain that the bill was
adopted without substantial amendment.
As a matter of fact, the appeal was made
that no amendment should be offered
upon the floor of the House. However,
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an amendment was offered, in the nature
of a substitute, which was based upon the
theory that the selective-service boards
throughout the country should make a
survey of the utilization of manpower in
their respective areas and districts.
That amendment failed by only 10 votes.

What impresses me, Mr. President, is
that Members of the Senate, as well as
Members of the House, have realized that
the proposal which is here made goes to
the very foundation of democratic
action, that is to say, to the very founda-
tion of action in a free government by
free citizens. The legislative body has
hesitated to apply to individuals who are
engaged in work on the home front the
sanctions which are applied to those who
are called for service in the armed
forces. That contrast has been cited by
some as a reason for the passage of thz
bill which came from the House. It has
been suggested that failure to pass that
bill would be an indication of an unwill-
ingness to support the men who are
fighting in the armed forces. It would
be nothing of the sort, Mr. President.
The reluctance of Congress to apply
these drastic sanctions to civilian work-
ers springs from the basic sentiment of
America that individuals should not be
subject to compulsion, and that to apply
such sanctions to individuals working
for other individuals or organizations
which may profit from their labor, is
altogether out of harmony with our sys-
tem of government.

I think, Mr. President, that a much
more significant phase of this debate is
that Members of Congress seem fo want
to do what can be done to make the
voluntary system of labor do the job
which everyone acknowledges must be
accomplished. The reason why there is
so much hesitancy about adopting the
compulsory labor principle is that the
sentiment of this country realizes that if
we take that step, we shall have taken
the last step toward complete totali-
tarian and authoritarian government.
It has been suggested upon this floor that
if we should fail to pass the bill which
came from the House we should be send-
ing a message to Herr Hitler that the
Congress of the United States was not
supporting the soldiers upon the fighting
fronts.

Mr. President, yesterday at the joint
session of Congress I listened to the re-
port of the President upon the Yalta
Conference, and heard him say that un-
conditional surrender means the end of
nazi-ism. It immediately occurred to me
that here in the Senate we were being
asked, at the very moment when the end
of nazi-ism is in sight in Europe, to adopt
the very principle of Nazi control of in-
dividual lives by applying to ecivilian
wu(;rkers the direct force of authoritarian
rule.

I venture to say, Mr. President, that a
much better message to Herr Hitler
would be the message which we are al-
ready able to send, namely, that the
people of the United States, by the
method of voluntary cooperation, have
accomplished the most stupendous task
of military production in all history. A
much better message to Herr Hitler, I
think, and one much more understand-
able to him, is being delivered at this
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moment along the River Rhine by the
soldiers of the United States who are
equipped with the munitions of war pro-
vided for them by civilian workers at
home who have not yet been compelled
to receive direct and complete orders
irom their Government,

I venture to say, Mr. President, that
very few have had an opportunity to read
the bill which we are asked to pass by
those who are opposing the committee
substitute. I recommend a reading of
this measure if we desire to understand
the tremendous step toward authoritar-
ian government which we on the home
front are being asked to take in the guise
of supporting the morale of the soldiers.
Since the beginning of this debate I have
received, I am glad to say, several let-
ters from men who are fighting with our
troops overseas. In the letters they dis-
cuss this very bill. Not one of those
soldiers has asked for the passage of
the so-called work-or-fight bill.
the contrary, each one of the writers
has expressed the hope that when he re-
turns to his home he will return to a Na-
tion in which civilian workers are still
able to select their jobs.

I had the opportunity the other day to
discuss briefiy the record of production
in the United States. I pointed out that
the workers upon the home front have
not only equipped and supplied our own
Army and our own Navy, in which there
are now enrolled more than 11,000,0C0
men, but they have supplied and equipped
the armies and the navies of our allies
in this war. Last night on the radio
some of the Members of the Senate may
have heard the report of a newspaper-
man who has just returned from a visit
not only to Moscow but to Warsaw, to
the areas in Europe which the Red Army
has recently overrun. One of the ques-
tions the interviewer addressed to that
newspaper correspondent was whether
he had seen any evidences of the lend-
lease materials of the United States on
the Russian front. His answer was that
his eye fell on such evidences everywhere.
He mentioned jeeps and aircraft, and
sald that all the transportation of the
Russian forces was done in American
planes, and the Russian Army was
equipped with untold numbers of jeeps,
which the Russians called Willys, after
the name of the original manufacturer
of the jeep. This is the contribution of
free labor to the war effort. But we are
asked to abandon that system for one by
which civilian workers will be frozen to
their jobs and, having been frozen there,
by which others may be compelled to go
to other jobs, whatever they may be.

The breadth of the bill I hold in my
hand, Mr. President, is not confined to
service in the armed forces. This meas-
ure, which passed the House and which
has been described here upon the floor
as being much better than the committee
bill, contains the following provision:

(n) (1) In addition to the liability for
training and service in the land or naval
forces, every registrant between the ages of
18 and 45 who is not a member of such forces
on active duty and is not exempted or de-
ferred from training and service therein by
section 5 (¢) (1) or (d) shall be liable to
perform work in an activity in war produc-
tion or in support of the national health,
safety, or interest, or in an agricultural oc-

On .

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

cupation or endeavor essential to the war
effort.

What is the duty which is to be im-
posed upon the citizens of America be-
tween the ages of 18 and 45 by this pro-
vision, which makes them liable to per-
form work in an activity in support of
the national health, safety, or interest?
Who has defined “interest”? Who has
defilned “safety”? Who has defined
“health”? Under this bill it would be
possible to write regulations combining
those objectives of work; and, if the bill
were passed, it would be possible for the
administrator-in charge to send persons
to some unknown labor in some unde-
fined area in support of an undefined
activity in the national interest. There
can scarcely be any doubt, Mr. Presi-
dent, it seems to me, that language of
that kind conveys to the administering
officials complete and unlimited power
over the lives and labor of the citizens
o0i the United States who are between
the ages of 18 and 45. Is it any wonder
that when the Committee on Military
Lffairs of the United States Senate be-
gan to scrutinize the language of the
bill which came to us from the House of
Representatives, the committee hesi-
tated?

Mr. President, I am moved to say at
this juncture that I have.observed a dis-
position upon the part of editorial
writers throughout the United States to
condemn the Congress as a rubber stamp
whatever the Congress accepts, without
amendment, a measure which may be
sent to it from an executive department
or bureau. But at the same' time, when,
as in this instance, a standing commit-
tee of the United States Senate under-
takes in the performance of its duty to
scrutinize the language it is asked to
approve, then it is condemned for dila-
tory tactics. I venture to say that most
of the editorial writers who have criti-
cized the Senate Commitiee on Military
Affairs for not having placed a rubber
stamp upon the bill as it came from the
House have not themselves read this
bill, They do not know that we are
asked to give to an administrative offi-
cial a power to send citizens of the United
States to any activity the administering
official may choose for work in support
of the national interest.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr.
will the Senator yield?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. 1Iyield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I am very much
interested in the able argument of the
Senator from Wyoming regarding the
unlimited power granted by the May bill,
which is one of the bills now pending
before the Senate. I realize that the
power of control over workers between
18 and 45 years of age falls alike on the
willing worker and the one who is not
willing to work. I agree that that is
wrong. But I point out to the Senator
that I have offered a substitute which
would apply the rule only to those who
are not working in some lawful occupa-
tion. It would apply the rule to the
loafer and require that he be called up
for military service when he refuses to
work in some lawful occupation. He
would be called up by his selective-serv-
ice board, like any other young man of
the country, and be offered to the armed
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services. If he should be rejected he
would be certified for work, and the War
Manpower Commission would find a job
for him, Certainly the Senator cannot
object to such a measure being taken
against those who are able to work but
refuse to work at some lawful occupa-
tion. I call the situation to the Senator’s
attention because I am in full accord
with him that the power provided in the
May bill should not be exercised over the
workers of the Nation, but I assert that
the loafers in the various communities
who will not work in any lawful occupa-
tion should be called to military service
or compelled to work,

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, the
Senator from West Virginia was one of
the most diligent members of the com-
mittee in studying the bill. I have taken
the position that any legislation which
we enact should not be geared to the
failure of recalcitrants, but should be
geared to the willingness of the great
majority of our people to do the right
thing when the means is provided for
doing it. In the course of my remarks
I shall undertake to 'discuss briefly the
substitute which fhe able Senator has
presented. i

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr.
will the Senator further yield?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The substitute
which I have offered is geared to the the-
sis that we must protect the freedom of
the worker. But the men within draft
age who will not work—and there must
be many of them, as evidenced by the let-
ters which I have received—must be
compelled to work. I think that we still
can gear our legislation to the high plane
of protection of the freedom of the will-
ing worker. However, that is no reason
why we should overlook those who will
not work at any lawful occupation. I
think we owe it to the country, and to the
willing worker of the country, as well as
to the men in the armed services, to see
that those who will not work shall be
compelled to work during this time of
war.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, in
my judgment, no legislation is necessary
to accomplish the end to which the Sen-
ator refers. Under the selective-service
law provision is made for drafting into
the military service men between 18 and
45 years of age. The record presented
before the Military Affairs Committee
shows clearly that at this moment there
are 750,000 individuals on limited service
in the Army of the United States.

Mr. REVERCOMB, I agree with the
statement that 750,000 men are on lim-
ited service, but the Senator will recall
the testimony of the representatives of
the War Department and the Navy De-
partment. The Secretary of War, the
Under Secretary of War, the Secretary of
the Navy, the Under Secretary of the
Navy, and General Hershey, head of the
Selective Service, all stated that they had
been urged to take into the armed serv-
ices men who had been classified as IV-F
and were not working. We were told
that the services were saturated with
men of that type and that they could not
take any more of them. Are we to pro-
vide a hiding place for men between 18
and 45 years of age, and allow them to
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loaf? The Senator knows as well as I do
that when once men are deferred the
Army and Navy have no control over
them. They could be called a dozen
times, and neither the Army nor the
Navy would take them. Some place in
the war effort should be provided for
such men so that they may be put to
work.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, in
my judgment, it would be necessary only
for the War Department to accept 100
or 200 such persons as have been de-
scribed by the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, and immediately there would be
an end of all attempts on the part of such
persons to escape service.

I may cite one or two cases which have
come under my personal observation. I
know of one young man who was a
skilled mechanic at the woodworking
trade. Unfortunately he had but one
eye. Yet he was drafted and accepted
for military service. His skill as a me-
chanic, which would have been of great
value to the country in a war plant
where such skill was required, was ab-
solutely wasted in the Army because he
was assigned to digging ditches in a
camp. That is the reason why the Sen-
ator from West Virginia, as well as the
committee, have recommended the en-
actment of legislation providing for a
survey of the utilization of manpower
in the Army, Navy, and civilian plants.

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

Mr,. O'MAHONEY, I yield.

Mr. TUNNELL. As the Senator knows,
I am not a member of the Military Af-
fairs Committee. What is the situation
under the original bill with regard to a
particular occupation such as that of
lawyer? Could such a man who had de-
voted his life to legal work be taken out
of his office by the local board and as-
signed to digging ditches?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes; without ques-
tion. Let me read to the Senator the
language appearing in section 1 of the
bill as passed by the House:

For the purposes of this subsection—

That refers to the “freeze” section—

the Director of War Mobilization and Recon=-
version, or the agency designated by him,
shall from time to time by regulations des-
ignate—

In passing allow me to invite attention
to the fact that by those words the Con=-
gress is asked to delegate to the Director
of War Mobilization and Reconversion
the powers to legislate—
and certify to the Director of Szlective Serv-
ice, the plants and facilities, and the activi-
ties therein, in war production—

Now observe this language—
or in support of the national health, safety,
or interest, and the farms and agricultural
occupations and endeavors essential to the
war effort.

Here is a power to the Director of War
Mobilization to designate the particular
plants and the types of activity. Then,
the section goes on:

In making such designations, the Director
of War Mobillization and Reconversion may
make classifications on the basis of geo-
graphical areas, types of actlvities, types of
occupations within activities, and types of
plants, facilities, and farms.
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I submit, in response to the Senator
from Delaware, that there is a power
without limit to designate any occupa-
tion, any calling, in any manner for any
work in a war factory or a farm or “in
support of the national health safety or
interest.”

Mr. TUNNELL. Then, as I understand
the Senator, a person may be taken from
his law office or from a bank or from any
of the various activities of life and placed
in some other activity that might suit
the particular board or person making
the assignment.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Precisely.

Mr. TUNNELL. Isthere the same pro-
tection as to physical examination? Of
course, I am not in that category per-
sonally, but would those who are in it be
protected by physical examination, I am
wondering.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The object of this
bill is to include in its application men
who are not physically suited for the
Army; so that what the Senator suggests
would not be taken into consideration.
If we were to pass this bill, I may say to
the Senator from Delaware, we would be
placing in the hands of a central officer
in Washington the control over the ac-
tivities of the men of the United States
between the ages of 18 and 45 wherever
they may be, dnd it would be, in my
judegment, absolutely impossible for any
group or any man in Washington to con-
ceive and write regulations that could
cause anything but injugtice all over the
United States.

Mr. TUNNELL. Would not that be a
threat to all sorts of business and activi-
ties? Instead of aiding the Nation in
preparation for war, would it not break
up peace activities?

My, OMAHONEY. My judgment is
that it would bring about chaos. It would
destroy a system which is now working
reasonably well and which the Committee
on Military Affairs seeks to improve, and
would substitute & new and untried sys-
tem—untried, I say, except in Britain
and in Russia. How it has worked in
Russia I am not competent to say, but
the record from Britain shows that it has
not worked there.

Mr, TUNNELL. As I understand the
Senator, the very purpose of these pro-
visions is to place people in work in which
they are not at the time working. The
very purpose is to change the activities
of men, no matter how well prepared
they may be in the civil duties of life, to
something with which probably they are
not familiar.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I agree with the
Senator’s interpretation. /

Mr. TUNNELL. I thank the Senator
from Wyoming.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I
am delighted that the Senator from
Delaware raised the question he did. I
desire it clearly understood that I am not
debating this subject with the Senator
from Wyoming on the bhasis of the ap-
proval of the May bill. He and I are
opposed to the May bill and its provision
for moving workers in this country. The
question I am discussing is not with re-
gard to the workers, but with regard to
those who are not working at any occu-
pation.
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A few moments ago the distinguished
Senator made the statement that if a
hundred or two hundred of these non-
workers or loafers were taken into the
service through the selective service
boards the problem I have presented
would be met. I do notf follow the argu-
ment of the Senator, because, as the Sen-
ator himself has said, 750,000 of them
have been taken already.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. But they were not
taken for that purpose, let me say to the
Senator. )

Mr. REVERCOMB. Let me read to the
Senator from the hearings. This very
question was raised in the discussions in
the committee when the Under Secretary
of War, Mr. Patterson, was there. This
question was asked of Mr. Patterson:

Senator REVErRcoMB, Can you not change
your rules of accepting men in the Army and
take some of these IV-F's and put them in
places where they could serve?

The answer made by Mr. Patterson on
behalf of the Army and War Department
was—

This bill as originally introduced provided

for that, but the Army has all of the limited-
service men it can possibly use,

Then the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
Hnrl asked:

Senator Hiir. You mean, as far as Army
duties are concerned?

Secretary ParTerson. Yes, sir,

Senator HiL. You do not need any more
limited-service men as far as the military
machine is concerned?

Becretary ParTeRson. Of the 800,000 men to
be inducted in the first 6 months, both the
Army and the Navy want those men to be
fit for combat, for all-around service, and
we have no use and no need for IV-F's or
men who as scon as they get into the Army
will have to be taken care of,in a hospital,
We are short of nurses already. We need
them in eivilian industry.

The statement of the Under Secretary
of War is that they are not going to take
any of these men for limited service.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Let me call the
attention of the Senator to the fact that
an individual who would be sent to a
hospital in the Army would be of no use
in a war plant.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Of course, he
would not be, but there are many of them
who would not have to be sent to a
hospital.

Mr. O'MAHONEY, The Under Secre-
tary of War was not talking about those
because he did not want them. I won-
der what the Senator from West Virginia
expected the Under Secretary of War to
say. He was arguing for the May bill,
and, of course, he was not going to pre-
sent evidence that would tear it down.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The Under Sec-
retary was stating the facts and stating
his policy. He said the men they would
take must be fit for combat, and they
would not take any more IV-I"s. Many
men classified as IV-F’s can still perform
work, though they may not be fit for com-
bat duty. The provision in my substi-
tute is that they shall be called up for
service in the Army and Navy, and, if
they can be accepted, then let them be
accepted into the service, but if they can-
not be then those who have not worked
at any occupation and refuse to work
at any should be assigned some work.
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That is all there is to the provision I have
offered.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I can understand
very well the theory upon which the
Senator from West Virginia has been
working upon this measure, and, while I
realize that his motives are of the best
and his desire is to bring about the most
efficient use of manpower, I respectiully
disagree with the proposal which he
makes. I think the committee bill is a
much better approach, as I shall under-
take to try to demonstrate a little later.

For the present I wish to read one or
two more paragraphs from the bill we
are asked to support by those who are
advocating the measure as it passed the
House. I read now from page 3, be-
ginning in line 11:

Upon receiving such a certification for a
particular area—

This refers to the certification which
the Director of War Mobilization and
Feconversion is authorized to make and
which is described, let me say in re-
sponse to the question of the Senator
from Delaware—
the Director of Selective Service—

(A) shall designate the categories (by age
and other status) of registrants who are
liable to perform work under paragraph (1)
and who are not deferred under subsection
(k) or by reason of being engaged in an
activity in war production or in support of
the national health, safety, or interest—

Again we get that phrase, which recurs
over and over again without any defini-
tion— :
from which categories men capable of per-
forming the work involved shall be called
before calls are made from other categories.
In designating such categories the Director
shall first designate categories which include
registrants who are, by reason of their age
and other status, the type of men he deems
can transfer to such work with the least dis-
ruption to the civilian economy and to
themselves in comparison with men in other
categories.

There, Mr. President, the complete
power of discretion over the lives of all
civilians between the ages of 18 and 45
is granted to one man.

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

Mr. OMAHONEY. I yield,

Mr. TUNNELL. Is the person who is
being sent from his work to some other
work consulted at all, so far as his pref-
erence or desire as to work' is concerned?
What is the provision as to that?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator is a
very able lawyer. I call his attention to
the provision which is made in the bill as
passed by the Hcuse by which a regis-
trant can defend himself. I refer the
Senator to section 4 of the bill, on page
9, beginning in ‘the paragraph which
starts in line 16:

It shall be a defense to such alleged viola-
tion for the individual to show (1) that he
made application to his selective-service lo-
cal board for a determination described In
section 5 (n) (2), and (2) that the denial of
such application was not based on a fair
consideration of his application.

I ask the Senator from Delaware, how
can any person anywhere prove a nega-
tive?

Mr. TUNNELL. Then, I gather from
the answer of the Senator that what a
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man has to do in order to be relieved is
to convince the person to whom he is
making the application that he did not
give any consideration to the former ap-
plication.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I venture to say
that once a case is decided, it is decided.

Mr. TUNNELL. Undoubtedly. But I
mean, he must convince the person with
the power that the one who made the
decision, that is, himself, was simply
wrong, and did not give fair considera~
tion to the matter.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Precisely. I was
reading from the provisions in section 1
(4) on page 3. Now, so that there may
be no misunderstanding of the power
which the bill would give over veterans,
as well as civilians, I wish to invite the
attention of Senators to the language
which appears on page 4, beginning in
line 1. We are still discussing the power
of the Director of Selective Service. I
read:

And may exclude, or by regulations provide
for the exclusion, from any category so desig-
nated, of those types of veterans (dlscharged
or released from active duty in the land or
naval forces under conditions not dishonor=-
able) whose exclusion from such category the
Director deems fair and equitable.

Congress is not asked in the bill to
define the conditions which it deems fair
and equitable for the exclusion of a man
who has already been drafted for military
service and discharged, or the conditions
under which he shall be obligated to
additional service, not working directly
for his country, but to work for his coun=
try only indirectly, in some war plant.

Mr. President, here I wish to call at-
tention to the difference between drait-
ing a man for service in the Army and
drafting a man for work in a factory or a
mine, or on a farm. When a boy in the
United States is taken from his home
and his business and sent into a camp,
or into a military installation, he serves
under exactly the same conditions as all
the other persons in his status; nay, more
than that, officers and men live together
in the camps and on the front under
practically the same conditions, and a
man who is drafted for military service
may rise by showing his ability, his mili-
tary capacity, and earn a commission;
and many of them have done so. But
who is there so naive as to believe that
a man who may be drafted from his nor-
mal occupation and his normal skill and
sent to work in the factory of another
man, under compulsion, is likely to have
an opportunity to rise? Such a person
so drafted, so compelled to labor, would
be in a class utterly and completely
apart.

Mr. President, that is a condition
which I am not willing to impose upon
the male citizens of the United States be-
tween the ages of 18 and 45, particularly
when some of them may be veterans whao
have already performed service on the
fighting front.

Mr, TUNNELL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Wyoming yield to the
Senator from Delaware?

Mr. OMAHONEY. I am glad to yield.

Mr. TUNNELL. I should like to ask
the Senator whether he believes there
is any significance in the language on

1647

page 5 of the original bill, in the fifth
line, where the word “employers” is used
instead of “employment.” A worker
could pick out the particular man who
was to employ him, I understand, if the
employer was among those listed, I sup-
pose, by the board, but the bill does not
provide that a man shall have any choice
as to the kind of employment to which
he may be sent. It is only as to who
will be the boss.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator is
quite right. I think it was intended that
there should be no choice of employment,
but the language reads:

It shall be the duty of the registrant to
whom such an order is directed to comply
therewith, provided the order gives him a
reasonable choice of employers for whom to
work.

But what is a reasonable choice? The
choice is only of employers, and not of
employment.

Mr. TUNNELL. Yes.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, it
would be possible to go through the orig-
inal bill paragfaph by paragraph and
line by line to show the weaknesses of the
measure. I shall ‘not take the time of
the Senate to do that, but I do want to
call attention to another example of the
negative proof which is being extended to
the person to whom the compulsions of
this bill would apply. Thisis to be found
on page 10, beginning in line 4:

In case of an alleged violation of section
5 (n) (4) it shall be a defense to such
alleged violation for the individual to say
(1) that he made timely application for
revocation or modification of the order under
section 5 (n) (4), and (2)—

Observe the word is not “or”; it is
llandﬂ_
and (2) that the denial of the revocation or
modification requested was not based on a
fair consideration of his application.

An utterly impossible condition to per-
form.

These, Mr. President, are some of the
reasons why I characterize the original
bill as a totalitarian measure which
would subject the male citizens of the
United States between the ages of 18 and
45 to compulsion the extent of which no
man on this floor and no advocate of the
bill can foretell. I feel very deeply that
at this very moment, when the President
of the United States tells us that uncon-
ditional surrender means the end of
nazi-ism, the Congress of the United
States should be the last body -in which
there should be advocated the adoption
of theése sanctions over the lives of free
American citizens.

We know that free America has done
this wonderful job. It has done it in the
free way. It has done it, of course, by
accepting many sacrifices. Most of those
sacrifices, Mr. President, have been ac-
cepted willingly. Of course, there have
been men in business, in labor, in the
professions, in idle occupations, who
have not done their part, but they are
few and far between when considered in
comparison with millions who have done
their part in the great job that America
has done.

I want to be able to say when the his-
tory of this war is written that we did
not find it necessary to apply totalitarian
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sanctions to the people of America. Al-
though Herr Hitler said democracy was
outmoded and could not flght because it
was not subjected to compulsion; al-
though he said that the colossus of the
new hemisphere would fail because the
democratic system was an outworn sys-
tem, I want to be able to boast when this
war is over as we can boast now, that the
democratic system was capable of doing
the job, and is doing the job, and will
continue to do the job until the end.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Wyoming yield to the
Senator from Utah?

Mr. OMAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Does not the distin-
guished Senator from Wyoming think
that we are now telling Hitler in the only
language that he could understand the
very thing the Senator suggests?

- Mr.O'MAHONEY, Precisely. We are
telling him not only with the glorious
and brave achievements of our soldiers
and our sailors, but with the output of
American industry and American labor,
that the democratic system, the free
system, is capable of protecting and
maintaining freedom in all the world.
Are we here, at the very end, to abandon
these principles and adopt the method
of Hitler, which has proven utterly in-
effectual, to destroy democracy, though
he had a start of many years in the or-

. ganization of science and industry?

Mr. President, three proposals have
been submitted to the Congress of the
United States for the solution of the
undoubtedly difficult problem of man-
power which we confront. One of these
is the draft bill, the compulsory labor
bill, which I have just been discussing.
Another is the suggestion that the ob-
jective should be achieved through the
Selective Service System, and the third
is the committee bill.

The second plan is that which is sug-
gested in the substitute offered by the
very able junior Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. Revercome]. That bill would
depend for its effectiveness upon the
work of the local selective-service
boards. It has a fatal defect, in my
opinion, although I utterly sympathize
with the objective which is sought to be
attained. At first blush it would seem
to be the proper way to act, until we con-
sider that the selective-service boards
are voluntary boards. They have no
staffs. For the most part such boards
operate throughout the country by the
voluntary activity of the members, with
one or two clerks. Usually some com-
petent and patriotic young woman in
the area, the town or the district, acts
as clerk for the board. The members
of the board are businessmen and pro-
fessional men and community leaders
who are patriotically giving of their time.
They cannot be expected to make the
sort of in-plant surveys which must be
made and ought to be made if we are to
have an efficient utilization of our man-
power. So I say, Mr. President, the
proposal of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia contains a fatal defect.

it contains another which, in my judg-
ment, would invite a veto, if it should
pass, because in section 4 of the sub-

stitute offered by the distinguished Sen~
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ator from West Virginia [Mr. REVER-
comMB] and by my very able colleague
from Wyoming [Mr. RoBerTsoN], whose
purpose it is to make a constructive solu-
tion, I well understand, it is provided:

The Chairman of the War Manpower Com-~
mission shall make or cause to be made in-
plant surveys and other investigations of
the use of manpower by the War Department
and the Navy Department.

Mr. President, I feel confident that
both the War and Navy Departments
would object to extending authority and
power to the Chairman of the War Man-
power Commission to conduct such sur-
veys in the installations of the Army and
Navy.

This provision, like the provision with
respect fo selective service, would re-
quire a complete reorganization of the
system which is now in effect. For that
reason, Mr. President, it seems to me
that it is not as eflective as the com-
mittee bill, In the committee bill,
cognizant of this difficulty, but in the
realization that, as suggested by the Sen-
ator from West Virginia and my col-
league from Wyoming, there should be
and must be a survey of the utilization
of manpower in the War and Navy De-
partments, we have provided that the
task shall be performed under the gen-
eral direction of the Director of War
Mobilization and Reconversion. This
provision is to be found in section 3 (b).
This is the language of the committee:

(b) The Director of War Mobilization and
Reconversion shall make or cause to be made
in-plant surveys and other investigations of
the use of manpower by the War Department
and the Navy Department, to determine the
extent to which such departments are mak-
hlg the most effective use, in activities re-
lating to production, procurement, or repairs,
of individuals in their employ or subject to
thefr jurisdiction as members of the armed
forces. and shall take or cause to be taken,
appropriate measures to eliminate labor
wastage and labor hoarding, and otherwise
to promote the full utilization by such de-
partments of individuals in their employ or
subject to their jurisdiction as members of
the armed forces, and otherwise to carry out
the purposes of this act.

Mr. President, that language was
drawn in that way expressly for the pur-
pose of providing the easiest and most
effective way, without in any sense giv-
ing offense to the Wa1 and Navy Depart-
ments, for the survey of the utilization
of manpower. It will be observed that
this power is granted to the Director of
War Mobilization and Reconversion, to
whom reference is frequently made in
the press as the “Assistant President,”
the man who has been designated by the
Commander in Chief to act upon the
home front, It was the belief of the
Military Affairs Committee that this
direction could properly be given to the
man whom the President, by Executive
order, has already designated as his
principal spokesman upon the home
front in the war effort, to “make or cause
to be made” certain surveys and inves-
tigations. That is the phrase that we
use in the amendment reported by the
committee. He would also be authorized
to coordinate the operations and activi-
ties of production.

Mr. President, let me add an addi-
tional word, The committee substitute
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is a very constructive and able effort,
with the exception of the two or three
criticisms which I have made, to bring
together the bill which the committee
has recommended and the Selective
Service System. I am convinced, for the
reason already mentioned, namely, the
lack of staff in the local boards, that this
authority must be given to the Chairman
of the War Manpower Commission, as
is provided in the committee substitute.
After full consideration, the commit-
tee was guided by the thought that the
War Manpower Commission, having
been established for the express purpose
of dealing with manpower, and having
agencies and branches all over the coun-
try, is ready now to do the work of chan-
neling workers into the places where
they are needed, provided we give them
the support of statute law. What has
been done in the past has been done
largely under Executive order,

Mr. President, the committee substi-
tute is an effort to perfect the system
we now have. Each of the other two
measures, the House bill and the sub-
stitute proposed by the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. RevErcoms] would
require a complete reorganization of our
system. On the contrary, the commit-
tee substitute does not require a reor-
ganization. It merely sirengthens the
arm of the agency already at work., It
does things which should have been
done long since.

Let me call attention particularly to
the provisions of section 3 (a), to be
found on page 14:

Sec. 8. (a) The Director of War Mobiliza-
tion and Reconversion shall, subject to the
direction of the President, provide for co-
ordinating the activities of all departments
and agencies of the Government responsi-
ble for production, procurement, or man-
power in such manner as to carry out most
effectively the purposes declared in the first
section of this act. ‘' The Director shall pro-
vide, among other things, that manpower
requirements and the availability of man-
power shall be given due consideration in
determining where production schedules
shall be increased or decreased and where
contracts shall be awarded, terminated, or
permitted to expire, and that notice shall be
given to the Chairman of the War Manpower
Commission at the earliest practicable time
of all changes or anticipated changes in war-
production schedules, all awards or antici-
pated awards of war contracts, and all termi-
nations or anticipated terminations of war
contracts, which are likely to result in any
substantial increase or decrease of the man-
power requirements of any employer or any
area. All departments and agencies of the
Government shall comply with orders and
regulations issued by the Director under
authority of this section.

Here is a constructive attempt, we
believe, to channel contracts into the
area where the labor supply appears.
Here is an attempt to make known in
advance when a contract is expiring,
Frequently when a contract is about to
expire, the contractor knows that it is
coming to an end. The workers know
that it is coming to an end, but they have
no knowledge as to whether or not a
new contract is coming. The result, in
all human nature, frequently has been a
letting down of work. This would be
obviated by the provisions of the com-
mittee amendment. Here we have the
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effort to improve and make more efficient;
the plan which is already working,

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Wyoming yield to the
Senator from Oregon?

Mr. O'MAHONEY, I yield.

Mr. MORSE. I am sorry that a con-
ference prevented my hearing the entire
speech of the Senator. Has the Sena-
tor commented on section 7, referred to
as the Austin amendment?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. No; I have not
commented on that. s

Mr, MORSE. I should like to hear the
Senator’'s views on it,

My, O'MAHONEY. My own view is
that that amendment sheuld not be in
the bill, and I intend o support the
amendment of the senior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Kircore] to elimi-
nate the compulsion the amendment
provides, because I think it is unnec-
essary. I feel that we should not run
the risk that any authority would be
granted to draft a regulation for the
violation of which an individual might
be liable to the punishment set forth in
the language which the Austin amend-
ment incorporates in the bill. I feel that
it is unnecessary.

I feel also that, so far as I can read
the bill, authority is not granted to the
Chairman of the War Manpower Com-
mission to draft such a regulation. I
believe that by perfecting the voluntary
system we can do much more to solve
the manpower problem than by adopting
any of the drastic methods which would
provoke a feeling that the fundamental
free choice of American workers was
being denied.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr.
will the Sznator yield?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I am sorry I did
not hear the entire statement upon the
point the Senator is making; but he did
not indicate, did he, any compulsion or
any punishment was to be placed upon an
employee under the substitute I have of-
fered?

Mr. O'MAEONEY. Oh, no. I under-
stand that.

Mr. President, I think that this in ef-
fect completes what I desire to say about
the bill. I feel that the substitute should
not be adopted and that the committee
bill, with the change which is proposed
by the amendment of the senior Senator
from West Virginia [Mr, K1LGORE] merits
the support of the Senafe.

I can say that under the able and laud-
eble chairmanship of the senior Sznator
from Utah [Mr. THomas] the Committee
on Military Affairs, in my judgment, has
done an exceptionally hard-working, in-
telligent job upon this bill. It serutinized
with great care the measure which came
from the House. It was not afraid to
accept its responsibility. It did not hesi-
tate to read the proposed bill, line by line.
When it became clear, upon the first
reading of the bill, that many amend-
ments would have to be adopted, then
members of the commitiee and Senators
outside the committee, lika the distin-
guished junior Senator from Michigan
IMr. FErcusoN], who, as a member of
the Mead committee, formerly the Tru-

President,
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man committee, has had opportunity to
see how manpower has been wasted be-
cause we have not had legislation of this
kind, gave their best thought and their
diligent effort to drafting a bill which
would meet the problem. Mr. President,
I think it does meet the problem, and, as
I said, it merits the support of the Senate.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. TYDINGS. My understanding is
that the amendment which I have of-
fered to House bill 1752 is now pending.
Is it?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is.

Mr. TYDINGS, That amendment is
cffered as an amendment to the ccm-
mittee substitute.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That
is correct.

Mr. TYDINGS. Inasmuch as the
amendment which is now pending, has,
so far as I know, eliminated any objec-
tions raised by the Senator from West
Virginia and the Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. CHANDLER], who, so far as I
know, were the only opponents of it, the
remainder of the Senate being a unit in
support of reenforcing and restating
the so-called Tydings agricultural
amendment, I am very hopeful that it
may be acted upon at this time, for the
debate is not turning on what is pend-
ing before the Senate, but on the rela-
tive merits of the bill introduced by the
Senator from Wyoming and the Senator
from West Virginia, the committee sub-
stitute, and the House bill.

So, whichever one of the three of the
Senate finally agrees to pass, I do not
know that any Senator is opposed to this
amendment. Thus, I am hopeful that
it may be disposed of now, so that we'may
have before us what is actually the §nb-
ject of the discussion. W

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. %

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask
the distinguished Senator from Mary-
land a question relative to the second
part of his amendment, found on page 2,
beginning in line 10, reading as follows:

It shall be the duty of any registrant who
is now or hereafter deferred under this sub-
section and who has been found unacceptable
to the land or naval forces for training and
service, not to voluntarily leave or discon-
tinue such agricultural occupation or en-
deavor unless his selective-service local
board (subjcct to appeal in the same manner
as is provided in section 10 (a) (2)) has de-
termined that it is no longer necessary in
the interest of the war effort.

And so forth. Will the Senator please

Anterpret the last line I read—line 172

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. The man to
whom this language refers was originally
deferred because of his agricultural occu-
pation, " Subsequent to his deferment it
might be found that he was physically
unable to perform military service.
Therefore, he would be excused from per-
forming military service, not because of
his agricultural occupation, but because
of his physical disability. In such cases
some men who have requested deferment
because of agricultural occupation, find-
ing that they no longer needed to work
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on the farm, after they have been found
to be physically disabled have left the
farm and have engaged in some other
occupation. I think that a man who
asks to be deferred from military serv-
ice because of agricultural occupation,
and who subsequent to such deferment
is found to be unable to serve in the
Army because of physical incapacity, has
the duty to remain on the farm.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for another question?

Mr. TYDINGS. 1 yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Let us consider the
case of a farmer who has been deferred
and plaeed in either class IV-F or class
II-C. .Probzbly he works 8, 9, or 10
months of the year on the farm, pro-
cducing wheat or corn, let us say. He
cdoes not need to work every dsay, but,
of course, it is essential that when spring
comes he cultivate the crops, and that
when the fall harvest comes he be on the
farm. Subsequently, at a time between
seasons, when there is no particular need
for him on the farm, he is grantsd per-
mission by his selective-service board to
work in a packing plant for 2 months—
or, as in the South, to go into the woods
to engage in 1 yering operations.
Would there be any difficulty about his
returning to the farm the following
season?

Mr. TYDINGS. Not a bit.

Mr. WHERRY. It is up to the draft
board which classifies him, is it?

Mr. TYDINGS. Is the Senator speak=
ing of a man who has been found physi-
cally unfit for service in the Army?

Mr. WHERRY, I am.

Mr, TYDINGS. He isalways under the
control of the draft board, even after he
has been found to be physically unfit.

Mr. WHERRY. But would he have to
go back to the draft board and offer
himself again for service in the armed
forces? :

Mr. TYDINGS. I imagine the draft
board would give him the right to trans-
fer to such seasonal work for a limited
number of months, and when that period
expires he would automatically go back
to the farm."

Mr. WHERRY. Is that provided for
in the amendment?

Mr. TYDINGS. So far as it can be
provided, I would say “Yes.”

Mr. WHERRY. So it will not be neces=-
sary for such a man to report back to his
draft board; he will be allowed to return
to the farm, and there will be no ques-
tion of violation of the regulations or of
imposition of the penalties provided in
the measure, which are rather heavy.

Mr. TYDINGS. The penalties have
been eliminated.

Mr. WEERRY., I am sorry I was not
in the Chamber when that was done.

Mr. TYDINGS. But he would be left
under the control of the draft board,
which could put him into military service
in a limited capacity. All the penalties
have been eliminated.

Mr, WHERRY. I thank the Senator.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr, TYDINGS., I yield,

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I rose to my
feet for two purposes, -In the first place,
Mr. President, the Senator from Mary-
land has stated that the amendment
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should be accepted by the Senate hecause
it would appear in any one of the three

Mr. TYDINGS. I offered it only to the
bill of which the Senator from Utah is
more or less the author,

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Yes. The
reason I speak now is because of the
Senator’s statement in regard to pen-
alties. On a rereading of the Sznator's
reviced amendment beginning in line 10,
and in the light of his statement that the
penalties have been eliminated, I think
it would be better, if he will not assume
that I am giving him advice, to re-
consider the matter, because I believe
that the penalties have not been re-
moved. I think that by use of the words
“it shell be the duty,” in line 10, all the
penalties prescribed by section 11 of the
Selective Service Act, as amended, will
still be in force. They are exiremely
severe penalties. If the Sznator does
not eijzct, and inasmuch as somes Szn-
ators have urged the rejection of the last
paragraph because of the severe pen-
alties it provides, I suggest that action
be delayed until we come to the question
in one cf the other bills—in case we do
come to it—or, in tase thz Revercomb
substitute is accepted, bring the matter
up again after study and consideration.

Mr. TYDINGS. My understanding of
the parliamentary situation is that
unless the offer is made at this time it
will not be in order should the Revercomb
amendment be adopted.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true;
but if the Revercomb amendment were
adopted the Senator would have a chance
to correct his amendment.

Mr. TYDINGS. Then I should be in
the same position I am in now, because
I am ocifering this amendment as an
amendment to the committee amend-
ment o that when we are given a choice
between accepting the Revercomb
amendment and the committez substi-
tute we may know the final form of the
committee substitute,

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Has the Sena-
tor studied section 11 of the Selective
Service Act? If so, does he feel that the
penalties have been removed?

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. KiLcorel, the Sena-
tor from EKentucky, and myself have dis-
cussed that matter. The Senator from
‘West Virginia is of the opinion that from
the wording of the language there would
be no criminal penalty which would fall
upon the registrant as a result of his
draft board ruling. Do I make myself
clear?

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Yes; I think I
understand what the Senator means.

Mr. TYDINGS. There would be no
penalty. However, the draft board
could certify the man for limited mili-
tary service. To that extent, if' he did
not remain on the farm after he had used
the farm to escape military service, the
draft board could certify him for mili-
tary service.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The Senator
will note that he has made everything
which follows line 10 & duty.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct.
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Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The beginning
of section 11 of the Selective Service and
Training Act, as amended, starts with
the words, “Any person charged as here-
in provided with the duty of carrying out
any of the provisions of this act.”

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. So if the Sen-
ator is satisfied with having the last para-
graph come under the psnalty provided
in section 11 to which I have referred, I,
of course, am satisfied, because the bill
which I am sponsoring caerries a stronger
penalty than the one to which reference
has been made. The Senator himself has
said that the penalties have been re-
moved, but I am wondering if he is sure
they have been removed.

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; the penalties
have been removed. Of course, if a man
had been given a deferment and then
walked cff the job, the board could recall
him, reclassify him, and put him into
some other service. I have no objection
to the provision with reasonable penal-
ties, and none without reasonable penal-
ties. The main purpose of the amend-
ment is to prevent draft boards from
drafting men whom the law specifically
states shall not be drafted under certain
conditions. The other provisien to which
the Senator from Utah has referred was
added at the request of certain organiza-
tions who asserted that in some cases
men would be deferred because of being
engaged in an agricultural occupation,
and then after they had been found to
be physically incapacitated for military
service they would no longer use their
agzricultural deferment but would leave
the farm and cbtain a higher-paid jzb,
knowing that they would not be drafted
anyway because they were not playsi-
cally fit.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, wiil the
Senator yield?

Mr, TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY., If the registrant
sheould fail to perform a duty, is there any
penalty provided in the Selective Service
Act, and, if so, would not that penalty
be imposed against him under the Sena-
tor's amendment?

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not think it is of
major importance at this juncture
whether the word “duty” stays in or goes
out of the amendment, because it is per-
fectly obvious that the amendment will
have to go to conference. My suggestion
is that all opinions sxpressed on the floor
of the Senate must of necessity be opin-
ions with regard to the legal phase of
the subject. They have not been care-
fully considered and weighed as a result
of a conference with representatives of
the military service. Therefore, if the
amendment is adopted, and there is any
provision in it which has been subject
to misinterpretation, the conference is
the place where it can be refined so that
it will be expressive of the will of the
Congress.

Mr. WHERRY, Isthere any objection
to deleting the word “duty” from the
paragraph?

Mr. TYDINGS. Not so far as I am
concerned. In my judgment that part
of the amendment is only about 2 per-
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cent of what we are trying to accomplish.
I should not object to eliminating all the
language after line 10 on page 2 of the
amendment.

Mr. WHERRY. Let us take it out.

Mr, TYDINGS. Of course, it is ob-
vious that some men who go to a draft
board and are excused from military
service because of working on a farm,
when they learn that they are physically
incapacitated for military service, will -
c2ase to work on the farm, knowing
that they will not be drafted because of
certain physical disabilities. It is my
opinion that as a question of specific
morelity, any man who is excused from
military service because of doing some
form of work essential to the war effort
should not be allowed to leave the work
when the situation changes in the way
I have described.

Mr. FERGUSON.
the Senator yield?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. As I read this sec-
tion, if we should delete the word “duty”
in line 10, page 2, of the amendment the
provision would still be in such form as
to meake it the duty of the registrant to
do the necessary thing, and therefore
the penalty would still be applicable.

Mr. TYDINGS. What would the Sen-
ator suggest?

Mr. FERGUSON. I suggest that the
language be stricken out. Under the law
es it stands today, if a man is classifizd
one day as IV-F the hoard may call him
in the next day and put him into limited
service.

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not think the
Sznator has caught the point which I
am attempting to make. L2t me cite a
possible situation. John Brown is ex-
cused from military service because he
is working on a farm in an essential en-
deavor and for him there is no replace-
ment.

Mr. FERGUSON. I understand that.

Mr. TYDINGS. He is exempt, al-
though he could have been called up for
military service and, to all intents and
purposes, could now be fighting in the
Army in France or in the Southwest
Pacific. For 6 months or a year after he
is deferred he is protected, so to speak,
frem military service and is called up
again by the draft board and tsld,
“Whether you are under the law of Con-
gress or not, we will take you becausz we
need you.” While they get ready to take
him they find that he is physiczally in-
capacitated for military service. In oth-
er words, to use the common parlancz of
the day, he is “IV-F'd.” He says, “There
is no use of my staying on the farm any
longer. It is true that I got out of mili-
tary service for a year under the guise
of being a farmer during the war; but
now that I find they will not take me be-
cause of physical inability, I am going to
lease the farm and take the train tomor-
row for Baltimore, Philadelphia, or New
York, where I can get 8 or 10 dollars a
day by working 8 hours a day and get
time and a half for overtime, and so
forth.” So, I think that a man who has
asked for military deferment because of
agricultural occupation finds he can be

Mr. President, will
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excused anyway on other grounds and
then does not stand by what he asked
for in the first place, is not entitled, in
the eyes of the veterans who are dying on
the battle front, to any further consid-
eration, and I would advise that the pen-
alty apply to a man who takes that posi-
tion without the permission of the draft
board.

Mr. REVERCOMB, Mr. WHERRY, and
Mr. MURDOCK addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Maryland yield; and if
so, to whom?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield first to the
SBanator from West Virginia, and then I
shell yield to the other S2nators.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, if
the able Sznator from Maryland will ob-
serve, I have taken the privilege of
placing in the substitute which I have
cffered largely the language of the
Tydings amendment.

Mr. TYDINGS., I am glad to know
that.

Mr. REVERCOMB. In the proposed

substitute it is directed to the local serv-.

jce boards, and requires that the boy be
left on the farm; and if he is essential
to farm work and cannot be replaced,
no penalty is imposed upon him. Now,
the case cited by the Senator from Mary-
land would be met under the substitute
for this reason——

Mr, TYDINGS. May I interrupt the
Senator for a moment to say that the
provision which has just been read and
to which the debate has been addressed
has nothing to do at all with the defer-
ment of an able-bodied man who has re-
ceived agricultural deferment from mili-
tary service.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Yes;
stand. :

Mr. TYDINGS. There is no penalty,
there is nothing of the sort that applies
to an able-bodied man who has received
agricultural deferment.

Mr. REVERCOMB. And who stays on
the farm?

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. It deals only
with the man who apparently thought
he is able-bodied, gets a deferment, and
escapes military service; then, finding he
is not able-bedied, says, “I do not intend
to work on the farm any more.”

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is so. I
should like to address myself to the sub-
stitute. Under the substitute measure,
in the first place, one deferred by the
Selective Service Board for farm work
as a necessary worker has no penalty
placed upon him whether he be able-
bodied or IV-F. If the IV-F man goes
back to the farm deferred and cannot
be accepted into the Army because of
his physical condition and he finds that
out and leaves the farm, then under the
bill of the committee there is nothing
that can be done to him.

Mr. TYDINGS. Butunder my amend-
ment there is.

Mr, REVERCOMB. Under the amend-
ment as written with the penalties in-
cluded in it. But let me state what
would happen under the substitute
amendment which has been offered. If
that man left the farm he would have to
go. into some work whether he was a
IV-F or able-hodied. Of course, if he is

I under-
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able-bodied and leaves the farm, he is
called up for military service; if he is
not, able-bodied but classified IV-F, un-
der this bill he has got to take a job
or become a loafer.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator means
under his proposed substitute bill.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Yes. If he be-
comes a loafer, he is called by the Selec-
tive Service and offered to the military
service, and, if they will not accept him,
the War Manpower Commission finds a
job for him and he must take it.

Mr. TYDINGS. Suppose he will not
take the job?

Mr. REVERCOMB. If he is able to
work, the same penalties would be im-
posed upon him as would be imposed on
the man who refused to accept service
when called by the draft board.

Mr. TYDINGS. In other words, if the
Selective Service Board says to John
Brown “Go into a plant and make shells,”
and he says, “I will not go,” he is sub-
ject to 5 years’ imprisonment and a
$10,000 fine under the substitute bill.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Yes; that is cor-
reet.

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall state how I
interpret it. There is no Member of the

-S=nate, so far as I know, who opposes, in

essence, the amendment I have proposed,
and as a matter of fact no one is opposed
to any of it except the last 10 lines, which
may be subject to a questionable inter-
pretation. I assume I have stated it
correctly. I feel this way about this
amendment: If a man has gotten de-
ferment frem military service upon his
statement that he is going to work on the
farm and no one can take his place, and
he subsequently finds, even though there
is no one to take his place, that he is
physically incapacitated for military
service and he uses that condition‘as a
means of avoiding work, and goes‘some
place else in violation of his first tefer-
ment, then whatever penalty is al¥eady
in the law for evasion of the draft or:any
other part of the draft machinerysought
to apply. That is my interpretation,
‘While there is no specific penalty, the
draft board can call back such a man
and reclassify him for limited military
service or anything they care to do, and
the penalty would be in keeping control
over him even though he had left the
farm.

Mr, MURDOCK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me?

Mr, TYDINGS. I yield first to the
Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. Would the Senator
from Maryland accept an amendment
striking out all the language after the
period following the word “board” in
line 10?

Mr, TYDINGS. I will tell the Senator
what I would suggest in the interest of
good legislation. I do not know as yet
whether we are going to have the House
bill or the committee hill or the substi-
tute bill, I think the suggestion of the
Senator from Nebraska is a good one,
that for the time being there be elimi-
nated all the remaining part from line 10
down to the end of the amendment.
However, when this bill goes fo confer-
ence there ought to be sufficient leeway
in conference to take care of a man wha
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originally was deferred because he was
working on a farm but who, finding him-
self unable to serve from a physical
point, left the farm and went back on
his original request.

Mr., President, I modify my amend-
ment by striking out on page 2, line 10,
after the word “board”, the remainder
of the amendment.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator
very much.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
amendment will be so modified.

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

Mr, TYDINGS.
from Ohio.

Mr. BURTON. As I understand the
Senator’s modified amendment and com-
paring it with the so-called committee
bill, it relates to section 11 of the bill, -
pages 21 and 22?

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct.

Mr. BURTON. Therefore, what it
would do to the bill that came from the
committee would be to strike out on page
22, line 7, all the language beginning
“It shall be the duty of any registrant
who is now or hereafter deferred” to the
end of the section? *

Mr. TYDINGS. '°That is correct.

Mr. BURTON. Biit it would leave in
the first provision of section 11, and
would add to it a new sentence, about
which, I believe, there is no controversy,
and which reads as follows:

Such deferment shall be made by said
board without consideration of any other
circumstance or condition whatsoevar; and
dlﬂ‘lng the pericd of such deferment for such
purpose, no other classification shall be made
by sald board.

Mr. TYDINGS. The

The

I yield to the Senator

Senator’s de-

-scription of the present situation is com-

pletely accurate.
Mr. BURTON. The part that would

‘remain in the Senator’s proposal would,

seem to me, from the history of the case,
to be without controversy. The Sena-
tor is striking out a sentence as to which
there has been some controversy because
of its penalty implications, but he would
be definitely amending the bill as it came
from the committee by striking out the
important paragraph as to which the
Senator has made some reference, indi-
cating how valuable it may be.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to.the amend-
ment, as modified, offered by the Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr. Ty¥pings] to the
amendment reported by the committee.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi-
dent——

Mr. TYDINGS. I promised to yield to
the junior Senafor from Utah, and for
the moment it had slipped my mind.

Mr. MURDOCK., Mr. President, I have
listened to the Senator with much inter-

_est, and, as I understand him now, his

amendment, by way of modification,
takes out— [

Mr. TYDINGS. All the IV-F cases.

Mr. MURDOCK. It seems to me that
if the language in question should be
stricken out, it would do this with the
boy on the farm: He is deferred on ac-
count of doing farm labor. Then he is
called up for induction. At that time his
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deferment is canceled, as I understand
deferment; is it not?

Mr. TYDINGS. No.

Mr. MURDOCEK. If he is physically
fit and is so found, he goes into the Army.

Mr. TYDINGS. No. The boy is called
up while his deferment is in existence.

Mr. MURDOCK. I understand.

Mr. TYDINGS. He is called up more
or less for what is called a reexamination
or reclassification. When he appears be-
fore the board, the first thing they do is
to examine him, and we might as well
tell the truth about the matter, the psy-
chological factor kack of it is that the
registrant is in a position where he is
afraid that if he does not do pretty much
as it is implied he should do, something
is going to happen to him. So there is
a certain amount of coercion. What in
the world is the use of examining a man
physically when a board has already said
he should be deferred because there is
no replacement for him in the commu-
nity?

Mr. MURDOCEK. I see no reason; but
1 take the position that when the board
calls him for induction and then finds
that he is physically unfit, certainly that
has canceled his deferment.

Let us apply the same type of provision
o a boy, working in some plant, who is
being deferred. Would the Senator from
Maryland want to say to the farm boy,
“Because your deferment has been can-
celed, because you have been determined
to be unfit, you must go back to the farm,
regardless”? Would the Senator want to
say that to the farm boy, and still say to
the boy who works in a plant, who is
called up, let us say, under the same cir-
cumstances, “Although we do this to the
farm boy, now that you are found to be in
IV-F, you can elect to go onto a farm if
you want to”? To me it is not logical.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is why we struck

_ it out, not that we are not in hasic agree-
ment as to the intrinsic merit of a provi-
sion dealing with this subject, but it is
perfectly obvious that it has not been
rounded into perfect shape, and we are
hoping that this matter will all be dealt
with in conference.

Mr. MURDOCK. I am glad it was de-
leted. g

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. MTr. President,
will the Senator from Maryland yield?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr, THOMAS of Utah. I have two
questions to ask, the first one of the
Chair, dealing with the parliamentary
situation. If we accept the modification
embodied in the Tydings amendment,
and adopt it, will that carry through the
modification to the bill which will be
before the Senate after action on the
Revercomb substitute?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is
gn amendment to the committee substi-

ute.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. 8o that it will
amend the committee substitute, regard-
less of any action taken on the Rever-
comb substitute?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Senator is correct.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The next
question I would ask of the Senator from
Maryland.

The

My, REVERCOMB. I desire.to ask a
question at that point.
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Mr. TYDINGS. I shall yield to the
Senator from West Virginia in a moment.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. In order that
I may have the wisdom and experience
of the Senator from Maryland in con-
ference, let me ask him to explain to us
exactly what the added sentence will do
to the amendment, if he will give us an
illustration such as the one he has given
us in regard to the boy who is deferred
for agricultural purposes.

Mr. TYDINGS. At the request of the
Senator from Utfah, I shall read the
amendment slowly as it now stands, and
then attempt in a few sentences, if I may,
to interpret it properly. It reads:

In carrying out the provisions of this
subsection * * * the selective-service
local hoard in classifying the registrant shall
base its findings solely and exclusively on
whether the registrant Is necessary to and
regularly engaged in an agricultural occcupa-
tion or endeavor essential to the war eflort
and whether a satisfactory replacement can
be obtained.

That was basically the original Tyd-
ings amendment. Now we have added
the words “without reference to the rela-
tive essentiality of the registrant to an
agricultural cccupation or endeavor as
compared with -any other occupation,
service, or endeavor.” That is new lan-
guage, and its purpose is this: The draft
boards have said, “We know that the
Tydings amendment is the law, but the
Selective Service has said to us in so
many words, ‘Notwithstanding the Tyd-
ings amendment, if you find we need this
boy more than the farmer needs him, go
ahead and take him anyway, whether
there is a replacement for him or not.’”

In order to cure that situation, we
have written into the amendment a pro-
vision that the requirements which I
read on page 1 shall be paramount with-
out i;pgard to any other service or occu-
pation whatsoever. So much for that,
I continue reading:

The foregoing provision of this sentence
shall apply upon any appeal or review of a
decision made thereunder by a selective-
service local board.

That is inserted so that after the local
board acts on a case the same formula
shall apply to the appeals board in the
determination of a case. I read further:

Buch deferment shall be made by sald
board without consideration of any other
circumstance or condition whatsoever.

That was inserted because it was
thought that, having tried to go around
the law once in a certain manner, we
would close that door and say, “You can-
not resort to anything else that will tear
down this amendment.” In other
words, Congress is in this position: In
order to carry out a perfectly plain and
frank and clear definition of policy here-
tofore agreed to, we have had to restate
it and write around it all sorts of safe-
guards to keep the executive agencies
from ignoring the wish and nullifying
the action of the Congress. I read
further:

And during the period of such deferment
for such purpose no other classification shall
be made by sald board,

That forbids the draft boards, while
the circumstances remain the same, from
calling a man back when there has been
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no change in conditions, as I have said,
and reclassifying him so as to put him
into the service, the will of Congress to
the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. AIKEN and Mr. REVERCOMB
addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Maryland yield; and
if so, to whom?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield first to the
Senator from Vermont, then I shall yield
to the Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. ATIKEN. I should like to ask the
Senator from Maryland whether his new
amendment, which requires the Selective
Service to obey the law of Congress,
would have any effect upon a situation
such as that which is prevalent in my
State? There are about 150 young men
in Vermont working on farms, mostly
their fathers’ farms, who put in 6 to 10
hours a day on the farm, then take the
milk from their farm to the milk plant,
and on the way collect milk from the
neighbors’ farms and carry that also.
It takes them 3 or 4 hours a day to do
that, so that they put in between 12 and
14 hours a day in zll, working on the
farm and carrying the milk, These boys
have been advised by their county farm
labor directors that they must stop car-
rying their neighbors’ milk, or they will
be classed as truck drivers and lose their
farm-labor deferment.

Mr. TYDINGS.: I think the ruling of
the board in the Senator’s State is ex-
treme, but I cannot say it is incorrect
for the following reason: I have had
brought to my attention a similar situa-
tion in my own State invelving deferred
men who on 1 day a week take a quan-
tity of butter into Baltimore City, where
they “huckster” it, as we say, and the
selective-service beard says such men
are not putting in their time on the farm
but are retail merchants. In another
case there was a man who ran a farm
during the day, with the help of his wife,
and operafed a filling station in limited
hours in the evening. The man was
stretching himself to the utmost, work-
ing all day long, and in the evening do-
ing this extra work in order to take ad-
vantage of the prosperity in the couniry
and make some extra money with which
to reduce the mortgage on his farm.

The point is that the minute a man
starts to depart from purely farm work
a multitude of situations arise, and if
latitude were given, an impossible con-
dition would exist until the whole of the
farm deferment program would fall into
disrepute. Whereas up to the present
time, so far as I know, the worker in
the factory, the man in the city, the
businessman, and the soldier and the
sailor and the airman on the front, are
all sympathetic with the evident intent
of Congress, properly applied, because
they do not feel that in the main the
program has been abused, but that it has
resulted in a considerable contribution
to the Nation’s total war effort. There-
fore, I would have to say to the Senator,
much as I sympathize with the situation
he has presented, that I doubt if we can
provide such exceptions as he suggests
in the law.

Mr. AIKEN. The individuals in ques-
tion are in a position where one agenrcy
of the Government is telling them to
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pool their products and efforts in order
to save tires and gasoline, and the Selec-
tive Service tells them that if they do
they will be drafted into the Army.

Mr, TYDINGS. Yes, but I think we
ought to be fair enough to consider such
a situation as this: Let us say there are
two boys, John Brown and William
Smith. They grew up in the same com-
munity. They are of the same age. One
goes out and faces the greatest danger on
the battle front, where he may be called
upon to give his all, his young life. The
other one, because of his particular
adaptability and the need on the farm,
escapes the danger of losing his life.
Therefore I believe that where a farm
deferment is given to one of two young
men, as it must be given all over America
in accordance with the example I have
presented, it ought to be for farm work
and for nothing else. I do not believe
that men who have been given the priv-
ilege of deferment because they are
needed on the farm ought to spread their
energy to huckstering, or to operations
involving the use of gasoline or to any-
thing else which is not a service on the
farm within the meaning of the defer-
ment provisions of the act.

Mr, ATKEN. I do not think such a
thing is happening.

Mr. TYDINGS. I do.

Mr. AIKEN. As one gets nearer to
large cities such things might happen,
but in my State the work involved is
simply the carrying of milk from the
farm to the milk plant, which may be
anywhere from 5 to 15 miles away. Al-
though probably there is no way of
changing the regulations, the result is
that many more men will be required to
do the same amount of work than would
otherwise be necessary.

Mr, TYDINGS. That maybe. Butin
order that the war effort may continue
the man ought to devote all his time to
creating or producing food, and if he does
not create or produce food, then he ought
not to have the privilege of deferment.
It is a privilege, a very high privilege,
made necessary because there is no other
way to produce the food than the way we
have provided. But the man who re-
ceives a deferment from military service
ought to meet the tests of civilian pro-
duction 10J) percent, and he ought not to
be deferred if he meets them only 99.44
percent.

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. A few moments
ago the chairman of the Military Affairs
Committee, the able Senator from Utah
[Mr. Taomas], made inquiry as to
whether the amendment, as modified by
the Senator from Maryland, was an
amendment to the commitiee amend-
ment or to the substitute which I offered.
I wish to say—as was correctly an-
swered—it is an amendment to the com-
mittee bill.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I wish to say to
the Senator that the exact language, as
now modified by the Senator from Mary-
land, is contained in my substitute as
originally offered.
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY., I want the distin-
guished Senator from Maryland to know
that I agree with him fully in what he
is trying to do. No one has rendered
a greater service in working out agricul-
tural deferment than has the Senator
from Maryland, and we all compliment
him for it.

If the Senator will follow what I shall
read, beginning in line 8, on page 2:

And during the period of such deferment
for such purpose, no other classification
shall be made by sald board.

Should not the words “of said regis-
trant” be inserted following the word
“classification?

Mr, TYDINGS. From what is the Sen-
ator reading?

Mr. WHERRY. The middle of line 8,
on page 2, of the Senator's amendment.
I simply make the suggestion to ‘the
Senator in order that the language may
be clarified.

Mr. TYDINGS. What is the Senator’s
suggestion? .

Mr. WHERRY. Beginning in line 8, on
page 2, the Senator’s amendment reads:

During the period of such deferment for
such purpose, no other classification shall
be made by sald board.

Should not the words “of said regis-
trant” be ‘inserted between the word
“classification” and the word “shall”?

Mr. TYDINGS. I think the insertion
of those words would strengthen the
provision. I have no objection to hav-
ing the words inserted. I perfect my
amendment by the insertion of the words
“of said registrant” between the words
“classification” and “shall.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The
Senator from Maryland has the rightf to
perfect his amendment in the way he
has done.

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

Mr, TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr, BUSHFIELD. I call the Sena-
tor’s attention in line 4 on page 1 of his
amendment to the following words,
“solely and exclusively on whether the
registrant is necessary.”

Let us suppose a case. A farmer has
two sons. The draft board decides that
the farm could be operated with one son.
So it puts the other son into I-A. He
is sent off to the induction center, but
fails in his examination and is not ac-
cepted, so he is back on the farm again.
When he comes back is the draft board
precluded from considering the fact that
the individual who was sent to the in-
duction center has been rejected? The
language of the amendment would seem
to imply that the only thing the draft
board could do would be to consider the
one item of essentiality for farm work,

Mr. TYDINGS, Of course, I do not
think such a thing as the Senator has
suggested would happen very often.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. I agree with the
Senator.

Mr. TYDINGS. In other words, a
man has either been already deferred
or he has not been deferred.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. But the draft
beard could, if it wanted to do so, again
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call a man for induction who had previ-
&usly failed in his physical examina-
on.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct,

Mr. BUSHFIELD., But under the
wording of the Senafor’s amendment is
the draft board prevented from consid-
ering that rejection?

Mr. TYDINGS. Oh, no. If the in-
dividual has been deferred because of
military incapacity, as in the case the
Senator mentioned, the one who has been
deferred because of physical incapacity
is a IV-F. What is the Senator's ques-
tion concerning the IV-F individual?

Mr. BUSHFIELD. As I understand
the Selective Service Act, generally, the
draft board could send him again to an
induction center, even though he had
been rejected.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is eorrect.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. But does not the
language of the _Senator's amendment
which I have read prevent the board
from considering the previous rejection
at all?

Mr, TYDINGS. No.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Would not that
language prevent the board from consid-
ering anything butfagncult.ural essen-
tiality?

Mr. TYDINGS. No. it would not; not
if the individual had already been de-
ferred because of physical incapacity, be-
cause obviously he could not again be

-called for military service unless he had

been cured of his physical disability.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. He could be called,
of course, but he could not be inducted.

Mr. TYDINGS. The original intent of
the so-called Tydings amendment was
to exempt only men who were going to be
taken into the military service for whom
there was no replacement.

Mr. BUSHFIELD, That is true.

Mr. TYDINGS, We are now dealing
with men who could not be taken into
the military service because of physical
disability. In my opinion such men al-
ways remain under the jurisdiction of the
draft board for further examination or
for further classification, depending
upon whether they improve, and what
the situation is.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. So the language of
the Senator's amendment would not pre-
vent that?

Mr. TYDINGS. No. I do not think
50.

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

Mr., TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. BARKELEY. Insuch a case, where
the farmer had two sons, and the draft
board decided that the farm could be
operated by one of them, and the other
one was sent to an induction center, and
was turned down for physical reasons,
and returned home, then the draft board
could consider whether the other one
who had been left home originally should
be taken.

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; because the one
with a defect who returned home would
be a replacement for the cther.

"Mr. BARKELEY., Or the board could
send the first one back to the induction
center if he were found qualified and fit
to go into the Army.

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. In either case it
would be a question of providing a re-
placement.
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. Mr. President, I ask for a vote on my
amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Maryland [(Mr.
Typines], as modified, to the commitiee
amendment.

The amendment, as modified, was
agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question now is on the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from West Virginia
[Myr. REVERCOoMB] in the nature of a sub-
stitute for the amendment reported by
the committee,

Mr. THOMAS of Utah obtained the
floor,

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr, President,
if any Senator wishes to speak concern-
ing the Revercomb substitute I will yield
the ficor.

Mr. TAPT. Mr. President, I offer the
amendment which I send to the desk and
ask to have stated.

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. The
amendment to the committee amend-
ment will be stated.

The Caier CLErRK, In the committee
amendment on page: 16, line 8, it is pro-
posed to strike ouf the period, insert a
colon, and the following proviso:

Provided, That no regulation or interpre-
tation shall be issued, or action taken, by the
Chairman of the War Manpower Commission
which reduces the employment ceiling of
any regular publication, daily, weekly, or
. monthly, or of any news-gathering or news-
disseminating organization, below the num-
ber employed in any such publication or or-
ganization in any month in the year 1944.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Tarr] to the committee substitute.

Mr, TAFT. Mr. President, the heart
of the committee substitute is contained
in section 4 (b), in which the Chairman
of the War Manpower Commission, by
himself, and individually, is given power
to prescribe employment ceilings in
designated areas, activities, or places of
employment, fixing the maximum num-
ber of workers, by age, sex, or occupa-
tional qualifications, who may be there
employed, and prohibiting the employ-
ment of workers beyond such maximum
number,

I think it is admitted that with such
. power the Chairman of the War Man-
power Commission might close up any
establishmentinthe United States. That
probably is the most arbitrary power
ever given anyone to deal with employers
or plants. I have some doubt about the
wisdom of granting such broad powers
at all, and that question may be dis-
cussed; but I feel perfectly confident
that that power ought not to be given
to the Chairman of the War Manpower
Commission over any part of the press of
the United States. He ought not to have
the power to close up any newspaper or
magazine, He ought not to have the
power to close any regular reporting
agency. I do not think that anyone has
alleged that an excessive number of per-
sons are engaged in that industry. No
evidence of that kind has been presented.
As a matter of fact, nearly all the news-
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papers and publications had fewer em-
ployees in 1944 than they had before.
' My amendment is as follows:
Provided, That no regulation or interpre-
tation shall be issued, or action taken, by
the Chairman of the War Manpower Comw
mission which reduces the employment ceil-
ing of any regular publication, daily, weekly,
or monthly, or of any news-gathering or
news-disseminating organization, below the
number employed in any such publication
or organization in any month in the year
1944,

Under the terms of my amendment,
no one could start a new newspaper or
publication in order to evade the draft.
The amendment simply provides that in
the case of organizations which were op-
erating in the year 1944, and employing
a certain number of persons, the num-
ber of persons so employed may not be
reduced.

I believe there is one thing upon which
we can all agree, and that is that we
should maintain in this country, to the
very greatest possible extent, the freedom
of the press. It seems to me that the
press is a unique case. It sets no ex-
ample for any other industry. I very
much hope that the chairman of the
committee may see fit to accept my
amendment, which I believe could in no
possible way hinder the successful op-
eration of the act.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Ohio yield?

Mr. TAFT. 1 yield to the Senator
from EKentucky.

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 agree with the
Senator from Ohio, and intend to sup-
port his amendment. In the commitiee
I offered an amendment to strike out the
entire provision, because there is no ques-
tion that the Chairman of the War Man-
power Commission would have power to
establish zero ceilings and thereby, as the
Senator has suggested, put anyone out of
business, I believe that we ought not to
give him such power. We were not suc-
cessful in the committee in having that
provision stricken from the bill; but I
hope before the bill is passed that another
attempt will be made, and that we may
be more successful. Certainly the press
ought not to be subject to such power.
Meny other industries ought not to be
subject to it.

Mr, TAFT. I believe that the press
represents a peculiar case. I feel that the
press ought not to be limited at all in its
employment. Possibly if the provision as
applied to other industries is to be
changed, it may be desirabletolimit con-
trol over employment ceilings to 50 per-
cent, or some other figure. However, I
am glad that the Senator intends to sup-
port this amendment. I hope the chair-
man of the committee will accept it.

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope to interest
the Senator in an amendment to strike
out the entire provision.

Mr. TAFT. I shall be glad to support
such an amendment if it is offered.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President,
the question is not a vital one, if I may
judge from the expressions offered in the
committee. Senators who pointed out
that there was power in the bill to reduce
employment cei]jnga to zero were an-
swered almost entirely by the statement
that it would not be done. I think there
is no doubt in the mind of anyone that
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no administrator in the United States
would attempt to close out a newspaper
by this method.

It was deemed by the committee that
it was better to have no exceptions, and
I myself feel that the committee was wise
in providing no exceptions. But no Sen-
ator can talk against making an excep-
tion of this kind, because no one can con-
ceive of any administrator attempting to
curtail or interfere with the press.
Therefore the acceptance of the amend-
ment should hinge on whether the Szn-
ate wishes to make any exceptions. If
we start making exceptions there will be
no end of them. It is probably better
that we have faith in the administrator
to cooperate within both the spirit and
the letter of our Constitution,

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I
appreciate what the able chairman of the
Senate Military Affairs Committee has
said. In many cases all that it is neces-
sary to do to close a newspaper in the
country is to take away one printer.
Some of them are being closed now.
Many of them have only one printer or
one linotype operator. If he is taken
away, the plant must close.

Clause (2) of subsection (b) of section
4 provides that the Chairman of the War
Manpower Commission shall have au-
thority—

(2) To prchibit or regulate the hiring, re-
hiring, solicitation, or recruitment of new
workers by employers. No employer shall
hire or retain in his employ any individual
in violatioh of such regulations.

I do not wish to indicate a lack of trust
in any Government cfficial, but I do not
intend to vote to give any man the power
to do what is sugzgested.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Tarr] to the commitiee substitute.
[Putting the question.] The Chair is in
doubt, : ‘

Mr. TAFT, Mr. President, I ask for a
division,

On a division, the amendment to the
amendment was rejected.

Mr, BUSHFIELD. I suggest the sh-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Alken Hawkes Overton
Bailey Hayden Pepper
Bankhead Hickenlooper Radcliffe
Barkley Hiil Reed

BEilbo Hoey Revercomb
Briggs Johnson, Callf. Robertson
Burton Johnson, Colo. Russell
Bushfield Johnston, 8. C. Saltonstall
Butler Kilgore Shipstead
Byrd La Follette Stewart
Capehart Langer Taft

Capper MeCarran Taylor
Chandler McClellan Thomas, Idaho
Chavez McFarland Thomas, Okla.
Cordon McEellar Thomas, Utah
Donnell McMahon Tobey
Downey . Magnuson Tunnell
Eastland Maybank Tydings
Ellender Mead Vandenberg
Ferguson Millikin Wagner
Fulbright Mitchell Walsh
George Moore Wheeler
Gerry Morse Wherry
Green Murdock White
Gulley Murray Wiley
Gurney Myers Willis

Hart O'Dantel Wilson
Hatch O'Mahoney
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
Eighty-three Senators having answered
to their names, a guorum is present.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I have
been supporting the Tydings amend-
ment. I desire to give the reasons why
I am in favor of it. I wrote to the De-
partment of Agriculture, and on the 28th
of February I received a letter from the
director of the western division of 'the
Agricultural Adjustment Administra-
tion, Mr. Geissler. I might add, Mr.
President, that his letter is a report re-
garding just one State, but it is typical
of the agricultural States. Let me say
very frankly that I do not see how Gan--
eral Hershey can possibly keep on taking
the boys the way he has been taking
them in my State and at the same time
have the Department of Agriculture ex-
pect to carry out-the program it has an-
nounced for North Dakota. The letter
to which I have referred, from the head
of the western division of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Administration, reads
as follows:

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE, AGRICULTURAL
ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1945.
Hon. WiLLiam LANGER,
United Siates Senate.

DeAr SeNaTor Lancer: I thought that you
might like a report at this time on the past
year's production and the 1845 production
goals adopted by North Dakota agricultural
leaders after careful study of national food
requirements and the State's capacity to
preduce.

You will note from the attached table that
farmers in North Dakota are again asked to
carry out another big preduction job. In
total, it compares very closely with the 1944
effort with the exception of the flaxseed goal
on which North Dakota farmers are asked to
carry a large part of the critical need for an*
expanded acreage. While the 1945 job ap-
pears comparable to the huge assignment
carried out by the State's farmers in 1944, it
is in fact a bigger job because it is compli~
cated by the effects of another year of war
which means that shortages may be even
more acute in many farm production facill-
ties,

Since the adoption of the BState goals,
meetings have been held at which county
representatives have also joined in the ac-
ceptance of these goals as a war assignment
for the State. The farmer-committeemen of
the Agricultural Adjustment Agency and
representatives of other farm groups are al-
ready actively at work informing farmers of
the 1945 food requirements and developing
farm plans to meet these goals.

_The 1945 goals for North Dakota, as you
will notice, represent very sharp increases
over the acreages and livestock numbers in
the 1837-41 period. It is a very large assign-
ment that is asked of North Dakota farmers,
but they have already indlcated that they
stand ready to make a real drive to carry
through to another year of outstanding pro-
duction. This was displayed very clearly in
the reactions to the flaxseed goal. They
were ready to produce it if it was needed for
the war, but at the same time they wanted
to be sure that it was a war need for which
they were producing. The §5-per-acre pay-
ment which the Congress meade possible
through special authorization will furnish a
very great incentive in attaining the needed
production of this high-risk crop. The flax-
seed goal has become a Government-farmer
cooperative war project which has moved the
goal from the impossible category to the
difficult.

While labor is the problem of greatest con-
cern to the farmers at present and the one
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that will have the most influence on their
1945 plans, the transportation problem is also
very citical and can very easily result in a
major storage problem at harvest time,
Shortages must also be reckoned with in

virtually all of the production facilities. .

However, it appears that farmers generally
will plant to meet war needs again this year
and rely upon their own ingenuity and maxi-
mum cooperation to pull them through what
they very clearly see as their toughest pro-
duction assignment of the war.

‘I wish to repeat that statement, Mr,
President: The Agricultural Adjustment
Administration says it is the toughest
job that these farmers have ever been
called upon to do.

I continue to read the letter:

The A. A. A. farmer-committeemen, as in
the past, will be working with farmers
throughout the entire prcduction period to
assist them in meeting the obstacles to pro-
duction that might seem impossible if the
need to overcome them was less important.
If courage and extra effort will get the job
done, I am confident that North Dakota’s
farmers will come through with another ouft-
standing contribution toward meeting war's
huze food requirements.

On the right-hand side of the attached
table is a comparison of North Dakota's 1944
production with average production in the
1937-41 period. It tells a story of a tre-
mendous production for the war effort and
I am sure that you have seen accounts in
North Dakota papers of what this has meant
in the way of vastly increased State income.

Such sharp increases in production have
taken their toll in soil resources, but North
Dakota farmers have been aware of this
drain on their soll and have carried out a
rather heavy conservation effort along with
the record production job. BShortages of
farming facilities might have been expected
to reduce their conservation work, but actu-
ally they carried out a record amount of con-
servation under the agricultural conserva-
tion program of the Agricultural Adjustment
Agency, The Government assistance to
North Dakota farmers on the soil and water
conservation practices carried out under the
1044 A.A. A, program are estimated to be
close to £6,000,000 compared to $4,810,000 of
assistance on conservation in 1943. Much of
the big increase in North Dakota production
is the result of conservation work carried out
under former A. A. A, programs. I am greatly
impressed in driving through the State these
days by the very marked improvement in
farming methods that have been made in
North Dakota in the last 10 years. As a
North Dakota farmer I get a real feeling of
pride out of this and you, ‘of course, have
reason for even greater satisfaction in what
has been accomplished in this way. It is an
accomplishment of great value to the State
and the Nation as well as the individual
farmers who have benefited.

When the North Dakota farmer-committee-
men have completed the important 1945 farm
plan sign-up, and accurate estimates can be
made of the total of the farm goals that
your farmers voluntarily set for themselves,
I will report to you our success in the first
phase of the 1945 production efiort,. We
must first get the needed acreages planted.
I will also advise you at that time regarding
our progress on the 1845 agricultural con-
servation program and the -production prob=
lems that are being encountered.

Sincerely yours,
G. P. GEIS5LER,
Director, Western Division.

Mr. President, in order that Senators
may understand the situation our
farmers confront, and what they are
asked to do, I read from some tables
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which have come directly from the De-
partment of Agriculture. :

Take, for example, the matter of sows
which must farrow in the spring. The
yearly average between 1937 and 1941 was
99,000. In 1945 the farmers were asked
for 190,000 sows, an increase of 92 percent
of parity, or 192 percent. Mind you, Mr.
President, this request was in spite of
the fact that last year the O. P. A, set
ceiling prices by which the farmers of
North Dakota were robbed of hundreds
of thousands of dollars. It was at a time
when the 5 packing plants refused to
buy North Dakota hogs because, so they
said, they had no room for refrigera-
tion. They were buying hogs weighing
less than 200 pounds, and hogs weighing
more than 330 pounds, at a discount of
4 or 5 cents a pound. The result was
that some of our farmers who were un-
able to pay $1 a bushel for barley, and
from $1.10 to $1.15 a bushel for corn to
feed the hogs, which were rapidly attain-
ing more than top weight, sometimes had
to sell them at a sacrifice.

Let us take the matter of corn. The
average for the 5-year period to which
I have referred was 1,109,000 acres. This
vear the Department of Agriculture
wants us to plant 1,283,000 acres.

The yearly average for oats from 1937
to 1941 was 1,816 000 acres, This year
the Depattment of Agriculture wants us
to plant 2,560,000 acres.

The yearly average for barley during
the same period was 1,852,000 acres.
This year our farmers are asked to plant
2,640,000 acres.

The yearly average for wheat during
the same period was 8,749,000 acres.
This year our farmers are asked to plant
10,000,000 acres.

The average yearly acreage of flax-
seed for the 5-year period was 564,000
acres. This year, believe it or not ,the
Department of Agriculture wants us to
plant 1,807,000 acres, or more than three
times the former average acreage.

Our average yearly acreage of Irish
potatoes was 143,000 acres. This year we
have been asked to plant 187,000 acres.

Our average yearly acreage of alfalfa
seed was 18,000 acres. This year we have
been asked to plant 40,000 acres.

I now come to the subject of cattle, and
I invite the attention of the junior Sen-
ator from Nebraska [Mr, WHERRY], who
has been very much interested in that
subject. I am sure that the figures
which I shall present with reference to
North Dakota will correspond very nearly
to those with reference to Nebraska.

For the 5-year period to which I have
already referred the number of cattle and
calves raised in North Dakota was 1,256,-
000. This year the Department of Agri-
culture wants us to raise 37 percent more
or 1,720,000 head.

I am sure that the distinguished junior
Senator from Nebraska will recall that
only a few weeks ago he stood beside me
on the Senate floor and told me that the
feeding lots in Nebraska were empty,
and that the farmers there were losing
money. He was appealing most elo- .
quently for relief,

For sheep and lambs, the average for
the 5-year period in North Dakota was
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913,000. This year we are asked to pro-
duce 1,058,000.

For the 5-year period between 1937 and
1841, North Dakota raised 7,097,000
chickens, For 1945 the Department of
Agriculture wants the farmers of North
Dakota to produce 11,500,000 chickens.

The Department of Agriculture has not
yet fixed the quota on eggs, but they want
us to produce more milk. For the 5-
year period to which I have referred the
average yearly production of milk in
North Dakota was 1,985,000,000 pounds,
and for 1945 we are asked to produce
2,152,000,000 pounds.

Mr, President, I have not counted them,
but I have before me approximately 500
letters which have come to me within the
past 10 days. I wish to read some of
them af this time. Any Senator who
wishes to do so may examine them.
They are practically all alike. I now
hold in my hand one from Manfred, N.
Dak., written on the 25th day of Janu-
ary, which is about the time the letters
commenced coming .to me. It was
shortly after General Hershey had issued
the call which really set aside the
Tydings amendment. The letter was as
follows: ;

We want to inform you that awful things
are going- on here. All the boys who had
still been deferred are now being sent to
Fort Snelling. While they are gone we do
not know what to do with the stock and
sheep. There is just too much work for old
farmers and worn-out mothers to do. What
must be done with these fresh and calving
cows and lambing sheep?

‘We expect you to help us now, not next
week or later. See that these boys who are
s&till on the farm stay.

Yours respectfully.
Mr. and Mrs. B. E, FEugr,

Here is a letter from Fredonia, N. Dak,
I might say that these letters are avail-
able to any Senator who cares to ex-
amine them. Inotice thatsome Senators
are nodding their heads, indicating that
probably they have received similar let-
ters by the score. The letter from Fre-
donia reads as follows:

FREDONIA, N. DAK,, Jammry 25, 1945.

DeArR Mr. LawcEr: I will ask you a ques=
tion. I am & farmer. I own 5 quarters of
land—350 acres crop land—and a full line of
machinery, 45 head of cattle, some horses,
hogs, and everything. Bo, I got one boy.

”
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He is 18 years old. Now, that's all the help T
got beside me. I am 45. BSo, what can I
do when they ecall him in the Army? My
wife is in poor health, Is there any chance
for me to keep him at home? When they

- call on him, I got to quit farming as soon as

they call him. So, please let me know as

soon as you can, I always depend on

LANGER.
Yours.

Frep WESZNER.

Here is one from Burnstad, N. Dak.:

% BurNSTAD, N, DAK.
Hon. WiLLIAM LANGER:
Received your letter some time ago about

the new set-up which passed In Congress

and am very glad of some of the things.
But the most thing I'd like to know or
like to have is hired help. We all know and
all hear that the IV-F's are going to be drafted
s0 I would like to know if I couldn’t keep
one back. Ifarm a little better than 300 acres
and bave 80 head of cattle which to be taken
care of and am all alone, which is too much
work. Am 46 years old, farming all my life.
Would appreciate very much if you could do
something for me.
Let me know soon.
Yours truly.
WENTELL BECKER,

Here is a letter from Solen, N. Dak.:

Sorewn, N. Dax., January 23, 1945,
Benator WiLLiAM LANGER,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DEar Mgr. Lancer: I am writing to you
asking for advice about my son. He 15 in
class II-C now until May. But they want to
take all the farm boys to Fort Snelling that
are in IT-C.

I am a sick man. I was to see the doctor
last week and he cannot help me. Please
see what you can do about it and let me
know right away. I would appreciate it very
much. I plant over 400 acres of crop and
have 45 head of cattle. He is the only one
that can work. I have two girls and another
baoy, yet, that is going to school. He also is
slck with hay fever and cannot work. The
doctor sald not to keep him on the farm
because that won't help him, That is why
I am' gending him to school.

Sp please help me so my son won't have to
go. “If they take him I have to quit farming
and without farming I cannot make a living.

Very truly yours,
Jacos HEINERT.

So I could go on with letters, Mr. Pres-
ident, but-the ones I have read are typi-
cal.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield? 7

North Dakota
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Mr. LANGER. I yield to the Senator
from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask
the distinguished Senator from North
Dakota if he has continued to get letters,
as I have, even after the so-called cor-
rective Hershey directive went out, noti-
fying the local draft boards to comply
strictly with the law as set forth in the
Tydings amendment. Does the Senator
still have letters coming to him from dif-
ferent draft boards?

Mr. LANGER. Let me say to the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Nebraska
that when I got these letters I packaged

“them and got in touch with General

Hershey., When I went to see him he
commenced to tell me that the Tydings
amendment had been—I say set aside,
but he used other words. I said, “Very
well, General, it will be a great favor to
me if you will talk directly to the people
of North Dakota.” The result was we
went over to a radio station and there
we made a 15-minute record, of which
General Hershey took about 1315 min-
utes. We advertised that fact in North
Dakota and General Hershey talked di-
rectly to the farmers of the State of
North Dakota. I thought that would be
a fair way. Notice was given to all the
draft boards so that they could listen in.
That record was broadcast not only once
but several times, not only by one radio
station but by practically every radio
station in the State of North Dakota.
‘When he got through explaining to the
farmers of North Dakota, Mr. President,
believe it or not, I received more letiers,
let me say in reply to the distinguished
junior Senator from Nebraska, than I got
before that record was broadcast on
those radio stations, some of them in
Nebraska, so I have no doubt the junior
Senator from Nebraska had much cor-
respondence along the same line. I con-
tinued to receive letters from farmers
who said they had heard General Her-
shey talking over the radio.

Now I ask unanimous consent to place
the table in the Recorp at this point in
my remarks—the table accompanying
Mr. Geissler’s letter.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, permission is granted.

The table is as follows:

1945 goals with comparisons 1944 produoction with comparisons
Cammodity Qoal as 1944 as
Unit 1945 goal 1937-41 average | percent of Unit 1944 production | 1937-41 average | percent of
average average
Corn. -| Acre__ 1, 283, 000 1, 100, 000 116 36, 250, 000 21, 017, 000 172
Oats. Acre. 2, 560, 000 1, B16, 000 141 82, 041, 000 38, 098, 000 215
Barley. Acre. 2, 640, 000 1, 850, 000 142 59, 062, 000 28, 781, 000 205
Wheat. Acre.. 10, 000, 000 8, 740, 000 114 161, 630, 000 §8, 437, 000 183
I Acre__ 1, 807, 000 564, 000 320 7, 661, 000 2, 563, 000 209
Jrish potat Acre.. 187, 000 143, 000 131 20, 875, 000 13, 539, 000 154
Legume seods:
Alfalfa___ Acre.. 40, 000 18, 000 222 27,000 20, 600 135
Bweet clover. Acre__ 20, 000 20, 000 69 29, 000 T4, 000 a9
Bows farrowed:
Spring Number. 190, 000 99, 000 162 160, 000 98, 000 162
P Num| ™ 16000 [ anasnsnns. 25, 000 18, 000 156
On farms Jan, 1:
Cattle and calves Number. 21, 720, 000 1, 256, 000 137 #1, 905, 000 1, 256, 000 152
Bheep and lambs_.___ Number 41, 058, 000 913, 000 116 5 967, 000 913, 000 106
Raised on farms: . E
Chick N Number. 11, 500, 000 ' 087, 000 162 12, 308, 000 7, 007, 000 173
Turkeys. . Num! 1, 200, 000 424,000 | - 84 992, 000 1, 424, 000 70
Farm production:
E Dozen (O] 27, 917, 000 Dozen... 55, 667, 000 27,917, 000 199
Pound......co...| 8152000, 000 1,m',nw, 000 108 | Pound...ceevaesa-| 2 183,000,000 | 1,985 000, 000 110
17To be announced later, 3 Jan, 1, 1946, § Jan, 1, 1945, 4 No State goals established.
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Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, I also
have before me a table furnished by
J. M. Thompson, Assistant Director,
Western Division, Agricultural Adjust-
ment Agency, showing the harvested
acreage and production of grains for
various years.

Mr. Geissler in his letter stated what
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a very fine job the farmers of North Da-
kota had done. I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp the
table furnished by Mr. Thompson, be-
cause it shows that without exception
the production of corn, wheat, oats, bar-
ley, flaxseed, and grain sorghum was
greater in 1944 than in any previous

Harvested acreage and production—Grains
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yvear. I did not mention rye because it
happens the year was a poor one for
rye and the figures for rye are a little
bit less.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the table may be printed
in the RECORD.

The table referred to is as follows:

Harvested acreage (thousands of acres) Production (thousands of bushels)
Averager| 1oe0 | e | aea2 | 1043 | 1eas [AVrage ) e | ogom | ez | 1943 | 194
Corn. 99, 04! £6,738 | 86,186 | 80,488 | 04,456 | 97,235 |2,307, 452 |2, 440, 200 |2, 677, 517 3,175,154 3,084, 354 | 3,228 361
Wheat______ —---| 55,743 | 52,080 | 55042 | 40,464 | 50,048 | 50,309 | 745, 575 | “816, 608 3,127 | 981,327 | 841,023 | 1,078,647
L e R e e T TN e R SR, 36,653 | 85,398 | 37,065 | 87,899 , 206 | 38,984 |1,016,061 |1,235,628 |1, 180, 663 (1,358, 730 |1, 137, 504 | 1, 166,302
Barley. 10,732 | 13,406 | 14,220 | 16,782 | 14,768 | 12,359 | 226,46 , 235|362, 426,150 | 824,150 | 234,426
Rye ___ 3,208 3,210 3, 570 3,837 2,755 2,254 | a7, 40, 601 57,341 | 30,452 25, 872
Flaxseed. __. A 1,780 3, 180 3,275 4,402 5, 847 2,784 11, 252 31,127 82, 285 40), 66 51, 846 23, 527
Grain sorghums (for grain) . oo oo mceceeeae , 063 10, 825 5, 082 5, 206 6, 662 9,117 52,747 | 121,871 | 111,784 | 107,245 | 103,864 181, 766
T s 943 1,069 1,214 1,477 , 468 1,466 | 45712 | 52,754 | 51,323 | 66,363 | 64,843 70,287
Total. ... 212,981 | 206,201 | 208,054 | 200,241 | 214,008 | 223,518 |4, 443,158 |, 066, 614 |5, 404, 145 (6, 212, 870 |5, 588, 136 | 6, 059, 218
Source: Annual Summary, Crop Production, BAE,
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, T wish cannot get it. Send a telegram to an other words, $136,000 was put up in the

to call the attention of the Senate to
another very important matter, namely,
that of farm machinery. Last year I
conducted a series of hearings, and in
the one little county of Hettinger alone,
of which the county seat is Moti, the
county agent testified that because they
did not have proper machinery the farm-
ers there lost more than a million bushels
of wheat and flaxseed. When I returned
to Washington I took the matter up with
the War Production Board and was in-
formed the situation would be remedied.
They said that no longer would farm ma-
chinery be rationed. I call the atten-
tion of the junior Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. BusarieLn] to this state-
ment, because I conducted one of my
meetings in a county adjoining his State,
and I found the situation to be exactly
the same in South Dakota as it was in
North Dakota. The War Production
Board said that more farm machinery-
would be manufactured. “The time
was,” they said, “when many tractors
and combines were sent to Canada; they
have been taken right by the doors of
the farmers of North and South Dakota
through Portal to Canada, but that is a
thing of the past.”

I called the attention of the distin-
guished Senator the other day to the fact
that in the little town of Portal, one little
port of entry, in the month of July and
the first 2 weeks in August last year,
while the farmers of the Northwest were
begging for combines and tractors,
through that 1 little town in 6 weeks
there were shipped 355 combines and 655
rubber-tired tractors. They were taken
right by the doors of the farmers of the
United States under lend-lease and ex-
ported to Canada.

What is the situation foday? Farm-
ers keep writing and telegraphing for
machinery, and when we go over to the
War Production Board what do they tell
us? A few weeks ago they said the con-
cerns manufacturing farm machinery
were nearly 40 percent behind schedule.
It is not quite so bad now. A farmer
telegraphs and says, “I want a wheel,
just a wheel for an old drill,” and he
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implement house in North Dakota, and
it will be found it cannot furnish it.
Farmers telegraph for plows and can-
not get them. They cannot get trac-
tors; they cannot get binders; they can-
not get drills, Yet, in spite of that, we
find that the A. A. A. and the Agricul-
tural Department are asking farmers to
raise larger crops than they ever raised
before in their history.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from North Dakota yield?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

‘Mr. WHERRY. I do not care to in-
terrupt the argument the Senator is
making, but I should like to make an
observation relative to the demand for
farm machinery by farmers throughout
our section.

Located about 40 miles from where I
live in Nebraska there is a town called
Beatrice. Recenfly a farm sale was held
there, because the farmer who had op-
erated the farm had passed on, and his
widow, who was the administratrix of
his estate, advertised the farm for sale.
It is a fine farming community, and the
farm home was like a great number of
others in that section. It was not un-
usually large, but, on the other hand,
it was a good sized home. This sale was
not one of the ordinary commercial
sales, such as a sale where a great deal
of machinery is offered.

It so happened that 3 years before the
farmer bought a new row-crop Farm-all
tractor. Selling some of the machinery
that goes through the O, P, A. routine
sometimes involves a great deal of diffi-
culty, so the banker told the widow to
advertise the tractor for $300, and ask
that those who wanted to buy should
bring certified bank checks, because they
wanted no question abeut settlement, or
any question about whether the pay-
ment would go through the O. P. A,
whether it was over or under the price
fixed. In this community, which is just
about like all average farm communities
in eastern North Dakota, on the after-
noon when the tractor was sold 170 farm-
ers put up certified checks for $800 apiece
to buy that one farm road fractor. In

effort of these farmers to buy one used
tractor.

Mr. President, that gives some idea
of the scarcity of farm machinery. I
think it is one of the most unfortunate
conditions that have come to my atten-
tion. In the Senate we are talking
about legislation to provide against un-
employment. After the war ends there
will’be so much consumer demand that,
in my opinion, we shall not be able to
meet it. Our manufacturers have not
made an automobile for 4 years, and
before the war they made 5,000,000 each
year. They have not made a washing
machine or a radio. The junior Senator
from Indiana [Mr. CareHART] knows
about that. None of these articles could
go on the market in the last few years.
On top of that, there is machinery that
is worn out, and replacements are now
needed. Yet the officials in the Gov-
ernment agencies in Washington have
allocated these things under lend-lease
to countries which either cannot or will
not use the implements, and allocated
them to other departments which could
not use them.

I call attention fo what has been re-
ferred to by the distinguished Senator
from North Dakota, that in order to have
food produced for the Army and the
civilian population some machinery must
be afforded now to the good old United
States of America. These stories spell
what we need. We need farm machin-
ery, especially so since the farm boys
have been taken off the farms under the
directive of General Hershey.

I desire to say one more thing, al-
though I do not wish to break in on the
Senator's argument.

Mr. LANGER. I want the Senator to
take all the time he desires.

Mr. WHERRY. In Nebraska last year
we had the largest corn crop in the his-
tory of the State, and at the time when
the Hershey directive was issued, which
we have been trying to clarify under the
Tydings amendment, there were 100,000,-

000 bushels of corn in the fields not even

shucked, most of it lying on the ground
because corn pickers were not available
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and we did not have the boys to shuck
the corn. No farm boys, no farming

equipment, no repairs, no transportation,.

no lumber, no cribbing, and to keep con-
sistent with agriculture the departments
and agencies say “No” to all appeals for
aid.

Now the Government is asking for an
increase of 13%% percent all along the line
in production of food; yet it has taken
the boys, under what I call a circumven-
tion of the Tydings amendment, and is
not giving our farmers the machinery
with which to replace the old machinery,
or providing men to replace the boys
taken off the farms to do the hand work.

If this country is to go forward this

¥year in the production of the agricultural
supplies which are so badly needed, the
. departments must make available some
of the machinery required for farm pur-
poses, and furnish it to the farmers, in-
stead of sending it across the water to
countries where the people do not even
know how to use it.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, let me
call the Senator’s attention to one other
matter before he takes his seat. I spoke
a few days ago about some of the non-
farm tractors, tractors set aside to fix up
golf courses, so that some can go out
and play golf.

Mr. WHERRY. Let me tell the Sen-
ator about that. That was one reason
why on February 19, 1945, I introduced
Senate bill 585. It was to help the boys
who come back from the service and put
more machinery on the farm. When the
men in industry go to their positions
their tools are there, but in the case
of veterans who come back from the
service and want to go back on the farm,
where they have liquidated their ma-
chinery, where they sold out, they cannot
resume the operation of their farms, even
though they have the farms, because of
the scarcity of machinery. If they go
to the retailers they find they have or-
ders stacked in some places so high that
a veteran would not get a piece of ma-
chinery for the next 2 or 3 years. So
we investigated and we found that farm
machinery was being manufactured for
nonfarm agencies, and that there is a
great deal of nonfarm machinery manii-
factured and allocated on order.

Take the case of manure spreaders.
The idea of a nonfarm manure spreader.
I do not know where it would bz used.
Or take a nonfarm tractor. I was told
by an official of one of the largest imple-
ment firms that they had 800 tractors on
order for nonfarm use, and they had to
be bought by institutions or by those who
are not in the farming business. Yet
they are farm tractors.

Therefore I introduced Senate bill 585,
providing for the transfer of those imple-
ments to the War Food Administration
for distribution where they will be in
essential use. Let us get these tractors,
and let us get the manure spreaders, and
the other implements, on the farms,
where they belong. A great volume of
equipment which the farmers could get,
is lying in the wholesale and retail
houses. There are all kinds of imple-
ments manufactured today for civilian
purposes which the farmers cannot get,
yet they are in dire need of tractors right
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now in order to start off with the spring
crops.

Mr. LANGER. Could the farmers in
Nebraska get corn pickers when they
needed them?

Mr. WHERRY. No. There is a well-
beaten path I have trodden to all the
agencies in an effort to get corn pickers.
Now the farmers want machinery. The
boys are coming back, and every boy who
comes home and wants to go to farming
should have a chance to do so. The
W. P. B. should certainly take into con=
sideration what Canada has done. Can=-
ada has made an allotment of steel and
has put into a pool all the steel neces-
sary to manufacture machinery and give
it to the returning veterans, and the
United States should do the same, and
could do the same without detracting
from the quotas set aside for the farmers
of this country.

I thank the Senator. I did not intend
to interrupt him, but this matter has
been on my heart and mind, and I thank
him for giving me the opportunity to say
a word abouf it.

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator.
I ask the distinguished Seznator from
South Dakota [Mr. BusurFIELD] if he does
not remember the letter he put into the
REcorp last year from a soldier in Africa
telling about the warehouses there filled
with rubber-tired combines, not one of
which had been used.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Will the Sznator
yield?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr, BUSHFIELD. I remember the
letter very distinctly, The combines,
which were large ones, were stored in the
warehouses in north Africa, and the
average farmer in the area in which they
were stored has a 10-acre farm on a hill-
side, and anyone who knows anything
about a farm knows it is not pessible to
use that kind of a combine on that kind
of a farm; but some smart boy conceived
the idea of filling the huge warehouses in
north Africa with that kind of farm
machinery.

Mr. LANGER. What is the situation
with regard to the farmers in South Da-
kota being able to obtain plows?

Mr, BUSHFIELD. There are not any.

Mr. LANGER. Or binders, or drills?

Mr. BUSHFIELD., There are none of
them.

Mr. LANGER. In other words, they
are not rationed, but there is no place
where they can be bought in the State
of South Dakota, no matter where one
goes?

Mr. BUSHFIELD. The Senator is
correct.

Mr. LANGER. For example, the quota
of corn pickers in Cass County was 5,
and there were 251 applications for the
corn pickers. Senators will remember
that I referred to that situation some
5 or 6 weeks ago.

So, Mr. I'resident, I shall watch with
a great deal of interest the action which
will be taken, even though the Tydings
amendment has been adopted, because
thousand of farm boys have heretofore
been taken out of my State. Even
though the Tydings &@mendment becomes
law I shall watch with a great deal of
interest to ascertain whether more at-
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tention is paid to the present Tydings
amendment, which has now been adopted
and incorporated into a proposed law,
than was paid to the original Tydings
amendment. It seems to me that when
an official deliberately sets aside the law
and takes young farm men, with the
result that so many farmers must quit
farming, some remedy shall be found by
Congress, because in the last analysis it
is the Congress which the people will
hold responsible.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr, President, T ask
unanimous consent that a letter I have
received from the Governor of Montana
be printed in the Recorp at this point.

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

STATE OF MONTANA,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR,
Helena, February 20, 1945,
Hon. B. E. WHEELER,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

My Dear SenaTor: On February 15, I wired
you as follows:

“Under Hershey's interpretation Tydings
amendment selective service is stripping
agriculture of essential ‘and Irreplaceable
men. Unless Congress intervenes and makes
sure Tydings amendment complied with pro-
duction in Montana will be tremendously
reduced. Farmers have taken a beating and
under present operation selective service
they might as well close up shop. Please use
your best efforts to protect the people of
Montana.”

In order that you may be better informed
of the problems confronting the farmers of
Montana, due to the manpower shortage, I
am enclosing a few of the many letters I have
received in regard to the sttuation, which is
becoming critical,

I am also enclosing copy of a statement
which I have sent to all selective-service
boards and to General Hershey.

I am unalterably opposed to the whole-
sale induction of farmers and farm workers
where no replacements are available and
sincerely hope that something can be done to
prevent further stripping our farms of es-
sential workers.

With kindest personal regards, I am,
Cordially yours,
Sam C. Forp, Governor,

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
offer an amendment to the committee
substitute and ask that it be stated.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
amendment to the committee amend-
ment will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. In the committee
amendment, on page 16, line 86, it is pro-
posed to strike out in section 4 (b) the
words - “and. (2)” and insert in lieu
thereof the following: “(2) to preseribe
minimum requirements of production in
designated places of employment, plants,
or units of production, either in toto as
to such places, plants, or units, or as to
workers by age, sex, or occupational
qualifications, who may be there em-
ployed, and (3).”

On page 16, line 9, it is proposed to
insert in the same section, following the
word “regulations”, the following: “No
employer or employee, acting alone or in
conjunction with others, shall perform
any act or enter into any agreement or
conspiracy willfully intended to decrease
or slow down production, in violation of
such regulations.”
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Senator from Indiana has offered two
amendments. Does the Senator want
them to be considered together or sep-
arately?

Mr, CAPEHART. I want them to be
considered together.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the amendments will be
considered together.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
shall speak only briefly on the amend-
ments. My only purpose in offering them
is to be helpful.

First, I should like to say that I am
opposed to the general principle of any
forced manpower legislation. However,
if, in the opinion of this body and if in
the opinion of the Army and the Navy,
such legislation is needed, then let us
enact legislation which will get the job
dene.

The only purpose of the proposed leg-
islation we have been debating is to in-
sure adequate production. The only in-
terest the Army and the Navy have in
the bill is that they shall be supplied
with an ample amount of war material.
The only interest the men in the serv-
ices, some of whom are sitting in the
gallery, have when they are on the fight-
ing line is that they shall have a suf-
ficient amount of war materials, that
they shall have guns when they need
them, that they shall have tanks when
they need them, that they shall have
ammunition when they need ift. I am
certain the Army and the Navy care
not whether we supply them with suf-
ficient materials of war by using 10,-
000,000 men or 20,000,000 men. There-
fore the problem is one of production.

My amendment will help production.
I think it has been brought out in the
debate and in the hearings that man-
power shortage is spotty; that we have
a shorfage of war materials possibly only
in certain factories, or in connection
with certain items. My amendment, if
adopted, will do this: Where there is a
shortage of any given item in any given
factory—and the War Department of
course knows of that shortage—my
amendment will enable the Chairman of
the War Manpower Commission fo es-
tablish a minimum reguirement of pro-
duetion if that specific factory and it will
prohibit the employer or the employee,
or both, from slowing up production in
any way whatsoever.

It will enable the Chairman of the
War Manpower Commission and the
Army and the Navy to go into the fac-
tories where there is a genuine shortage,
factories which are producing critical
materials badly needed at the front, and
give them the opportunity to do the
things necessary fo get the materials to
our boys who are fichting on the fronts.

That, as I see if, is the only purpose
of the proposed legislation now pending
before the Senate,

I hope the Chairman of the Military
Affairs Committee will support my
amendment, and I ask for its adoption.

Mr, THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President,
the amendment offered by the Senator
from Indiana seems logical. It is, as the
Senator from Indiana has said, logical
from the standpoint of increasing pro-
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duction and manpower; and it seems
therefore to have a place in the bill. But
the amendment goes to the heart of what
have become practices of industry and
labor in working out understandings and
contracts. Therefore the amendment is
more complex than it appears to be on
the surface or on first reading. I think
it would be unwise to adopt this type of
amendment. The amendment would
modify the Fair Labor Standards Act.
It would enter into the field of Iabor
relations. It would multiply the pos-
sibilities of invitation to dispute which I
mentioned in my opening remarks on the
bill. It would multiply contests between
labor and employers. In the final
analysis it would not be an invitation to
discuss the question of constitutional

* rights, but would be a step toward an in-

vitation to litigation of various minor
matters.

Mr. President, I ought to point out that
our task in conference will be a terrific
one, because one bill under consideration
follows one philosophy and another fol-
lows another. In view of the situation
I trust the amendment will be rejected.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Indiana yield to me
to place in the REecorp an extraneous
matter which deoes not refer to the Sen-
ator’s amendment, and which it will take
me only a few minutes to present?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. President, this
morning in the hearing held in the Ap-
propriations Committee, General Hines
appeared before the committee and sub-
mitted a matter which I think the Senate
ought to know about, in the considera-
tion of the pending bill generally.

In the so-called G. I. act, on page 14,
there appears this language with refer-
ence to returning soldiers, which is found
in subsection (b) of section 709, under
title V:

(b) Such person shall be deemed eligible
to receive an allowance for any week of
unemployment if claim is made for such al-
lowance and the Administrator finds with
respect to such week that—

(1) the person is residing in the United
States at the time of such claim;

(2) the person is completely unemployed,
having performed no service and received no
wages, or is partially unemployed in that
services have been performed for less than
a full workweek and the wages for the
week are less than the allowance under this
title plus §3;

{3) the person is registered with and con-
tinues to report to & public unemployment
office, in accordance with its regulations;

(4) the person is able to work and avall-
able for suitable work: Provided, That no
claimant shall be considered ineligible in any
period of continuous unemployment for fall-
ure to comply with the provisions of this
subparagraph if such fallure is due to an
illness or disability which occurs after the
commencement of such period.

General Hines asked for an appropria-
tion to pay such claims, and the com-
mittee found a very unusual situation
existing in that connection. In a short
time, from February 3 to February 10,
one week, the amount paid was $602,000.
I shall ask later to have the list incor-
porated in the Recorp, together with
General Hines' letter, so that Senators
may see the number of claims being
presented from their States.
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General Hines testified that 27,000 re-
turning soldiers were being paid $20 a
week because they could not find employ-
ment; and such payment is provided for
in the act. Think of it! We are about
to draft young men for work, yet here
is a reservoir of 27,000 young men, re-
turning soldiers, able and willing to work.
They must register their names with the
employment office. If we need workers,
I cannot imagine why this reservoir of
27,000 men, costing us an enormous sum
of money, cannot be used, instead of
drafting or conscripting lzbor. Why
cannot the returning soldiers be used?
What is the matter with our officials?
What is the matter with the War Man-
power Commission? Why does it not
undertake to use this reservoir of labor
before undertaking to do what I think
is a violation of the thirteenth amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United
States?

I bring this question to the attention
of the Senate, and especially to the at-
tention of the chairman of the Commii-
tee on Military Affairs. I think there
ought to be some explanation as to why
the Government is paying more than $30
a month to each of these returning sol-
diers, having them register, and having
them certify that they are without em-
ployment and cannot gef it, while at the
same time the Congress is called upon to
draft other laborers to do the work
which no doubt these boys would be glad
to do. 3

Mr. President, I ask that the exact
terms of the statute, together with the
letter from General Hines to me, which I
received just a few moments ago, and the
Iist, by States, of the returning veterans,
showing the amount which they are re-
ceiving, be printed in the Recorp at this
point as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the matters
referred to were ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

TiTLe V
CHAPTER VII—READJUSTMENT ALLOWANCES FOR

FORMER MEMEERS OF THE ARMED FORCES WHO

ARE UNEMPLOYED

Sxc. T00. (a) Any person who shall have
served in the active military or naval service
of the United States at any time after Sep-
tember 16, 1940, and prior to the termina-
tion of the present war, and who shall have
been discharged or released from active serv=
ice under conditions other than dishonorable,
after active service of 90 days or more, or by
reason of an injury or disability incurred in
service in line of duty, shall be entitled, in
accordance with the provisions of this title
and regulations issued by the Administrator
of Veterans' Affairs pursuant thereto, to re-
ceive a readjustment allowance as provided
herein for each week of unemploymnt, not
to exceed a total of 52 weeks, which (1) be-
gins after the first Sunday of the third cal-
endar month affer the date of enactment
hereof, and (2) occurs not later than 2 years
after discharge or release or the termination
of the war, whichever is the later date: Pro-
vided, That no such allowance shall be paid
for any period for which he receives increased
pension under part VII of Veterans Regula-
tion 1 (a) or a subsistence allowance under
part VIII of such regulation: Provided fur-
ther, That no readjustment allowance shall
be parahle for any week commencing more
than 5 years after the termination of hos-
tilities In the present war.

(b) Buch person shall be deemed eligible
to receive an allowance Ifor any week of
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unemployment if claim is made for such

allowance and the Administrator finds with

respect to such week that—

(1) the person is residing in the United
Btates at-the time of such claim;

(2) the person is completely unemployed,
having performed no service and received no
wages, or is partially unemployed in that
services have been performed for less than a
full workweek and the wages for the week are
less than the allowance under this title plus

(3) the person is registered with and con-
tinues to report to a public employment
office, in accordance with its regulations;

(4) the person is able to work and avail-
able for suitable work: Provided, That no
claimant shall be considered ineligible in
any period of continuous unemployment for
fallure to comply with the provisions of this
subparagraph if such failure is due to an
illness or disability which occurs after the
commencement of such period.

MarcH 2, 1945,
Hon. EENNETH MCEELLAR,
Chairman, Senate Appropriations Com=
mittee, United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SenaToR McEEeLnar: In compliance
with your telephonic request of this date I
wish to advise you that during the week of
February 10, 1945, 27,877 veterans were pald
$627,757 as readjustment allowances under
Title V of the Servicemen’s Readjustment
Act of 1944.

To be eligible for such allowances a person
must be residing in the United States (ag
defined in section 1502 of the act) and, ex-
cept as to self-employment, be completely
unemployed, and able to and available for
work at the time of application,

Bincerely yours,
Frank T. HINES,
Administrator.

Readjustment allowances—Number of vet-
erans paid and amount paid for week
ended Feb. 10, 1945, under title V, Publio
Law 346 (78th Cong.)

Feb. 3 Feb. 10
Num- Num-
berof |Amount| berof | Amount
veterans| paid |veterans| paid
paid paid
§11,423 300 §8, 542
141 [ 3,157 153 3,339
420 10, 409 434 10, 396
1,831 ,003 | 1,768 | 44,057
50 | 1,241 5 1,204
515 | 11,675 470 10, 613
35 740 868
Dlstrict. of Co-
lumbia_ 364 7,287 400 7,083
Florida.. 411 | 10,226 440 9,791
Georgia. . % J68 8, 670 370 10,178
Hawaii, Terri-
tory of 12 240 10 200
Tdaho. ... 16 520 20 1, 008
Hiinois_._ 831 | 23,231 845 20, 665
Indiana 535 | 10,284 503 0, 544
Towa.__.. 404 | 11,960 451 10, 676
[ansas 71 1,058 66 1,461
Kentueky-_..... 440 | 11,526 491 11,672
ist 7 , 698 1,415
Maine. . ... 138 2, 766 197 3,08
Maryland___.__. 118 2, 480 121 2,502
Massachusetts_._.| 1,070 | 21,208 839 18, 381
Michigan__ 477 | 12,221 524 12,835
Minnesota. 395 8, 245 458 9,638
4, 346 134 3,002
9, 320 422 9,458
1,208 63 1,305
300 11 320
177 2 217
2, 642 17 2, 783
29, 146 1, 264 28, 504
220 13 260
New York._ 40, 709 8, 837 80, 709
Narth le[na_. 14, 196 660 13,074
North Dakota. .. 13 279 14 200
Ohio 7,022 109 6,028
1,522 74 1,464
1, 6578 56 1,814
63, 686 3,158 64, 704
] - 88, 043 3,202 81,758
Rhode Island_...} 897 8,180 400 8,482
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Readjustment allowances—Number of vet-
erans paid and amount paid for week
ended Feb. 10, 1945, under title V, Publie
Law 346 (78ih Cong.)—Continued

Feb. 8 Feb. 10
Num- Num-
berof |Amount| berof | Amount
veterans| paid |veterans| paid
d paid
South Carollna. . £85 | $6,207 208 $6, 837
Snu:h Dakota__. 44 1,034 54 1, 525
25, 600 1,100 28, 796
49, 084 2,470 49, 220
507 17 328
883 61 1,254
4,041 163 4, 885
1,453 71 1,414
11, 587 635 12, 675
5, 436 233 4,84
20 i 1
602,025 | 27,877 | 627,757

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
urge Senators to look into the situation
and see what ought to be done about it.
I especially urge my good friend from
Utah [Mr. Tromas] to look into it. I
urge the Chairman of the War Manpower
Commission to look into it, and see if
this reservoir of labor cannot be used
before we undertake to draft men and
make them work whether they are will-
ing or unwilling.

I thank the Senator from Indiana.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator from Indiana yield
to me?

Mr. CAPEHART, I yield to the Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President,
let me say to the Senator from Tennes-
see, not by way of argument, but by way
of pointing out the fact, that the com-
mittee, in its hearings and discussions,
did consider the very problem which-he
has stated. The answer we received
was, of course, that even if all the vet-
erans were put to work, that would not
meet the demand for manpower. That
does not mean that if one man is needed,
and he is obtained, he is not helping, or
that if one man who is needed is not
obtained, the program is hindered.

In our report, on page 3, the commit-
tee considered this question. The state-
ment of the commitiee is in keeping with
what the Senator has said. I read from
page 3 of the report of the committee:

To meet these needs we must look to sev-
eral sources, We anticipate that a high pro-
portion of the approximately 400,000 veterans
who will be discharged between January 1
and June 30, 1945, will accept war work, pro=
vided we take proper measures to enable
them to accept such war work without jeop=
ardizing their reemployment rights in non-
war jobs. During this same period the nor-
mal net increase in our employable popula=
tion will be about 500,000. And finally, some
200,000 workers will become available from
munitions programs which are declining or
will remain at current levels. Although about
35 percent of our war-production pr
are declining, such declines rarely match
rising programs, either geographically or by
needed skills. Despite the best efforts of
management, labor, and Government, experi-
ence has demonstrated that releases from
decllnmg programs result in some "avapora.—
tion” of workers from the labor force and
some dissipation to less essential activity.
But even if every worker from these sources
were placed in war production, we would still
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.be confronted by a net manpower deficit if

manpower legislation is not enacted

That means not only that we have gone
into the question, but that if this source
of 27,000 men is not being used, it is our
duty, as the Senator from Tennessee has
pointed out, to see that they are used, or
made available for use.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me for a moment?

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Let me say that I
think so, too. The remarkable part
about that testimony, as it was given
before our committee this morning, is
that it shows that we are paying out
nearly $100 a month to each of these re-
turning veterans. They are asking for
employment, but cannot get employ-
ment. They would not receive the $80
or $100 a month from the Government if
they could obtain employment. I have
no doubf that they would very much like
to have employment. I believe that i¢
the Chairman of the War Manpower
Commission would get busy, he could
relieve the situation to the extent of sup-
plying nearly one-tenth of the needed
men, at least; and that would be very
helpful. If we are required to violate
the terms of the Constitution, as it seems
to me, in order to put men to work re-
gardless of whether they wish to work, it
strikes me that if we have a reservoir of
men, returning soldiers, who wish to
work and whom we are paying, anyway,
we might save at both ends of the line
by putting these men to work.
~ Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator will yield to me, I should like to ask
the Senator from Tennessee why they
cannot work. The laws says they can-
not be paid unemployment compensa=-
tion if they can get jobs.

Mr. McKELLAR. No; we are told
they are on the lists at the employment
agencies, including the list maintained
by the Director of the War Manpower
Commission. They must register with
him. They do not have to work, so Gen-
eral Hines testified this morning; and,
therefore, the Government is paying
them to be idle, when the War Manpower
Commission is saying that it is abso-
lutely necessary to have workers and
that we must draft workers.

Mr. TAFT. Then,if the Senator’s con-
clusion is correct, it points to the fact that
there is no shortage of labor, becguse
those men are listed as available for work
and they cannot get work.

Mr. McKELLAR. I cannot say that
absolutely, because at present there are
27,000 men in the situation of having the
Government pay them a little less than
$100 a month, and I believe the request
is for the drafting of approximately 400,=
000 men, if I recall the figures correctly.

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I think
I can correct the Senator from Tennessee,
if the Senator will yield to me.

Mr. McKELLAR. I should be very
happy to have the Senator do so. The
Senator from Indiana has the floor.

Mr, CAPEHART, Iyield.

Mr. KILGORE. They are drawing
their money under the G, I. bill of
rights.

Mr., McKELLAR. Yes.
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Mr. EILGORE. Under the G. 1. hill
of rights it is not a question of whether
a man is physically able. The gquestion is
whether he has been declared physically
unable by the Veterans Bureau. A great
many of the returning veterans—in fact,
practically all those returning from the
Pacific area—are suffering from tropieal
diseases, such as malaria, which make
them unfit for work. They want to get
jobs. They do not want to be rated as
physically unfit. They apply for work,
and they work for a few days, and then
malaria or some other tropical fever
strikes them, and the employer has to lay
them off. Then they draw the money un-
der the G. 1. bill of rights money which
they would be entitled to draw under their
severance pay. That is where the money
is coming from.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if
the Senator will examine the oct, he will
find that it provides that the veteran has
to be able to work and available for suit-
able work.

Mr. EILGORE. I understand that.

Mr. McKELLAR. The veteran makes
such a statement to the employment
office, and his name is left there. So long
as he is left in that situation, without
work, if the employment service does not
give hin. work the Government must pay
him $20 a week. There are 27,000 veter-
ans in that situation. If Senators will
examine the list they will find a number
of veterans-front each State who seek
employment under those circumstances,
but are not employed, although they say
they are able to work. They certify that
they are able to work and that they are
available for work. Yet the War Man-
power Commission does not put them to
work.

Under those circumstances it seems fo
me that there is something wrong some-
where, inasmuch as those men certify
they are able and willing to work and
want work, as they have shown by ap-
pearing and filing their names. I think
they should be put to work before we
undertake to violate the terms of the
thirteenth amendment to the Constitu-
tion and have involuntary servitude im-
posed upon other men who likewise want

“to work,

Mr. KILGORE. Let me say fo the
Senator from Tennessee, in further de-
velopment of that thought, that 2 weeks
ago I was in an office where there were
five men, all of them discharged veterans
who had suffered from battle shock and
were mentally off balance. They certified
they were able to work and ready to go to
work, and they were incensed because
they could not get a single recruiter to
accept them. I was informed by the
manager of the office that they had been
there every morning for 6 weeks. They
could not be persuaded to go to the Vet-
erans Bureau for examination, because
they said they had been promised a job
and were there and wanted one. Yet
anyone who examined them could tell
they were mentally off balance.

Mr, McKELLAR. Of course, salaries
are not being paid to such young men.

Mr. President, I merely wish to leave
that thought with the Senate. I thank
the Senator very much for permitting
me to do so.
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Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
agree with the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs that this proposed
legislation is most complex; and I am
generally opposed to such legislation.

However, under the bill the Chairman
of the War Manpower Commission would
be given the right to place employment
ceilings on factories. That means that
he could say to one factory, “You shall
have 500 men,” and to another one, “You
shall have a thousand men,” and to an-
other one, “You may have 1,500 men,” or
10,000 men,” or whatever the number
might be. My position is, since I know
something of the manufacturing busi-
ness, that once the Chairman of the War
Manpower Commission places such a
ceiling on a factory, he automatically ac-
cepts responsibility for running the fac-
tory; and if we are going to permit him
to place a ceiling on the number of per-
sons who shall work in a factory, he
should likewise have the right to pre-
scribe the minimum production, and he
should have the right to say that neither
the management of the factory nor its
employees shall interfere with producing
such minimum amount.

I am making this suggestion only in
an effort to be helpful. I have a son on
the battle front in Belgium. The pending
bill is a production bill. We are talking
about getting the job done, getting sup-
plies to the boys overseas in erder to win
this war.

I wish to repeat what I said a moment
ago. The time is now here when pro-
duction must be increased. In many in-
stances factories with orders from the
War Department are not producing.
Other factories are producing eritical
materials. Possibly in some cases the
day they are finished they are imme-
diately flown overseas. If we are going
to enact such legislation as this, then
let us pass a measure which will enable
the War Department to get the job done.

I appreciate that I am a freshman
Senator, and I am grateful to the Sen-
ate for listening to what I have to say.

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

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Let me ask the
Senator whether his second amendment
requires the first amendment in order to
make it work. Or can the second
amendment stand by itself?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 rather think not.
Let me state how the situation seems
to me. Many thousand factories in the
United States are making war materials,
It is impossible for the Chairman of the
War Manpower Commission even to set
a ceiling on all factories, There simply
are not sufficient bours in a day to en-
able him to do that. The best he can
do is to pick out the factories here and
there that are falling down on the job.
The purpose of the amendment is to pro-
vide that in the case of a factory which
is falling down on the job, a factory
manufacturing critical materials which
are needed now—not tomorrow or the
next day—by the boys at the front, the
War Department, through the Chairman
of the War Manpower Commission, may
step in, and say, “Here, 1,500 men; 1,500
guns a day; and no one, neither manage-
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ment nor employee, dare interfere with
that production.” That is the purpose
of the amendment. The amendment is
not directed against any class. If is de-
signed to get the job done.

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator
will permit me to say so, I can under=-
stand the application of what the able
Senator from Utah said regarding the
difficulty of prescribing minimum re-
quirements of production.

Mr. CAPEHART. I can understand it
also.

Mr. VANDENBERG. On the other
hand, I cannot for the life of me under-
stand why there rhould be the slightest
hesitation in saying emphatically and
without reservation that no employer or
employee, acting alone or in conjunction
with others, shall perform any act, or
enter into any agreement or conspiracy,
willfully intended to arbitrarily or arti-
fically decrease or slow down production
essential to the supply lines to our soldier
sons. Certainly that is one of our pres-
ent sources of difficulty. I am not talk-
ing about forced labor. I am talking
about forced interference with labor’s
rate of production if and when it occurs
during the war.

Mr. CAPEHART. Suppose a factory
has an order to build a hundred thousand
units of some article. That may be the
only order which it has. It has 1,000
employees. It is building 5,000 units a
day. The contractor knows that at the
end of 20 days the order will be filled.
The tendency on the part of management
is to spread the work out and hold those
men in the hope that it will receive an-
other order. Such action ties up man-
power.

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

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield.

Mr, WILEY. The statement which the
Senator from Indiana has made is con-
firmed by a letter which I received yes-
terday from a union employee in one of
the large plants of my State. He stated
that an inspection or investigation of
plants should be made. He said that the
plant in which he was employed could
produce 25 percent greater results and
reduce present employment 25 percent.
It seems to me that that is the nub of
the whole question. We want additional
manpower for the services, and we want
production to be increased. Our prob-

* lem is to find the way to achieve those

results. I am not a member of the com-
mittee which has been considering the
pending bill, and I am looking for light,
We all want to do what is necessary to
achieve the desired results. But we do
not wish, by unseasoned legislation, to
do more harm than good. A large per-
centage of American workers are doing
and have done a magnificent job. But
there are slackers, and they must be
reached effectively so that the need of the
Nation may be met.

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

Mr, CAPEHART. 1 yield.

Mr. OVERTON. Reference has been
made to the penalty clause. If an em-
ployee or employer should be guilty of a
violation, what would he the penalty?
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Mr. CAPEHART. It would be the
same as is provided elsewhere in the
bill.

Mr, OVERTON. What is the penalty
which is provided in the bill?

Mr. CAPEHART. I believe it is a fine
of $10,000 or 1 year-in jail.

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

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield.

Mr. TAFI. As I understand the pen-
alty clause, it is covered by the last sen-
tence of paragraph (b), beginning in line
8 on page 16 of the bill. The sentence
to which I refer reads:

No employer shall hire or retain in his
employ any individual in violation of such
regulations.

I understand that section 7 incorpo-
rates by reference the penalties of the
Second War Powers Act. It seems to
me that the amendment offered by the
Senator is intended to bring about the
same incorporation by reference.

Mr. OVERTON. The penalty clause
is very confusing. I have been unabie to
understand what penalties are prescribed
by the bill. '

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

° Mr. CAPEHART. 1 yield.

Mr. CHANDLER. I think a complete
answer is that great difficulty will be
had in construing the bill.

Mr. TAFT. The penalty clause seems
to be fairly clear. It is incorporated by
reference from the Second War Powers
Act, and reads:

Any person who willfully performs any act
prohibited, or willfully fails to perform any
act required, by any provision of this sub-
section (a) or any rule, regulation, or order
thereunder, whether heretofore or hereafter
issued, shall be gullty of a misdemeanor, and
shall, upon conviction, be fined not more
than $10,000 or imprisoned for not more than
1 year, or both.

I do not say that that is a very good
methed to use in incorporating a penalty,
But it has been done. If it has been done
as to the existing clause it is also done,
it seems to me, by the amendment sub-
mitted by the Senator from Indiana. I
think the entire language should be clari-
fied; but I believe that whatever penalty
is imposed under subsection (b) is also
covered by the Senator’s amendment.
In other words, I do not think the objec-
tion is a legitimate objection to the
amendment of the Senator from Indiana,

Mr. OVERTON. Does the Senator
from Ohio agree with me that section 7
should be entirely reframed?

Mr, TAFT. I think it should be elimi-
nated or spelled out in so many words,
the same as it is spelled out in the Rever=
comb substitute.

Mr., CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
ask for the adoption of the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from In-
diana [Mr. CapeHART] to the committee
substitute.

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, I have
just finished a careful third reading of
the amendment offered by the junior
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHARTI.
I apprehend that perhaps it carries more
complexities than have up to the pres-
ent time been adverted to.
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In considering the amendment it seems
to me that we must consider it in the
light, first, of the committee amend-
ment, which is now before the Senate.
Then, having in mind that we may pres-
ently come to a consideration of what is
known as the May-Bailey bill, we should
consider the amendment in the terms of
that bill,

We have heard a great deal of talk
from time to time about the several man-
power bills. We have heard them desig-
nated as the work-or-fight bill, the work-
or-jail bill, the work-or-fine bill, and so
forth. I undertake to say that we do
not have before us, neither in the com-
mittee substitute or in the bill which
passed the House, any work-or-fight bill,
any work-or-jail bill, any work-or-fine
bill, or any work bill whatsoever. Ihave
read with care the bill which passed the
House, and I have studied it carefully.
I have also given careful study to the
bill reported by the committee. I have
been unable to find in either bill one word
which would require 1 hour of work to
be done by any person in the United
States. Mr. President, perhaps we
might more correctly term these bills
“lead the horse to water” bills.

They do in fact provide, or at least
the May bill provides, a requirement that
under certain circumstances a man shall
seck employment and that he shall go
on the roll; but I have sought in vain
in that bill one single requirement that
he shall do 1 hour of honest labor after
he gets on the roll. It is net there. You
can lead him to water, but even the May
bill is silent when you attempt to make
him drink.

Mr. President, I think it was said many
years ago that we were faced by a con-
dition and not a theory, and we are faced
by a condition in the problem now be-
fore the Senate. I refer to the broad
problem, and not any of the proposed
solutions. If in truth we have reached
the point in the history of the United
States when the life of the Nation re-
quires that men, or men and women, or
men, women, and children, shall give
something more than has been given to
guarantee that this country and its men
and women now on every confinent and
sea, and above the earth and below the
sea, around the world, shall be backed
up at home, there can no longer be ar-
gument here directed at “slave labor,”
there can no longer be argument here
to the effect that we are forcing men
into servitude. Any American should be
ashamed to make such a statement if we
face such a condition.

Mr. President, I apprehend that the
question before us is not whether we
are going to meet such a condition ade-
quately, but are we faced by the con-
dition? If we are in fact faced by that
condition, then the amendment of the
junior Senator from Indiana should be
but the beginning of adequate legisla-
tion to safeguard our people. If we are
not faced with that necessity, then we
have an altogether different problem, and
perhaps we can answer our necessities
with something less drastic than total
mobilization, remembering always that
total mobilization of men, women, chil-
dren, money, and property, everything,
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is right and must be had if the exigen-
cies of the occasion require.

Very grave doubt has been expressed
on this floor on a number of occasions
as to whether we are faced by that ne-
cessity. I confess that I entertain such
a doubt. I entertain it for the same rea-
sons that have been expressed by many
of my colleagues during the considera-
tion of the pending legislation. I know
of the record of production American
industry has made on a voluntary basis,
and I cannot yet feel convinced that it
cannot be continued. I can understand
that some: inducement may be worth
while, but I cannot yet believe that coer=-
cion is called for. 73ut if it be called for,
I want to be registered and recorded now
as going with the junior Senator from
Indiana and the senior Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. BaiLEY ], who.so elo-
quently presented his cause a few days
ago.

Mr. President, let us get back to the
question of the legal effect of the amend-
ment of the junior Senator from Indiana,
if it be incorporated in the existing sub-
stitute. I stated a few moments ago
that we have no work-or-fight bill, we
have no bill before us, nor was there
one passed by the House, requiring an
hour of labor, A study of the bills shows
that conclusively,

The May bill carried provision for
compulsion to the extent of requiring
the individuals coming® within a certain
classification to report for employment,
and not to leave that employment, but
as to the interim between the reporting
and leaving, the May bill was silent.
Having reported for employment, an in-
dividual might or might not worl, as he
saw fit, he might start a continuous
absentee record, or he might follow the
well-known sit-down procedure., There
was nothing in the bill to make him work.
If we have to make people work, let us
do it along the lines of the plan of the
Senator from Indiana. But if we do not
have to, if the May bill goes even further
than the necessities of today require, and
if the considered opinion of the com-
mittee is correct, then it is enough simply
to issue, as the committee suggests, what
is in the nature of a legislative invita-
tion to certain persons now employed in
certain plants or activities where, per-
haps, the activity is not so essential as
to require the number there employed,
or the number there employed are more
than are needed to do the job, and who
will be dropped from the rolls of that
type of activity, to seek jobs, or get on
the pay roll of certain war industries.

Incidentally, and in passing, the pend-
ing amendment actually sets a ceiling
upon a given activity. Using the example
given by the distinguished Senator from
Indiana, it says to a man who employs
10,000 workmen, “You can get along with
8,000, therefore cut down the number on
your rolls to 8,000,” thus releasing from
employment 2,000 workmen, having in
mind that if the workmen are so released
they will seek other jobs, and may be
channeled voluntarily into the war work
where they are needed. The bill con-
tains no requirement that they shall go
there, but there seems to be a hope ex-
pressed in the language of the bill that
they will do so.
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What the bill does is to set the ceiling
and kick 2,000 men out of work in the
case I have referred to. Those men are
going to be out of work for 30 days be-
fore they can do anything about it un-
less they themselves go forth and find
jobs. The bill does not even contain the
requirement that the War Manpower
Commission shall invite the men to go to
work, but we can assume that the War
Manpower Commission will in such an
event exercise what would be to the War
Manpower Commission, I am inclined to
believe, a most rare discretion.

Mr. President, the substitute bill, in the
instance I have referred to, will result in
kicking 2,000 men out of that particular
job, and some other number of men out
of some other job, and so on, until, under
its operation, in the wisdom of the War
Maznpower Commission, there will be a
sufficient number of men out of jobs so
as to cause them, under some type of a
law of diminishing returns, to find one
of the jobs where they are needed. That
is the way it would operate with respect
to the workman, and that is the man in
whom we are interested. We are not
interested in the employer. We are sim-
ply using the employer as a bat, in which
case the workman is the ball, and we are
trying to hit the workman, through the
employer. That is the way it will work.

On the part of the workman, Mr. Pres-
ident, it is voluntary. He goes, because
he himself decides to go, and gets a job
where he is so desperately needed. He
need not go. He goes or does not go in
his discretion. And having gone to the
job, he remains there at his discretion,
He may leave as and when he pleases.

In view of the fact that there is in the
substitute bill no compulsion upon the
worker—and, frankly, I am of the opin-
ion now that a sufficient case has not
been made to require compulsion—if we
are to act upon that principle, then the
thing we want to keep away from is com-
pulsion in any other guise. If we place
the amendment offered by the distin-
guished Senator from Indiana [Mr.
CapenarT] in the substitute bill, we
change the whole character of the sub-
stitute bill; we make it more compulsory
than the main bill; we make it do what
we are all willing to pass legislation to
do if it be necessary—we make it a work
or fight bill, or rather a work or jail bill,
because for the first time there goes with
the legislation a requirement to work on
the job; and also there will go into the
legislation a prohibition, as I view it,
against any workman now on the job, or
hereafter going on the job, quitting work,
because the second provision of the pro-
posed amendment provides:

No employer or employee, acting alone or in
conjunction with others, shall perform any
act or enter into any agreement or conspiracy
wilfully intended to decrease or slow down
production, in violation of such regulations.

The regulations establish ceilings. In
the first part of the proposed amendment
it is proposed:

To prescribe minimum requirements of
production * * * either in toto as to
such places, plants, or units, or as to workers
by age, sex.

And so forth. In other words, the pro-
posed amendment to the committee sub-
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stifute will require that the workman
stay on the job, do the job, and refrain
from doing anything that will decrease
production or slow down the operation of
the plant.

Mr. President, I apprehend that among
the ways in which one may willfully slow
down production or decrease production
is that of willfully turning around and
walking away from the job—what is
sometimes termed quitting it. That
would appear "to me to be one of the
methods which would immediately come
to mind by which one might slow down
and decrease production.

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

Mr, CORDON. I yield.

Mr. TAFT. Of course the second part
of the amendment only prohibits such a
slow-down in violation of certain regula-
tions. They must be regulations pre-
sceribing minimum requirements. I would
question whether the amendment would
apply to a sirike or is intended to pro-
hibit a strike. I do not think the Sen-
ator from Indiana so intended. I doubt
if the amendment would do so. I think
it would prohibit an arbitrary limitation
by a worker not to make more than 6
tires a day, we will say, when the Man-
power Commissioner might say that
there is no reason why a man cannot
make 8 or 10 tires a day. I think that
is what the amendment intended to zc-
coemplish. I think the Senator from Ore-
gon places a rather broader construction
on the amendment than is justified.

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, that is,
of course, a matter of opinion. I see
the logic of the remarks made by ths
distinguished Senator from Chio, and
I have of course a-high respect for his
judement.

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

Mr. CORDON. 1 yield.

Mr. WHEELER. If what the Senator
gays is correct, then it would mean that
a man would be subjected to punishment
if he quit his job, no matter what the
reason might be. Not only would a man
who quit his job be subjected to punish-
ment by being sent to the penitentiary
but anyone who went on strike could
be sent to jail. Certainly I would not
vote for such legislation, because if
it were enacted, then in my judgment
it would mean practically the imposition
of slavery upon individuals in their jobs.
I cannot conceive that any Senator
would want to go so far as to say that he
would send a man to the penitentiary
because the man happened to quit a
job regardless of his reasons for doing

. 80. If we are to adopt such a philosophy

in this country, I am sure the boys who
are fighting overseas will wonder for
what they are fighting.

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

Mr. CORDON. I yield to the dis-
tinguished Senator from Michigan.

Mr. FERGUSON. I agree with the
Senator from Oregon that if we adopt
this amendment we would allow the War
Manpower Commission to prescribe min-
imum requirements. In other words,
we would say that the Commission could
fix the ceiling, and would have sufficient
wisdom to say, “You must produce so
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much goods from that plant.” We would

. say that it has the power to prescribe

that a certain amount must come out of
the plant, By doing so we would con-
cede that it had all the wisdom neces-
sary to deal with production.

Then we say in the next paragraph—
and the two paragraphs are tied to-
gether—that— :

No employer or employee, acting alone or
in conjunction with others, shall perform
any act or enter into any agreement or con-
spiracy willfully intended to decrease or slow
down preoduction, in violation of such reg-
ulations.

I take that to mean that if a man will-
fully quits his job, and his action inter-
feres with the production of the amount
which the War Manpower Commission
says should be produced in a given plant,
such a man will be guilty of a misde=
meanor, and under the act may be sub-
ject to imprisonment for a year and a
fine of $10,000. That is the way I read
it, because he would willfully guit his job.
He would willfully thereby reduce the
minimum set by the Manpower Commis-
sion. I do not believe that the Con-
gress should say that the wisdom lies in
the Manpower Commission to say ex-
actly what every factory in America
should produce, and that if any factory
fails, because of management or labor, in
the production of that exact amount,
there should be a penalty.

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, I am in
accord with the construction placed upon
the proposed amendment by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Michigan. As
I read the words, that is what they mean.

As I stated earlier, I can conceive of
a situation in which I would even go
to the extent of voting for that type of
required effort. To me it is neither in-
voluntary servitude nor slavery. It would
be a lesser sacrifice, a lesser surrendering
of liberty than that which has already
been undertaken by 12,000,000 young men
and women who have been called into the
armed services, or who have voluntarily
gone in.

The point is that we may have to do it.
It is the last thing we want to do; and
there must be more than merely a clear
case in favor of doing it. There must b2
such proof as will lead a reasoning mind
to no other conclusion than that it must
be done. Then I am prepared to go
along with it, and strengthen it with any
requirement necessary to do the job. But,
Mr. President, in this bill I feel that the
proposal is wholly out of order. It puls
into a plan for voluntary action on the
part of workers a new compulsory pro-
vision which does away entirely with the
philosophy behind the substitute bill. I
hope that we may consider the substi-
tute bill substantially as reported, and
determine first. as we shall by our vote
on the substitute, whether, in view of all
the evidence we have or can get, this step
alone is enough to do the job. Then, if
we must go beyond that, let us go with
our eyes open.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, T submif
an amendment which I ask to have read
from the desk; and I also ask that it be
printed and lie on the table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the amendment will be read.
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The amendment submitted by Mr.
BaiLEy was read, as follows:

On page 19, after line 16, of the committee
substitute, insert the following new subsec-
tion:

“(c) Any individual who willfully fails to
comply with any official request or require-
ment made under this act to accept or con-
tinue in employment within 15 days after
the effective date prescribed in a formal no-
tice thereof from the Chairman shall upon
conviction thereof be punisheli by a fine
of not more than $1,000 or by imprisonment
for not less than 30 days or more than 1
year, or both such fine and imprisonment;
and in addition shall forfeit to the United
States an amount egual to any amount re-
ceived by him for the period of such failure
as unemployment compensation under the
law of any State or Territory or the District
of Columbia, to be receovered in a civil suit
brought by the United States.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be printed and lie on the table.

Mr. MAGNUSON, Mr. President, I in-
tended to ask unanimous consent to re-
consider the Tydings amendment for the
purpose of adding, in line 5, after the
word “agricultural” the words “or fish-
ing”, I should like to ask the distin-
guished Senator from Utah whether it is
his interpretation that under the Tyd-
ings amendment the words “agricultural
occupation or endeavor” would include
commercial fishermen? Inmy State, and
in the State of the Senator from Mary-
land, as well as that of the Senator irom
North Carolina, commercial fishermen do
not reap a harvest from the land, but
they do reap a harvest from the sea. Per
capita, and per calorie value of food, they
probably produce twice as much as does
the average agricultural laborer.

‘The draft boards have variously inter-
preted the Tydings amendment under the
Selective Service Act. In some cases they
have deferred commercial fishermen, and
in others they have not. In any event,
they have not had the protection of the
Tydings amendment; and I am wonder-
ing if we could not have some expres-
sion of intention, as to whether the words
“agricultural occupation or endeavor” in-
cude the men who produce from the
sea.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President,
in answer to the question, I have heard
about people planting fish eggs, but I
have never heard of harvesting fish. The
fish are hatched, of course. I do not
believe that commercial fishing is in-
cluded in the Tydings amendment. I
am sure that if the Senator from Wash-
ington wishes to have his amendment
included, he will have to offer it formally
or nothing will be done for the fishermen
in the Northwest.

Mr, MAGNUSON. -I should like to ask
the distinguished senior Senator from
Maryland [Mr, Typinegs] why objection
is made to including commercial fisher-
men among those deferred from selective
service.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, my
opinion is that from the standpoint of
the production of food, many persons
who are engaged in harvesting fish ren-
der just as much service to the war
effort as do those who are engaged in
harvesting farm produce on the land. I
believe the difficulty arises from the in-
ability to erect a standard, For exam-
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ple, many fishermen are seasonally en-
gaged, whereas the man on the farm is
engaged in farm work more or less the
year round. He goes from the planting
of wheat to the harvesting of wheat, and
then the planting of other types of food
and other harvesting later in the fall,
driving cattle to the barn, and feeding
them produce from the farm during the
winter. So there is a cycle of produc-
tion the year round on the farm,

The difficulty has been to deal with
fishing on the year-round basis. I be-
lieve the Senator would at least find
sympathetic consideration for his very
worthy endeavor to classify those who
deserve to be classified in the fishing
industry under the general rule which
is now applicable to food production.
I believe he would be well advised if he
could, between now and the time when
the bill is finally acted upon, find some
language which would deal with fishing
as a year-round occupation. I believe
there is a reluctance to defer men for
3 or 4 months for the oyster season, for
example, and another 4 or 5 months for
the shad season, the rock reason, the
berring season, or the tuna season. The
difficulty is that the man must be regu-
larly employed.

If he can find some language which
will tie in with the agricultural pro-
visions and will be on all fours, so to
speelt, with the agricultural conception
of deferment, I believe I would have a
very sympathetic recention for such an
amendment; and, inasmuch as I am in
sympathy with what he is trying to do,
I =shall be glad to cooperate with him in
any way I can toward the accomplish-
ment of that result.

Mr. MAGNUSON.. I thank the Sena-
tor.

Mr. President, if the Sanator will fur-
ther yield to me, let me say that in my
section of Puget Sound many of the fish-
ermen are working all the year round.
Many of them go into the scuthern
waters in the winter and into Alaskan
waters in the summer. In many cases a
man will appear before a draft board
and will be asked by it, “What are you
doing now?” He will reply, “Well, in the
summertime I fish in Alaska.”

The draft-board cfficials then will ask
him, “What are you doing now?”

He will reply, “I am ashore, on the
beach.”

“Well,” they will say to him, “come on,
into the Army you go.”

He may be the engineer or the skipper
of a fishing ship. That will mean that
two or three other men will be out of
work for the season,

Inasmuch as the O. P. A. has informed
me that next year the supply of meat
will be 20 percent less than the supply
available in 1944, the importance of fish
products becomes greater. So it seems
to me we should put the Selective Service
System on notice that in cases of requests
for occupational deferment in which the
men can prove they are producing or
catching fish, they should be given as
much consideration as is given to agri-
cultural labor, and they should be given
the same protection. :

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, let me
say to the Senator that if he can devise
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some sort of & unit system—namely, a
system requiring that the fishermen be
employed all the year around, or the
equivalent, and that they be able to prove
that in the past they have produced a
minimum number of pounds of sea food,
so that the system would not be abused—
the Senator might get somewhere. The
difficulty has been that in many sections
of the country there are many men who
follow the water for 2 or 3 or 4 months,
during a particular season, engaging in
oystering or crabbing, or whatever their
particular bent may be, and then in the
off seasons, the seasons during which
they are not able to obtain sufficient in-
come from the sea, turn to more lucra-
tive work. They engage in such work
between the fishing seasons. So it would
not do to defer a man who follows the
sea only 4 months of the year.

If it is possible to work out some stand-
ard whereby deferment may be granted a
man who is regularly employed in such
work on the sea or the water, and who,
in fact, is doing about the same on the
water, so far as the preduction of food
is concerned, that we expect the men on
the farms to do, I believe I would give
very sympathetic consideration to such
an amendment. But unless it is so safe-
guarded, I believe the Army and the Navy
would be opposed to it, and it seems to
me many of the governmental bureaus
would also be opposed to it, for they would
very likely believe that the disadvantages
would offset the advantages.

Mr., MAGNUSON. Of course, if the
bill is passed without such an amendment,
the fisherman who goes to Alaska in the
summertime will be placed in a war plant,
?_nd there will be a lack of production of

ish.

Mr. TYDINGS. I suggest to the Sen-
ator that he ask the officials of the Se-
lective Service System to sit’ down with
the proper officials of the Bureau of
Fisheries, and see if between them they
can evolve a regulation or an amendment,
for that matter, or a new law, after the
pending measure is enacted, which would
give the fishermen treatment equal with
that accorded other persons who are pro-
ducing food,

: Mr. MAGNUSON. I thank the Sena-
or.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi-
dent, let me say further that if such an
amendment is worked out, it will be
adopted, and I know my colleagues will
do the best they can do to sustain it in
conference.

Mr. President, I think we should not
longer interfere with s vote on the
amendment of the Senator from Indiana.
I am sure he requested a vote some time
ago, and I should like to have a vote on
it. But I think it necessary to say a few
words about the amendment, before the
vote is taken. k

Bafore the junior Senator from Oregon
spoke, I did not interpret the amend-
ment as in any way being an antistrike
amendment or an antisabotage amend-
ment or anything of the kind. Iam sure
the average Senator would net so inter-

_pret it, and I am sure the author of the

amendment would not like it to be inter=-
preted in that way. I am also sure that
if the time ever comes in America when
such a law has to be passed—and I think
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the time will not come—we would wish
to act directly on that proposition, not
indirectly, as the pending amendment
would do.

Mr. President, one other thing should
be stated, namely, that if the two parts
of the amendment are separated, as was
suggested by the senior Senator from
Michigan, of course that would not do at
all. The agssertion in the second part of
the amendment is connected up with the
violation of such regulations, and the
regulations are mentioned in the first
amendment, If we were to adopt merely
the words of the second amendment, as
the senior Senator from Michigan sug-
gested, we would interfere with an ex-
cellent practice in the ending of contracts
and the taking on of new contracts,
where employers try their best to see that
unemployment does not occur. Iam sure
the Senator from Indiana would not like
to see placed upon the amendment the
interpretation the senior Senator from
Michigan has suggested.

Mr, President, I am ready to vote. I
hope the amendments will be voted
down.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, let
me say that the amendment is not in
any way intended to be an antistrike
amendment. It is intended to help pro-
duction for the Army and Navy, to place
the necessary war materials into the
hands of the boys on the fighting fronts,

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, President, let me
say just a word before the vote, if I may
do so. Under the amendment as pro-
posed by the Senator from Indiana the
regulations which are referred to in the
second portion of the amendment are an
essential portion of the amendment.
Those regulations, I take it, refer per-
haps entirely, and certainly partially,
to those which would be covered in the
first portion of the amendment, narmely,
regulations under which there would be
a prescription of the minimum reguire-
ments in designated places of employ~
ment, and so forth.

I wish to call attention to the fact that
the Chairman of the War Manpower
Commission is to be granted the power
‘provided under the amendment. To my
mind that is highly inadvisable, particu-
larly in view of the fact that we have
the War Production Board, which, to my
mind, would be a much more appropriate
agency than would the Chairman of the
War Manpower Commission to handle
the matter of prescribing the minimum
requirements of production.

In any event, whichever of the two may
b2 the more appropriate, the amend-
ment might quite readily lead to con-
flict between the two because there would
be on the one hand, the War Production
Board and, on the other hand, the Chair-
man of the War Manpower Commission,
undertaking to prescribe regulations re-
specting production; and it seems to me
that situation would inevitably lead to
conflict.

Mr. President, I am of the opinion that,
for the reason I have stated, the amend-
ment should be rejected.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
think the same reason the Senator has
given—namely, that the Chairman of
the War Manpower Commission is not
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qualified, and that the matter should be
under the War Production Board—like-
wise applies so far as concerns the abil-
ity and wisdom of the Chairman of the
War Manpower Commission to regulate
and designate the number of persons who
shall work in each factory. If one isper-
tinent the other is pertinent. If we are
fo have the Chairman of the War Man-
power Cominission designate the number
of men who shall work in a factory, then
we should likewise prescribe the mini-
mum requirements. Why confuse mat-
ters by bringing in another agency? I
see no reason for rejecting the amend-
ment on the basis that one agency may
have more wisdom than another, I have
repeatedly said that in principle I am
opposed to all manpower .regulation.
But if we are to enact legislation, then
let us enact the kind which will result
in getting the work done. My amend-
ment will do that.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I have
listened to the Senator from Indiana.
I was inclined to vote for his amendment
until I heard the statement made that
under it & man might be convicted and
sentenced to the penitentiary.

I have listened to some of the argu-
ments which have been made with refer-
ence to backing up the boys who are
overseas. I believe that every Senator
wants to back them up. No Member of
this body has a monopoly on patriotism.
No set of individuals, no War Dezpart-
ment, no Navy Department, no business
group, and no labor group has a monop-
oly on patriotism.

The other day I received a letter from
a boy overseas. I am sorr¥y I do not have
it with me. I mislaid it. The boy wrote
to his parents and wanted to know why
the Congress of the United States was
considering a work-or-fight bill. He said,
“I am over here fichting for democracy.
‘While I am doing that I do not wish to
see us lose democracy at home. That is
the way other boys with whom I have
talked feel about it. We do not wish to
see our mothers, wives, and sisters com-
pelled to work where some bureaucrat
tells them they must work.”

Merely because the Secretary of War
and the Secretary of the Navy have told
us what to do about civilian problems,
that is no reason why we should follow
their instructions. Representatives of
management and industry came before
the Military Affairs Committee and said
that they were opposed to the pending
legislation. Ceriain representatives of
labor did the same. I am willing to con-
cede that abuses have been practiced by
both management and labor in the
hoarding of labor in some of the plants
of this country. To a large extent it
has been done because of plans which
were incorporated in the cost-plus agree-
ments which had been entered into,
Those practices should cease. We do not
need compulsory legislation for the men
and women of this country in order to
bring about production. It is inconceiv=~
able.to me that at this stage of the war,
when everyone is saying that the prog-
ress of the war is quite satisfactory, and
that our armed forces are doing won-
derfully well, that certain persons should
say, “We must have a work-or-fight bill
so that we can say to men and women
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that they must work here or they must
work there.” We do not want bureau-
crats going into a home and saying to
the wife, daughter, or sweetheart of some
boy, “You must go to work in this plant
or in that plant.”

Mr. President, shall we adopt Hitler’s
philosophy for this country? Shall we
adopt Mr. Stalin’s philocophy? The
greatest manpower in the world is in
Russia. There men and women are told
that they must work. They are told
that they must carry the hod, and that
they must do other kinds of labor, They
are told that they must go into the Army,
or that they must do this, or do that.
What has been their record in producing
war material as compared with the rec-
ord of the United States of Ameriea,
where we have free labor and free in-
dustry? What has been the record of
any couniry on the face of the globe
which has compulsory work-or-fight
laws?

I know that there are those in the
United States who say that after the
war is over the only thing which will
save us is a military dictatorship, or
something of that kind. I refuse to be-
lieve it.

I believe that we can maintain this
country as a demececratic republic. I am
opposed to any step, and will fight any
step, which is designed to give anyone
power to establish either a military dic-
tatorship or any other kind of a dicta-
torship in the United States. That is
the direction in which we shall be headed
if we enact legislation providing that a
man may be sent to jail if he quits a job.
Any legislation of that character which
we may put on the statute boolks will not
ba taken off very quickly. We shall be
confronted with one emergency after an-
other, and told that it is necessary to
maintain the work-or-fight statutes in
existence. Mr, Hitler said that he was
confronted with one emergency after an-
other. He made such statements in or-
der fo establish a complete dictatorship.
The same was true with reference to
Italy under Mussolini.

Mr. President, I am really shocksd to
think that any Senator would say that
he wished to see a bill passed providing
that a man could be sent to the peniten-
tiary for a year, or fined $10,000, merely
because he refused to work. If a busi-
nessman or the head of an institution
should conspire with some labor leader
to harm the Government by slowing
down work, or assigning a man to a job
who should not be so assigned, that
would be one thing, I believe that s
what the Senator from Indiana had in
mind. It is inconceivable that he had in
mind what the distinguished Senator
from Oregon [Mr. Corpon] has said the
amendment would accomplish.

Apparently there is some question as
to interpretation of the amendment, I
intend to vote against it. :

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

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. .

Mr. CAPEHART. It was never my in-
tention that any person should be sent
to the penitentiary as a result of the
amendment which I have proposed, In
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order to make that perfectly clear, I ask
that the amendment be modified.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
has the right to modify his amendment.
He will state the modification.

Mr. CAPEHART. In line 10 of my
amendment, after the word “others” I
modify the amendment by inserting the
words “while in continuance of his em-
ployment or in his capacity as employer.”
That will eliminate any misunderstand-
ing that may arise.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I am
not sure, on the spur of the moment,
from hearing the modification read,
how that would change the situation,
Consequently I am not prepared to dis-
cuss the particular change at this time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado., Mr,
President, under the modification a per-
son would not have to quit his job, but
could simply lay off for some reason or
other, and if he should lay off for a few
days, under the modified amendment he
would still be subject to the penalty, as
I understand. He would still be continu-
ing in the employment.

Mr. WHEELER. I have not followed
the suggested modification. It is not
only the particular amendment now
pending and the situation called to our
attention by the Senator from Oregon
that concern me, but I have particularly
in mind the so-called May-Bailey bill,
the work-or-fight bill. As I stated, I
have heard arguments to the effect that
if we did not support the boys over-
seas, this and that would happen, that
they are appealing for some such action.
1 have received a great many letters from
boys overseas quite recently, and I have
not received a single letter from any
soldier anywhere in the United States or
overseas advocating the kind of legis-
lation now proposed. I have received
letter from soldiers, and have seen letters
written to their parents, as I stated a
moment ago, asking, “What is the mat-
ter with the Congress? Do they want
to say that my mother or my wife can
be taken out of her home and placed in
g factory or somewhere else?” Do we
want further to break up the homes of
America? Do we want to fasten upon
the people of this country a dictatorship,
from which they would not escape very
soon, once it were adopted?

Mark my word, Mr. President, if that
sort of measure is adopted, we will hear
from these boys when they come back,
because they are not going to favor the
establishment of a Fascist government
in the United States after they have
bled and died in the fox holes all over
the world.

Mr. President, I intend to vote for the
compromise bill which came out of the
Committtee on Military Affairs, but I
hope that when the bill goes to confer-
ence it will not be brought back with
some compromise made in conference
which will say to the mothers of Amer-
ica, or to the wives of America, or to
the daughters or sweethearts of America,
“In the name of preserving democracy
in the United States, we are going to
take you ouf of your homes by the nape
of the neck, and put you here and put
you there,” just as Hitler does, just as
Stalin does, just as Mussolini did, and
just as every other dictator on the face

manpower waste,
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of the globe has done. While we were
giving lip service to democracy, we would
be taking a step toward dictatorship.
Someone has well said that when dic-
tatorship comes to the United States of
America, it will come in the name and
under the guise of preserving democracy.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I
would not speak again on this subject in
the Senate except for a word just spoken
by the Senator from Montana. I hope
every Senator will give earnest and care-
ful consideration before he votes for any
of the bills which have been offered to
the Senate on this subject matter. If
Senators vote for a bill and it goes to
conference, and the conference finally
decides, under whip and spur from the
military leaders, to bring back a work-or-
fight bill, Senators will have lost their op-
portunity to vote except either “Yes” or
“No” on the conference report, and I do
not want to be in that position.

The case of the British during the war
has been cited to show why we should
support a work-or-fight bill., The mir-
acle of war production, that is, the mi-
racle which has been performed in this
country during the last few years, has
been due in no small part to the effective-
ness and the wholehearted effort of free
American labor. Donald Nelson, the
former head of the W. P. B., said that
our war production was due to the in-
telligence and know-how of free Amer-
ican workers.

Mr. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield.

Mr. WHEELER. The success of the
Russian armiés and the success of the
British armies has been due almost en-
tirely to free enterprise and free labor
in the United States of America, to what
we have produced.

Mr. LER. I may not go so
far as to be in complete accord with the
Senator’s statement, but I will say that
without thousands and thousands of tons
of American matériel, some of which I
had the privilege of seeing go from the
head of the Persian Gulf through Iran,
to be used by Russian soldiers against
the Germans, I have an idea that the
Russian nation never would have been
able to withstand the assault of the Ger-
mans at Stalingrad.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, will
the Senator from Kentucky yield?

Mr, CHANDLER. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Our couniry has
produced more than any other country
has produced, and we have done it under
the voluntary method. Why should we,
just before the war ends, discard the
method which has been so successful,
and undertake to institute methods
which have not been so successful?

Mr. CHANDLER. I cannot answer
that question. I may say to the Senator
that if I had a business which had been
conducted and had done as well as the
American people have done during the
last few years, I would not change it for
anything in the world.

Let me give some facts—and they are
facts. The American Federation of La-
bor recently made a survey, and said
they could find no evidence of manpower
crisis in this counfry, except the crisis of
ey reported:
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Careful examination of the facts has re-
vealed no manpower shortage which could
require national-service legislation. In spite
of newspaper headlines claiming a produc-
tion crisis, December war-production rec-
ords show an outstanding achlevement.
Bharply increased schedules were exceeded or
met within 1 or 2 percent. Although the
goals were exceptionally high, we came nearer
reaching them than in almost any other
month of our peak production year, This
was all done voluntarily, by free American
labor and employers in cooperation with
government,

Mr. President, I wish to repeat some-
thing I said the other day which I be-
lieve to be true. I think the manpower
situation in the United States at this
hour is the best in all the history of this
country. I think the cooperation be-
tween employers and employees is the
best at this hour it has ever been in all
the history of this country. If that be
true, Mr. President, why should we
change the rule of the game? Why
should we hazard our record by adopting
some other system? On January 12 the
War Production Board, through its
chairman, announced the new 1945
schedules of production. They will
amount to $64,500,000,000 worth of mu-
nitions, compared with $64,000,000,000
worth the year before. So there will be
an increase of only about $500,000,000
worth in the amount of munitions pro-
duced in the United States this year.
That is not a tremendous increase. The
$64,000,000,000 worth of munitions were
produced, and the schedules were mef
the year before.

I wish to refer again to Joseph Keenan,
the Vice Chairman of the W. P. B., who
said of airplane workers’ increased pro-
duction in this country:

Their sense of participation and feeling of

falr play have been so heightened that they
broke all records.

Rear Admiral Frederick G. Crisp said
in January 1945 that production achieve-
ments to date have been nothing short
of miraculous.

W. P. A. Vice Chairman C. S. Golden
and J. D, Keenan said in January 1945:

Free labor in the United States has been
able to meet every demand upon it. Despite
all the difficulties and handicaps American

workers have made the grade in every in=
stance.

I should like to say a word by way of
comparison between the system used by!
the United States and Great Britain,.
one of our major allies. In Britain,
where they have been operating under’
compulsory labor since May 22, as I re~
call, 1940, the absentee rate in 1943 was 10,
percent, and in 1944 it was 10 percent.
In America the absentee rate was be=
tween 6 and 7 percent.

An impartial poll of British publiet
opinion on compulsory labor stated—

The managements complained of indiscle
pline of the new labor which was unwilling
because it was drafted. * * * A minority
of conscripts was satisfactory.

Are we now, Mr. President, to kill the
valiant spirit of voluntary cooperation
ltay ‘? system of compulsion in this coun-
Iy

Under labor's no strike pledge, the
strike record in the United States has
been exceptionally low., In 1944 only
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one-tenth of 1 percent of work time was
lost by strikes in the United States.
Man-days worked averaged 700,000,000
a month. Man-days lost by strike were
only 700,000.

In Britain last year under compulsory
labor, strikes caused more losses of pro-
duction than at any other time during
the last 12 years. Strike loss in Britain
in 1944 was 16 percent above that in the
Unifed States of America. The British
lost 3,600,000 man-hours., The actual
loss in America was a little over 7,800,000,
but it must be remembered that we have
two and a half times more workers in
war industries in this country than they
have in Great Britain.

In December of this year we turned
out 32 percent more critical aircraft than
the month before, and 61 percent more
mortars. We increased production of
tanks, heavy trucks, and field artillery
by 11 or 12 percent.

Mr, President, I wish to plead with the
Senate, because I am anxious that it not
support any bill on the pending subject
. that I have seen. I am prepared to vote
for any bill that will shorten the war
1 day, or save one life, or save the leg
of one American soldier; but I do not
want to see a bill enacted under whip
and spur in order to save the face of
someone who has mads g mistake, a mili-
tary mistake which I regret. I regret
the mistakes of our military just as I re-
gret the mistakes of any other citizen,
Such mistakes cost lives; they prolong
the war; they cost money. But some
day someone will be honest enough to.ad-
mit a mistake, and not try to alibi the
mistake off on someone else. I would
not take one of our mistakes and mag-
nify it to indicate incompetence on the
parf of the military, or to bring the
American people into a situation that
they ought not to be brought into.

Mr. President, if the bill before the
Senate is passed we will have changed
the whole history of this country. So
far as I know there is not a single living
human being who favored the work-or-
fight bill except those who voted for it
and almost expressed & wish that they
had not done so when they brought it
here. I do not know that the bill before
the Senate has any real vigorous support,
There is not a word of testimony in the
hearings in favor of this bill.

If Senators vote for the bill before the
Senate, or one of the other hills which
have been presented on the subject, it
will result in throwing the whole matter
into conference, and the House has the
Bailey bill, which I think it would be a
great mistake for the Congress to enact
into law. When a report is brought back
from conference all the Senate can do is
to vote yea or nay on the conference
report. I want to avoid such a thing if
it ean be avoided. I do not want the bill
to be written in conference. Under the
circumstances it ought not to be written
in conference, because we will get the
May-Bailey bill or some version of the
measure now before the Senate. As I
said to my friend the Senator from Ohio
[Mr, Tarr]l today when he offered his
amendment which would eliminate news-
papers from the provisions of the meas-
ure, under this bill the War Manpower
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Commissioner can put out of business
any man in the United States that he
wants to, and we cannot do anything
about it. Not only can he put a man out
of business, but the man, when put out
of business, cannot get back into business.

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

Mr, CHANDLER. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The Senator, I
take it, is speaking principally of the bill
reported by the Military Affairs Com-
mittee, which contains no limit below
which——

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as I know it
is a zero-ceiling bhill, That is what I
understand.

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is the com-
mittee amendment.

Mr, CHANDLER. Yes.

Mr. REVERCOMB, May I say to the
able Senator that the substitute which

+ was offered for that bill by me fixes a

limit of 50 percent of the persons em-
ployed in any businesses at the time the
act goes into effect, and that limitation
provides a protection to the business so
that it cannot be forced out of existence.

Mr. CHANDLER. If I were certain
that such a provision would be enacted
into law my objection to the bill would
be less strong. I am fearful that the
Senate will vote for a bill, and send it to
conference, with the result that we will
get back a drastic bill.

I say we should not pass a bill of this
kind under whip and spur. I do not wish
to be harsh with the sponsors of the bill.
They wish to please the military. I fear
for what may happen here if we take
steps which will eventually place this
country under the direction of the mili-
tary. 'The people of this country do not
want the country to be directed by the
military. They do not want this fo be a
military nation. They are willing to
submit to necessary controls until the
war is over.

Mr. President, I repeat, with all our
failures and mistakes we have made the
greatest contribution to the salvation
of mankind in this war that has ever
been made in the history of the world.
What is the justification or excuse for
now abandoning the system under which
we have done all this?

I spoke to the Secretary of War this

‘morning. He is pleading for this bill,

as he says, for the protection of his boys.
I am prepared, and have been all the
time, to vote for any bill that will con-
tribute the slightest bit to the success
of the American arms in this war. But
since the proponents of the bill have not
been able to show in weeks of testimony
any real justification or excuse for this
departure from the customs and tradi-
tions of this country which have existed
since it was established, I cannot vote
for the bill.

Soon we shall be asked to draft nurses.
I have no intention of voting for such a
proposal, Why has the Army made the
standards for nurses so high that they
cannot be obtained? If American women
were told that American soldiers were in
distress and needed nurses, the boats
would not hold the women who would
storm the piers for the opportunity to
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nurse them. We do not need to draft
nurses, ;

Last year the Army reduced its pro-
gram and closed certain plants. Now, be-
cause it made a mistake—and I regret
that a mistake was made; everyone re-
grets it—in the twinkling of an eye we
are expected to enact legislation to draft
workers or send them to jail. We are
not now faced with the question of jail
sentences, but if we pass this bill, we
shall be faced with it before we are
through. ‘

Mr, President, those are my reasons
for voting for the Kilgore substitute for
the May bill. I intend to vote for the
substitute of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. Kitcore]l rather than the
committee amendment. If I feel as I do
now, I may even vote against the Sena-
tor’s amendment in the end. I wish to
follow the thing all the way through.
My colleagues on the Military Affairs
Committee know what intense feeling I
have with respect to this bill.

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

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Sena-
tor from West Virginia.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I am very happy
that on the next to the last vote, at least,
the Senator will be with me. [Laughter.]

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

Mr. CHANDLER, Iyield.

Mr. WHERRY. While we are on the
question of production, was any evidence
offered before the committee showing that
we are actually short of materials at this
time?

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not recall any.

Mr. WHERRY. Is there any shori-
age?

Myr. CHANDLER. It is said that we
are short about 200,000 workers in in-
dustry. The figure given was from 170,-
000 to 200,000. The shortage is scattered
and spotty. According to the War Man-
power Commission, the labor exists in
the country, and can be obtained.

Mr. WHERRY. Was there any show-
ing of any shortage of material of any
kind which is needed?

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know about

" that.

Mr. WHERRY. Was any such show-
ing made in the evidence?

Mr. CHANDLER. T do not recall that
it was.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield? .

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 yield.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. In response to the
Senator from Nebraska, I think it should
be said that the testimony indicated that
the stepping up of schedules and require-
ments would make it necessary to pro-
duce larger amounts than have been pro-
duced in the past. The testimony of
Under Secretary Patterson was that fhe
men now on the fighting fronts, in all
their struggles up to date, had not been
confronted by any shortage.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator.
That is the point I am making. Up to
this point, at least, there is no shortage
of material.

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to
remember one further thing from the
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statement of the Under Secretary of War.
Except for the morale factor, there is no
excuse for this bill, because what we do
now, if it is to be effective—and I ques-
tion whetaer it ever will be—will not be
felt on the fighting fronts for 6 or 7
months from now. We came nearer
meeting the greatly increased produc-
tion schedules last month than in any
other month. I wish to repeat some-
thing that was said the other day. Every
time a production schedule is set, we
break a record; then we are asked for
an increased schedule.

We have a population of approxi-
mately 135,000,000. Twelve million are
in the armed services. We have fur-
nished foedstuffs, not only for our own
forces, but for nearly everybody else. We
have furnished clothing and material for
almost everyone else, besides our own
forces. Records have been broken again
and again by the free workers of the
United States.

The other day I asked an Army offi-
cial if some day the Army would not ad-
mit that we had done about as good a job
as we could do under the circumstances,
and if Army officials would not some day
cease to insist that we break records, at
the expense of the health and weliare
of all the people. We can do just so
much. Under the old common law a
man was ordered to be put to death by
bearing weights on his chest as heavy
as he could bear, and heavier. When
they became heavier, he was no more.

I do not wish ever to admit that we
cannot do anything. We do many
things because when-we talk with our
allies they say that certain things cannot
be done. Our men say, “Where is this
thing that cannot be done?” Our allies
show it to us, and we do it. Many times
they show it to us because they know
that that will be our reaction. We are a
record-breaking people. We do not like
to admit that there is anything we cannot
do.: I do not wish to do anything to de-
stroy that spirit in the American people.
They possess that spirit because they are
free, because they are a determined peo-
ple, because they are not slaves. They
own their Government. They own their
freedom. No other people can outdo
them. We have not only outproduced
any other individual nation, but we have
produced more materials of war than
both Axis nations.” They have produced
by slave labor, and we have produced
with free labor. The proposal before us
is to change systems.

I do not know what Mr, Goebbels will
say. Iam notin his confidence. I have
no idea what he will say. Someone said
the other day that, of course, he would
think up something to say. If we pass
this bill, one thing he could say, and
ought to say to the American boys who
are now inside Germany is, “Back home
they are putting your fathers and moth-
ers 1’11 jail. They have not produced for
you.”

Mr. President, I saw many a man on
the fighting front who thought everyone
was on strike, because he happened to
need something at the moment. He
needed weapons or food. When the
committee of which I was a member was
in the Pacific area, whenever one of our

“accomplished heretofore.
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men in the area saw a headline in the
newspapers with respect to a strike, he
would wonder if everyone at home had
quit work. I was glad to be able to tell
those men that some people were still
working at home, We all regret and
magnify & failure. It makes the situa-
tion look as though everything had gone
WIODg.

Many a soldier with whom I talked
said, “Do not change the Government
back home. Our country is all right.
All anyone has to do to find that out is
to spend 2 or 3 years in a place like this.”
The men would say, “Do not change our
country.” Every now and then a boy
would say, “Happy, do not change our
country. It is all right. Keep it as it
was when we left it. We want to go
back to it.”

If I were Mr, Goebbels I would go on
the radio and tell the American boys,
“Your democracy has failed.” The other
day the Secretary of War suggested that
in this particular it had failed, and could
not do the job without adopting Fascist
methods.

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

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield.

Mr. BURTON. While the Senator is
speaking about breaking records, I wish
to call to his attention certain para-
graphs from the testimony of {he Under
Secretary of War before our committee,
To me his statement was very impressive,
indicating that we are reaching the point
where perhaps we should be sirengthen-
ing our production beyond what we have
I read from
page 28, to show that we need still fur-
ther to break records which we have al-
ready established. The Under Secretary
said:

The 1945 requirements, as estimated by the
War Preduction Board, call for more muni=
tions than were produced in 1944, and 1944
was our biggest year in war production.
How much higher the over-all 1945 require-
ments will be has not yet been determined,

Scheduled 19456 requirements for Army
munitions are 156 percent above the 1944
production figure. For a number of critical
items the required increase is much higher.
The schedule for heavy fleld artillery am-
munition i1s 200 percent above last year's
production. The schedule for bomhbs and
mines is up 49 percent, tanks up 64 per-
cent, air-borne radar 59 percent, clothing 29
percent.

That program for Army munitions for 1945
is a staggering task. Yet even these sharply
increased schedules do not fully reflect mili-
tary needs, for our needs have been scaled
down in the light of known limitations on
productive capacity.

It is also a matter of concern to us that
last year we were unable to make more
modest production schedules for a number
of critical items. In the second half of 1944,
output of mortar ammunition was 12 per-
cent below the schedule of June 30, 1944,
Production of cotton duck was 14 percent
under schedule, heavy-duty truck tires 10
percent under, and 106 howitzer ammuni-
tion 8 percent under. Dellveries of 21,-~ton
trucks dropped 13 percent under the June 30
schedule, and deliveries of heavier trucks
dropped 20 percent below schedule

We mean to meet the needa for 1945.

I am sure the Senator means to meet
them. It is our obligation to do all we
can to see that they are met.
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Mr, CHANDLER. Iam glad the Sena-
tor raised that point.

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

Mr. CHANDLER. Before I yield to
the Senator from Vermont, I wish to
answer the Senator from OChio. The an-
swer fits like a glove., I read from La-
bor’s Monthly Survey for February 1945:

On January 12, War Production Board
Chairman EKrug announced the new 1845
war production schedules. They will amount
to $64,600,000,000 worth of munitions com-
pared to $64,000,000,000 worth produced in
1944—no significant increase.

It is an increase of only 5 points—only
$500,000,000.

Very well. The chart I have shows
that new war production schedules for
the first half of this year amounted to
$16,400,000,000 worth in the first quarter
and $16,700,000,000 worth in the second
quarter. This compares with $15,800,-
000,000 worth in the last quarter of 1944,
an increase of only 5.7 percent at most.

Very well. If this justifies sending
people to jail or making them work, up-
rooting them, moving them all over the
country, ordering them about, we should
remember that in England, under this
system, a million certifications were made
in 5 years, and 5,400 persons were pros-
ecuted under it, and more than 4,700 per-
sons were sent to jail.

Mr. BURTON. That was under the
compulsory labor system, not under the
bill now before us.

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand, but
that is what we will have here, once we
start.

Mr. President, I am nof giving you
riddles; I am giving you the facts. Since
the peak of December 1943, munitions
production has declined 8 percent to No-
vember 1944,

While I am not blaming the military,
they are responsible for the cutting back
and cutting off and closing and shutting
down. We have to make it up. But why
does not someone be honest enough to
say, “I ordered this shut-down, and I
was mistaken, and I want it put back.”
I want someone to be honest enough to
say what is the case. We would not strip
him of rank or dock his pay or anything
of the sort. We are just as sorry as he is,

Now production must rise again; but
even when it reaches the high point of
the 1945 schedule, the over-all program
will be less than we accomplished in De-
cember 1943.

Now we are going to try to do some-
thing that we have already done with
volunteer labor; but we cannot do it that
way this time, it seems; we are told that
we must change the rules of the game,
that we must change the system.

Mr. President, I wish I knew who was
responsible for this measure. I confess
I do not know. As we used to say down
in the State legislature, some smart fel-
low thought this up.

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

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield.

Mr. AIKEN. A few minutes ago the
Senator from EKentucky said that if he
were in Mr. Goebbels’ place he would lose
no opportunity to tell our boys at the
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front that democracy had failed. I rise
to say that Mr. Goebbels will not have to
do that, because Mr. Stimson has already
done it, and I think his exact words
should be put in the REcorb at this point.

Mr. CHANDLER. Ireferred tothat. I
shall be glad to have the Senator do so.
ithr. ATKEN. The Senator referred to

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes.

Mr. ATKEN. The exact wording is
printed in the Washington Post of Feb-
ruary 19. The words are as follows:

The inevitable result of this failure of
American democracy is now becoming ap-
parent at this crisls of the war,

Those are the exact words which are
credited to Mr. Stimson. If Mr. Stimson
telis the American boys that demeccracy
has failed in this country, why in the
world does Mr. Goebbels even have to
do it?

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, I regret
the statement by the Secretary of War.
I wish he had not made it. If any Szna-
tor had made it, he would have gone to
the whipping post quickly, If any Sena-
tor had made such a statement, it would
have been claimed that he was giving
comfort and aid to the enemy.

I regret that any such statement was
made, and I am quite sure the Secretary
regrets it now.

Mr. AIKEN., And then we are in-
formed, according to a speech by Mr.
Ira Mosher, president of the National As-
sociation of Manufacturers, that—

Supporters of the May bill were pointing
with pride a few days ago to an editorial in
the Stars and Stripes purporting to support
the measure. This editorial supposedly re-
flected the scldier attitude toward national
gervice. It now develops, according to an
Asscciated Press dispatch from Paris, that the
editorial was placed with what protesting
G. I staff members of the publication called
brass-hat interference with a service publi-
cation. The editorial, the staff protests, was
written by a lieutenant colonel, and was In-
spired by a cablegram from the Under Secre-
tary of War.

So here we have the Secretary of War
telling the boys that democracy in their
country has failed, and the Under Sec-
retary of War attempting to stir up po-
litical discontent among the boys at the
front in order to get this bill through.

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, it is al-
ways open season on Members of Con-
gress.

Mr. AIKEN. When we are talking of
replacements in the Army, I think we are
speaking of replacements in the wrong
place. The replacements should be
made at the Pentagon Building, right at
the top.

Mr. CHANDLER. As I said, of course
it is always open season on Members of
Congress, and we should not be thin
skinned. We have to take all kinds of
criticism, just or unjust, fair or unfair;
and those who have been in Congress
long enough expect it. Such criticism is
made of us by persons who exercise the
greatest latitude and who are under no
responsibility, but we must face the
voters, Of course, for years there has
been under way a movement to keep the
umpires off the field and put them in the
grandstand. Many persons have said
that should be done. But the movement
never succeeded. i
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The statement I made a few moments
ago was a complete answer to the state-
ment of the Under Secretary of War,
read into the Recorp by my friend the
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BurTON].
I wish to add thav in the last 6 months
of 1944 we made substantial gains in
every one of the critical war production
programs. Remember, now, Mr. Presi-
dent, we made gains in every one of the
critical war production programs, gains
ranging from 20 percent to 200 percent.
In view of this miraculous and outstand-
ing performance on the part of the pa-
triotic men and women of this country,
I ask now, Is the Senate going to say
to them, “Your reward is a form of
slavery or a form of forced labor or a
departure from the time-honored customs
and traditions of the people of this great
free country”?

Mr. President, I will not vote for it.
I do not intend to encourage it. I fear
what may result by our passage of such
legislation. I started out as a foe of it.
My intense hatred for it and all it stands
for has increased every day the legisla-
tion has been pending.

Before Senators vote, I should like to
meke a further statement. Inasmuch as
the Senator from Montana indicated that
he weuld vote for such a bill, I want the
Senate to remember what that may mean.
That may mean that the conference may
rewrite the bill, and then it will be tco
late. Senators then will have to vote
against it all or vote for it all. I do
not want to be placed in that position,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the amendment as
modified, cffered by the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], to the commit-
tee amendment,

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, T send
to the desk a letter which I ask to have
read by the clerk. The letter is from
Glenn L. Martin, one of the largest
airplane manufacturers in the country.
He wrote the letter to the Secretaries
of War and Navy. I think the letter
throws a great deal of light on this
debate, if Mr. Martin's figures are in line
with what the Army and Navy under-
stand to be the facts.

The VICE PRESIDENT. -Without ob-
jection, the letter will be read.

The legislative clerk read, as follows:

Tue GLENN L. MarTIiN Co.,
Baltimore, Md., February 7, 1945
The Honorable HENRY L. STIMSON,
Secretary of War, Fentagon Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear MRr. SECRETARY: We have been told by
representatives of Selective Service, Army
and Navy, and War Production Board that
all of our present male employees now be-
tween the ages of 18 and 30 years of age
will (subject to physical examination) be
called for duty with the military services by
approximately May 1, 1945,

Of this group, the induction of all our em=
ployees between the ages of 18 and 26 has
been accomplished, which together wiih
volunteers from this organization accounts
for more than £3,000 employees now in uni-
form.

The balance (age 26-20) will take the
vitally irreplaceable manpower out of this
organization.

As president of this company, I feel it my
duty to call to your attention at this time
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the far-reaching effect the loss of this per-
sonnel will have on our operations.

We are under contract to deliver essential
aircraft to both the Army and Navy, upon
which minimum delivery requirements have
been established. If the above-mentioned
policy is effected, the fulfillment of these
aircraft delivery schedules is not attainable,
. We do not wish to be considered alarmists,
but, on the other hand, it is our desire to
acguaint you with the absolute true facts.

For example, In our ergineering depart-
ment, out of & total of 13 senior aerodyna-
mists, 18 are subject to this draft. Out of
39 senior stress engineers, 27 are subjzet to
the present call, Thirty-three percent of all
technical emplcyees now in the engineering
department arve under 20 years of age and are
gubject to the present draft policy.

In another department 37 percent of our
tool designers, including fabricators, are sub-
Ject to the present draft,

The inspection department, a group of 190
supervicory personnel, will also suffer severe
losses,

Our quality central engineers, numbering
80 technicians, have 66 of their number sub-
Ject to the present draft., The X-ray depart-
ment, which performs a very necessary func-
tion required by Army and Navy specifica-
tions, will lose 50 percent of its personnel.

The manufacturing department has 25 par-
cent of its foremen and subforemen subject
to the draft. Leaders and other first-line
supzarvision are likewise similarly affected.

The important thing to note is the fact
that such a sweeping draft policy, based en-
tirely on age, will throw a highly skilled or-
ganization out of balance. For example, 18
senior asrcdynamists are required to Leep
35,000 employees manufacturing, but if this
number 15 reduced to 1 or 2 men, their part
of engineering will be missing and produc-
tion drawings cannot be released to the shop
for work, Therefore many thousands of shop
employees mnot subject to the draft will be
thrown out of work and in varying degrecs
other important departments so completely
out of balance, after satisfying the draft, will
obviously require a complete reorganization
of the company's business. The constant re-
duction of supervision and material will close
down divisions and departments of the com-
pany in varying degrees.

We respectfully urge an immediate survey
of the aircraft industry by experienced air-
craft manufacturing representatives of yours
to present to you the full details in support
of my very brief statements. This company
is ready and willing to cooperate to the full-
est extent in trying to arrive at the facts for
your consideration.

We wish to assure you that when a final
decision is made and you have determined
the number of airplanes and the amount of
engineering to be sacrificed and the men that
should be drafted from our plant, we will
then immediately reorganize what we have
left and apply the group of remaining person-
nel to work assigned to us in accordance
with the dictates of your priorities. All em-
ployees that cannot be efliciently utilized,
due to the resulting critical shortage of ex-
perienced technical and administrative men,
will be released from work and made availe
able for other plants.

Very truly yours,
GLENN L. MARTIN,
President,

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask
that the clerk read ancther letter which
I have received. It came from a worker
in one of the shipyards of my State.
I ask that his name be not read and that
the letter be returned to me. I merely
want the letter to appear in the ReECORD.
I do not wish to involve the writer in any
controversy.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the clerk will read as requested.
The legislative clerk read as follows:

Senator Mitrarp F. TynINGs,
Senate Building, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Senator: I had an experience the
other day, which I think should be brought
to your attention.

The other morning, in order to keep an
appointment it became necessary that I hail
a cab In order to get to my destination in
a certain time. During the ride the driver
and I engaged in a little conversation, in
which he advised me of these facts.

About 2 weeks prior thereto and during the
period of this work-or-fizht legislation, he,
feeling particularly conscientious, gave up
his position as a cab driver in order to make
application for a position in one of our local
shipyards, he having had prior experience as
a welder. On an appointed day he reported
for work. He worked all morning at his
given job and after lunch started the after-
noon session. He had worked probably 10
minutes when he was approached by his fore-
man, who asked him how much work he had
done that morning. This was shown to the
foreman, who immediately tcok him from his
welding job and placed him in some other
position, telling him that he had accom=
plished too much work. During the 8 days
subsequent he advised me he did not do 1
full day's work. He became disgusted with
the whole thing, and on the ninth dgy
reported back to his old position as a cab
driver.

Senator, I am a State employee, and, as you
know, as such, am poorly pald. Isn't there
anything that you can possibly do, in ordsr
to ellminate some of the national waste which
is so prevalent in our present war effort.
You know and I know that this is simply
increasing the national debt to unheard of
amounts. We will not pay it, but future
generations will pay it or else.

Please give this little note your most cour-
teous consideration. )

Yours for a more economically operated war
effort.

. Yours very truly.

Mr. BAREIEY, Mr. President, before
the Senate takes a recess, and before
considering the Executive Calendar, on
which there is only one nomination, I
wish to urge, inasmuch as we shall not
have a session of the Senate tomorrow,
that Senators be present on Monday,
and be prepared to make progress in the
consideration of the pending legislation.
It has been several weeks since the mat-
ter first came to the attention of Con-
gress through the message of the Presi-
dent of the United States, through actjon
in the House, and through the hearings
which were held by the Senate commit-
tee. We have now been considering the
bill in the Senate for a week, and have
voted on only one or two comparatively
minor amendments, although in a sense
they were impertant, We have made no
speed and no headway yet in the con-
sideration of the real need sustaining
the proposed legislation.

There are now pending three propos-
als, the bill as it passed the House, the
amendment reported by the Committee

on Military Affairs of the Senate, and ~

the substitute offered by the Senator
from West Virginia [Mr. REVERcoME].
I have endeavored to secure an agree-
ment for a vote on the substitute at an
hour on Monday, but the effort has
failed. Therefore I hope that when we
resume consideration of the hill on Mon-
day, Senators will attend the sessions
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and limit their discussion to the matters
which are before the Senate at the time,
to pending amendments, and that we
may dispose of the bill and all amend-
ments.

If the committee amendment should
be agreed to by the Senate, it would have
to go to conference. If it should not be
agreed to, and anything else were adopt-
ed as radically different from the bill as
it passed the House as the proposed com-
mittee amendment, that would have to
go to conference. Whether we like it or
not, it may be that the legislation will
have to be written in conference. If
that shall be the case, the bill should get
to conference as soon as possible, assum-
ing we are to have legislation at all.

For these reasons I urge that Senators
make every possible éffort, during the
further consideration of the bill next
week, to speed up action on it, and get it
disposed of.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARELEY. I move that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of
executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proeeeded to the consideration
of executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the

Senate a message from the President of -

the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which was referred to the
aporopriate committee.

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

EXECUTIVE REFORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favofable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

Sundry officers for promotion in the Regu-~
lar Corps of the United States Public Health
Sarvics. :

By Mr, O'MAHONEY, from the Committee
on Indian Affairs:

Willlam A. Brophy, of New Mexico, to be
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, vice John
Collier, resigned.

By Mr. McEELLAR, from the Committee
on Post Offices and Post Roads:

Szveral pcstmasters.

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be
no further reporits of committees, the
clerk will proceed to call the Executive
Calendar.

TREATIES

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
Executive A and H, Seventy-eighth
Congress, second session.

Mr. BARKELEY. I ask that the treaty
£0 OVer.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and the
treaty will be passed over.

THE NAVY

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Chaplain Robert D. Workman
to have the rank of rear admiral in the
Navy.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the nomination is confirmed.

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 ask unanimous
consent that the President be notified
immediately of the eonfirmation.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the President will be notifled
forthwith.

RECESS TO MONDAY

Mr. BARELEY. As in legislative ses-
sion, I move that the Senate take a
recess until 12 o'clock noon Monday
next.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until Monday, March
5, 1945, at 12 o'clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received March
2 (legislative day of February 26), 1945:
PoOSTMASTERS
The following-named persons to be post-
masters:
FLORIDA
R. Hunter Erowning, Madison, Fla., in place
of E. J. Harrls, resigned.
Willlam F. Johnson, River Junction, Fla.,
in place of D. H. Morgan, retired,
GEORGIA
Catherine R. Lanneau, Barney, Ga. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1944.
Sarah W. Turner, Pelham, Ga., in place of
J. L. Cooper, transferred.
Margaret D, Cate, Sea Island, Ga., in place
of C. D. Bruce, resigned.
ILLINOIS
George Bigler, Clarendon Hills, Iil., in place
of E. G. Mochel, retired.
IOWA
William J. Maguire, Vail, Iowa, in place of
Martin O'Connell, transferred.
KENTUCKY
Daris U. Foley, Jamestown, Ky., in place of
O. D. Smith, retired.
MASSACHUSETTS
Arthur I. Brown, South Lee, Mass,, in place
F. G. Fanning, resigned.
1 MICHIGAN
Henry Swaffield, Sterling, Mich., in place
of E. G. Abbott, deceased.
MINNESOTA

H, Carroll Day, Albert Lea, Minn., in place
of B. M. Loefiler, retired.

Anthony G. McDougall, Baudstte, Minn., in
place of P. B. Sanderson, retired.
Joseph F. Meighen, Preston, Minn., in place
of M. E. Gartner, retired.
MISSOURI
Curtis M. Van Hoozer, Blythedale, Mo.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1044,
NEBRASKA
Harold C. Bruce, Verdigre, Nebr., in place
of C. O. Kocina, transferred.
NORTH CAROLINA
Byron U, Richardson, Pinehurst, N, C,, In
place of F. T. Currie, removed.
OREGON
Pearl A. Carsley, Malin, Oreg., in place of
M. W. Thomas, resigned.
PENNSYLVANIA
Olive Ruth Eeeney, Dickerson Run, Pa.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1944.
PUERTO RICO
Ramon Zaragoza, Fenuelas, P. R. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1944,
SOUTH CAROLINA

Norman Glenn Anderson, Andrews, B. C.,
in place of J. R. Thompson, transferred.

Thomes P. Scott, Whitmire, 8. C., in place
of G. A. Dcuglass, transferred.

TEXAS

Ida D. Martin, Wiergate, Tex., in place of
F. W. Hines, deceased.
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VIRGINTA
Joseph F. Suttle, Dahlgren, Va., in place of
L. A. Ashton, resigned.
WEST VIRGINIA

Bernice E. McDonald, Mount Clare, W. Va.,
in place of M. J. Fowler, resigned.

CONFIRMATION

Executive nomination confirmed by the
Senate March 2 (legislative day of Feb-
ruary 26), 1945:

IN THE Navy

Robert D. Workman, to have the rank of
rear admiral in the Navy while serving as
Chief of Chaplains under the Chief of Naval
Perzonnel.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Fripay, MarcH 2, 1945

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore, Mr. McCORMACK.

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

Our Heavenly Father, whose nature is
to have mercy and forgive, we praise
Thee for the advent of our Saviour, who
came to give libarty to those who were
in bondage and manhood to those who
were chattels. Rising to the highest
sphere of service, may we be examples
and an inspiration to arouse righteous
enthuciasm in the breasts of men. =Make
us willing to yield comfort and pride and
all things else save fidelity to the truth.

In its career of prosperity, wilt Thou
lead our great Nation aright; purge its
ignerance, its corruption, and all at-
tendant evils. May it be a source of
strength to all humanity, seeking justice
and peace by forbearance: then will the
world believe that we are a free and a
temperatz people. O hasten the time
when nations shall be brought from bar-
barism; when truth and love shall be in
the ascendant; when peace shall smile
on the races of earth and creation shall
no longer groan and fravail in pain. In
the name of our Lord and Master, we
pray. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were com-
municated to the House by Mr. Miller,
one cof his secretaries, who also in-
formed the House that on the following
dates the President approved and signed
bills and joint resolutions of the House
of the following titles:

On February 13, 1945:

H.R.621. An act to further amend sec-
tion 22 of the act approved March 4, 1925,
entitled “An act providing for sundry mat-
ters affecting the naval service, and for
other purposes,” by changing the limita-
tion on the total personnel of the Naval Re-
serve Cflicers’ Training Corps, and for other
purposes; and

H.R. 1427, An act relating to the compen-
sation of telephone operators on the United
States Capitol telephone exchange.

On February 28, 1945:

H.J. Res. 85. Joint resolution making an
additional appropriation for the fiscal year
1945 for the Census of Agriculture; and
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H.J. Res. 100. Joint resolution making an

additional appropriation for the fiscal year’

1945 for the Public Health Service.
On February 24, 1945:

H.R. 1808. An act to grant to the Hawalian
Electric Co. the right to construct certain
ditches, tunnels, and oil pipe lines in Pearl
Harbor, T. H.

EMERGENCY COMMITTEE TO SAVE
JEWISH PEOPLE OF EUROFE

Mr. SOMERS of New York, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.

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

There was no objection,

Mr. SCMERS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I would like very much to say a
few words about a matter which has just
come to my attention and which has
shocked me very much. Some months
ago a representative of an outstanding
humanitarian American organization,
the Emergency Committee to Save the
Jewish Pzople of Europe, was sent to Tur-
key on behalf of this committee to try
to organize the rescue of Hebrews from
the Balkan countries.

This representative, Mr. Eri Jabotin-
sky, went with the full approval of the
President’s War Refugee Board and of
our own Despartment of State, which
granted him the necessary exit visa and
arranged for his priority on an Army
bomber. I will not take up my col-
leagues’ time to tell here of the valiant
and important work which Mr. Jabotin-
sky did in Turkey, whose confidential re-
ports to the War Refugee Board are
available to the Members. Jabhotinsky’s
work and program were in complete ac-
cord with America’s policy of leadership
and traditional stand of justice and aid
for the persecuted.

Last week a cable was received from
Mr. Jabotinsky stating that he was being
forced to leave Turkey. This curious
statement was cleared up by an Asso-
ciated Press dispatch from Ankara, re-
ceived on the 24th of February, explain-
ing that Mr. Jabotinsky, in Turkey on a
bona fide mission from the United States,
had been “arrested and deported to Brit-
ish-controlled territory,” and this report
further stated that the deportation had
nothing to do with our great ally and
friend, Turkey.

It is with great indignation that I re-
ceived this news, and, as an American
citizen, I demand that a stop be put to
such brazen and open interference with
our foreign policy by an outside power.
Snce when has our foreign policy been
dictated by another nation? I have al-
ready stated that the American organi-
zation which sent Mr. Jabotinsky on his
mission has many supporiers among
Government officials and a good many of
my colleagues have subscribed to the
program of the emergency commitiee.
Many of these leading Americans have
instituted the proper measures to secure
the release of Mr. Jabotinsky from Brit-
ish arrest and custody. One item which
I should like to read before the House is
a letter from one of the committee’s
cochairmen, Mr. Ben Hecht, to His
Excellency the Earl of Halifax, British
Ambassador to the United States, which
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will appear in the Appendix as an exten-
sion of my remarks.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SOMERS of New York asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and
include a copy of a letter writien by Mr,
Ben Hecht, cochairman of the American
League for a Free Palestine, to the Brit-
ish Ambassador to the United States,
Lord Halifax.

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, there came to my ofiice this
morning one of the clearest, soundest,
briefest. discussions of economic law
which has come to my notice.

This article is entitled “Federal Taxes
and the Worker.” It is taken from the
Railroad Workers Journal and written
by Robert B. Dresser. It is particularly
important that every Member of this
Hcuse have an opportunity, not only to
read this splendid document but to have
it where he can readily refer to it. For
that reason, Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in
the Recorp and include therein this
splendid article,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. LARCADE asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks in
the Recorp and include therein a copy of
a letter from one of his constituents on
the farm problem.

Mr. BUFFETT asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks in
the Appendix of the Recorp and include
an article entitled “War Dazstroying Eu-
rope’s Middle Classes.”

Mr. RILEY asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include therein an editorial
frem the Columbia State,

PERMISSION TO ADCRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that after the com-
pletion of business on the Speaker’s desk
and at the conclusion of special orders
heretofore entered, I may address the
House this afternoon for 15 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Indiana?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. EILBURN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article by the
president of the Northern Faderation of
Chambers of Commerce.

Mr. SIKES asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude therein an article published by the
Florida Historical Society.

Mr, PHILBIN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a certain letter which
he had recently sent to Judge Vinson.

HURRAH FOR TEXAB

Mr. PLUMLEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Vermont?

There was no objection.

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, this
year on December 29 we will observe the
one-hundredth anniversary of the an-
nexation of the United States by the Re-
public of Texas, as all Texans in their
innate modesty would have us believe.
But today, the 2d of March, is Texas
Independence Day.

We hail the State of Texas, large not
only in area but great because of the
character of its citizens, not the least
among whom are those who honor them-
selves and their State by representing it
in this Congress today. We do well to
congratulate you and your constituents
upon what you of the Lone Star State
have accomplished over the years for
yourselves, for the Nation, and for pos-
terity.

As the representative of that other in-
dependent republic of yesteryear I share
your pride in the fact that “independ-
ence was and is our boast.” Vermonters
agree that you have a right to be proud
of the record your sons and daughters,
true to the fraditions of the fighting
stock from which they come, have made
throughout the years so crowded with
honorable achievement.

May your Lone Star never set, but
grow steadily brighter as it shines along
the path of the future.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HOFFMAN asked and was granted
permission to extend his own remarks in
the RECORD.

MONUMENT IN HONOR OF THE MARINE
CORPS

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr, HENDRICKS, Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday I introduced a bill providing for
a monument in honor of the Marine
Corps. The bill provided that a photo-
graph appearing in the Washington Post
of last Wednesday be used as a model.
Before I prepared the bill I called a news-
Ppaperman and asked how to identify the
photograph., In the conversation he
said, “Refer to the four marines.” So I
did. I thought myself there were four
marines in that photograph. But later in
the day when I received an enlarged
photograph I found there were six ma-
rines in the photograph, so today I am
introducing a new bill, using the words
“six marines” instead of “four.”

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

CALL OF THE HOUSE
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I make the

point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a aucrum is not present.
‘Mr. RAMSPECEK. Mr. BSpeaker, I

move a call of the House,
A call of the House was ordered.
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The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
Jowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No, 28]

Allen, T11. Hancock Ploeser
Andrews, Ala, Hart Powell
Barry Hébert Quinn, N. Y.
Bender Hedrick Rabin
Blemiller Heffernan Rains
Bishop Heldinger Randolph
Bland Hill Rich
Buckley Holmes, Mass, Rivers
Byrne, N. Y. Johnson, 111, Rogers, Mass,
Byrnes, Wis. Johnson, Rowan
cannon, Fla, Luther A, Sabath
Celler Johnson, Shafer
Clements Lyndon B. Sharp
Combs Keefe Sheridan
Curley Keogh Short
Dawson King Simpson, I1.
Delaney, Kopplemann  Smith, Maine

James J, Landis Snyder
Dickstein Lane Sumner, I11,
Dingell Latham Talbot
Dirksen LeCompte Voorhis, Calif.
Douglas, I11, Lemke Vursell
Drewry Lynch West
Eaton McGlinchey Wilson
Fenton McEenzie Winstead
Fogarty Morrison Woodrum, Va,
Gallagher Murray, Tenn. Zimmerman
Gamble O'Hara
Gearhart Fa'man
Geelan Patterson
Hall, Pfeifer

Leonard W. Phillips

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this
roll call 344 Members have answered to
their names; a quorum is present.

By unanimous consenf, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HALLECK asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include a
communication to the Farm Journal.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include House
Concurrent Resolution No. 11 of the
Michigan State Legislature.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
an editorizl.

Mr. HINSHAW asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include two resolutions which
he had introduced, and, secondly, to in-
clude certain articles from newspapers,
and so forth.

Mrs. LUCE asked and was given per-
mission to extend her remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include
therein a speech by Honorable Chih-
Mai, counselor of the Chinese Embassy,

Mr. ROBERTSON of North Dakota
asked and was given permission to extend
his remarks and include therewith two
important letters on military training.

Mr. FULLER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include therein a radio inter-
view on the farm draft.

Mr. RODGERS of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the Recorp and include a res-
olution adopted by the Legislature of the
State of Pennsylvania.

Mr. MICHENER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include therein an editorial.

Mr, DOYLE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
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tend my remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude therein an article appearing in
Progressive, February 26, 1945, having to
do with our colleague the Delegate from
Alaska, Bos BARTLETT.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Montana?

There was no objection.

ALLEY DWELLING ACT—MESSAGE FRCM
THE PRESIDENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United States,
which was read by the Clerk and to-
gether with the accompanying papers re-
ferred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the provisions of
section 5 (a) and (b) of the District of
Columbia Alley Dwelling Act, approved

“June 12, 1934, I transmit herewith for

the information of the Congress the re-
rort of the National Capital Housing Au-
thority for the 10-year period from Oc-
tober 9, 1934, to June 30, 1944, which
includes the annual report for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1944.
FrRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT,
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 1, 1945.

REPORT ON PHYSIOGRAFPHIC, ECONOMIC,
4AND OTHER RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND
RIVERS AND BETWEEN THEIR DRAINAGE
AREAS—MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before
the House the following message from
the President of the United States, which
was read by the Clerk, and, together with
the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Military Afiairs and
ordered to be printed with illustrations:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the informa-
tion of the Congress a copy of a com-
munication irom the Chairman of the
Tennessee Valley Authority submitting a
report entitled “A Report on the Physio-
graphic, Economie, and Other R-zla-
tionships Between the Tennessee and
Cumberland Rivers and Between Their
Drainage Areas.” This report was pre-
pared at my request under the author-
ity vested in the board of directors of
the Tennessee Valley Authority by sec-
tion 22 of the Tennessee Valley Author-
ity Act and Executive Order No. 6161
issued pursuant thereto.

The report points out the similarity
and interrelationship between the prob-
lems of development of the resources of
the Cumberland and Tennessee Valleys.

I have heretofore recommended to the
Congress the enactment of legislation to
bring the Cumberland River and its
tributaries within the scope of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority Act. I take this
opportunity to urge again that the Con-
gress give consideration to the enactment
of such legislation.

FrANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

THE WHITE HoUuse, March 2, 1945,

FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I move
that the House resolve itself into Com-
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mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the further considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 2374) making ap-
propriations to supply deficiencies in cer=
tain appropriations for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1845, and for prior fiscal
years, to provide supplemental appro-
priations for the fiscal years ending June
30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, and for other
purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 2374, with
Mr. SPARKMAN in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE

For the purpose of conducting the audit
of all Government corporations as provided
by section 6 of the act approved ,» Public,
No. (8. 875, 79th Cong.), the Comp-
troller General authorized in his discretion
to employ personal services by contract,
or otherwise, without regard to the civil-
service laws and regulations and section
3709 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That
not more than!l@persons so employed may
be compensated-without regard to the Classi-
fication Act of 1923, as amended, only one of
whom may l:m,, pensated at a rate of as
much but not” n:\{d!ﬁ than $10,000 per annum,

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I
make a point of -order against the para-
graph on page 9 beginning in line 11 and
ending on line 22 relating to the General
Accounting Office on the ground that it is
legislation on an appropriation bill,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Missouri care to be heard on
the point of order?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman from Georgia
reserve his point of order?

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the point of order.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, this is an unusual provision in the
bill, but it is in the hill fo meet an un-
usual situation.

In the act of February 24, 1945, Public
Law No. 4, there is laid upon the Gen-
eral Accounting Office an unusual bur-
den. The Comptroller General is re-
guired by that legislation, so recently
enacted that I could only secure a copy
from the enrolling clerk, to audit all
Government corporations. It is a stu-
pendous task. The Comptroller General
has indicated to me that there are scores
of corporations involved.

This situation is further complicated
by the fact that this audit is required
to begin with the fiscal year 1945. Al-
ready 8 months have passed; only 4
months remain in which to make the
audit, and it is necessary for him to
secure these men and to secure them at
once. Still further complicating the

situation, men of special qualification

are required; the Comptroller General
must have certified public accountants,
men of ability and experience. In order
to get them, according to his statement
which I submit, he must have some lati-
tude in securing them as they can be
recruited, and in record time.

Mr. Chairman, in order that the posi-
tion of the General Accounting Office
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‘Doc. No. 227, 78th Cong.).
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may be understood, I ask unanimous con=
sent that the letter written by the Comp-
troller General of the United States may
be read at this time.

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

a
COMPTROLLER GENERAL ¥
oF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, March 2, 1945.
Hon. CLARENCE CANNON,
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations,
House of Representatives

My Dear MRr. CHAIRMAN: Because of lfs
vital importance, I am taking the liberty of
writing you concerning the provision on page
9 of the first deficiency appropriation bill,
1945, H. R. 2374, which, if enacted, will give
me the authority to employ the necessary
personnel to accomplish the audit of all Gov=
ernment corporations, as required by section
5 of Public Law 4 (8. 375), approved Febru-
ary 24, 1945. The provision of the first
deficiency bill is as follows:

“For the purpose of conducting the audit
of all Government corporations as provided
by section 5 of the act approved , Pub=
lie, No. (S. 875, 79th Cong.), the Comp-
troller General is authorized in his discretion
to employ personal services by contract, or

-otherwise, without regard to the civil-service

laws and regulations and section 3709 of the
Revised Statutes: Provided, That not maore
than 10 persons so employed may be com-
pensated without regard to the Classification
Aot of 1823, as amended, only 1 of whom
may be compensated at a rate of as much
as but not more than $10,000 per annum.”

The report of your committee on H. R. 2374
states the need and purpose of this provision,
However, I will outline briefly the reasons
which malke it so indispensable to the proper
administration of this important and re-
sponsible new function of the General Ac-
counting Office.

Section 5 of Public Law 4 provides that the
finaneial transactions of all Government cor-
porations shall be audited each fiscal year
by the General Accounting Office in accord-
ance with the principles and procedures ap-
plicable to commercial corporate transactions,
beginning with the current fiscal year, and
that a report of each such audit shall be
made to the Congress not later than the
following January 15. The enactment of
said section places a heavy burden on the
General Accounting Office, but one which
it should and will gladly undertake. The
size and importance of this new audit duty
is indicated by the fact that there are scores
of Government corporations involved, which
on June.30, 1943, had total assets of over
$27,000,000,000 and total liabilities of over
$22,000,000,000, according to the Report on
Government Corporations issued last sume
mer by the Joint Committee on Reduction
of Nonessential Federal Expenditures (3.
This same re-
port shows that on March 31, 1944, 7 of
these corporations had outstanding obliga-
tions of $12,604,000,000, guaranteed by the
United States, and 21 corporations or groups
of corporations had outstanding loans of §6,~
568,000,000, and that on April 30, 1944, Gove
ernment corporations had 67,912 employees,
The operations of such corporations extend
throughout the United States and reach
into foreign countries. They cover almost
every fleld of business, industry, and finance.

Although I have consistently advocated the
audit of all Government corporations by the

General Accounting Office as the agent of

the Congress, only a few such corporations
are now so audited, and there has been no
opportunity to prepare for such a tremendous
overnight expansion of this type of audit.
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The bills pending in the Senate (8. 469) and
the House (H. R. 2051 and 2177), providing
for financial control of Government corpo-
rations, all contemplate an audit beginning
in the future, and until a few weeks ago
there was no indication of any legislative
action requiring such an early undertaking
of the audit. As a result of the enactment
of Public Law 4, the General Accounting
Office will be required to audit the financial
transactions of all Government corporations
for the fiscal year 1945, more than 8 months
of which have already elapsed. This leaves
an exceedingly short time for the necessary
organizing and staffing and for surveying the
financial structure of the respective corpora=-
tions in order to establish an efficient audit
program.

The audit required by section 5 is a dif=-
ferent type of cperation than the regular gov=
ernmental audit and requires personnel of
different qualifications and training. The
organization which is to perform it must have
highly competent direction and a qualified
staff of employees if the audit-is to be per=-
formed effectively and produce the benefita
which the Congress intended. In the pres-
ent manpower situation it will be practically
impossible to obtain a man of the caliber
needed to head the “organization, and to
recruit qualified personnel in the required
numbers without authority of the character
proposed by the guoted provision of H. R.
2374. On the other hand, with such author-
ity we will have the key to the problems of
personnel, organization, and performance of
the work.

I have not heretofore favored the granting
of statutory authority to employ personnek
without regard to the usual restrictions on
such employment . In fact, I have repeatedly
urged the Congress not to grant such au=
thority except for the most cogent reacsons.
Moreover, I realize that the quoted provision
is subject to & point of order. Yet similar
authority has been freely granted to other
departments and agencies in dozens of in-
stances in appropriation acts for the current
and prior fiscal years. I am moved to ask
for it in this instance because of the great
emergency which the General Accounting
Office faces in carrying out the audit duties
now imposed on it by law, and because I
feel I would be remiss if I did not come to the
Congress as quickly as possible, report the
situation, and suggest a solution. The pend-
ing deficiency bill, I believe, offers the earliest
cpportunity of enactment of a provision to
help solve this pressing problem. Attention
is invited to the fact that although author=
ized by =ection 5 of Public Law 4, no addi-
tional appropriation for this work is being
sought or is necessary at this time.

In this instance I strongly hope that the
House will be led by its spirit of fairness and
its desire for effective results to approve the
provision and provide a means which will
better enable the General Accounting Office
to perform the duties prescribed by section
b of Public Law 4.

Sincerely yours,
LINDSAY C. WARREN,

Comptroller General of the United States,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I trust that after hearing the con-
clusive and convincing reasons given by
the Comptroller General in support of

“his request for the inclusion of this pro-

vision in the bill the gentleman from
Georgia will determine not to press his
point of order. If he insists on the point
of order it must be conceded under the
rules.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, may
I be heard on the point of order?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will hear
the gentleman from Georgia.
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Mr. RAMSPECEKE. Mr. Chairman, I
have conferred this morning with Mr,
Frank Yates, Assistant Comptroller Gen-
erel, with reference to this matter. Iam
satisfied that it can be worked out by
regulation with the Civil Service Com-
mission. The provision proposed to be
enacted in this bill is not temporary leg-
islation, not limited as to time or number
or as to type of pesition. It is a blanket,
wide-open-door exemption from Civil
Service for the purpose of auditing the
accounts of these corporations.

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

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. If the words “during the
fiscal year 1945" were placed ahead of the
word “for” on line 12, would that not
meet the objection raised with reference
to that particular paragraph? That
would avoid its being permanent legisla~
tion.

Mr. RAMSPECEK. I could not agree
to that, and I will explain why.

We recently passed a Veterans’ Prefer-
ence Act, in the Seventy-eighth Congress.
We promised the veterans of this country
that they would have preference where
they were qualified for positions in the
Federal Service. They cannot get that
preference if we exempt the positions
.from ecivil-service procedures. I voted
for that act in good faith. As far as it
lies within my power, I am not going to
permit it to be evaded by anybody at
any time. We either meant what we
said in that act or we did not, and I
think we ought to stick by*it.

The Civil Service Commission has au-
thority with the approval of the Presi-
dent of the United States to make ex-
ceptions wherever they are necessary.
Of course, we all know Lindsay Warren.
We all love him. I would rather trust
him with an exception of this sort than
anybody I know of. But we have just
been through an experience in this Con-
gress which indicates the fallacy of leg-
islating on the theory that a particular
man is going to discharge a particular
duty. We had to undo something we
did when we placed the loan agencies,
which this also affects, in the hands of
the Department of Commerce because
Mr. Jesse Jones was going to be Secre-
tary of Commerce. Let us not make the
same mistake again.

I wish to point out not only to the
committee but to Mr. Warren himself
that the War and Navy Departments,
the W. P. B,, and the O. P. A,, all through
this war emergency have been operat-
ing under civil-service procedure and
have employed literally hundreds of
thousands of people, many of whom are
expert engineers, accountants, auditors,
and specialists of all kinds. The same
thing can be done to meet this emer-
gency. I am quite sure the Commission
will cooperate with Mr, Warren in solv-
ing his problem.

I have no objection to the exemption
of the head of the new auditing section
he is going to set up from the Classifi-
cation Act. It will take a high-class
man and they ought to have one, and
they are going to have to pay him to get
him. I am quite sure those things can
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be worked out. But, Mr. Chairman, I
must insist upon my point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Georgia makes a point of order
against the paragraph he pointed out.
The gentleman from Missouri concedes
the point of order. The point of order
is sustained.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CANNON of Mis~
souri: On page 9, after line 10, insert a new
paragraph as follows:

“For the purpose of conducting the audit
of all Government corporations as provided
by section 5 of the act approved February 24,
1945, Public, No. 4, Seventy-ninth Congress,
the Comptroller General is authorized in
his discretion to employ not more than 10
persons without regard to the Classification
Act of 1923, as amended, only one of whom
may be compensated at a rate of as much
a3 but not more than $10,000 per annum."”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, this amendment provides for the
employment of a maximum of 10 men
without regard to the provisions of the
Classification Act, to undertake and di-
rect this new and highly important work.
I trust it meets with the approval of the
gentleman from Georgia.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Misscuri.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATIONAL HOUSING AGENCY

War housing: For an additional amount to
carry out the purposes of title I of the act
of October 14, 1940, as amended (42 U. 8. C,,
ch. 9), and subject to the applicable provi-
sions of the joint resolution approved Octo-
ber 14, 1940 (54 Stat. 1115), $£84,.373,000, to
remain available during the continuance of
the unlimited national emergency declared
by the Fresident on May 27, 1941, but not
to be avallable for obligation for new proj-
ects after June 80, 1945,

Mr-TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. TABEr: On page
10, line 12, before the period insert a colon
and the following proviso: “Provided, That
all obligations of this additional appropria-
tion for projects In which (1) the War De-
partment has a paramount interest shall first
be jointly authorized in writing by the Sec-
retary of War and the Director of the Bu-
reau of the Budget, (2) the Navy Depart-
ment has a paramount interest shall first
be jointly authorized in writing by the Sec-
retary of the Navy and the Director of the
Bureau cf the Budget, (3) the War and Navy
Departments have a joint interest, direct or
indirect, which they shall be presumed to
have as to all projects in which the interest
of elther Department 1s not paramount, shall
first be jointly authorized in writing by the
Becretaries of War and Navy and the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, this proposal in a modified form
was considered at some length by the
subcommittee when drafting the bill un-
der consideration., We have no objection
to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. TaBER].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. Chair-
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* Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WIGGLESWORTH :
On page 10, line 9, after the figures “§84,-
273,000", insert a comma and the following
language: “Of which amount not to exceed
$1,000,000 shall be available for administra-
tive expenses.”

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, we accept the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. WiGGLES-
WORTH],

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Taser: On page

10, line 9, strike out *“$84,373,000"” and insert
+$42,000,000."

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I am of-
fering this amendment, not because it
cuts the amount down to what I think
it should be, but because I believe it is a
compromise and perhaps the House
might be willing to go alongz on some
kind of logical approach fo the problem.
The whole set-up here is pretty bad. The
housing that has been built has been
terribly expensive and poorly designed,
and it has not been of the character
which it should be, for the amount of
money that we have dumped into it.
This proposal is to cut the fizure down
to $42,000,000. This would permit them
to put in stop-gap houses and have them
ready in any spot in the United States in
6) days. It would permit putting in as
many as are asked for here.

The most peculiar thing about this
set-up is that whereas in previous bills
they have told us they were going to put
in a lot of trailer and stopgzap units,
here they come and state they are only
going to put in a thousand out of a total
of 30,000 of that character of units. It
is perfectly ridiculous, because regardless
of how long the war continues, we will
do much beétter if we have to step up
construction in some of these piaces, if
we put in these trailers and quick con-
struction jobs.

I called attention to the fact yester-
day that there is no need of any such
quantity of housing as they have set up.
In some places where they anticipated an
increase of apnroximately two or three
hundred families over what they had on
the 1st of January, they have units total-
ing at least 500, and they have 2,000
under construction. It just does not
make sense under any kind of analysis.

I hope the Committee will adopt this
amendment and save the Government
$42,000,000, It will help the war effort,
because it will prevent so much of the
labor in those critical areas being di-
verted to construction jobs which will
require from 3 to 6 months to complete,
and which will require a great deal of
labor.

I hope the Committee will adopt this
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr, TABER] has
expired.
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, there are two war
fronts, the battle front and the home
front. And the home front is as im-
portant as the battle front. Unless we
supply our men with ample munitions
and equipment they cannot win the war.

The truth about the matter is this is a
war of production. That nation which
produces materials of war more effec-
tively and most rapidly will win the war.
Up to this time we have won it not only
through the superior courage and stamina
of our troops but, also, through our
superior production,

Now, we cannoft produce munitions
without workmen. We cannot have work-
men unless we provide them with hous-
ing accommodations. This appropria-
tion is to provide the necessary housing
accommodations. This appropriation is
to sustain the home front.

Mr, Chairman, this is not a haphazard
estimate. It is not a blanket, over-all
appropriation to be allocated and dis-
bursed at the will:of the National Hous-
ing Agency. Theiestimate was presented,
item by item, specifically, for construct-
ing or providing housing exactly where
it is needed: May:I-submit the testimony
of the most dependable authority on this
question, namely, Under Secretary of
War Patterson. He appeared before our
committee in support of the estimate and
we went into the matter very exhaustive-
ly with him. Among other things he
said: “If we cannot offer housing, we are
and shall continue to be unable to recruit
sufficient labor to turn out the required
production.”

In other words, he says unless we can
provide the housing for which we are
making this appropriation we cannot get
munitions across to the fighting forces
where they are needed and where our
American chiefs of staff and our Allied
commanders are expecting them and
planning to use them. That in itself
justifies the appropriation, but let us go
g bit further. He says:

It is known that there is now and for
some time to come will continue to be a
serious manpower shortage.

You cannot supply that shortage if
there is no place for the workmen to
live, no placé for their families to live
when they are recruited for the job;
without these elemental facilities, they
will not stay, they cannot stay.

I wish there were time to include in the
Recorp portions of other pertinent
statements by Secretary Patterson, but
let me add one statement by Vice Admiral
Moreell, Admiral Moreell said, and he
is specific, just as this entire appropria-
tion is for specific needs.

The units which we are asking for now are
to take care of an increase of 44,331 em-
ployees.

Not “so many thousand” on a rough
guess, but the exact number actually
needed to carry out our part of this war
program—to support the men now on
the other side—we need and must have
on this one factory front alone, 44,331
employees, These men cannot be em=-
ployed unless this money is provided.
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Mr. Chairman, we have already cut
this item to the bone. The estimate sub-
mitted to us was for $90,000,000. We
have included it in the bill as $54,000,000
due to the fact that we found duplica-
tion in the estimates, We found the
same items estimated under the Navy
funds and, under the housing funds,
items which were identical. Again, after
a resurvey the Navy reported, for exam-
ple, that in the Norfolk-Portsmouth, Va.,
Navy Yard they would be able to get
along without the appropriation origi-
nally requested. So we have already re-
duced this appropriation to the irreduci-
ble minimum. What remains is neces=
sary in order to keep faith with the men
fighting on the other side.

I trust the amendment will be de-
feated.

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

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I should like to call the
attention of the House first to the fact
that on this item there is a reduction
made by the committee of $5,627,000.
The committee considered this estimate
very carefully. ‘We tried to secure the
most complete information, from the
most responsible witnesses. Judge Pat-
terson came before the committee and
testified that this amount was absolute-
ly essential. I for one do not see how
we could go much further than we have
gone in the way of a cut.

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

Mr. O'NEAL, I yield.

Mr, TABER. The only cuts that were
made, of course, were where I found in
cross-examining Admiral Moreell a
group of projects that were duplicates
in the Navy estimate and in this esti-

mate.

Mr. O'NEAL. But the amount was re-
duced. The gentleman is to be com-
mended for discovering the discrep-
encies, I think it was a very fine piece
of work. The fact remains, however,
that we reduced it $5,627,000. Certainly
Judge Patterson is not going to come be-
fore us and advocate something so wild
that the item can be cut 50 percent as
the gentleman from New York suggests.
Furthermore, Admiral Moreell, who is
entirely reliable, testified at great length
and was willing to answer questions
about any individual item in this request.
After going all the way through it, sup-
ported by other representatives of the
Army and Navy the committee thought
this amount was necessary,

Mr, Chairman, there is another thing
we should consider in this matter. On
page 163 of the hearings there is a list
of all the projects. There is a man in
this House representing every State
mentioned in this list and every district
in whieh a project is located.

Mr, Chairman, because expenditures
are going into Members’ districts, they
will not sit here, as honorable Members
of this body, and allow wanton, wild, and
reckless spending, possibly twice what
we need, and if there is anyone here
from the State of Alabama, from Alaska,
Arizona, California, and all the other
States mentioned, who feels that this is
too much and it is a waste of money to
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proceed with these projects, he should
come forward and tell the committee
that this is a wild estimate or that the
housing is not needed. There is nothing
in here for Kentucky, but I happen to
know something about one of the items
for Indiana. They are asking for 550
units. They are putting up another
$28,000,000 powder plant over there, It
is being constructed out in a little com-
munity, many miles from a large com-
munity. When I say “many” I mean 15
or 20 miles. The larger community is
fully occupied and lacks housing for its
needs, But certainly with $238,000,000 to
be expended there for this powder plant,
something has to be done to take care of
the people who are to run the plant and
even those who are going to construct
it. Therefore, when the Army and Navy
come up here and give testimony as to
their needs, when we have first-hand
information from Members of Congress
who say by their silence, if not by their
audible expression, that this is needed,
it is in the interest of doing a proper job
for the war and we should not make the
drastic cut proposed by the gentleman
from New York.

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

Mr. Chairman, the pending amend-
ment, which proposes to reduce the esti-
mate of $84,373,000 by one-half, strikes
at the very heart of production.

Last summer and fall I had the oppor=
tunity to personally investigate the hous-
ing conditions in the San Francisco Bay
area. I saw conditions of squalor cre-
ated through lack of adequate housing
to take care of the tremendous inecrease
in population of workers and their fami-
lies that have no place in American life.
ONE OF THE GREATEST PORTS OF EMBARKATION

San Francisco is one of the world’s
greatest ports of embarkation. As the
war in Europe comes to its climax and
begins to drop off, the war in the Pacific
will increase in proportion and San Fran-
cisco and the entire San Francisco Bay
area will be called upon to further tre-
mendously increase its activity. Ship-
ping will increase; greatly increased
quantities of war supplies will flow to
our fighting men through the Golden
Gate. If these vital war cargoes are to
move smoothly and swiftly to our men,
steps must be immediately taken to prop-
erly house the workers who will handle
those supplies.

All shipping is under the control of the
Federal Government, and only the Fed-
eral Government can meet the emer-
gency to provide these homes.

PROBLEM GROWING IN INTENSITY

This is a problem that has been grow-
ing in intensity from the outset of the
war. It has passed the denomination of
“need” and has reached the point of
emergency. Various governmental agen-
cies interested in the war effort have
made surveys of these conditions and the
housing needs. They have made various
recommendations as of the dates of their
investigations. With continuously in-
creasing numbers of workingmen being
recruited, particularly longshoremen and
warehousemen, who handle these vital
war materials, the requirements have
become more urgent,
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The situation has become so serious
that notwithstanding the urgent need
for increasing the number of men re-
cruited as longshoremen and warehouse=
men, the Joint Employer-Union Recruit-
ing Agency operated in San Francisco
was forced to turn down 107 applicants
between January 5 and 31, 1945, because
adequate housing to care for them and
their families was not available.

TWO THOUSAND FAMILY UNITS URGENTLY

NEEDED NOW

It has been recommended by repre-
sentatives of the Longshoremen’s and
Warehousemen's Union who are prob-
ably in a betfer position to know the
needs than any other group, that some
2,000 family units are urgently needed
now, The longshoremen and warehouse-
men have responded faithfully to the
Nation’s needs in speedily loading our
ships with war supplies so necessary to
the success of our fighting forces.

I strongly urge upon the committee
that it favorably consider a sufficient ap-
propriation to properly relieve this de-
plorable situation.

I offer for the Recorp the following
telegram:

WasHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1945,
Congressman RICHARD J. WELCH,
United States House of Representatives:

This board and the War Shipping Adminis-
tration are deeply concerned over the serigus
and continuing shortage of housing for
longshoremen in the San Francisco Bay area,
It has become necessary in recruiting new
men for longshore employment in order to
meet increasing demand on this port to insist
that only men already In possession of hous-
ing will be accepted for the industry under
today's conditions. This seriously limits cur
ability to expand port labor supply and to
meet considerable expanding needs for addl-
tional longshore labor. In view of this situa-
tion I trust that every effort will be made to
obtain concurrence in preoposal that maxi-
mum suggested funds be appropriated to pro=
vide new construction of housing in the San
Francisco Bay area.

Pactric CoAsT MARITIME INDUSTRY BOARD,

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last three words.

Mr. Chairman, we all realize that in
every theater of this war the offensive of
the Allied Powers is being stepped up.
The termination of hostilities will be de-
termined in the matter of time by the
success of those operations.

It is very natural that this enlarged
scale of warfare requires greater produc-
tion, and greater production can be had
only through the efforts of the men and
the women who produce these various
articles in the plants that are scattered
over this country. They cannot produce
those articles or work in those plants
Enlesa they have some place in which to

ve.

Many of these projects which must be
either created or enlarged are neces-
sarily in rural areas because of the dan-
ger involved in the operation and the
character of the output. Consequently
housing is necessary. Under the pro-
visions of the act this housing is all tem-
porary and must be salvaged and re-
moved to get out of the way of private
enterprise when the war is over.

May I call your attention to some
statements made by Judge Patterson be-~

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

fore the Committee on Appropriations
with reference to the intensified nature
of our present operations. On page 169
of the hearings, after reciting the urgent
necessity for this housing, and after the
identical places of the allocations had
been given, he had this to say:

Production of all heavy field artillery am=
munition must be increased by 89 percent.

Small-arms ammunition schedules call for
a 50-percent increase.

Our plans call for 24 percent more produc=

tion of heavy artillery and replacement com-

ponents; 19 percent more tanks must be de-
livered. Further increases are likely.

Production of heavy-heavy trucks, over
2'% tons, must be increased by 12 percent.
Light-heavy trucks, 2'; tons, production was
12.9 percent below schedule for the last half
of 1944 and at the end of the year stocks on
hand were 65 percent below authorized stock
levels and current unfilled demands.

That is because we could not possibly make
enough last year.

Output of air-borne radar must be 319
percent greater.

Production of fleld and assault wire must
be increased by 50 percent. Deliveries of
dry-cell batterles are scheduled to be in-
creased by 27 percent.

Production of cotton duck is expected to be
12 percent greater during the first quarter
of 1945 than during the last quarter of 1944
and still will fall about 25 percent short of
the current requirements, without taking
into account previous deficits.

Heavy-duty truck-tire production for the
first quarter of 1845 is scheduled at nearly 13
percent in excess of output in the fourth
quarter of 1944.

Output of critical aircraft, including B-29
heavy bombers and A-26 attack bombers,
must be sharply increased during the first 6
months of 1945. Requirements for many of
these planes are practically unlimited.

And so forth. In other words, this is
simpiy an effort to enable those on the
home front to see that these boys who
are fighting so bravely in the various
theaters of war, on land, on sea, and in
the air, may have the equipment of every
character that they need to carry on their
respective tasks.

Mr. SPAREMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last four words.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment that is
pending before us seeks to cut this ap-
propriation in half  in fact, it takes off,
I believe, a little more than half of it.

I cannot speak for the various proj-
ects throughout the country but I do
know something about one of these proj-
ects, and I want to localize my remarks
to that particular project, and that is
the one at Huntsville, Ala., calling for
500 family units and 300 dormitory units.

May I say here that the only housing
projects carried in this bill for the State
of Alabama are those units in my dis-
trict and units at three different places
in the district so ably represented by my
colleague the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Hoees], who I know can very well
speak for the urgency of the housing at
those three particular places,

At Huntsville ammunition is being
made every day for our fighting forces.
It was a great thrill to me recently when
I was in Belgium to run upon a young
ordnance officer who, finding out that I
was from Huntsville, said “You would be
pleased to see the amount of ammuni-
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tion we handle out here that comes di-
rectly from Huntsville.”

I have visited at Huntsville, both the
Huntsville Arsenal and Redstone Ar-
senal, a great many times when I have
been back home. I have seen the prod-
ucts they are making. I have heard
told the story of how a great amount of
certain types of ammunition was flown
by plane at the time of our invasion of
north Africa.

Only recently those facilities have
been expanded. Redstone Arsenal is in
the process of being further expanded
now. I had a letter just yesterday from
the commanding officer of the Redstone
Arsenal telling me how badly the hous-
ing is needed there. When we go back
into the House I intend to ask permis-
sion to include at this point that letter
from Colonel Hudson, the commanding
officer at Redstone.. He tells me they are
going to have to employ a great many
additional workers. There is absolutely
no unoccupied housing there. The peo-
ple are going to have to be brought in
there, a great many of them, in order
to fill the needs in stepping up the pro-
duction that is required in that particul-
lar plant. ¥You cannot bring them in
and just expect them to camp by the
side of the road. Housing must be pro-
vided, and there is no way of getting the
housing down there except through this
program that has been proposed. I do
not know whether other districts can
stand to have their housing projects cut
in half, but I do know that this project
cannot be cut in two if we are to produce
there the munitions of war we are ex-
pected to produce.

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

Mr. SPAREMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Alabama.

Mr. MANASCO. May I point out that
a large number of industrial ;ts appeared
before the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds during its hearings,
and they told us that one of the largest
causes of labor turn-over is lack of ade-
quate housing for the employees. Iknow
for a fact that is true in the gentleman’s
district.

Mr. SPAREMAN. I am sure that is
correct. I, for one, would not advocate
the huilding of a single house we do not
need. I certainly would not advocate
wasteful housing or housing that is going
to be left to form ghost towns when the
war is over. But I know that we cannot
produce the goods of war at the Hunts-
ville Arsenal and at the Redstone Arsenal
unless we have housing. I would sug-
gest that if there is any Member from any
district covered by these housing projects
who can have his project cut half in two
and still do the job, he get up here and
tell the House so.

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

Mr. SPAREMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. IZAC. I can testify that this is so
inadequate that we will need just about
double the guantity that is carried in
this bill without any cut whatsoever.

Mr, SPARKMAN. I should not be at
all surprised to know that that is true.
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The letter from Colonel Hudson, re-
ferred to above, follows:

ArMY ServICE FoRces,
REDSTONE ARSENAL,
Huntsville, Ala., February 27, 1945.
Hon, JOEN SPARKMAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Drear Jomw: 1 appreciate your support be-
fore the House Appropriations Committee on
behalf of additional housing needed at Red-
stone Park., As you know, it has become im-
possible to obtain any kind of housing ac-
commodations In and around Huntsville.
Because of this situation representatives of
the N. H. A., on completion of their housing
survey last month, recommended the expan-
sion of Redstone Park.

We are starting the construction of a new
production line and are doing considerable
expansion work in existing facilities to pro-
vide for our increase in production schedules
this year. The expansion program includes
mechanization of the present production
lines which will not only increase productive
capacity but also efficiency of operations. In
other words, fewer man-hours will be re-
quired per unit produced. We have had a
pretty bad slege of weather since the first of
the year which has delayed construction
progress. Iam hopeful, however, that by the
end of June the new line will be substan~
tially completed, as it now appears that it
will have to be put into operation by then
to meet production schedules.

The employment situation 1s becoming
more critical every day. Farm lahor is be-
ginning to return to the farm, and it is going
to take an all-out effort on the part of
W. M. C. and U. 8. E. 8. to recruit enough
employees to keep pace with our require-
ments. Our employment is now 4411 and
must be increased to over 5,000 by summer.
Replacements necessary because of turn-over,
including those returning to farms, are added
to these requirements.

I know that you will be interested In seeing
the improvements now under way, and I hope
it won't be long before I will have the op-
portunity of showing them to you. Your
continued interest in activities concerning
the arsenal is greatly appreciated,

With best of wishes and kindest personal
regards,

Bincerely yours,
Canrort. D. Hupson,
Colonel, Ordnance Department.

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

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that all
debate on this amendment close in 17
minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr., RABAUT, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
permission to extend my remarks at this
point in the Recorp for the purpose of
justifying the action of the subcommittee
on the item of national housing in this
first deficiency bill. A perfect explana-
tion of the figures is set forth on pages
6 and T of the report which under leave
granted me I insert at this time:

Title I of the Lanham Act of October 14,
1940, as amended, authorized an appropria=
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tion of $1,500,000,000 for the purpose of
meeting acute housing shortages for indus-
trial workers and for families and civilian
personnel of the Army and Navy and civilian
employees of the United States Maritime
Commission. There has been appropriated
against such authorization $1,380,000,000, and
as of January 31, 1945, there remained avail-
able for further programing but 7,878, which
assumes definitely obligating all projects in
the commitment category.

The Budget has proposed an agditional

_appropriation of £90,000,000, all of which is

earmarked for presently known needs for
immedlate purposes. These are set forth in
the tabular matter on pages 163-164 of the
hearings,

Of the total additional amount requested,
approximately 40,000,000 is intended for
meeting needs sponsored by the Army and
about $20,000,000 has Navy sponsorship.
These needs were justified to the committee
by Under Secretary of War Patterson and
Vice Admiral Moreell, respectively. The re-
maining amount of the estimate is for pro-
viding “must” housing in industrial areas
and on account of commercial activities in
which both the Army and Navy have a single
or dual interest,

The committee is recommending an ap-
propriation of $34,373,000. The reduction of
$5,627,000 is responsive to these factors: (1)
The Navy had made provision in its own
supplemental estimates for the instant bill
for 700 family type unlits at the naval am-
munition depot, Hastings, Nebr. The
amount involved is $2,620,000. That amount
has been deducted from the estimate under
this head and Is provided for under the Navy
head. (2) A Navy restudy, according to a
communication the committee has from the
Administrator of the National Housing
Agency, dated February 21, 1945, has indicated
a probable lessened need in the Norfolk-
Portsmouth, Va., area, which would release
$5,800,000 of the £90,000,000 estimate. The
committee has taken off half of such releaced
amount, allowing the remaining half ($2,800,-
000) for providing 1,000 units in Honolulu,
where an acute housing shortage exists which
is hampering the operation of vital military
installations. One thousand units have al-
ready been programed for Hawaii out of
funds heretofore made available.

The Administrator of the National Hous=
ing Agency has assured the committee that
the instant proposal applies to projects which
are not susceptible of private financing and
that privately financed construction is availed
of to the utmost.

. Furthermore, as the members of the
subcommittee know, it was impossible for
me to be present during much of the
hearings on this particular bill. My ab-
sence resulted from the necessity for ap-
pearance on my own subcommittee on
appropriations for the Departments of
State, Commerce, Justice, and the Ju-
diciary. However, I did take leave from
my subcommitiee in order to be present
at some of the testimony for the National
Housing Agency. The record will re-
veal under a subcaption, “Housing for the
Detroit Area”—page 212—the following
statement in reply to my question as to
Detroit being a critical area:

Mr. BLaNDFORD. We have had a very serious
situation in Detroit, particularly with respect
to the Negro families. There has been an
increase in the Negro population in Detroit
during the war, about 70,000 persons, I think
it is estimated there are about 20,000 families,
and that has imposed upon us there a rather
unsatisfactory housing condition, with con=
slderable congestion, and we have been 0111,'
able to finance and provide about 5,000 units.

r
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I think those two facts indicate the serious-
ness of the congestion. Had conditions been
better we would have done more, except for
the practical problem of finding sites for such
housing. It has reached the point which I
think is rather serious and it has handicapped
the war effort, but we are asking for another
1,000 units to at least give some relief to that
situation,

Mr. RasauT. Are those temporary or perma-
nent units?

Mr, BranprorD. We have half a dozen older
units which have caused us very deep con-
cern. They would be temporary units.

The Citizens Housing Planning Council of
Detroit has been cooperating with us, and the
Detroit Victory Council has been a very im-
portant agency in helping us.

The Urban League, the Great Lakes Steel
Corporation, and the Congress of Industrial
Workers have all written in strongly urging
that something be done to relieve the con-
gestion.

Mr. Rasavur. How much have you in this
bill for Detroit?

Mr. Branprorp., We have 1,000 units, Mr.
RaBavuT, It should be more, but I think we
will have a time finding sites for them,

Mr. Rapavur. You are looking that situation
over and doing everything you can?

Mr. BrLanDrorp. Yes, sir; we are trying to
keep in touch with that situation constantly.
We would like to move on this immediately.

Mr. Rapavur. I think you will find sympa-
thetic consideration given by the committee.

I have two of these letters which Mr.
Blandford has received which I should like
to put into the record following my re-
marks. One of them is from the Great
Lakes Steel Corporation, and the second one
is from the United Automobile-Aircraft-Agri-
cultural Implement Workers of America.

Mr. CanNoN. You may include them as a
part of your remarks,

(The letters referred to are as follows:)

GrEAT LAKES STEEL
CORPORATION,
' DivisioN OF NATIONAL
StEEL CORPORATION,

Ecorse, Detroit, Mich., February 5, 1945.
Mr. Joan B. BLANDFORD, JI.,

Administrator, National Housing
Agency, Washington, D. C.

Dear Smm: We understand there are pros=
pects for a new housing project in the south-
west district of Detroit, or what is known
as the down river district of metropolitan
Detroit.

Industries in the down river district real=
ize the necessity for relief from the housing
scarcity., The Great Lakes Steel Corpora-
tion, being the biggest industry in this dis=
trict, has had tremendous diffculty in the
last 3 years in finding shelfer for its em=
ployees.

We are totally engaged in war work and
have in the neighborhood of 3,000 men in
the services. We have held a high priority
with the War Manpower Commission and
have had to depend entirely on in-migrants,
Qur labor turn-over has been exceptionally
high because of the lack of housing, and the
shortage of labor has created many pro‘blen‘.s.
We find that many men who would have
liked to work for us cannot do so because
they cannot find housing. At the present
time among our employees alone there is &
demand for approximately 1,600 homes, both
white and nonwhite.

The above-mentioned conditions have been
aggravated because of the congested trans=
portation and we feel sure that if the hous=
ing is located in the down river district, both
industry and the war effort will benefit.

Hoping the project will materialize, I am,

Very truly yours,
GREAT LAKES STEEL CORPORATION,
J. E, FINKE,
Vice President in Charge of Operations.
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UNITED AUTOMOBILE-
AIRCRAFT-AGRICULTURAL
IvPLEMENT WOREERS OF AMERICA,
Detroit, Mich., January 27, 1945,
Mr, JoHN B. BLANDFORD, JT.,
Administrator, National Housing
Agency, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgr. Brawprorp: As you know, our
organization has been actively interested in
the war-housing problems of congested pro-
duetion areas, and has always sought to be
of help in effecting solutions to these prob-
lems.

In the spirit of desiring to be helpful to
you, therefore, I take this occasion to call
to your attention the plight of our Negro
war workers in Detroit with respect to the
question of housing.

You know also that the lack of adequate,
healthy, and safe housing for all workers
has more or less always been one of Detroit's
mbajor problems even before the war., With
the war and the sharply increased tempo
of production and the great influx of new
workers, you can readily understand the
fmpact on Detrot and its already inadequate
housing supply. The lack of decent housing
for Negroes, of course, has been chronic for
many years. You can easily understand, too,
what the effect here was when you consider
that as a general practice Negroes are forced
to find homes in rigidly defined geographical
areas that had reached the saturation point
years ago insofar as decent housing was
concerned. This fact, coupled with the fact
that Detroit's Negro population since 1940
has increased by nearly 70,000 persons and
with in-migration continuing at the rate of
nearly 1,000 families monthly, serves to in-
dicate the utter seriousness of the problem.
I-think, too, that you will readily agree that
provision of housing for Negroes has not
kept pace with the population expansion.
I understand that in 1944 alone over 7,000
Negro families made application with the
local war-housing center for housing with
about 1,400 being provided for. This does
not take into account the great many thou-
sands that had applied in previous years and
for which housing has yet to be provided.
I understand the total backleg of applicants
still unprovided for by the war-housing cen-
ter approximates 15,000.

I need not dwell any longer on the serious-
ness of this situation, since the facts speak
for themselves. My immediate concern, of
course, is with the effeet this problem 1is
having on war-production schedules, what
with the lowered worker morale, lost work
days because of house hunting and the ten-
sions consequent of situations of this nature.

I cannot say strongly enough how vitally
important it is that the National Housing
Agency immediately take whatever steps are
possible to alleviate Detroit's acute housing
problem. In line with this, I would recom-
mend the immediate annouricement by your
Agency of the programing of at least 3,000
additional temporary war-housing family
units by public construction, and 1,500 to
2,000 H-2 or title 6 units.

I feel that nothing short of this sort of
& minimum program being announced im-
mediately can prevent a serious break-down
here in civilian morale and ultimately reflect
itself in lowered production of vital war
implements.

Sincerly yours,
R. J. THOMAS, President.

Mr. Chairman, as one of my colleagues
so aptly put it this afternoon, there are
two fronts to the war—the fighting front
and the production front. Housing is
necessary to the production front. It is
Justified by officials of the Army, Navy,

merchant marine, and leaders of indus-"

try, as well as labor. It is an expense
resulting from the problems of war, and
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for these reasons, Mr, Chairman, the
appropriation should be sustained.

Mr. DE LACY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
at this point in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr, DE LACY. Mr, Chairman, I am
strongly opposed to the pending amend-
ment. It would cut the deficiency hous-
ing appropriation in half.

I have here a letter from the Seattle
Chamber of Commerce which tells direct-
1y of our need for housing in that Pacific
coast war-production cenfer:

SEATTLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
Washington, D, C., February 23, 1945,
Hon. HucH DE Lacy,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. DE Lacy: Numerous telegrams
and letters from the Seattle Chamber of
Commerce informs me that a very critical
situation exists in the Puget Sound area be-
cause of the housing shortage.

With the increasing traffic to the Central
and BSouth Pacific, a large part of which
moves through the ports of Beattle and
Tacoma, the present condition will be greatly
aggravated unless immediate relief is given.
° Although there is now a labor shortage of
approximately 26,000, an additional number
of workmen will be needed as the war against
the Japanese will demand a still increasing
amount of supplies and men.

To relieve the situation as it now exists, a
total of 6,268 units has been approved by the
various branches of the National Housing
Agency, but construction cannot be com-
menced until the necessary money has been
appropriated by Congress.

We strongly urge you to do everything
within your power to bring about an allevi-
ation of this alarming situation.

With best wishes, T am

Very truly yours,
SEATTLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,

By J. J. UNDERWOOD,

Manager, Washington, D, C., Head-
quarters.

Mr. Chairman, housing projects are
not built unless they are needed to boost
war production. Appearing before the
committee, the Secretary of War, the
Honorable Judge Patterson, testified as
follows—page 170:

The War Department is convinced that it
cannot recruit the necessary labor forces
without provision for additional housing.
Whether or not the May-Bailey bill is enacted,
we cannot expect these people, whom we
must employ, to. move into areas in which
there is no decent housing available to
them. * * * OQOur conclusions have been
reached in consultation with, and are con-
curred in by the War Manpower Commis-
sion, National Housing Agency, and the other
governmental agencies which have studied
the problem. They all agree that there must
be more housing provided immediately if
war production is to be carried on at the
rate it must be.

The projects scheduled for construc-
tion are needed. g

Cutting the appropriation in half will
cripple an important war activity.

Thousands of workers and their fami-
lies are without decent shelter in the
Seattle area now. 'We should not add to
the difficulties these patriotic men and
women labor under.

It is our business to reduce those diffi-
culties. .
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I hope and am confident that the
amendment will be voted down and the
total appropriation, $90,000,000, small
enough in itself, will be approved.

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

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York who offered this
amendment is one of the ablest, most
earnest, zealous, and helpful Members of
the House. We agree with him that it
would be criminal extravagance to ap-
propriate money for building a single
housing unit that was not absolutely
necessary. But which of these has not
been justified by proof in the hearings
that they are so needed? We know the
conditions in our own districts. It is not
a question of desiring temporary housing
for the sake of getting it, but for the sake
of getting war work done. Consider the
housing units that are to be built in my
district. One of the largest ammunition
factories in the world. Production must
be increased to insure adequate supply
for our fighting men. More workers are
needed. We must have homes to hold
the ones we now have and others for the
new employees. It is/ impossible to get
places for the people to live.

At Talladega they have just recently
enlarged that plant. : As a matter of
necessity, at the insistence of the War
Department, they are building an addi-
tional plant and are crying for additional
workers, and there is no place to put
them. I was there the other night when
people were sleeping in the chairs in hotel
lobbies and every room was packed.
There are no houses of any kind for rent.
Therefore, under those conditions, the
War Department has to certify that these
additional facilities are necessary. The
situation is the same in the other places.
In Anniston right now, realizing the need
which will be only partially supplied by
this appropriation, if it is not cut down, a
committee of private citizens is seeking
ways and means to build other housing
units with private funds, over and above
those contemplafed in making the full
gﬁount of the appropriation now in this

The funds carried in this bill will be
inadequate, but without this aid there is
no hope of relieving the desperate hous-
ing shortage which exists there. So, in
each of the three plants for which I am
speaking, why, to cut this item a penny
would be a crime, and it is not going to
be anywhere near sufficient even if every
dime of it is appropriated.

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

gladly.

Mr. TABER. I have had some expe-
rience with this outfit. They came up in
my territory, and they spent three or
four million dollars building a great
number of houses. They were very
poorly designed. Nobody could live in
them, Finally they turned them into a
stockade for German prisoners of war,
That is the way it has worked out up in
our territory. I find that in so many
places that I feel it is being run very,
very badly and loosely.

Mr. HOBBS. I am delighted to have
the pleasure of yielding again to the dis-

I yield always, and
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tinguished gentleman from New York,
and I am always happy to do so. I ap-
preciate his testimony. If we had had
spent in our districts, where the need is
absolutely so great as to be pathetic, the
money that was spent in his district,
which has proven not to have been so
necessary, then we weuld not be here as
we are today, pleading with you not to
cut this meager appropriation by one
dime,

We are trying to supplement, out of
private funds because of the absolute
necessity, not having had the generous
appropriation that has been given to the
District so ably represented by the rank-
ing Republican member of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

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

Mr. HOBSS. Nothing could give me
greater pleasure than to yield to my
distinguished colleague and fellow com-
mittee member from California.

Mr. TOLAN. I would like to ask the
gentleman from Alabama if he thinks we
can separate the Army and Navy front
from the home front of production? Are
they not inseparable?

Mr. HOEBS. ' Absolutely; they are in-
separable.

Mr. TOLAN. Poor housing, insuffi-
cient housing, strikes at the very heart
of the home-front production, does it
not?

Mr. EOBBS. Certainly, sir. The
gentleman knows, and so do those of us
who are familiar with the great need this
deficiency hill seeks to subserve, that
there is nothing more lethal to our war
effort than to have cramped quarters
or no guarters at all for the men who
are fighting the battle on the home
front.

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

Mr. RAMSPECEK. Mr. Chairman, I
have no personal knowledge of the proj-
ecls covered by this proposed appropria-
tion with the exception of one located
between Marietta and Atlanta in the
State of Georgia where the Army built
an aircraft plant which is now operated
by the Bzll Co.

As of about the end of last year the
Bell Co. was employing in that plant
some 25,000 people. They are making
B-29 bombers. On account of the ac-
celerated program for the production of
that type of aircraft they have been in-
structed to employ 4,000 additional
people.

There is no housing available either in
Atlanta or Marietta. Marietta was a
city, before this plant went there, of
about 8,000 people. The housing situa-
tion in Atlanta has been very bad for a
considerable length of time.

This bill, as I understand it, would pro-
vide a thousand units in the neighbor-
hood of that plant. While they will not
be built in my district—they will be built
in the district of my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER], per-
haps if they are built near the plant—
pbut they will serve a purpose which is
absolutely essential if we are to have
these additional 4,000 workers engaged
in the production of B-29 bombers,
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Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSPECE, I yield.

Mr. TABER. Is Marietta a part of
Atlanta?

Mr. RAMSPECEK. No; it is not; it is
the county seat of Cobb County, located
20 miles northwest of the center of
Atlanta.

Mr. TABER. Two projects submitted
here: One in Atlanta and one in Valdosta.
That is all I know of in Georgia.

Mr. RAMSPECK. This is the Bell
plant, the Atlanta item. They have it
under the heading of Atlanta. Valdpsta
is 200 miles southwest of Atlanta in an
entirely different part of the State.

This is something that is absolutely es-
sential. I have seen pictures within
recent weeks of workers sleeping on
benches in public buildings near this
plant in Marietta. If we expect to get
these additional workers and get the ad-
ditional planes which are doing such an
effective job out in the Pacific, we must
have this housing. While I do not know
anything about the other projects, I hope
the amount will not be cut and that the
amendment will be defeated, because I
think we need the full amount recom-
mended by the committee.

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, will the
genileman yield?

Mr. RAMSFECE. 1 yield.

Mr. HOBBES. I should like to ask the
gentleman if he knows of any strikes in
Atlanta or in that area?

Mr. RAMSPECK. We have had no
strikes so far as I know in any war plant
in the State of Georgia since the no-
strike pledge was entered into.

Mr. HOBBS. I should like to say to
the gentleman from Georgia that as far
as my own district is concerned it gives
me pleasure to pay the same tribute to
organized labor which has done such a
splendid work in all of our war plants.
Every single project has been built on
time without a moment's stoppage of
work, and every single one of them has
been done ahead of schedule and within
the estimate. No increase in initiation
fee nor dues has been charged by any
labor union in the Fourth Congressional
District of Alabama.

Mr. RAMSPECK, I understand that

- these workers in the Bell plant are doing

an excellent job, a great many of them
coming there without any training, were
trained after they came to Atlanta.
They came from all over Georgia and
the other Southern States, and some even
from as far away as New York where
the Bell people trained them and sent
them down there. Most of them are
native Georgians who have sons or
brothers in the Army or the Navy and
they are interested in this job. They
do need a place in which to live.

Mr. Chairman, I therefore oppose the
pending amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MurpHY] is rec-
ognized.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I do
not propose to vote for the pending
amendment. There is an evil which ex-
ists, nevertheless, I believe the housing
projects which are asked for in this ap-
propriation should be allowed.
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The vice is more fundamental. The
mistake that has been made was in put-
ting these projects in places where there
are no homes and neglecting other places
where there are homes. That was the
mistake. It is the obligation of the
proper committee of this House, in my
opinion, to look over this assignment of
contracts and see that they are allotted
to places where there are thousands of
housing units, to places with thousands
of empty homes not being utilized.

I shall vote against this amendment
but I hope those in authority will in the
future endeavor in assigning the con-
tracts to put them not in glutted areas,
not in areas where there is no housing,
but will take care of the surplus labor
areas of the country and areas where
there is adequate housing.

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex-
pired.

The question is on the amendment of-

“fered by the gentleman from New York

[Mr. TABER].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. TaBER) there
were—ayes 47, noes 76.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CASE of South Deakota. Mr,
Chairman, I offer an amendment; which
I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Case of South
Dakota: On page 10, line 12, after the amend-
ment previously adopted, insert “Provided,
That ifunds appropriated herein under this
head shall not be available for expenditure
where private builders are able; ready, and
willing to supply the housing needed at rates
satisfactory to the area-rent-control author-
ities and provided, that for this purpose a
resolution by the lecal governing body of
the community where the project is to be
located will be accepted as evidence of the
avallability or nonavailability of private fi-
nancing and construction.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I must lodge a point of order
against the amendment. It is legislation
on an appropriation bill. It is not ad-
missible under the Holman rule because

~ it involves executive discretion and does

not show patent retrenchment on the
face of it.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman withhold
the point of order for a minute?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I shall be glad to withhold the
point of order temporarily.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, the purpose of offering this
amendment is to place before the com-
mittee the need for giving greater con-
sideration to the possibility of private
construction. The amendment sug-
gested itself to me because of an instance
where the manager for the housing peo-
ple proposed construction of a public
housing project and the people in that
community said to me: “If this housing
is needed, there are plenty of people in
this community who are ready, willing,
and desirous of financing it. There is
no need for the Government to provide
money to come in here and finance a
public-housing project.”

I asked then, “Are you willing to build
it and abide by the rent-control rules
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that they have set up here?”
"Yes-“

Subsequently the Housing Authority
decided that there was no housing needed
in that particular community, and the
Covernment was saved the expenditure.
4 have no doubt that there are other
places where private funds are available
for building all the housing neaded.

The amendment would in no way crip-
ple the construction of public housing
where it is needed, but it would insure the
use of private funds where they are avail-
able. While I recognize that a point of
order may be lodged against the amend-
ment, I was heping that because of ifs
merits the point would not be pressed.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Missouri insist on his point
of order?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I regret
that I must insist on it, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, I, concede the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order
is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

Notwithstanding the provisions of sec-
tlon 404 of the act of December 22, 1944
(Public Law 520, T8th Cong.), the amount
available to th: Weather- Bureau for the
purposes specified in that section shall be
$4098,080.

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

WEATHER IN THE POST-WAR PROGRAM

Mr. Chairman, this country hes been
endowed by nature with many wonderful
natural resources. We may not ususlly
think of weather as one of them, but it is,
and a very importent one. There are
many different kinds of weather and
climate ir the world, and not all of them
are productive. The United States has
som? of almost every kind, but taking
the land as a whole we are about as well
off in weather and climate as any country
cn earth, and a lot better than most.
Without favorable weather and climate
some of our important natural resources
would be of little or no value—our fertile
soils, our forests, our lakes and rivers all
depend upon rainfall, favorable tempera-
tures, and other climatic factors. If we
lose these, our soil loses its productive-
ness, our waterways disappear, and many
of our economic assets become valueless.
So while we cannot cortrol or process
our weather resources as we do our min-
erals and our forests, we should utilize
these resources to the utmost. They are
constantly replenished, and although for
relatively short pericds they may fail us
as during droughts, they are not inex-
haustible like minerals. But we do not
always make the best use of our climatic
assets. It is the possibilities in this field
:pat I would like to bring to your atten-

ion,

They said,

HISTORY OF WEATHER EERVICE

Long ago, in the late eighteenth and
early nineteenth centuries, statesmen
and scientists recognized that because
weather information is of such impor-
fance to human welfare, governments
should accept the responsibility for or-
ganizing and maintaining national mete-
orological services. At first this public-
spirited view apclied primarily to warn-
ings of destructive storms, but later it
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came to mean day-by-day weather fore-
casts. By the end of the nineteentih cen-
tury the principal world powers had na-
tion-wide services in operation. In this
country a small systern. of meteorological
observations was staried by the Army
medical organization before 1850 and
later the Signal Corps pioneered in ex-
tending the organization over the land.
At sea the Navy did much to organize
mearine weather information., In 1880
these divided facilities were brought to-
gether into the unit which became known
as the United States Weather Bureau,
that organization that comprises the na-
tional weather service of the country,
authorized by the Organic Act of 1830—
act of October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. 653).
Many additions end improvements have
becn made since that time so that by
1940 this country probably had the most
intensive and progressive meteorological
facilities in the world.

Scientists discovered early that mete-
orology in some respects is unioue among
sciences. The movements of the atmos-
phere which produce weather and cli-
mate are complex; they are not held
within national boundaries, but are more
or .less interdependent throughout the
atmosphere.
formation services the meteorologist
must have large numbers of daily reports
from all over the country or even the
hemisphere or the globe, Meteorological
organization is thus an international
matter and it requires a high degree of
technical coordination. Observations
must be standardized and correlated.
For this purpose the basic meteorological
organization is always integrated into a
single national meteorological service
which coordinates and unifies the tech-
niques both nationally and internation-
ally, a first requisite to reliable weaiher
information services.

Most of you are familiar with the daily
weather forecasts by radio and press but
this is by no means the most productive
service of the United States Weather
Bureau. This public service is somewhat
like the general agricultural advices pub-
lished in various periodicals for use of the
average farmer. They are helpful but
in individual cases they are not usually
as good as specific information designed
to fit the particular case. The other,
special services of the Weather Bureau
are instrumental in adding hundreds of
millions of dollars annually to the na-
tional income and in the saving of many
lives and much property. They are in-
dicative of the possibilities for further
development of our natural resources in
weather and climate. Among these spe-
cial services are the following:

RIVER AND FLOOD WAENING EERVICE

There is an average annual property
loss of $100,000,000 in this counfry re-
sulting from floods. Statements fur-
nished by property owners and others
show that the river and flood forecasting
service of the Weather Bureau is instru-
mental in the saving of $15,000,000 in
property annually through its forecasts
and warnings. This saving is accom-
plished by Weather Bureau expenditures
costing less than $300,000 annually—less
than one-fiftieth of its annual savings.

To render his weather in-
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In the early years of the river and flood
service forecasts and warnings were re-
quired only by communities along the
main channels of the principal rivers
where forecasts could be made for a city
from the reported river stage at points
upstream. On a river the size of the
Missouri it is possible to anticipate rises
as they move down the river, and the
distances between points are Ilarge
enough to give time for protective action
after the forecasts are issued.

After the Nation-wide flood-control
program began, the attention of cities
and industrial areas located ocutside the
flood plains of the larger rivers, but on
tributary streams, was directed to the.
advantages of a flood-forecasting service.
Accordingly, the demands for such serv-
ice have been heavy and have been met
in part only.

Unfortunately, on the smaller streams,
the forecasting techniques used on the
larger rivers are not successful because
the relation of river stages between
peints is not consistently reliable and
represents too short a time for effective
action. Such forecasts must be hased
on rainfall, necessitating a network of
stations which report amounts of rain
as it falls to the river-forecast center.
Of the needed 2,100 such stations, ap-
proximately 1,200 are now in operation,

There are other uses. The irrigation
interests of the West are dependent for
water supply on river flow from the snow
fields. Inland water transportation
bases its operations on the forecasts of
the navigable river stages. The hydro-
electric utilities operate on advance in-
formation of river conditions. Agricul-
tural interests use the fertile flood p]ains
of the principal rivers, ‘

The river and fiood service is con=-
ducted through 85 Weather Bureau of-
fices located at strategic points on rivers
subject to flooding. Floods occur at ir-
regular intervals and the forecasting of
floods, unlike the forecasting of weather,
is not a daily occurrence. It is thus dif-
ficult to be sure that local observers are
always on the alert. | The same difficulty
is experienced at river-forecast centers
where, owing to limitations in staff, it is
not possible to keep up a continuous
river-service activity except at the larger
river centers.

The year 1944 was noteworthy for its
disastrous floods in the extensive agri-
cultural regions of the lower Missouri
and Arkansas and the middle Mississippi
Valleys. Heavy rains and floods began
in April and continued through May and
June in many sections, seriously delaying
crop planting and in many places neces-
sitating replanting of crops vital to the
conduct of the war. By summer farm-
ers were hauling water in parts of the
Ohio Valley where in 1937 they had suf-
fered disastrous floods while in the dry
Dust Bowl of the thirties prolonged
rains now seriously delayed the wheat
harvest in the Plains States.

The magnitude of the great flood of
1244 in the Missouri and Mississippi Val-
leys is shown by the stage reached at St.
Louis, Mo., where the combined flows of
the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers pro-
duced a crest of 39.1 feet, exceeded only
by the flood of 1844 when 41.4 feet was
reached. The property damage caused
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by the floods in the Missouri River Val-
ley alone during 1944 has been estimated
at $43,500,000, and in the middle Mis-
sissippi Valley at about $19,000,000. The
warnings and advices of the river and
flood forecasting service of the Weather
Bureau are credited with having led to
the saving of $13,000,000 worth of prop-
erty which would have been lost during
these floods if no warning service had
been possible.

Floods such as the above which result
from rather general rains and affect
principally the larger rivers, can be quite
accurately forecast far in advance so
that protective measures can be taken.
However, there is another type of flood,
commonly known as the flash flocd,
which occurs in the smaller rivers and is
generally caused by intense isolated
storms. These storms come mainly
during the summer season and while the
conditions favoring the development of
such storms can be forecast, the locality
in which they will develop cannot be
forecast with great accuracy now. Con-
sequently a .cloudburst in a local area
may send a wall‘'of water rushing down
a narrow valley*and overwhelm a com-
munity in its path without warning.

Such flash floods' occur in almost any
section of the country and exact a heavy
toll in life and property. Other ex-
amples are the two disastrous floods in
- the Elkhorn River Basin in northeast
Nebraska only a month apart, in May
and June 1944, The property loss in the
two floods, in a basin whose total drain-
age is only 6,000 square miles, has been
estimated at $10,000,000. In different
sections of Pennsylvania two flash
floods, in May and again in July 1942,
tcok a combined toll of 48 lives and a
property loss of $20,000,000. In Sep-
tember 1942 a destructive flood in the
narrow plain of the Eau Galle River in
Wisconsin, which drains an area of about
100 sguare miles, practically destroyed
the town of Spring Valley. Of 260
homes in Spring Valley only 25 were on
high enough ground to escape the de-
structive effects of the flood.

The flood damage on the smaller
tributaries of the Missouri River is
known to reach several million dollars
per year on the average. In June 1940
excessively heavy rains in northeast
Nebraska resulted in a disastrous flood
in small creeks in that area causing loss
of life and considerable property dam-
age,

Following that experience, a flood-
warning network was organized by the
Weather Bureau. The network consists
of selected lecal citizens who act as rain-
fall observers in the headwaters of small
river basins. They telephone reports of
heavy rainfall to communities down-
stream.

The system described above was in
operation in the Elkhorn River Basin in
Nebraska during 1244, In May of that
year heavy rains measured by the rain-
fall observers in the headwaters of the
Elkhorn and in the Logan Creek area
were reported by telephone to the key-
man in the community below and flood
warnings were issued. However, on the
night, of May 11-12 an unusually intense
storm struck that particular community,
flooding the streets, disrupting communi-
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cations, and completely isolating the
town. Only through the heroic efforts of
public officials and others working with
them were warnings gotten out to the
people, In the words of a keyman the
story is best told:

Many were up all night and the river was
watched very closely. Warnings were sent
out by long and loud whistles. At 5 a. m. all
businessmen were in their stores and people
were on the lockout. But the water hit us
like a 3-foot wall. It did not give them time
enocugh. And, as set cut before, were any
one man to know what was coming, he nor
anyone could have made people believe this
was coming, or could have come. So, in my
opinion, no warning at that time could have
done much more than was done. However,
from now on I am very sure all warnings
will be given clcse attention by all.

I cannot say the value of this warning, but
do know that after this community was hit,
all farmers and towns east of here tock this
warning and it was of untold value. It is
too bad that it must take something of this
nature to teach people to heed warnings of
such value to them. But the amount of
damage is yet unguessed, and as to the build-
ings it may take years to tell., The papers
that will soon reach you picture a part, tut
the loss and smell eannot go into a picture.

Mr. Chairman, another flash flood of
nearly the same magnitude struck the
lower Elkhorn just 1 month later, in
June 1944. Largely due to the fact that
they were now ready to heed the warn-
ings, and too because telephone wires
were not down as in the previous flood,
the people were ready when warnings
were flashed. A survey of savings re-
sulting from the flood-warning network
in these two floods has been reported at
an estimated $900,000. This is nearly
500 times the extra cost of the new warn-
ing network in that area.

WEATHER MAFS AND AGRICULTURE

Weather maps are highly important.
They are the basis of nearly all modern
weather forecasting. Daily weather
maps of past years show the nature of
weather changes and their movements,
also the habits of storms. For example,
their importance in military operations
became evident early in this war, Gen-
eral Arnold has made a public report
which includes information on the ex-
pansion of weather facilities to meet the
war emergency. He said, “Weather is a
critical factor in this war. The side
making the best prognostications has a
tremendous advantage.” On the suc-
cesses attained in this job a recent maga=
zine article says: 0

This up-to-the-minute forecasting of
weather 400 miles from the nearest Allied
observation stations was not done by aching
joints or a wet finger to the wind. It was
done by long looking at past weather maps.
Digging into old files, the United States
Weather Bureau had reconstructed maps of
Northern Hemisphere weather, one for each
day of the past 45 years. The task was
laborious and expensive. Weather Bureau
files, records of Allied Governments, all avail=
ble ship logs were combed to reconstruct the
temperature and pressure every day since
1899,

Before the days of modern weather
maps, thousands of lives were lost each
year in storms, floods, and blizzards, and
little could be done to prevent loss of
crops and livestock,
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Nearly all weather forecasting today is
done by means of weather maps, but the
maps that are used now are quite differ-
ent from the ones they made in the early
days of the weather service. In the old
days the weather forecasters mapped the
weather at the ground and did the best
they could in guessing at what was going
on in the upper air. Today’s weather
maps are drawn at many different levels.
Special inctruments are sent up to meas-
ure weather conditions in the upper air
and send messages back by radio. Bal-
loons are also used to show the direction
and speed of the wind at various heights
above the ground. All this makes it pos-
sible for the weather forecaster to con-
struct a sort of bird's-eye view of the
atmosphere in three dimensions by using
several maps and diagrams.

Dependable forecasts 5 days to a week
in advance are much needed for farm-
ing. For this purpose it is necessary to
use other methods of drawing weather
maps. Ingeneral, this involves a study of
weather conditions over the entire North-
ern Hemisphere. The weather forecast-
ers use what might be called average
maps. For example, for weather fore-
casts 5 days ahead the Weather Bureau
draws maps showing 5-day averages of
conditions around the Northern Hemis-
phere. These maps show that the move-
ments of weather around the world and
also north and south between the equator
and the pole vary over periocds of several
days or weeks. These maps give a meas-
ure of the strength of the circulation of
the atmosphere. By watching the maps
the forecasters are able to tell in a gen=-
eral way how much rain or snow there is
likely to be in different parts of the coun-
try in the next 5 days and whether the
temperatures will be about normal for the
season or above or below the average.
The Weather Bureau began experiment-
ing with this new type of forecasting be-
for the war, and has used it to a large
extent during the war.

The weather in every part of the world, -
to some extent at least, affects the
weather in every other part. The
weather of Asia affects the weather over
the United States, but it undergoes many
changes in crossing the Pacific Ocean
and there are many things that must be
taken into account.

The earlier method of forecasting the
weather; that is, by mapping conditions
in great detail and watching their move=
ments and changes has been very much
improved in the last few years. This
method is absolutely necessary for the
safety of flying. It also provides vital
information regarding storms, floods,
cold waves, freezing temperatures, and
also weather forecasts for the next day or
two which are so beneficial to agricul-
ture, commerce, and industry.

Improvement and extension of the
newer method of forecasting the
weather several days ahead would be of
enormous value to the people of the
country, especially the farmers. Even
greater benefits would come if it were
possible to make accurate forecasts for
weeks or months. The weather bureau
fully realizes this. Information of this
kind is of vifgl importance in time. of
war. The most concentrated efforts have
been made since the beginning of the war
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to improve on this type of weather fore-
casting and to find new methods of look-
ing further into the future. There is
every reason to believe that as a result
of the war the farmer and the business-
man will find improvements in this type
of forecast. If is in this field that we
must look for the greatest benefits in
the usefulness of weather forecasting for
agriculture.
WEATHER AND TRANSPORTATION

The benefits of weather service to
transportation are of interest to nearly
every one of our citizens. There are
many ways in which the Weather Bureau
serves railroads, bus and truck lines,
railroad express companies, and all other
kinds of transportation. This includes
warnings and advices needed to protect
perishable products all along the line
from the pick-up at farm or factory to
final delivery to the customer. Weather
information is needed for day-to-day
operation of freight and passenger trains,
for planning work of repair and road
gangs, and for many other purposes on

«all the railway systems of the country.
Here the forecasts, warnings and flood
information are indispensable.

Nearly every Weather Bureau office in
the country furnishes weather informa-
tion as an &id to transportation. They
make prompt and regular delivery of in-
formation to shippers, giving special at-
tention to warning of sleet, heavy snow,
cold waves, floods, and unusually high or
low temperatures. Shippers’ forecasts
tell where to expect temperatures inju-
rious to perishable goods during the fol-
lowing 36 to 48 hours within a radius of
several hundred miles. One of the pur-
poses of these forecasts is to aid in plan-
ning artificial heating and refrigerating
in freight cars.

To give a specific example, there are
large carload distributors of bananas
that are received from Central America
and South America. The fruit is hauled
from port to interior markets. Bananas
must not be exposed to low temperatures.
The variation of temperature cannot be
large. In general, the range is from 52°
to 62°. Temperature forecasts are re-
layed to field men of the fruit companies
who are stationed at strategic points
along the shipping route. They look af-
ter heating, icing, or ventilating the cars
in accordance with the weather forecast,

The same kind of information is re-
quired for shipment of many other farm
and orchard products such as apples,
pears, lettuce, celery, melons, peaches,
berries, onions, potatoes, and so forth.
Special attention has to be given to cross-
country shipments of berries, fruits, and
vegetables from the Paciflc Northwest to
eastern markets.

Another example is the shipment and
delivery of livestock. In winter weather
forecasts are used to regulate the depth
of bedding for the animals and the
amount of heavy paper or canvas tacked
on the side of the cars. For example, in
the case of hogs, if a cold wind blows on
one side of an unprotected car the ani-
mals will pile up deep on the opposite
side and those at the bottom are suffo-
cated. This is also true of sheep and
lambs. In the shipment of poultry, there
are other problems.
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Another example is iron ore which
usually contains considerable water. If
it freezes in the car or loading bins there
is serious trouble. It may have to be
steamed before it can be dumped into
the loading bins at the docks. Close con-
tacts between the Weather Bureau and
operators keep delays and expenses of
this kind at a minimum.

There are some of the same problems
in the shipment of coal. The ofiicial of
one company reported that before they
started using Weather Bureau forecasts
they had charges of more than $100,000
in 1 year due to coal that was frozen in
cars and could not be unloaded. Car-
leads of sand, gravel, bauxite, and other
products get wet and freeze unless tem-
perature forecasts are available.

Transportation is seriously affected
and sometimes completely tied up by
heavy snow. On receipt of warnings in
some cities it takes hundreds of extra
men to keep snow and ice from clogging
the railroad switches. Whether or not to
bring out the snow plows is a problem
in many of our larger cities every winter,

WEATHER AND INTERNATIONAL FLYING

There is another field in which weather
reporting and forecasting will have to
be developed in the future. This is in
international fiying. In the recent In-
ternational Civil Aviation Conference at
Chicago more than 50 nations were rep-
resented, and it was agreed that weather
reperis and forecasts of special kinds for
aviation will become more and more im-
portant after the war. On the airways
within the United States weather service
for flying has been expanded in recent
years. Fortunately, this growth began
several years before the war. This helped
the Weather Bureau in dealing with the
great increase in pilot training and in
the delivery and use of military aircraft
in this country. However, this requires
only short range weather reporting and
forecasting, usually for 6 to 12 hours,
‘When the time came early in the war to
make long delivery flights across the
country and to move large numbers of
bombers ard fighter aircraft to the
theaters of war, it was necessary to make
airway forecasts longer in advance and
out over ocean areas where not much
flying had been done before.

Much of the flying of the future will
be of this type, that is, long range flights
clear across the United States or across
the oceans to other countries. The In-
ternational Civil Aviation Conference at
Chicago recommended that the weather
bureaus of the countries, including the
United States, be prepared to furnish
weather service of this type. Experience
in making forecasts of this kind is gained
only after months of study and practice.
‘We must be ready for commercial inter-
national flying after the war, when
planes from this counfry will be going to
all parts of the world and planes from
many foreign countries will be coming
to the United States.

FOREST FIRE WEATHER WARNINGS

Another important activity of the
Weather Bureau is the forecast service
carried on as an aid to the forest pro-
tection agencies. In the conservation of
our natural resources, the preservation of
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our forests on a planned-yield basis are
severely threatened each year by the
possibility that forest fires, started by
lightning or by human carelessness, may
wipe out in one day the stands of timber
that have taken years to grow. Weather
reports and forecasts are major factors
in planning for prevention and suppres-
sion of forest fires on dry, hot, windy
days, or on days when lightning storms
are prevalent. Much has been accom-
plished, in past years, by the operation
of the Weather Bureau's fire-weather
warning service; but as more roads are
constructed through the forest areas,
giving access to greater numbers of the
public, increasing care will have to be
taken to provide adequate guard on the
forests when critical weather conditions
prevail, The fire-control agencies of the
Forest Service and of the National Parks
Service can carry out their protective ac-
tion with greater economy and efficiency
if they are provided with accurate, de-
pendable weather forecasts issued by ex-
perienced weather forecasters who know
the problems of forest-fire control.

There are many other: fields in which
weather information can be used to in-
crease operating efficiency. Meteoro-
logical developments during the war have
pointed the way to better use of our
climatic resources in inereasing the pro-
ductiveness of American business econ-
omy. Costly mistakes of the past, such
as overdevelopment of semiarid regions,
can be avoided if due consideration is
given to meteorological advice. After
the war there will be meteorological con-
sultants engaged in the private practice
of the profession who can make spe-
cialized studies of the particular needs
of individual business enterprises in or-
der to determine how to make best use of
the favorable conditions of weather and
climate in designing and conducting its
business operations. Then the country
will reap additional benefits from the in-
tensive work that has gone into meteoro-
logical developments during the war,
the results of which are being collected
and organized for public and private use
through the national meteorological
service of the Weather Bureau,

. The Clerk read as follows:
‘WAR RELOCATION AUTHORITY

Salaries and expenses: The limitation in
the appropriation for salaries and expenses,
War Relocation Authority, in the National
War Agency Appropriation Act, 1945, on the
amount which may be expended for travel
is hereby increased from $375,000 to §475,000;
and of said appmprlatlon not to exceed
$280,477 is made available for expenses in-
curred during the fiscal year 1845 incident
to the establishment, maintenance, and op-
eration of the emergency refugee shelter at
Fort Ontario, N. Y., provided for in the Presi-
dent’s message of June 12, 1944, to the
Congress (H. Doc. 656),

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I
make the point of order against that part
of the section following the semicolon in
line 20 and ending on page 14, line 2,
that it is legislation on an appropriation
bill; furthermore, that there is no specific
authority in existing statutes for the
operation of this particular program.
The Executive order of the President
which created the War Relocation Au-
thority does not encompass the activities
for which these funds would be used.
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, the iteia is not subject to a point of
order. As the committee will recall, the
action of the military authorities in
moving from the West Coast for super-
vised segregation all persons of Japanese
ancestry, was one of the most mooted
questions in the early days of the war.
It was done under Executive authority
by virtue of Executive Order No. 9102,
establishing the War Relocation Author-
ity in the Executive office of the Presi-
dent and deflning its functions and
duties. It was financed as many of the
early war activities were financed out of
the President’s special fund. It is there-
fore authorized by law. This is tanta-
mount to a reappropriation of funds, and
is admissible under the rules. There are
no grounds upon which a point of order
can be sustained.

Mr. DWORSHAK. The gentleman
has been referring to the Executive or-
der which created the War Relocation
Authority; but this refugee activity os-
tensibly would be conducted under the
Exccutive order -which created the War
Refugee Board, 1 submit that there has
been no legislation enacted by Congress
which ‘authorizes the appropriation of
funds for this specific program.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. As I un-
derstand, the gentleman’s point of order
goes to the item in line 21 on page 13
appropriating $280,477. That is in effect
a reappropriation for the War Reloca-
tion Authority and is therefore in order.

Mr. DWORSHAK. No provision has
been made for funds for the cperation
of the War Refugee Board. I am not
question'ng the Authority for the ap-
propriation for the War Relocation Au-
thority, but there is no existing authority
for the other activity.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This is

.really a function of the War Relocation
Authority, and we are merely making a
reappropriation.

Mr. DWORSHAK. There has never
been any appropriation made, so it can-
not be a reappropriation for the War
Refugee Board.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This is a
reappropriation of funds formerly sup-
plied by the President’s fund.

Mr. DWORSHAK., There has never
been any appropriation for that activity.

The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair ask
the chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CanNoN], if it
is his contention that the Executive order
by the President would be law within the
meaning of the rule requiring appropria-
tions to be authorized by law?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. In the
Federal Register of Friday, March 20,
1942, appears a copy of the Executive
order, Its functions are fully outlined
there. One of its duties would be the
establishment of such a refugee shelter
as is provided here in the bill. Money
has been provided for the support of the
activities of this Authority out of the
President’s fund. This activity was ini-
tiated under competent authority and
under authority of law and is work in

progress. It is therefore in order under.

the rules of the House.

Mr., DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman,
may I add this point: The chairman of
the committee persists in referring to
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Executive Order No. 9102, which created
the War Relocation Authority, while I
also direct attention to another Execu-
tive order which was issued on January
22, 1944, under which the War. Refugee
Board was created and under which this
particular activity has been maintained.
There has never been nay specific -au-
thority in law or any appropriation made
heretofore, so it cannot be a reappropria-
tion of funds.

Section 213 of Public Law 358, making
appropriations for the executive offices
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1945,
requires any agency established by Exec-
utive order, having been in existence for
more than 1 year, to come to Congress
for a regular appropriation. Asthe War
Refugee Board had been created under
Executive Order No. 9417 and had uti-
lized money provided by the President
from his emergeney war found, it is obvi-
ous that no specific authorization has
heretofore been considered by Congress
for this activity.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPARKMAN).
The Chair is prepared to rule.

The gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
Dworsnax] makes the point of order
against the language beginning in the
concluding part of line 20 on page 13 and
extending through the balance of the
paragraph, that this appropriation is not
authorized by law.

Under the rules of the House, no ap-
propriation shall be reported in any gen-
eral appropriation bill, or be in order as
an amendment thereto, for any expendi-
ture not previously authorized by law.

It is the opinion of the Chair that an
Executive corder does not meet the re-
quirement stated in that rule. Therefore,
not being authorized by law enacted by
Congress, the appropriation would not
be in order. The mere fact that it may
be a reappropriation would net make it
in order if the original appropriation was
not authorized by law.

Therefore, the Chair sustains the point
of order made by the gentleman from
Idaho.

The Clerk read as follows:

Damage claims: For the payment of claims
for damage to or loss or destruction of prop-
erty or personal injury or death adjusted
and determinetl by the Secretary of War
under the provisions of the act entitled “An
act to provide for the settlement of claims
for damage to or loss or destruction of prop-
erty or personal injury or death caused by
military personnel or civilian employees, or
otherwise incident to activities, of the War
Department or of the Army,” approved July
3, 1043 (Public Law 112), as fully set forth
in House Document No. 72, SBeventy-ninth
Congress, $141,5637.36.

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

I ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend my remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr, BUCK, Mr, Chairman, this bill
carries many million dollars of nonwar
deficiency appropriations, We have
heard much talk about the necessity of
economy in the civil activities of the Gov-
ernment. If economy is not just talk,
when do we start?

1 yield back the remainder of my time,
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Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last two words.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to draw
your attention to some parts of this bill
where we could save some of the tax-
payers’ money. I would especially like
the attention of the gentleman from
Missouri, the chairman of the commit-
tee. As I said on the flood on Wednes-
day to the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations he is responsible more
than any other Member of the House of
Representatives, for not cutting down
unnecessary expenses. The gentleman
at that time askad me what I would cut
out of the bill. I wanted to present this
to him and I do so now, in an effort
to convinge the chairman that we cught
to reconsider Federal Crop Insurance.

The item amounts to $30,000,000, sub-
scription to the capital stock of the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Corporation; for an
additional amount of capital stock for
crop insurance.

I would like the membership of this
committee to read the testimony that
was given before the Committee on Ap-
propriations by Mr. J. Carl Wright, who
is manager of that Corporation. I do
not know Mr. Wright. I do not know
anything about him at all. However,
when I read all the testimony contained
in the hearings before the committee,
given by Mr. Wright, I cannot under-
stand how the committee can authorize
the expenditure of $30,000,000 more for
the Federal Crop Insurance Act, and then

" permit him to operate the Corporation.

Let me call your attention to the fact
that the act was passed in 1938. The
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation was
supposed to incorporate for $100,000,000.
Congress paid in $4€,000,000 at that time.
This man, Mr. Wright, is manager of the
Corporation. I do not know who the
trustees or directors of the Corporation
are. The stockholders are the taxpayers
of the United States. The taxpayers of
this country furnished $40,000,000 for
this fellow to squander in 5 years.

The capital of Crop Insurance Corpo-
ration has been impaired to the extent
of $37,500,000. There are two and one=
half million he says remaining as capi=-
tal, All the rest has been squandered.
It has been wasted. It has been lost to
thz taxpayers.

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

Mr. RICH. I cannot yield right now.

Mr. Wright claims he has made about
$7,000,000 on the increase in prices of
the commodities which he used for the
purpose of bargaining in this insurancs.
This also he lost. If he has lost thirty=
seven and one-half millions and made a
profit of seven million and lost that, he
lost forty-four and one-half million all
told. Also, you have nothing but $2,500,=
000 left as capital stock. What ineffi-
ciency I never heard of. No corporation
can stand that kind of management,
Government or private.

Now, I wish to ask the chairman of
the Appropriations Committee if he can
find any Member of Congress who would
invest a thousand dollars in this corpora=
tion for this man to handle? If he so
deliberately squanders thirty-seven and
one-half million would the gentleman
want to invest the taxpayers’ money or
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his own money so he can have an addi-
tional $30,000,000 to blow in? I cannot
see it; I would not do it and I am against
such waste and extravagance and in-
_efficiency.

I now yield to the gentleman from
North Carolina.

Mr, COOLEY. I may say to the gen-
tleman that the majority of both Houses
of Congress are perfectly willing to do it
as evidenced by the fact that they passed
the crop-insurance bill just recently.

Mr. RICH. That is just the point. I
am against it.

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

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Pennsylvania may have
5 additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RICH. I do not care whether the
House of Representatives and the Senate
passed that bill once or not. If you are—
well, I will not say it. We may not be
fools, but we do things that fools would
do. That is all I can say. Anyone who
would give this man, this Corporation,
$20,000,000 more does not know what he
is doing. Read this set of hearings and
you will conclude it is a shame, it is a
crime, it is not good business at all
Nothing in the hearings justifies the ap-
propriation.

The gentleman should give me permis-
sion to go back-and offer the amendment
I have at the Clerk's desk and strike out
that item from the bill. That is what the
gentleman ought to do.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? 7

Mr. RICH. 1 yield again to the gentle-
man from North Carolina.

Mr. COOLEY. Why does the gentle-
man believe the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations should not oh-
ject to going back to the item just to
accommodate the gentleman so that he
might infroduce an amendment to strike
it out?

Mr. RICH, Just because I want to get
a little common sense into our actions.
The chairman of the committee and I
had a collogquy on the floor day before
yesterday in which he said that if I could
show him anything that ought to be cut
out he would be the first to strike it out.
Now I want to see whether he means
what he said. If he does he will come
to the front; if he does not, then he talks
one thing and does something else.

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman makes
a statement that is a great indictment of
the people in charge of the crop-insur-
ance program, He makes the statement
that the money has been squandered.

Mr. RICH. I do. It has been wasted. -

It is poor management.

Mr. COOLEY. Where is the gentle-
man’s supporting evidence for a state-
ment?

Mr. RICH. I say that it is a de-
liberate—well, I cannot say “steal.”
When any person operates a corporation
for 5 years with a capital of forty million
and loses thirty-seven and one-half mil-
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lion, it is mighty poor business, very
poor,

Mr. COOLEY. No.

Mr. RICH. It comes about by deliber-
ate inefficiency on the part of these men;
if not that, then ignorance. And I want
to say this to you, brother, that if this is
nof stricken from the bill, I am going to
find out more about this man and this
Corporation and its personnel.

Mr. CCOLEY. What is his name?

Mr. RICH. Mr. Wright. I am going
to find out who the other directors are on
that board; and.if we do not turn back
and strike that item out, then there is
just not going to be a stone leit unturned
to correct things.

Mr.COOLEY. The gentleman realizes,
I am sure, that the House, after a very
long debate on the subject of crop in-
surance, and after considering the
amendments to the original Crop Insur-
ance Act, recently passed the act by a
large and substantial majority in both
Houses of Congress, and it is now the
law of the land.

Mr, RICH. That is all right, brother;
but if you did something wrong, this Con-
gress now has the chance to correct it,
to change it; and that is what I want to
do today. I think it is only on the poor-
est of excuses that anyone can stand
here today and advocate that we give Mr,
Wright $30,000,000 more to sguander in
the next 3 or 4 years. And, another
thing, let me say that this bill is not a
regular appropriation bill. Deafer this
matter until you have a chance to inves-
tigate it.

Mr. COCOLEY. Does the gentleman
realize that Congress did withhold an
annual appropriation just last year and
that Congress was unwilling to provide
additional funds until the basic act had
been substantially amended?

Mr, RICH. Does the gentleman mean
until the basic act has been tried out to
see whether these people are capable of
running it? Mr, Chairman, everyone
knows that the men in charge of this
loan agency do not know what it is all
about. They admit that. They proved
their inefficiency. All you need to do is
to read the testimony and the hearings
to substantiate that. There is not one
word that would justify the chairman of
this subcommittee including that amount
in this bill. I think it is so serious.

Mr. COOLEY. I may say on behalf
of the committee and the ranking mi-
nority members of the committee that
they did withhold the appropriation for
one 12-month period and did withhold
it until the Congress amended the law.

Mr. RICH. You should now withhold
it until the regular appropriation bill
comes up for consideration so that the
membership of this House may have a
chance to investigate it, because you gen-
tlemen have not investigated this or you
would not put it in here now. Here is a
great chance to save $30,000,000 of the
taxpayers' money. It is a crime to the
taxpayers if you do not cut this appro-
priation from this bill.

Mr. COOLEY, I disagree with the
gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the

gentleman has expired,
Mr. CANNON of Missourl. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
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the gentleman may have 5 additional
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. 1Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

Mr. TABER. Mr., Chairman, I ob-
ject.

Mr., RICH, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to return to page
25 of the bill and to the section dealing
with the Office of the Secretary of the
Treasury, and that lines 15 to 19 be read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cbjection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

: Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ob-
ect.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask that the gentleman may
have 5 additional minutes if he wants
the time at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Missouri requests that the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rical have
5 additional minutes. Is there objec-
tion?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, re-
serving the right o object, is the gentle-
man doing that because of generosity
or what is the object anyway?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, It isa very
important question.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. HOFFMAN. You are getting some
valuable information.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, you bet-
ter give me this time now or I will get
it in a short time again if you do not.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair may say
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that
the Chair did not object. Objection was
made by the gentleman from New York
[Mr. TABER.] i

Mr.RICH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent to proceed for 5 addi-
tional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, let me read
from page 547 of the hearings:

Mr. CANNON. Now, this 30,000,000 1is
strictly for compliance with the act of De-
cember 23, 19447

Mr, WricHT. That is right.

Mr. CANNON. And you did have & capital
fund of 40,000,000 and you say that has been
impaired?

Mr. WRIGHT, Yes, nir; up to $37,500,000, Mr,
CANNON,

Mr. CANNON. And it now amounts to how
much?

Mr. WrIGHT, $2,500,000.

Mr. CANNON. That is the amount left out
of the $40,000,000?

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, sir; $2,600,000 is left out
of the $40,000,000, that is correct.

I could go on and read further where
the other members of the committee in-
terrogated this gentleman, Mr., Wright.
Then on page 550 he gives you a table
which was inserted in the record and
in that table you will find that you were
dealing in wheat and you lost $26,000,000
plus, you will find that you lost on the
insurance of cotton $11,000,000 plus, then
you have other charges of $3.448, mak-
ing a total loss of $37,227,043.56.

Mr. Chairman, I submit that if we are
going to do this kind of business with
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the taxpayers’ money, squander it in
that way with inefficient men at the head
of these corporations, it is about time
that the people of this country wake up
and say to the Congress of the United
States: “You are not fit to handle the
affairs of this Government of ours and
we are going fto put men in Congress who
will see that proper officials are put at
the head of each organization so that the
business of the Government that is to be
han will be handled in a businesslike
manneér and in a way that will reflect
credit on the House of Representatives,
the Senate, and the Chief Executive of
the United States.”

Mr. Chairman, as one Member of the
House, I will not countenance the squan-
dering of the taxpayers’ money in that
way, when we are about to go out and
ask the taxpayers to buy more bonds,
when we have to ask the taxpayers of
this country to furnish money for some-
one to spend extravagantly and waste
the taxpayers’ money. It is time that
we do one of two things., It is time that
we get a new board to manage the affairs
of this Crop Insurance Corporation or
get a new Congress—one of the two.

If you Members feel that I am saying
things that should not be said here today,
then it is just too bad. I have nothing
to say but words of pity for the chairman
of this committee and for the Members
of Congress who will allow a thing like
that to happen. 1Itis just ashame., Ido
hope that we do something about this,
and do it now. Strike this $30,000,000
from this appropriation, do it and do it
now. Its sound, its practical, its sensi-
ble, its necessary.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania has missed the boat, It is
now too late to amend the provision.
But knowing him as I do, knowing his
large and sucessful business experience,
his unusual ability as a businessman and
his deep sense of fairness and equity, I
cannot believe that he would deny to any
ene industry of the country, and to one
industry alone—especially so important
and efficient an industry as agriculture,
the fundamental aid which every indus-
try must have in order to successfully
conduct its business.

No industry business in the country
operates without insurance. It cannot
be done. If you should by some stretch
of the imagination withdraw insurance
from any businessman in this city or in
the Nation, or from any industry in city
or - country, paralysis would follow.
Business cannot be conducted under
modern conditions unless insured against
unanticipated and unpredictable losses.

Now, that is all that this provision
does. It provides for agriculture and the
farmer the same right, the same oppor-
tunity, and the same facilities for secur-
ity in the management of his business
given every other business. Why should
we differentiate as between the farmer
and other enterprises? Why should we
discriminate against agriculfure by re-
fusing a facility open to every other
industry?

Unfortunately the Government is
the only agency that can handle such a
proposition, The fleld is too wide, the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

risks to complicated and the sums in-
volved too large to admit private enter-
prise. It is a national problem and a
national responsibility. In helping the
farmer we are helping the Nation be-
cause we are not only making it possible
for the farmer to produce needed food
and fiber for the Nation, with some assur-
ance that his unanticipated losses will
be taken care of, but we stabilize his
income, and we, as the Committee on
Agriculture indicated when it reported
out the authorization, help him to carry
his own relief burdens rather than leav-
ing it to the Government.

The only reason the Congress discon-
tinued appropriations for this purpose in
the last session was that under the origi-
nal law which was, of course, in the
beginning necessarily an experiment,
failed to make the service self-sustaining.
We now have a law formulated after
long study and investigation by the Com-~
mittee on Agriculture—in my opinion one
of the best laws that committee has re-
ported to the House for some time under
which, after a reasonable period of pro-
bation, the service becomes self-sustain-
ing. Provisions of the™new law are such
that the premiums will eventually pay
the losses. It will no longer be a burden
upon the Government. It is necessary,
however, during the tentative period to
provide working capital and that is all
this paragraph does. I am certain the
needs of the farmer and the needs of
agriculture are so obvious the provisions
of the law so just and so equitable that
the appropriation reported by the com-
mittee will be sustained by the House.

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

Mr. Chairman, it is a very easy thing
for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to
indict those in charge of this.program
and to accuse them of squandering the
taxpayers' money, but it is quite another
thing to justify such assertions. The
fact remains that the Congress in its own
wisdom withheld this appropriation last
year. I can say in defense of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations that they with-
held the money until the basic act had
been amended. I am not sure that the
gentleman from Pennsylvania is familiar
with the amendments to the Crop Insur=
ance Act.

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

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. I am not against this in-
surance, but I think the fact that the
operation of this program resulted in the
loss of almost the entire capital in 5 years
shows that the law ought to be revised,
or else new men ought to be put in
charge so that the program would be
handled as it was intended to be handled,
according to the hearings—that is, the
premiums received would keep the cap-
ital intact. If the men in charge have
lost $37,5600,000 out of $40,000,000 in 5
years, does not the gentleman believe
there ought to be men with some experi-
ence and who know something about
insurance handling this particular func-
tion of government?

Mr. COOLEY,
ment contemplated a possible loss of
$100,000,000. Congress embarked upon

The original ‘experi-.
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that program, the gentleman’s views to
the contrary netwithstanding,

Mr. RICH. No; the gentleman is
wrong.

Mr, COOLEY. That is true. After
having operated and after having in-
curred losses of around $37,500,000, we
have amended the act, as indicated by
the chairman of the committee, so as to
provide an additional probationary
period within which the crop insurance
program must be self-sustaining.

Mr. RICH. How long is that?

Mr. COOLEY. Three years.

Mr. RICH. In 3 years you will lose
this $30,000,000. That is the point I am
making. You have to get different men
there to handle this program or you will
lose the entire $30,000,000.

Mr. COOLEY. I agree with the gen-
tleman that the men there probably
should have the benefit of the best in-
surance minds in America in establish-
ing an actuarial basis for this insurance.
It is not an easy task. I do not believe
you could imagine a more difficult under-
taking than that of establishing an actu-
arially sound basis for all-risk crop in-
surance, something that no private cor=
poration in America would dare to un-
dertake at the present time, and they
have not in the past.

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

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
mahn from Ohio.

Mr. THOM. Isitnot the weather that
causes the losses? It is not the manage-
ment. 5 .

Mr. COOLEY. That is right. Of
course, they have not been able to esti-
mate properly the losses, but with the
experience they have had in the past and
the experience they will have in the next
2 or 3 years they should be able, in fact,
they must be able to make the program
actuarially sound and self-supporting.

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

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Iam surethegen-
tleman from North Carolina has had a
part in this legislation from the very be-
ginning.

Mr. COOLEY. I have.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. As I recall, the
gentleman was a member of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture when this bill was
first drawn and submitted to the Con-
gress.

Mr. COOLEY. That isright.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. The reason Con-
gress felt we should do something for
the farmers of the country was that the
old-line insurance companies would not
take the risk of insuring the crops of our
farmers. If they did underwrite a risk,
it was beyond the reach of the American
farmer. They constituted the one large
group in America which could not gef
insurance unless the Government did
scmething for them. It was upon that
theory that the original bill providing for
crop insurance was passed.

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman is en-
tirely correct.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. In the bill which
we passed recently we undertook to place
crop insurance upon g sound actuarial
basis, The gentleman will recall that at
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a conference of Members of the House
and Senate it was agreed that we should
bring into the organization skilled in-
surance men who could place crop in-
surance on a sound actuarial basis so that
it could be administered efficiently.

‘Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman is cor-
rect.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 ad-
ditional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the reguest of the gentleman from
North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I just
want to say in connection with the gen-
tleman’s statement that this money has
been squandered, it has not been squan-
dered. The money has been paid into
the pockets of farmers in all distressed
areas of this country. But for fhis crop-
insurance program and but for the
money that has been paid out by way of
indemnities in connection with the in-
surance program, we would have been
appropriating money for direct relief in
many of the stricken areas of America.

Mr, HOOK. Mr, Chairman, will the

gentleman yield?
. COOLEY. I yield.

Mr. HOOK. Isitnot a fact that before
we embarked upon this program we had
absolutely no way of fixing rates and it
was necessary that we go into this experi-
mental stage in order to be able to de-
termine what was needed?

Mr. COOLEY. I think the gentleman
is entirely correct. And every man
familiar with the program of insurance
knows it is still in an experimental stage.

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

Mr. COOLEY. I yield.

Mr. ELLIOTT. I just want to recife a
fact to back up the gentleman’s argu-
ment. In my own congressional district
a short time ago we had 20,000 acres of
wheat and flax totally destroyed by flood.
If it had not been insured the people
would have had to be taken care of some
way.

Mr. COOLEY. If they had not been
insured, they would be asking for some
direct relief from the Treasury. If we
can perfect the program and can make it
actuarially sound, it will be a great bene-
fit not only to America today but in years
to come. It will in the long run save
millions of dollars and the amounts
which are appropriated for direct relief
will no doubt be greatly reduced.

The crop-insurance program is still
an experiment and it is so regarded by
all who are familiar with its history and
with its operations. I am not yet willing
to predict that the experiment will be
successful, but I do assert that it should
be continued in the hope that it may
soon be placed upon an actuarially sound
bacis. Practically every businessman in
America has an opportunity to insure his
buildings and other property, including
the rewards for his labor. Insurance
companies are now writing insurance on
just about everything conceivable, but
farmers of our country can not purchase
insurance of the type provided in this
all-risk crop-insurance program. A
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farmer has not only his money and his
labor invested in a growing crop, but
he also has invested in the crop his only
chance of a livelihood for himself and his
family. Certainly, if the Government
can evolve a self-supporting program,
every possible effort should be made to
do so.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania in-
dicates that the impairment of the stock
is proof of bad management and incom-
petency and inefficiency on the part of
those in charge of the program. This
certainly is not true. I do not believe
that even the most intelligent and best
informed men of America could have in
such a short period of time developed &
program of this type without having im-
paired the capital stock. The very na-
ture of the business of all-risk erop in-
surance indicates the magnitude of the
task and the uncertainties of achieve-
ment. To attract participation in the
program the insurance offered and the
premiums charged must be made attrac-
tive to farmers. If premium rates are
too high, we can not expect the desired
amount of participation in the program.
If premium rates are too low, the Corpor-
ation will, of course, suffer a loss. In
determining a fair premium rate a multi-
plicity of uncertain factors must be con-
sidered.

I was chairman of the subcommittee of
the House Committee on Agriculture that
wrote the first crop-insurance bill, and
I was likewise chairman of the subcom-
mittee that drafted the bill which was
recently enacted, amending the basic law,
and I am naturally intensely interested
in the program. My interest in the pro-
gram is not in any way a selfish interest.
The fact is that neither the wheat nor
the cotton program have yet been made
attractive enough to result in anything
more than a very nominal participation
in the distriet I represent or in the State
where I reside. I do hope, however, that
the program will be given a fair chance
and that the experiment may yet prove
successful.

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

pired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that all
debate on this paragraph close in 20
minutes.

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

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman fromIMchiga.n [Mr,
Downbpero].

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I
have taken the floor, but not to talk
about the bill. During the recent col-
loguy which occurred between the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr.
CooLEY] and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Rica], there occurred what
undoubtedly is a clear breach of the rules
of the House. I hope the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON],
will listen to what I have to say, and
then I shall propound a parliamentary
inquiry to the chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House as to whether or
not I am correct. During the colloguy
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the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Ricu] referred to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY] as “broth-
er” on two or three different occasions.
It is my understanding of the rules that
no Member has a right to refer to an-
other Member on the floor even in the
second person, as “you,” and that the
rules of the House provide a Member
shall be addressed by his name followed
by the State from which he comes, and
he cannot go beyond that. That was one
thing that occurred.

Another thing that occurs on this floor
daily, I think unknowingly or thought-
lessly, on the part of many of the older
Members of the House, and certainly on
the part of some of the newer Members
of the House, is that they take the floor
where I now stand and, after addressing
the Chair, if we are in Committee of the
Whole, or the Speaker of the House when
we are in the House, add “members of
the committee,” or “ladies and gentle-
men of the House.” Both of those saluta-
tions are clearly breaches of the rules of
the House and should nof occur, It is
my understanding that the rule is, when
we are in the House, to address the
Speaker and then stop. If we are in
Committee of the Whole we address the
Chairman and stop. Anything that is
added after that simply makes it ama-
teurish or in the nature of a town hall
or of an ordinary ward caucus. It should
not occur in the House of Representa-
tives of the United States.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN, Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. I would like to say
to my disfinguished friend from Mich-
igan there are exceptions to all rules.
Today in this House of Representatives
we have two distinguished gentlemen
who happen to be brothers. The gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Scawasgl, and
the genfleman from Oklahoma [Mr,
Scewasel. Iwant fo propound this ques-
tion to the gentleman: Does he think the
gentleman from Missouri wBuld be out of
order in addressing his distinguished
brother from Oklahoma as “brother” and
that that would be a violation of the
rules of the House? I would like to
propound that inquiry to the gentleman.

Mr. DONDERO. Iam going toinclude
that in the form of a parliamentary in-
quiry to the Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole.

Mr. HOFFMAN, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DONDERQ. I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I have enjoyed, and
been instructed by the gentleman’s lec-
ture, but is it not also true that under
the rules of the House the gentleman
has a right to call the attention of the
Chair to any breach of the rules and get
a torrection, -

Mr. DONDERQ. Answering the gen-
tleman from Michigan, may I say that
I have never undertaken to be the guard-
ian of the House.

Mr. HOFFMAN. You are now giving
us a lecture.

Mr. DONDERO. Iam notlecturing to
anybody. I am propounding a parlia-
mentary inquiry to the Chair.
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, it is a long one
and you are facing the House. I think
if you are going to address the Chair,
under the rules you should address the
Chair and face the Chair.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Would the gen-
tleman yield? ;

Mr, DONDERO. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Would the gen-
tle_man include in his parliamentary in-
quiry——

Mr. HOFFMAN. A parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Chairman. :

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I refuse to yield
and the gentleman from Michigan re-
fuses to yield.

Would the gentleman include in his
parliamentary inquiry the question as to

“whether we have to refer to the sex of
Members of the House in addressing
them? The gentleman has properly
mentioned that we should not mention a
relationship such as brother, even though
it happens to be a blood relationship. I
confess that to have to indicate the sex
of & Member of the Hoyse is sort of a
sexy proceeding, and I would prefer, if it
were within the rules of the House, to
refer to those who happen to be of the
female sex as “the Member from Ohio”
or “the Member from California.”

Mr, DONDERO, I think I understand
the gentleman’s question.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, a
point of order. I make the point of
order——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr., HOFFMAN. I make a point of
order that the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. DonxpEro] is not speaking in ac-
cordance with the rules, because he is
not talking about the bill nor any amend-
ment to the bill, and he did not get per-
mission to speak out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Don-
DERO] has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, in response to the inquiry of the
géntleman from Michigan, I must, of
course, leave to the Chair any decision
as to what is parliamentary or other-
wise. But I may suggest that when
Thomas Jefferson came to write his
famous parliamentary manual he pref-
aced that great work by citing a classic
axiom by one of the noted parliamen-
tarians of the Britich House of Commons
of a preceding generation to the effect
that a careful and scrupulous adherence
to orthodox rules of procedure was requi-
site to the maintenance of parliamentary
etiquette and was especially necessary to
the protection of the minority and the
efficiency of successful majorities.

This statement based on the observa-
tion and experience of a great parlia-
mentary leader and his predecessors
reaching back several generations em-
bodied a parliamentary formula enun-
ciated some two or three hundred years
ago. But it is still one of the fundamen-
tal principles underlying applied pro-
cedure in every legislative assembly in
the world today.

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

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Michigan,
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Mr. DONDERO. Does not the gentle=
man from Missouri think that a breach
of the rules of the House which in any
way detracts from the dignity of this
body lessens the confidence and respect
of the Nation in its legislative body?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. All
breaches of parliamentary etiquette or
departures from approved Ilegislative
procedure are subject to notice by the
Chair, In the absence of notice by the
Chair it is the privilege and duty of any
individual Member of the House to call
attention to such infraction of the rules.
Of course, in the hurry and congestion
of the average legislative day many
minor informalities are inadvertently
overlooked or ignored without serious re-
sults,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Virginia will proceed.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Chairman,
just a few weeks ago we had before the
House for consideration the revised Crop
Insurance Act. Many of us who have
been in favor of crop insurance were dis-
satisfied with certain provisions in the
original act. And, moreover, some of us
were not satisfied with the way the act
had been administered. The Committee
on Agriculture, after lengthy hearings
and thorough consideration, brought the
revised act to the House for considera-
tion. It was passed by this body, went
to the Senate, and was passed by that
body. Conferees were appointed, and
the conferees worked on the matter for
a good while trying to iron out differ-
ences in such a way as to eventually
make the act actuarially sound. I hope
we did a pretty fair job. Time alone
will tell.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, I
believe, is justified in criticizing the way
the act had been administered. As a
matter of fact no one seemed to be satis-
fied with the way the act had been ad-
ministered. After we passed the revised
bill I arranged for a joint meeting of
the Committees on Agriculture of the
House and the Senate; and we invited
Judge Jones, the War Food Adminis-
trator, to appear. He did. We gave him
our views with reference to the adminis-
tration of the act and he promised to see
that our suggestions were carried out;
and I have hopes that if we keep an eye
on things and see that the act is ad-
ministered as we think it should be ad-
ministered, that by the time we are
through the probationary- period the act
will be upon an actuarially sound basis,
It would be a foolish thing for us to kill
the act at this time by failure to make
the necessary appropriation. It would
be tantamount to saying that we did not
know what we were doing a few weeks
ago when we passed the act. Remember
both political parties declared for crop
insurance in their platforms last year.
In response, not only to these declara-
tions, but to the demands of thousands
of farmers, crop insurance was revived.
Are we willing at this time, before the
act has been put into operation and
tested, to give it a death stab in the back
by failure to appropriate the funds to put
the act into operation? I do not believe
the House will do such a foolish thing.

‘We have, I believe, worked out a pretty
fair crop-insurance bill, We did this
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knowing that we were embarking upon
& new and untried undertaking. Let us
give the act a fair and honest test., If,
during the probationary period provided
for in the act, we fail to place crop in-
surance upon an actuarially sound basis,
I am afraid crop insurance in this coun-
try will be dead for a long time. I am
anxious to give the venture a fair test.
I believe the great majority of the Mem-
bers feel the same way.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Mason].

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, while
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
CooLEY] was on the floor, three state-
ments were made that do not dovetail
and they are, as a matter of fact, incon-
sistent with each other in connection
with this crop-insurance plan.

The first statement was that it was not
the fault of the management, but it was
the fault of the weather, that caused the
failure and the loss of money. The sec-
ond statement was that the old-line
insurance companies could not under-
take to establish crop insurance; they
would not dare do it, and if they did do
it the premiums they would charge the
farmers would be so high that the farm-
ers could not afford to pay them. The
third statement was that within the next
3 years, with this further experiment-
ing, we are going to establish this crop-
insurance program on a sound actuarial
basis.

I just wonder how you are going to
place those three statements together
and make sense out of them. They just
do not make sense, because it is an im-
possible thing to control the weather,
and it is an impossible thing to place this
Government insurance of crops on a
sound actuarial basis unless you charge
rates that will bé so high the farmers
will be unable to pay them.

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

Mr. MASON. I yield to the gentle-
man from North Carolina.

Mr. COOLEY. I just want to state to
the gentleman that the law provides that
at the end of the probationary period,
the premiums shall be divided pro rata
among those suffering loss. It may not
be actuarially sound, but it will certainly
be self-supporting.

Mr. MASON. If that is true those
premiums will be so high that they could
also be established by the old-line insur-
ance companies.

Mr. COOLEY. No. Imay saythatno
old-line company in America would dare
undertake to write this type of insurance,
They do write hail insurance and certain
specific kinds of insurance, but no com-
pany would undertake to write an all-
risk insurance.

Mr. MASON. Why? Because they
would have to charge premiums so high
that the farmers would be unable to
pay them.

Mr. COOLEY. No. In the first place,
they would not be able to obtain the data
necessary as a basis for this type of pro-
gram.

Mr. MASON. Yet the gentleman ex-
pects to gather that data during the next
13t years so the Government can carry

on.
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Mr. COOLEY. No. They have al-
ready had 4 or 5 years to collect the data.
They are not authorized to embark upon
any insurance program until sufficient
data has been collected.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. WICKERSHAM].

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman,
as one member of the crop insurance
subcommittee I should like to make a
few observations. First, there are no old
line insurance companies or any new
insurance companies of any kind that will
go into this over-all crop insurance pro-
gram. Secondly, may I say that the gen-
tleman, Mr. J. Carl Wright, who is in
charge as Director of the crop-insurance
program, has had 10 years insurance ex-
perience. Two years ago he made rec-
ommendations for a number of these
changes which we adopted recently. He
ha: actually been in charge as Director
only 1 year, and during the time he has
been in charge he had to administer the
law as it had been enacted by the Con-
gress, cooperating with the members of
this special subcommittee, The Director
worked with us on the bill and numerous
changes were made according to his sug-
gestions.

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

Mr. WI I yield to the
gentleman from Virginia. ;i

Mr, FLANNAGAN. May I call the at-
tention of the membership on both sides
to the fact that crop insurance was en-
dorsed by both the Democratic and the
Republican Parties in their last conven=-

tions, and it was written into their plat-.

forms. In pursuance of that mandate
from the Democratic and the Republican
conventions, we wrote this insurance act.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I thank the gen-
tleman for his observation.

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

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr., MURRAY of Wisconsin. I would
like to correct the gentleman, because I
do not think he would want to leave in
the Recorp that this is an over-all crop
insurance plan. I would also like to take
the time to correct our good chairman
by saying that I do not think my party
has ever endorsed the wheat and the
cotton crop insurance plan. They did
endorse crop insurance, and that'is one
thing that has caused considerable
trouble in this whole insurance program;
we are just taking three crops—wheat,
cotton, and flax—representing around 10
to 20 percent of the national farm in-
come, and we are telling all the rest of
the farmers fo get along the best they
can. If this insurance is needed why not
insure all the farmers not just the wheat
and cotton farmers?

Mr., FLANNAGAN. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. May I call the gen-
tleman’s attention to the fact that the
Republican platform contains a declara-
tion in favor of crop insurance, and so
does the Democratic platform. It was
pursuant to both of those mandates that

Mr.
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we took action back in December to re-
vive crop insurance.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr,
tcl}mirman. will the gentleman yield fur-

er?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman, I
must decline to yield further.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I want
to correct the REcorp,

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield for that
purpose.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Just be-
cause the ranking member of the Repub-
lican committee happens to be from a
wheat section and just because he wants
to play ball with these cotton boys is no
reason to mislead or deceive anyone and
say that the Republican Party is com-
mitted to a wheat-, flax-, and cotton-in-
surance program when the party went
on record for a crop-insurance program,
This is just one more example of New
Deal legislation for the few at the ex-
pense of the many. This legislation will
not help the war-food program and it is
doubtful if there will be any insurance of
even wheat, flax, or cotton this year.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I do not yield
further and I thank the gentleman for
his observation. I believe, however, that
the Republican Party does stand for
something.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Surely
they stand for crop insurance and not
Just wheat, cotton, and flax insurance.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. And I believe
that both parties endorse crop insurance,
and I think that eventually the farmers
of all types will have crop insurance,
which I believe the gentleman from Wis-
consin will agree with.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired.
All time has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rivers and harbors: For an additional
amcunt for rivers and harbors, including the
objects specified under this head in the War
Department Civil Appropriation Act, 1945, to
be available until expended, $405,000.

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

Mz, Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak out of order.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Chairman, reserving the right to object,
and I am not going to object to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas, but I
serve notice on the House that the Re-
publicans are trying to have a conference
this afternoon and that I am going to
object to any further requests to speak
out of order because I think we ought to
get along with the bill.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, there are no further requests for
time on this side, and we are ready to quif
at any time,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LANHAM. I thank both the gen-
tleman from Massachuseits and the
gentleman from Missouri for this gra-
cious consideration.

Mr. Chairman, I have made this re-
quest because of the peculiar American
significance of this day. In these stir-
ring times when the sons and daughters
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of every American State and territory,
true to the type of the fighting stock of
their fathers, are writing their fame with
their deeds on many foreign fields, we
often reflect upon inspiring incidents of
our history.

We are all familiar with the Old North
Church, with the ride of Paul Revere,
with the fact that Thomas Jefferson
from the fullness of his own mind wrote
the Declaration of Independence, but I
wish to bring to your attention, as has
for many years been my custom, that
the 2d day of March marks the anniver-
sary of the Declaration of Independence
of what became the Republic of Texas
and in later years the Lone Star State of
the American Union.

It is natural that the sons of Texas
fighting in the various offensives feel -
that in view of this history they have a
double heritage, that two countries are
theirs, that two flags are theirs, that two
glorious histories are theirs. They may
add to the glamour of Lexington and
Concord the glory of the Alamo and San
Jacinto. They know that the fires of
patriotism burned in the breasts of
Washington and Anthony Wayne and
Israel Putnam and many other heroes
of their day and time, but they realize
also that freedom had worthy advocates
in Houston and Austin and Travis and
Bowie and Lamar and scores of others
who have made resplendent the pages of
our Texas history.

I would like to bring it to your atten-
tion that this is peculiarly American his-
tory. The President of the provisional
Republie of Texas hailed from New Jer-
sey. One of the Presidents came from
Virginia. One came from Georgia, and
the last President of the Republic of
Texas in the 9 years of its existence, and
the one in my judgment most responsible
for the annexation of Texas to the Union,
was Anson Jones, who came from the
State of Massachusetts, which is the
home State of our beloved majority and
minority leaders.

Among the annals of American his-
tory nothing is more stirring or tends
more to make our blood tingle with
pride as it courses through our veins
than the immortal document that Travis
wrote from the Alamo, where each and
every one of that brave little band died
in attestation of the sincerity of his
words. That letter still exists, and I
hope I may have the time to quote it
now that you may add it to your store of
inspiring American documents. These
were his words, and they were addressed
to all Americans throughout the world:

Fellow citizens and compatriots, I am he-
sleged by a thousand or more of the Mexi-
cans under Santa Ana. I have sustained a
continued bombardment for 24 hours and
have not lost a man. The enemy has de-
manded a surrender at discretion; otherwise.
the garrison is to be put to the sword if the
fort is taken, I have answered the sum-
mons with a cannon shot and our flag still
waves proudly from the walls. I shall never
surrender nor retreat. Then I ecall upon
you in the name of liberty, of patriotism, and
everything dear to the American character
to come to our aid with all dispatch. The
enemy is receiving  reinforcements dafily,
which will no doubt increase to three or four
thousand in 4 or 6 days. Though this eall
may be neglected, I am determined to sus-
tain myself as long as possible and to die like
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& soldier who never forgets what is due to
his own honor and that of his country, Vic-
tory or death.

Travis and every one of his little band
perished in the walls of the Alamo.

Today, as the boys of the Lone Star
State join with the boys from the North
and the South and the East and the West
in accomplishing wonderful victories on
foreign fields for American arms, I'am
glad that we have a Nation united in
brotherhood, and that we can all be
proud of this Texas history, which from
its beginning has also been American
history.

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

Mr, MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Langam] may proceed
for 1 additional minute.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAHON. Mr, Chairman, does not
the gentleman from Texas think it is a
very wonderful tribute to the Mexican
Nation, and to our own country as well,
that now in session at MeXico City is a
very eventful meeting, a meeting which
bears testimony to the good feeling that
has grown up through the years between
our country and the great peoples below
the Rio Grande?

Mr. LANHAM. It is a matter of great
gratification to us all that the good-
neighbor policy and the good-neighbor
spirit are bringing together and solidify-
ing more and more the peoples of the
Western Hemisphere,

The Clerk concluded the reading of

- the bill,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do now
rise and report the bill back to the House
with sundry amendments with the rec-
ommendation that the amendments be
agreed to and that the bill as amended
do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Commitiee rose; and
the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. McCor-
mack] having resumed the chair, Mr,
8rARKMAN, chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration H. R.
2374, the first deficiency appropriation
bill, directed him to report the same back
to the House with sundry amendments

- with the recommendation that the
amendments be agreed fo and the bill,
as amended, do pass.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Bpeaker, I move the previous question
on the bill and all amendments to final

passage.
The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isa sep-

arate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put them
en gros,

The amendments were agreed to.

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

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.
The bill was passed,
+ A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all who
have spoken on the bill may have 5 legis-
lative days in which to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Missouri? '

There was no objection.

TO INCREASE THE DEBT LIMIT OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that I may have until midnight tonight
to file a report on the bill (H. R. 2404)
to increase the debt limit of the United
States, and for othér purposes; and that
the minority may have the same time
within which to file minority views.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, DE LACY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to include in my re-
marks made in Committee of the Whole
a brief letter from the Seattle Chamber
of Commerce on the subject under dis-
cussion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPAREMAN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to include in the re-
marks I made today a letter to which I
referred at that time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the request of the gentleman
from Alabama?

There was no objection.

Mrs. NORTON asked and was given
permission to extend her remarks in the
Recorp and include an article from the
Jersey Journal of February 27 by one of
her constituents.

Mrs. DOUGLAS of California asked
and was given permission to extend her
remarks and include a speech which she
made at the Overseas Press Club annual

- banquet on March 1, 1945.

Mrs. BOLTON asked and was given
permission to extend her remarks in the
Recorp and include therein a letter from
Miss Marian Randall, executive director
of the Visiting Nurses Service of New
York.

Mr, WEICHEL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include therein a letter.

Mr., McDONOUGH asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include therein a letter from Mr.
McDonald, of California.

Mr, MURRAY of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and
include therein an article from the
Washington Post.
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PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr,
Bpeaker, I ask unanimous consent that
after all other business today I may be
allowed to address the House for 5
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection fo the request of the gentleman
from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
my colleague the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr, WeLcHE] be allowed to extend
his remarks by including certain ex-
cerpts therein.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend the re-
marks I made in Committee of the Whole
today and to include certain extracts.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. THOMASON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include therein a statement
by the Secretary of War.

The SPEAEER pro tempore, Under
previous order of the House the gentle-
man from Florida [Mr. HENDRICKsS] is
recognized for 40 minutes.

FLORIDA, LAND OF SUNSHINE AND
FLOWERS

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to talk to the Members of this
House for a few minutes today on the
great State of Florida. Since other
Members of the Florida delegation will
probably have something to say on the
history of our State, I will confine my-
self as far as possible to that history
made in the Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict, and incidentally, this district which
I represent, has the oldest historical
background in the Nation.

On March 3, 1845, President Tyler
signed the bill for the admission of Flor-
ida into the Union. Florida added the
twenty-seventh star to the flag of the
United States.

On June 23, 1845, word was received
by the first State legislature, on the
opening day of its session, of the death of
Gen. Andrew Jackson. Out of respect
to the memory of the former provisional
Governor of Florida the legislature ad-
Journed. It may be interesting to note
here that the first Governor of Florida
was a President of the United States.

Florida points with pride to its history,
the longest and the most varied of any
State in the Union, This colorful, ro-
mantic land has known the full or par-

" tial rule of four nations: Spain, France,

Great Britain, and the United States.
Although it is probable that the region
now called Florida was at least sighted
by unknown explorers before 1513, when
Juan Ponce de Leon alighted upon its
east coast, this Spanish nobleman was
the first to report to his government the
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presence of such a land. De Leon’s dis-
covery was entirely fortuitous. He had
secured permission from the King of
Spain to discover an island called Bimini
by the West Indians. Upon this legend-
ary island he hoped to find both gold and
a fountain of youth. He found the foun-
tain of youth in the health-giving rays of
the sun, the mild and hospitable climate,
the great variety of tropical fruits and
many vegetables, and in the lakes,
streams, and beaches. The Spanish
Jater implanted the gold in the golden
apples, beautifully depicted in the book
of the same name by the Florida author,
Marjorie Kinnan Rawlings.

De Leon first came in sight of the Flor-
ida coast on March 27, 1513, probably in
the region of Cape Canaveral. He did
not anchor immediately but sailed up
the coast to a point just north of the
present site of St. Augustine, where he
landed on April 2, 1513. Six days later
he claimed the land for Spain, and called
it Florida. He chose such a name be-
cause he had first seen the coast on
Easter Sunday, which day is known to
the Spanish as “Feast of the Flowers.”
The discoverer then sailed around the
southern tip of Florida, sighted the Keys
and the Tortugas, and proceeded up the
west coast as far as the Apalachicola.
Still believing Florida to be an island,
De Leon returned to Puerto Rico.

Deciding after a few years that he
would like to settle the territory, De Leon
in 1521 sailed once again for Florida.
This time he landed upon the southwest
coast, near the present site of Charlotte
Harbor. He was not to remain there
long: The Caloosa Indians, taking great
umbrage at the descent of the white men,
shortly attacked the tiny colony. Upon
receiving a wound from a poisoned arrow,
Dz Leon retired to his ship, along with
all the settlers, and sailed to Cuba, where

he died in a few days from his wound. ,

Before and after De Leon’s last voyage
other Spanish and Portuguese adven-
turers cruised along the Florida coast.

Probably inspired by the accounts of
others, Hernando De Soto obtained per-
mission to try where others had failed.
De Soto landed in the region of Tampa
Bay in May 1539. He then followed the
route pursued by previous explorers and
spent the winter near the present site of
the State Capital, Tallahassee. Later
he marched through the lands now em-
braced by Georgia, Carolina, Tennessee,
Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisi-
. ana, and Texas. He did not find the gold
for which he sought. Probably his
greatest achievement was that of reach-
ing the Mississippi River inland, in whose
waters he later found his final resting
place.

Following De Soto's ill-fated venture
the French made a serious attempt at
the colonization of the southeastern coast
of the United States. In 1562 Admiral
de Coligny authorized a group of Hugue-
nots, led by Jean Ribaud, to find refuge
in the New World. The group led by
Ribaud settled on Port Royal Sound,
within the present confines of the State
of South Carolina. This site was finally
abandoned and Coligny finally commis-
sioned one, Rene de Laudonniere, to head
a new expedition which settled on a
site near the present St. Johns River,
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Here the French erected Fort Caroline,
the remains of which stand on that lo-
cation.

The Spanish, incensed at French activ-
ity along the coast they considered strict-
ly Spanish, dispatched their premier
warrior, Pedro Menendez, to conquer
and settle Florida, to disperse and de-
stroy the colonies of any other European
power. Menendez reached the present
St. Augustine Harbor on St. Augustine’s
Day, August 28, 1565, He at once sought
out the French settlement at Fort Caro-
line. On September 4, discovering the
French vessels before the fort, he at-
tempted to board them but the French
eluded him. Menendez then returned
to St. Augustine Harbor where on Sep-
tember 8, 1565, the city of St. Augustine,
oldest in the United States, was founded.
Menendez finally returned to Fort Caro-
line, captured the fort and massacred
the French garrison and renamed the
fort San Mateo.

The fierce Spaniard now turned his
talents—not all of which were military—
to administering St. Augustine, explor=
ing the interior of Florida, and estab-
lishing missions. In 1567 he leff for a
visit to Spain. During his absence the
French exacted a measure of revenge
when, in 1568, Dominique de Gourges,
probably a Catholic but certainly a
Frenchman first, destroyed Fort San Ma-
teo and other defenses Menendez had
erected in the vicinity of the St. Johns.
After hanging the Spanish survivors of
his assaults, De Gourges fled, not dar-
ing, with his inferior forces, to attack
St. Augustine.

Menendez returned to that city in
March 1568 and at once revealed un-
usual executive ability. It was during

. this time that he personally conducted

a campaign as far north as Chesapeake
Bay against a group of fugitive Florida
Indians. In 1572 he left Florida for the
last time. Spain was never to find an
adequate successor, not even in General-
issimo Franco, who, during the height of
Hitler’s success, laid claim to the State of
Florida as a Spanish possession,

For a generation after the departure
of Menendez St. Augustine declined. In
1586 Sir Francis Drake succeeded in
plundering the town and burning its fort,
San Juan de Pinos. The Spanish, de=
spite such a blow, retained control of the
area and by 1593 showed evidence of
resurgent power. Missionary activity for
the next 100 years was to be both pro-
nounced and successful. By 1650 the
Spanish, largely through the efforts of
the missionaries, had penetrated nearly
all of what is today the State of Florida.
Through the work of these clerics the
Indians were almost uniformly pacified,
and a reasonably stable government
established throughout Florida. Much
of that land’s natural wealth today
stems from the work of these men. It
was they who introduced the fruits of
Spain to the Indians, and who taught
them to grow cotton and weave cloth
from it.

Probably the most important mission
area was that of Apalache, the district
lying, it appears, between the Suwannee
and Apalachicola Rivers. Here the mis-
sionaries spread the faith and taught the
art of civilized living as early, at least,
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as 1633. The Indians proved apt pupils
and made the land blossom. When
James Moore, former Governor of South
Carclina, ruined the Apalache missions
and dispersed the Indians, the area was
returned to the forest. The destruction
of this premier granary of Florida, upon
which the capital, St. Augustine, was de-
pendent in great measure for its supplies,
dealt the Spanish a blow from which they
were never fully to recover. They could
no longer seriously attempt to Christian-
ize or control any of the various tribes
over which they held nominal suzerainty.
They were likewise forced to reduce, for
the nonce at least, their pretensions to
territory; they were hard put, indeed, to
hold the area between the Perdido River
on the west, the Atlantic on the east, and
the 31st parallel to the north.

At frequent intervals throughout the
eighteenth century the Spanish and Eng-
lish clashed bitterly over territory, the
former to hold, the latter to have. The.
more famous raids were those by Moore,
Palmer, and Oglethorpe. Before he had
laid waste to the fields of the Apalache,
James Moore in 1702 ravaged the area
around St. Augustine and then advanced
upon the city itself. His subordinate,
Colonel Daniel, commanded the land
forces while he himself led the squad-
ron which was to attack by sea. After
succeeding in sacking the city, Daniel
attacked its fort, Castillo de San Marcos,
while Moore bombarded it from the sea.
The combined assault was unavailing.
Moore then determined to get heavier
guns from Jamaica. Before these ar-
rived two Spanish ships appeared on the
horizon and Moore, panic-stricken, aban-
doned his own ships and supplies and fled
overland in great haste to Charleston.
In 1728 Colonel John Palmer of the Caro-
linas led an Indian foray within sight
of St. Augustine, After inflicting terrible
punishment upon the surrounding vil-
lages, Palmer retired, apparently without
attempting to storm the fort. The next
major effort to take St. Augustine was
that of Governor James Oglethorpe of
Georgia. Invading the Spanish province
in 1739, the Englishman advanced upon
St. Augustine early in the following year.
By June he had set up two batteries on
Anastasia Island and a third on fie north
beach at North River Point. To Ogle-
thorpe’s chagrin the fire emanating from
these batteries made little impression up-
on the fort. After a month's siege the
English withdrew.

From 1742 to 1748 the Spanish re-
taliated by raiding Georgia, which terri-
tory they had always claimed as their
own. They even aspired to capture the
entire colony, but failed miserably.

In 1763, as a result of the Treaty of
Paris, Spain surrendered possession of
east and west Florida to Great Britain in
exchange for the return to Spain of Cuba,
which had been captured by the Spanish
in 1762. The Union Jack now waved
above all Florida from the coast to the
Mississippi. For administrative pur-
poses the British split their new prov-
inces formally into East and West
Florida, the Apalachicola River serving
as the dividing line. After this, trade,
especially in West Florida, developed
rapidly, and by the end of Britain's brief
tenure in 1783, the Floridas were enjoying
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a fair degree of prosperity. One of the
interesting features of the British regime
was the program of colonization. The
British encouraged immigration from
Europe, and in 1768 a Scotsman by the
name of Dr. Andrew Turnbull landed a
group of settlers in New Smyrna, Fla.
The site was named after the birthplace
of Dr. Turnbull’s Greek wife, Smyrna.
The majority of the later immigrants
were Tories, who, after 1775, fled to
Florida to escape their neighbors’ wrath.
The Floridas throughout the Revolution
remained loyal to Great Britain and even
attempted to conquer Georgia. The lat-
ter State returned the honor but was
egually unsuccessful.

By the treaty of peace signed in 1783
the Floridas were returned to Spain and
for the next 12 years the Spanish-
American frontier was to be bitterly
troubled by contests between the
southern Americans who wished to reject
the Spaniards, and Spain. That portion
of Florida which was then known as West
Florida was finally brought under the
domination of the United States by
President Madison's purchase of Louisi-
ana from Napoleon and his interpreta-
tion that West Florida was a portion of
Louisiana which he had purchased, but
the Spanish steadfastly refused to accept
America’s patently erroneous interpreta-
tion; this merely whetted the appetite of
this country for the Spanish possessions,

and led to the organizing of a band of -

patriots in what was then known as East
Florida, under the secret blessing of
President Madison, who hoped to annex
this part of the State to the United States,
but because of bitter remonstrances
from Spain and Great Britain Madison
finally disavowed the work of the patriots,
but the group persisted and in 1816 the
insurgents and the Spanish alike, being
sick of war, the group of patriots agreed
to return to the Spanish fold, buf only
after the inducement of local govern-
ment was offered. Later George
Mathews, former Governor of Georgia,
invaded East Florida with the hope of
taking this territory, but was held to a
standstill at St. Augustine. Because of
the approaching war with the British in
1812 and Madison's realization that he
did not want a hostile Spain in America’s
backyard, he repudiated the invasion.
Had Mathews been able to take St. Au-
gustine the President probably -would
have continued to smile upon him.

During the Anglo-American War of
1812-14 some Spanish sites were seized
temporarily by Americans. In Novem-
ber 1814 General Jackson captured Pen-
sacola, which had been used by the Brit-
ish as a base of operations against the
Americans with the connivance of Spain
and as a shelter for the Creek and Semi-
nole Indians, allies of the British, which
tribes had been defeated by Jackson
earlier in the year at Horseshoe Bend, in
Alabama. Pensacola was returned to
the Spaniards almost immediately after
its capture.

After the British war, the hero of the
West was to have further sanguinary
dealings with both Englishmen and In-
dians. In 1818 Jackson humiliated the
Seminoles in the first of the great Semi-
nole wars. It was during this campaign
in Florida, still Spanish territory, that
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Jackson seized Pensacola. This time
Jackson garrisoned the fortress town
with American troops, declaring the
while that if Spain could not keep her
house in order, he could. John Quincy
Adams, Secretary of State, warmly sus-
tained him.

Jackson’s flagrant disregard of Span-
ish sovereignty made Madrid painfully
cognizant that the Floridas could not
be held much longer. Deciding to sell
them before they were grabbed by force,
the Spanish minister to the United
States, Onis, was ordered to affix his
signature to the Adams-Onis treaty of
February 1819, by which the Floridas
were ceded to the United States in ex-
change for the latter's assumption of its
nationals’ claims against Spain, amount-
ing to $5,000,000. The treaty was rati-
fied 2 years later to the month.

The actual transfer of the Floridas to
American sovereignty did not occur until
July of 1821, as some time was required
for Spain to evacuate her troops and work
out the details incident to withdrawal.
President Monroe, meanwhile, had ap-
pointed Andrew Jackson military gov-
ernor of the territory. Thus Florida be-
came a possession of the Unifed States
of America, never to be disputed again.
After Jackson retired, leaving the affairs
of the State in the hands of his two sec-
retaries for the period of almost a year,
the President in June 1822 appointed
William P. Duval the first civil governor
of the Territory of Florida. .

The first legislative council, compris-
ing 13 men, met in Pensacola in the sum-
mer of 1822; the next year it convened at
St. Augustine. The legislators grew tired
of having to assemble in various parts of
the Territory and authorized Governor
Duval to appoint two commissioners to
select a site for a permanent capital.
The commissioners reported in favor of
the Tallahassee Indian fields, whereupon
Duval, in March 1824, proclaimed that
the future capital of Florida would be
located upon this site. The Territory,
manifestly stabilized, now received a
large influx of immigrants from other
States. From an estimated number of
6,000 in 1821 the population grew to
30,735 in 1830.

The progress of the Territory received
a severe set-back upon the outbreak of
the second Seminole War, which lasted
from 1835 to 1842, The S=minoles, whose
name means “separatist” or “runaway”,
were a hybrid race, consisting of Creek
and other Indian elements, as well as a
large number of Negroes who had es-
caped the domination of both white and
red masters. After 1700 this motley
group pushed over into Florida, but it was
not until Revolutionary times that they
received the appellation of “Seminole.”

When the Americans started settling
Florida they found the Seminoles oc-
cupying choice lands and harboring run-
away slaves. Agitation for their removal
soon developed, culminating in certain
treaties and agreements under which the
Seminoles were to be moved to South
Florida. The Indians were dissatisfied
with the agreements and refused to
move, after which the Americans tried to
get the Indians to move out of Florida,
but they refused to do this. More
treaties were made and repudiated. The
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government tried to enforce the treaties
and war resulted in 1833. This war was
to be the most savage and costly of all
the Indian wars in which America has
ever engaged.

The most prominent chief of the Semi-
noles at the time was Osceola, who was
captured in the Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict under a flag of truce and im-
prisoned in Fort Castillo de San Marco
at St. Augustine. Refusing to try to
escape or to negotiate for his release bes-
cause of what he protested as the dis-
honest manner in which he was captured,
Osceola finally died. The war, however,
was carried on and Col, Zachary Taylor
in December 1837 defeated the Seminoles
at Lake Okeechobee. However, the
Seminoles refused to give up and it was
not until 1842 when Gen. W. J. Worth
offered them a reservation in South
Florida, including territory in the Ever-
glades, that the Seminoles came to
terms. It may be added here that the
Seminoles have never been completely
subjugated and have never signed a
peace treaty with the United States.
They remain on their reservation living
a peacefu] and Bohemian life today.

Meanwhile, Florida had advanced to-
ward statehood. In 1839 the people rati-
fied a State constitution. Petitions were
then presented requesting Congress to
admit Florida into the Union. Admis-
sion, however, was opposed in north-
western Florida and in the region west
of the Apalachicola. Spokesmen for the
northeast advocated the division of
Florida into two parts, each to be ad-
mitted at a subsequent date, with thes
Suwannee River as the dividing line.
The Apalachicola opponents of statehood
hoped to have their region annexed to
Alabama. Many persons throughout the
Territory, however, supported statehood,
asserting that such a move would im-
prove economic conditions, which had
sunk precipitately after the crash in the
late 1830's of the Territorial banks. The
collapse had been the result of unre-
strained speculation following a boom
occasioned by the greatly increased im-
migration.

The most influential advocate of state-
hood was David Levy (who later had his
name changed to David Levy Yulee),
Territorial delegate to Congress. Levy
pointed out that upon admission the
State would receive from the Union the
means to effect great internal improve=-
ments. Even more important in the suc-
cessful fight for statehood than Levy's
eloquence was the realization, shared by
Congress and the Territory alike, that
Florida’s admission would balance that
of Towa, which was clamoring for admis-
sion as a free State.

On March 3, 1845, President Tyler ap-
proved the bill making Florida a State.
Two months later the Florida Legislative
Council called for a State election. As
a result William D. Moseley became
Florida’s first State Governor. Florida
was now on the comeback trail. Cotton
goods, shoes, cigars, lumber, and naval
stores were turned out in considerable
quantities. In the years immediately
preceding the War Between the States
Florida’s prosperity was more evenly dis-
tributed than at any other time hefore
or since.
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Like the other Southern States, Flor-
ida's newly won prosperity was to be de-
stroyed by the fratricidal strife of 1861-
65. Florida was one of the first to an-
swer the challenge of Lincoln’s election.
In January 1861 a secession convention
overwhelmingly approved an ordinance
providing for the withdrawal of Florida
from the Union.

Florida’s role in the war was both vital
and unique. The State produced enough
food in 1 year to sustain a quarter mil-
lion of scldiers for 6 months. In 1865
Florida contributed 2,000 head of catile
every week to the boys in gray. The
State's actual fighting contribution was
just as impressive. More Floridians, in
proportion te population, served under
the Stars and Bars than did men of any
other State. It should be remembered,
too, that Tallahassee was the only rebel
capital east of the Mississippi which sue-
cessfully defied capture throughout the
war. Some of Florida's greatest heroes
were Maj. Gen. Edmund Kirby Smith,
the last Confederate Army commander
to surrender; Maj. Gen. J. Patton Ander-
son; Gen. Joseph Finegan; Gen. William
Miller; Gen. Sam Jones; and Capt. J. J.
Dickison.

For the next 12 years glory was about
all that Florida, again like the other
Southern States, lived on. During the
period 1869-T1, especially, certain coun-
ties were subject to a reign of terror. A
considerable measure of prosperity was
ushered in with the governorship of Wil-
liam D. Bloxham, who served from 1881
to 1885. His administration covered such
events as the sale of 4,000,000 acres of in-
ternal improvement lands, the beginning
of a great era of railroad construction;
the remarkable enterprises of H. B.
Plant and Henry M. Flagler, who were
initially responsible for the tremendous
development which south Florida was to
enjoy; the betterment of educational
conditions; general municipal growth;
and the unparalleled expansion of the
citrus industry. Bloxham has been the
only man ever to serve two terms as Gov-
ernor. His second administration was
from 1897-1901.

The opening years of the twentieth
century were a happy augury for the
future, Florida’s progress could readily
be seen in statistics. State tax assess-
ments jumped from $85,158,523.63 in
1896 to $154,553,078 in 1907. Public-
school costs rose during the same period
from $660,249.62 to $1,351,652.74, It was
truly a time of progress for education.
The creation of a State university and a
women'’s college was provided for in 1905
by the passage of the Buckman hill.

During the last quarter century the
pace of progress has been phenomenal.
Since 1910 the population has increased
by over 100 percent. Citrus production
has more than quadrupled its 1910 fig-
ure. Public-school expenditures have
multiplied. The State has become one of
the world's most renowned meccas for
seekers of health and pleasure. Yet,
Florida has only begun to realize upon
her vast potentialities.

During the long and glorious history
of the sun garden of America, the 12
counties now comprising the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Florida have played
an important part. The first to be cre-
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ated was that of 8t. Johns. The history
of this county is the most significant of
any in the State. For more than three-
fourths of a century after the founding
by Menendez of a colony at St. Augustine
in 1565, this city, the oldest in the United
States, was the most important bastion
held by Europeans north of Mexico. No
other county can boast of connections
with so many illustrious men during the
colonial period of American history.
Here, too, in St. Augustine, is the justly
celebrated Fort Castillo de San Marcos,
for a while called Fort Marion, which no
besieging army has ever been able to
capture. Aside from its shrines, St.
Johns is interesting today for its agri-
cultural produce. Hastings has de-
veloped into the largest producer—1938
figures—of Irish potatoes for the spring
market in the United States.

Marion, in 1844, was the next county
to be created. This county embraces a
large part of the area within which the
treaty of Moultrie Creek placed the res-
ervation for Seminole Indians. It was
at Fort King that Osceloa is said to have
thrust his knife into a table and snarled
that that was the only treaty he would
ever make with white men. Marion was
one county the progress of which the
War Between the States did not greatly
affect, largely because the citrus indus-
try supplied the wants of an ever-in-
creasing number of people in many dif-
ferent areas. )

The establishment of the remaining
counties in the fifth district was spread
over a period of some 70 years: Orange,
1845; Putnam, 1849; Sumter, 1853;
Volusia, 1854; Brevard, 1855; Citrus,
1887; Lake, 1887; Osceola, 1887; Sem-
inole, 1913, and Flagler, 1917.

The fifth district is the locale of many
stories written by the popular authoress,
Marjorie Kinnan Rawlings, and read by
millions of people. Marjorie Kinnan
Rawlings is a native of the District of
Columbia, who has adopted Florida as
her home State and knows the native
of Florida, his weaknesses and virtues
more intimately, I would say, than any-
one in the State. . She has lived with
them until she is a part of them. She
knows the beauties and the values of
this tropical garden. She has written
many stories of the State, a few years
ago writing the Pulitzer prize winner,
the Yearling, and most recently a best-
seller, Cross Creek. She gives a vivid
picture of the greatest and most delicious
citrus fruit, the Florida orange, in her
story, Golden Apples. Iwish at thistime
to let Marjorie Kinnan Rawlings speak
for Florida in an affectionate tribute to
the State and I quote:

FLoriDA

AN AFFECTIONATE TRIBUTE FROM MARJORIE
EINNAN BAWLINGS

My good friend, the Honorable Jor HeEN-
pRICKS, has, with a politician’s naive and
simple approach to art, asked me, quotes,
“to describe the beauties of Florida, the lakes,
streams, trees, flowers, birds, etc, in just a
brief story.” I myself have already written
six full-length books in such an attempt, and
the total volumes of this inexhaustible sub=
ject, in the more than four centuries of
Florida's chaotic history, must be of almost
equal bulk to that of the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD,
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Yet it can be said, and briefly, too, that
Florida is unique among States in that her
history is founded on that very beauty.
Other States grew for reasons of agriculture,
of forests and of gold; were sought out in
search of political or religious freedom. But
from the moment of Ponce de Leon's dream
of the Fountain of Youth, to the same dream
today in the heart of the graybeard who
totters or is wheeled to the sun of St. Peters-
burg or Miami, men have sought Florida
out of the purest and most aesthetic human
impulse, the love of beauty. Like her sister,
California, and that sister's, shall we say
politely, fatherless child, Hollywood, Flor-
ida's stock in trade is glamour. And her
glamour does not depend on the ephemeral
flickering of the silver screen, but on the
timeless, again to quote the Honorable Mr.
HeNDRICES, “lakes, streams, trees, flowers,
birds, ete.”

Much of Florida 1s unchanged down the
ages, and the ancient Spaniards came on
the same wonders as delight us today. Pine
forests, half shadow and half sunlight, like
cathedral alsles, stretch for miles. The
pines break, and there is hammock land,
black of soil, lush with magnolia, sweet
gum, bay, holly and live cak. The live oaks
are pendulous with gray Spanish moss, stir-
ring in the wind like the beards of long for-
gotten gods. The hammock breaks, and the
orange groves 1lift their bright balls of light
to the good sun. The golden apples of the
Hesperides, the golden apple of Atalanta, were
the orange. Limes and lemons, mangoes
and papayas—all the rich fruits of the Tropics
and the subtroplcs, offer their succulence.
Everywhere are the palms, shaggy-topped
and noble. And scattered throughout, like
necklaces of diamond, of aguamarine and
amber, are the lovely lakes, and cypress-
bordered magic rivers run shining to the
sea. Some of these rivers have their source
in fabulous underground springs. Silver
Springs, near Ocala, are the proved inspira-
tion for Coleridge's famous poem Kubla
Ehan, in which “Alph, the sacred river, ran,
through caverns measureless to man, down
to a sunless sea.” Lakes and rivers and
offshore waters teem with fish of every variety.

Redbirds and mockingbirds, rustling jorees
and sweet-calling wood ducks, snowy egrets
and tall blue cranes, limpkins, and baldhead-
ed eagles, the true American eagle, move and
cry and sing through the dense green growth,
White-tailed deer crop the myrtle huds, are
startled and are gone; black hear lumber
through the swamps, wildcats and panthers
stalk their prey, and countless small woods
creatures—raccoons, possums, foxes, scamper
by night or day about their business.

And now, in spring, the yellow jessamine
fills the air with spicy sweetness, and the
orange groves are in bloom, their perfume
almost unbearable through the long nights
of moonlight. To the south, the bougain-
villia and the hibiscus are flamboyant, and
such an array of garden flowers and of garden
vegetables is ready for man's delight as to
make one wonder why the capital of the
United States was not placed in the Floridian
Eden instead of in Washington, D. C. And
the climate! Take the lies of California, and
in Florida, they are truth.

If human wantonness and human greed
have here and there destroyed Arcadia, with
the careless cutting and burning of forests,
the useless and destructive draining of lands
that were refuges for all the wild things; with
the erectlon of billboards and transient
camps; if avid purveyors to Florida's great
cash crop, the tourist, have a little solled the
beauty and overcharged the seeker of loveli-
ness, lay the blame fairly where it belongs,
as all such things as greed and war and man’s
general inhumanity to man, must be laid,
on the frailty of human nature, and not on
Florida, great and gracicus tropical quecen.
8he waits, as she has done through the cen-
turles, to be all things to all men,
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Madam Speaker, I yield at this time to
the gentleman from Florida [Mr, PETER-
BON].

FLORIDA

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Madam
Speaker, there has been arranged in the
Library of Congress a display of his-
torical documents relating to the history
of Florida. It will be on display for sev-
eral weeks. It is a very good exhibit and
I invite all of my colleagues to see it.

Prior to 1845, the history of Florida
had been full of action and had seen the
flags change from time to time. I am
indebted to the Honorable T. J. Brooks,
Assistant Commissioner of Agriculture
of the State of Florida, for the following
historical data in the publication Enow
Your State, published by the State De-
partment of Agriculture:

HISTORY

Florida has a background of more than
four centuries of colorful history since the
coming of ithe white man. Indian races, ex-
tending into the dim shadows of the forgot-
ten past, roamed its hills and shores. Ex-
plorers and settlers from Spain, France, and
England have left their imprint. Some of
the most Interesting incidents in the history
of the American Nation have to do with the
old and the new land of Florida. Over its
goil a prehistoric people roamed (the mound
builders), then the Indian. The first flag
waved was the royal banner of Spain; next
the lily-spangled flag of the Kingdom of
France; then the British Union Jack, the
Stars and Stripes, the Stars and Bars of the
Southern Confederacy, and again Stars and
Stripes of our own United States.

Florida has had a very interesting and
varied history. It has the oldest permanent
white settlement in America, St. Augustine,
but for various reasons it has developed more
slowly than the other States.

On March 27, 1513, Ponce de Leon of Spain
discovered land near what is now St. Augus-
tine and landed on the 2nd of April, taking
possession of the country in the name of the
King of Spain. Of course the inhabitants
that he found here were Indians. Much of
the 35,000,000 acres of what is now Florida
was a vast and lonely wilderness, but parts
of it were settled by tribes of these primitive
people, of whose history little is known.

Ponee de Leon landed on Easter Sunday,
called in Spanish Pascua Florida, or the
Feast of Flowers, and he gave the name of the
day to the new country. From this has come
the present name of the State. He spent
some time in a fruitless search for gold and
returned to his native country, but 4 years
later he came back to Florida and looked for
gold and precious metals again. In the
meantime another Spaniard had brought an
expedition to Florida and had begun trading
with the natives.

In 1517, 1527, and 1539 other Spanish ex-
peditions came to the country, the last one
being the ill-fated caravan of Hernando de
Soto. Each of these in turn met with failure
and disappointment. All of them were
searching for gold and fabulous riches
which they belleved to be hidden in the in-
terior of the new country. 4

Traces of occupation by all of these people
come vividly before us as we tour the State.
The ruins and monuments of the early colo-
nists; Indian settlements; battlefields; these
mingle with modern structures and engineer-
ing feats. The past and the present combine
to interest all observers.

In 1562 Jean Ribault, a Frenchman, visited
this land and made a glowing report of what
he saw. In 1564 French Huguenots under the
leadership of Rene de Laudonnlere estab-
lished a colony named Fort Caroline near the
mouth of the St. Jchns River.

A Spanish settlement under Pedro Menén-
dez de Avilés was established at 8t. Augustine
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in 1565. This settlement has had an un-
broken history to the present day. Menéne
dez's first task was the destruction of the
French Fort Caroline, with the slaughter of
it. defenders. A French fleet under Ribault
was wrecked on the coast and its survivors
were captured and slaughtered by Menéndez's
soldiers. This ended the first period of
French contact with Florida, although an
avenging expedition in 1568 destroyed the
Spanish garrison which Menéndez had estab-
lished on the site of Fort Caroline,

The stone ruins of missions are to be found
in many places today—miesions established
among the Indians by Spanish priests. The
Spanish also established a settlement at
Pensacola. Many of these early buildings and
forts still stand at Pensacola, St. Augustine,
and other places.

In 1686 Pensacola was settled by the
Spaniards and later all of Florida passed into
the hands of the British. Both French and
Spanish, however, retained claims to parts of
the large territory then known as Florida,
and it changed hands several times before it
finally became a possession of the United
States through purchase from Spain in 1821,
Andrew Jackson became the first Territorial
Governor of Florida, and in 1824 Tallahassee
was selected as the seat of government.

In 1763 Florida was ceded to England and
remained loyal to that country during the
Revolutionary War. Up to 1784, when Florida
was ceded back to Spain, the English estab-
lished many fine plantations in Florida, and
more than 15,000 English families left Florida
:}hen their flag ceased to fly over its terri-

ry.

Spain sold Florida to the United States in
1821 for €5,000,000. Florida was 1 of the 11
seceding States in 1861, and her citizens
played a prominent part in the war.

In 1835 a war between the Seminoles and
the United States began, resulting in much
bloodshed and continuing at intervals until
1842, Few Indlans remained in the State at
that time, and these retreated into the Ever=
glades, where they still live peaceably.

In 1842 the first capitol building at Talla-
hassee was completed, having been begun in
1826. It has since been remodeled and addi-
tions have been made.

In 1845 Florida was admitted to the Unlon
as a State, and in 1876 its active development
began. It has had a highly interesting and
varied history.

HISTORICAL DATA CONCERNING FLORIDA
Period of exploration

1497: Bebastian and John Cabot, under
Henry VII, of England, sail and probably
mapped the entire Atlantic coast from Lab-
rador to Mexico. First voyage of Americus
Vespucius along the same route.

1502: Ponce de Leon sails with Ovando for
Hispaniola (Haytl). Date of the Alberto
Cantino map—first map of Florida.

1513: Ponce de Leon embarks for Bimini
March 8 in search of the Fountain of Youth;
discovers land March 27, on Eastef Sunday
(Pascua Florida), christens it Florida, the
Land of Flowers; landing a little north of St,

Augustine April 2, Shortly returns to Puerto

Rico after discovery and charting of islands
and parts of the coast.

1521: Ponce de Leon's second voyage to-
Florida; wounded by an Indian arrow, is car-
ried to Cuba; dies there, and buried in his
castle in Puerto Rico.

1528: Narviez's expedition embarks for
Florida, landing near Tampa.

1639: De Soto lands at Tampa and marches
to Anhaques (present Tallahassee), where he
spends the winter.

1540: De Soto travels on north to the head-
waters of the Savannah River and thence
west. v
Period of colonization

1556: Elaborate expedition planned In
Bpain to colonize and Christianize Florida,
Don Tristan de Luna chosen to command,

1693

15569: De Luna's departure from Mexico to
Florida and landing near what is now Pensa~-
cola. Hurricane destroys his fleet.

1662: Ribault's first voyage to colonige
Florida. Discovers the River May (St. Johns),
establishing colony of 30 men near Port
Royal, and returns to France.

1564: June 22, René Laudonniére arrives
on the Florida coast at the River May (St.
Johns), builds Fort Caroline, and explores
the country generally.

1565: September 6, St. Augustine estab-
lished with great pomp and ceremony and
temporary fortifications bullt. September 18
and 19, Menéndez marches with 500 men to
Fort Caroline, capturing it September 20,
with great slaughter.

1566: Menéndez returns to Spain and re-
ceives royal welcome. Small colony, includ-
ing 14 women, sent from Spain to St. Au-
gustine,

1668: De Dourges arrives at the St. Marys
River and proceeds south to the 8t. Johns
and destroys Fort San Mateo and garrison,
avenging his countrymen; returns to France.

1569: Menéndez returns from Spain, re-
builds San Mateo, destroys St. Elena, then
returns to Spain.

15678: S5t. Augustine and Florida's impeor-
tance stressed at the Court of Spain and
appropriations made for same.

1584: Marked influx of missionaries to
Florida from Spain.

1586: Drake destroys St. Augustine and
loots its treasury.

1587: Bt. Augustine rebuilt and much im-
proved, with funds from Spain.

1612: Eleven convents reported flourishing
and active in Florida.

1615: Probable date of bullding mission
near St. Marys. Walls still standing.

1645: Probable date of building fort at
Matanzas,

1649: Great activity in mission work and
success reported in Christlanizing Indians.

1666: Centenary of the establishment of
Bt. Augustine by Menendez. The English
freebooter Davis destroys the city.

1686: British succeed in conquering all
Spanish territory to the north of St. Augus-
tine and driving Spaniards out.

1696: D'Ariola founds Pensaccla.

1718: First account of any setlement at St.
Joseph's Bay, first by the French and later
by the Spaniards.

1719: Flags changed four times this year
at Pensacola, from Spaln to France and vice
versa

1722: Pensacola and West Florida returned
to Spain by France.

1739: England declares war on BSpain.
Oglethorpe instructed to harass Spanish pos-
sessions in Florida.

1740: Oglethorpe proceeds to Picolata, Fla.,
and besieges St. Augustine.

1742: Spanish expedition fror~ Habana
and Florida attack Oglethorpe in Georgia.
Defeated at the battle of Bloody Marsh Is-
land near St. Simons.

1743: Oglethorpe's second expedition to
Florida. -

1755: Fernando de Herreda appointed Gov=
ernor of Florida; great bullding activity.

1756: Castle of San Marco in St. Augustine
completed in this year after 118 years' work
on same,

1763: Havana restored to Spain in exchange
for Florida.

1764: Great English immigration to Flor-
ida, mills and plantations started, great in=-
dustry and activity.

Changing flags

1776: Year of Independence. Florida re-
mains loyal to England.

1779: Invasion of West Florida threatened
by Spaniards in Loulsiana.

1780: Don Galvez and Admiral Solana con-
centrate their forces to attack Pensacola.

1781: Forts at Pensacola, under Col. Camp-
bell (British), surrender to Spanish attack.

1783: Florida exchanged for the Bahama
Islands. ,
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1795: Treaty between the United States and
Bpain as to Florida's western boundary.

1800: Spain, by secret treaty, cedes Louisi-
ana to France, Part of Florida seems to be in-
cluded.

1803: The purchase from France of Louisi-
ana for 15,000,000 giving the United States
control of the Mississippi Valley. Boundaries
between this territory and Florida agaln ques-
tioned.

1808: Fernandina declared a free port; be-
came & rendezvous for much questionable
trade.

1809: Napoleon, having conquered Spain
in Europe, claims all her colonies, Florida
included. This was stoutly resisted by the
United States and later in 1823 became elab-
orated in the Monroe Doctrine.

1810: Republic of West Florida organized
September 10, at Pensacola, to.control dis-
puted territory. Dissolved after an existence
of 53 days by orders from Washington, with-
out trouble. :

1812: June 18, war declared on England
by the United States. Organization of Re-
public of Florida.

1814: Fierce engagement off Cape Cana-
veral, Fla., between British and American
war vessels, British troops occupy Pensacola,
speedily driven out by Andrew Jackson.

1818: Jackson's second invasion of Florida.

1819: Treaty drawn up in Washington for
Florida's transfer to United States.

1821: Transfer of west Florida accepted by
Andrew Jackson.

Territorial period

1821: July 21, St. Johns and Escambia
created counties, and municipal government
established in 8t. Augustine and Pensacola.

1823: Second legislative council held in
May, in St. Augustine, and decision made
that a central point of meeting be chosen for
future legislation. First treaty made, Sep-
tember 18, with Florida Indians at Moultrie
Creek, signed by 32 leading chiefs.

1824: Dr. Simmons and John Lee Williams
select Neomathla’s village near Tallahacsee
for future State capital.

1825: Appropriation of $23,000 by the leg-
islative council to build road from Pensacola
to St. Augustine. Congress voted $200,000 to
Lafayette and 23,000 acres just east of Talla-
hassee, Fla. Later settled by immigrants
from France.

1826: Congress grants to Florida the elec-
tive franchise for their representatives in
Congress and State legislature.

1528: Judicial district formed for the whole
of south Florida. Court to sit at Key West.
First bank organized in Florida at Tallahassee.

1829: Privilege extended to elect all officers
for Florida except the governor, he belng ap-
pointed by the President. Commencement
of era of wildcat banking and boom towns in
Florida.

1831: Bank of St. Augustine chartered.

1832: Jacksonville's first charter incorpor=
ation.

1835: Beginning of Indian war. Dade

.massacre, December 25. Osceola becomes a
prominent leader in Indian affairs.

1837: Osceola’s capture and imprisonment.

1839: Constitutional convention held at
Bt. Joseph adjourned, having given Florida
its first constitution.

1841: Closing scenes of the Indian war,
Coacoochee captured and deported.

1842. Armed Occupation Act. *

1844: Preparation to enter statehood.

As a State

1845: March 31, Florida and Iowa become
States by the same act. Dr. John Gorrle, of
Apalachicola, discovers process for making ice.

Reestablished in the Union

1868: Civilgovernmentreestablished July 4.

1877: Federal supervision of Florida affairs
ends and reconstruction times closed under
President Hayes.

ﬂia?s: First telephone installed in Jacksone-
ville.
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1881: Sale of 4,000,000 acres of State-owned
lands to Hamilton Disston and associates.

1882: Establishment of Institute for Deaf
Mutes in St. Augustine, and Academy estab=
lished in DeLand by H. A. DeLand.

1889: Discovery of phosphate.

1881: BSubtropical exhibition opened in
Jacksonville, doing much to advertise Flor-
ida’s products.

1892: Flagler railroad construction reaches
Titusville and work proceeds down the east
coast.

1805: Severe frost, in February, destroys
practically the entire citrus production of
Florida for some years to come.

1896: Railroad reaches Miaml June 26.

1887: Activity in railroad bullding on the
west coast of Florida.

1898: Spanish-American War gives Florida
great impetus.

1889: Fire destroys Miami.

1201: May 3, 466 acres in Jacksonville laid
waste by disastrous fire, with some loss of life
and untold value in records, etc.

On March 3, 1845, President Tyler
signed the act which admitted Florida
to the Union. The preamble and certfain
sections pertinent to our State are as
follows:

Statute II, March 3, 1845, chapter XLVIII,
an act for the admission of the States of
Iowa and Florida into the Union, (a):

Whereas the people of the Territory of
Iowa did, on the seventh day of October,
eighteen hundred and forty-four, by a con-
vention of delegates called and assembled for
that purpose, form for themseives a consti-
tution and Btate government: and whereas,
the people of the Territory of Florida did, in
like manner, by their delegates, on the
eleventh day of January, eighteen hundred
and thirty-nine, form for themselves a con-
stitution and State government, both of
which sald constitutions are republican; and
said conventions having asked the admission
cf their respective Territories into the Union
as States, on equal footing with the original
States: :

Be it enacted, etc., That the Stutes of Iowa
and Florida be, and the same are hereby, de-
clared to be States of the United States of
America, and are hereby admitted into the
Union on equal footing with the original
States, in all respects whatsoever,

EEec. 5. And be it further enacted, That said
State of Florida shall embrace the territories
of east and west Florida, which by the treaty
of amity, settlement and limits between the
United States and Spain, on the twenty-
second day of February, eighteen hundred
and nineteen, were ceded to the United States.

8Ec. 8. And be it further enacted, That un-
til the next census and apportionment shall
be made, each of said States of Iowa and
Florida shall be entitled to one representative
in the House of Representatives of the United
Btates.

Certain excerpts from the Congres-
sional Globe showing the proceedings of
the Twenty-eighth Congress, second ses=-
sion, will be of interest and I include same
herein:

{28th Cong., 2d sess., Jan. 7, 1845]

Mr. A. V. Brown, from the Committee on
the Territories, reported the following bill:

H. R. 497

A bill for the admission of the States of Iowa
and Florida into the Union

Whereas the people of the Territory of
Iowa did, on the Tth day of October, 1844, by
a convention of delegates called and as-
sembled for that purpose, form for themselves
a constitution and State government; and
whereas the people of the Territory of Florida
did, in like manner, by their delegates, on
the 11th day of January 1839, form for them-
selves a constitution and State government,
both of which sald eonstitutions are repub-
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lican; and said conventions having asked the
admission of their respective Territories into
the Union as States, on equal footing with
the original States:

Be il enacted, etc., That the States of Iowa
and Florida be, and the same are hereby,
declared to be States of the United States of
America, and are hereby admitted into the
Union on equal footing with the original
States, in all respects whatsoever.

SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That the
following shall be the boundaries of the said
State of Iowa, to wit: Beginningin the middle
of the maln channel of the Mississippi River,
opposite the mouth of the Des Moines River;
thence up the said River Des Moines, in the
middle of the main chanel thereof, to a point
where the northern boundary of the State of
Missouri (as the same may be finally estab-
lished) strikes said river; thence west with
the said northern bcundary (as the same
may be finally established) to the middle of
the main channel of the Missourl River:
thence up in the middle of the main channel
of the river last mentioned to the mouth of
the Sioux, or Calumet River; thence in a
direct line to the middle of the main channel
of the St. Peters River, where the Watcuwan
River (according to Nicollet's map) enters
the same; thence down the middle of the
main channel of said river, to the middle
of the main channel of the Mississippi River; -
thence down the middle of the main channel
of said river to the place of beginning.

BEC. 8. And be it further enacted, That sald
State of Florida shall embrace the territories
tf East and West Florida, which, by the treaty
of amity, settlement, and limits, between the
United States and Spain, on the 22d day of
February 1818, were ceded to the United
States: Provided, That whenever the Federal
population residing east of the Suwannee
River shall amount to 35,000, all of said
country lying east of said river may be erected
into a separate State, to be called East
Florida, But no act of the Legislature of
Florida, providing for such division, shall be
passed, except with the assent of the ma-
jority of the senate and house of repre-
sentatives, east as well as west of said Su-
wannee River; nor shall such new State be
admitted into the Union until it shall have
form a constitution republlcq.n in its char-
acter.

EEc. 4. And be it further enacted, That
until the next census and apportionment
shall be made, each of said States of Iowa
and Florida shall be entitled to one Repre-
sentative in the House of Representatives of
the United States.

SEc. 5. And be it further enacted, That said
States of Iowa and Florida are admitted into
the Union on the express condition that they
shall never interfere with the primary dis-
posal of the public lands lying within them,
nor levy any tax on the same whilst remain-
ing the property of the United States.

[House of Representatives, Tuesday,
February 11, 1845]
RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES

Mr. Levy presented resolutions of the Leg-
{slature of the Territory of Florida, instruct-
ing their Delegate to urge upon this House
the admission of Florida and Iowa into the
Union of States.

ADMIS‘SIDN OF TOWA AND FLORIDA

The question being taken, after some con-
versation, the motion of Mr. Levy was agreed
to, and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union
(Mr. J. W. Davis in the chair), and resumed
the consideration of the bill providing for
the admission of Iowa and Florida as States
into the Union, with the pending amend-
ment thereto of Mr. Duncan and Mr. Relfe.

There was a filibuster at one time. On a
motion to adjourn, the vote was yeas 68,
nays B4. At another time the vote was yeas
72, nays 80. On motion for the committee to
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arise the vote was 76 in the affirmative and
76 in the negative, and the Chair voted in
the affirmative.
[House of Representatives, Thursday,
February 13, 1845]
ADMISSION OF FLORIDA AND TIOWA

On the motion of Mr. Pettit, the House re-
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on
the state of the Union (Mr. J. W, Davis in
the chair), and resumed the consideration
of the bill for the admission of Florida and
Iowa into the Union.

Mr. Cobb moved the previous question on
its passage.

Mr. S8ample appealed to Mr. Cobb to with-
draw the demand for the previous question
in order to enable him to move to commit
the biMl with certain instructions, which were
read by the Clerk, as follows:

“To report separate bills for the admission
of Florida and Iowa into the Union as States,
with the same boundaries for each as are
contained in the present bill as amended in
Committee of the Whole; and in the bill for
the admission of Florida no provision shall
be inserted for the formation hereafter of
two States out of her Territory.”

Mr. Cobb declining to withdraw,

The demand for the previous question was
seconded, and the main question was ordered.

Mr, Dickey asked the yeas and nays; which
were ordered.
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[In Senate, Friday, February 14, 1845]
I0WA AND FLORIDA

A message was received from the House,
accompanied by the act for the admission
of the Btates of Iowa and Florida into the
Union; which were read twice, with the
view of commitment,

[In Senate, Monday, February 24, 1845]

FLORIDA AND IOWA

Mr. Berrien, from the Committee on the
Judiciary, reported back without amend-
ment and favorably to its passage, the bill
from the House for the admission of the
States of Iowa and Florida into the Union,
|House of Representatives, Friday, February

14, 1845, p. 275, Congressional Globe, 28th

Cong., 2d sess.|

Mr. Levy rose only for the explanation of
certain facts connected with this particular
subject, and not for the purpose of replying
to the gentleman who preceded him. He
should avail himself of some other oppor-
tunity of replying to the objections of the
gentleman from New York, when some other
gentleman should make a specific proposi-
tion. In reference to the objections that had
been made to the provision that Florida,
when possessed of the requisite population,
might be divided Into two States, he should,
without touching on the question of the
balance of power between the North and the
South, refer the committee to the facts

The question was taken, and decided in
the affirmative—yeas 145, nays 46, as follows:

Yeas: Messrs, Anderson, Arrington, Ashe,
Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Belser, Bidlack,
Edward J. Black, James Black, James A,
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd,
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, A. V. Brown, Milton
Brown, W. J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell,
Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Causin, Reuben
Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Cling-
man, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom,
Daniel, Garrett, Davis, John W. Davis, Daw-
son, Dean, Dellet, Dillingham, Douglass,
Dromgoole, Duncan, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin,
Foster, French, Fuller, Goggin, Willis Green,
Grider, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin,
Hays, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous-
ton, Hubard, Hubbell, James B. Hunt,
Charles J, Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson,
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew
Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Kirkpatrick,
Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon,
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, MecCler-
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McEay,
Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris,
Isaac E, Morse, Murphy, Newton, Norris,
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Phoenix,
Pollock, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David
8. Reld, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Rob-
erts, Rodney, Russell, 8t. John, Saunders,
Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Bimons, S8imp-
son, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith,
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles,
James W. Stone, Alfred P, Stone, Strong,
Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thomp-
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth,
Wethered, John White, Benjamin White,
Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, Yancey, and
Yost—145.

Nays: Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Bar-
nard, Brengle, Buffington, Carroll, Cranston,
Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Fish,
Florence, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green,
Grinnell, Edward S. Hamlin, Harper, Hudson,
Washington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B.

Johnson, Preston King, Daniel P. Eing, Mc-

Ilvaine Marsh, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley,
Paterson, Elisha R. Potter, Robinson, Rock=-
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance,
David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B.
Smith, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, and
Winthrop—46.

Mr. Slidell moved the reconsideration of
the vote on the passage of the bill; and
on this demanded the previous question;
which was seconded, and the maln question
was ordered, and being taken was rejected.

So the bill was finally passed,

n y to be considered in the settlement
of this question. By the treaty by which
Florida was ceded to the United States, it
was provided, not that one territory and one
people should be admitted into the Union,
but two territories and two peoples. For the
economy and convenience of the Govern=-
ment of the United States, Florida was
organized into one territorial government;
but it previously existed as two separate
provinces of Spain, and under two separate
governments. It was delivered to the United
States as two separate governments; and was
in fact, held for a year as such, until, by the
organization of the present territorial gov=
ernment, it was consolidated into one. As
far back as 1764, the Floridas were erected
into two separate governments, East and
West Florida, by a British ediet and when
they came into the possession of Spain, they
were held as two governments till ceded to
the United States, And there was good
reason why there should be two govern-
ments, instead of one. Its geographical posi=
tion and shape was such that one govern=

" ment would be exceedingly inconvenient.

(Mr. L. here held up a map of the United
States, showing the long peninsula of
Florida, running out between the Gulf and
the Atlantic, and having a considerable
western territory, which might properly be
sald to belong to the valley of the Mississippi,
so that, Instead of adding to the power of
the Atlantic States, it would give one Btate
to the western, and the other to the Atlantic
section.) He then contended that this gov-
ernment was bound in good faith to carry out
the stipulations of the treaty by which the
Floridas were ceded to the United States, by
admitting them as two entire States, and
argued that it would be a fiagrant breach of
trust, as well as a cruel piece of injustice
to those people, to violate the treaty in the
manner propesed by the gentleman from
New York.
[In Senate, Saturday, March 1, 1845]
ADMISSION OF FLORIDA AND IOWA

On motion of Mr, Allen, the Senate took
up the bill to provide for the admission of
the Territories of Florida and Iowa into the
Union as Btates.

The bill was considered by the Senate as
in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. Evans said that as the bill now stood,
he could not vote for it. He was under in-

© structions from his constituents on the sub-
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ject, and he hoped the bill would be so
shaped as to meet the views of the people
he represented. The constitution of Florida,
moreover, was formed in 1838, and he did not
know that the present people of Florida were
in favor of it. '

~ Mr. Berrien said that it received the sanc-
tion of a majority of the last legislature of
Florida.

Mr, Evans sald that might be very true,
but the constitution should receive the sanc-
tion of the people of Florida. That consti-
tution gave the legislature the power of
passing laws which his constituents felt to
be a grievance. He referred to the laws en-
acted in some of the Southern States for the
arrest and imprisonment of free people of
color. The operation of these laws was
harassing to the people of the North. He
had known voyages to be broken up by the
desertion of colored seamen, who would not
submit to the danger of imprisonment when
they found out that the vessel in which they
shipped was destined for a southern port.
The public sentiment of the North was
unanimous on this subject. y

Mr. Evans read the resolutions of the
legislature of Maine upon this subject and
argued against the constitutionality of the
clause in the constitution of Florida pro-
hibiting the emancipation of slaves, and pro-
hibiting the immigration, or discharge from
on board of vessels, of free persons of color
into Florida.

THE NEW STATES OF IOWA AND FLORIDA

On motion by Mr. Allen, the consideration
of the House hill for the admission of Iowa
and Florida into the Union was resumed—
the question pending being on the amend-
ment offered by Mr. Evans.

Mr. Choate being entitled to the floor, ad-
dressed the Senate for about an hour.

He expressed a strong wish that there had
been a division of this subject, and that &
bill for the admission of each State, sepa-
rately, had been presented instead of a
joint bill making the admission of the one
dependent upon that of the other. To say
the least of it, this joint legislation, under
the power of Congress to admit new States,
was of an extraordinary character. For the
first time in the history of the exercise of
that power, this mode of proceeding was now
adopted. This was a peculiar circumstance,
to which he wished to call the attention of
the Senate and of the country. * * #

He was unwilling that hereafter, when
the stand taken by her representatives, and
all trace of their reasons and objections shall
have passed away, Massachusetts shall be
cited, as she was through mistake the other
day, as the unvarying opponent of the ad-
mission of new States into this Union. It
was on that account that he submitted to
the Senate the remark that there was great
injustice in this mode of admitting two
States by one and the same bill; yet he said
this, not as meaning that it was intentional
injustice, but that, practically, injustice wasg
the consequence of this mode of proceeding.

Mr. Woodbury sald that he should vote
against the amendment of the Senator from
Maine; but, in dolng so, he protested against
the conclusion that his vote was given either
for or against the constitutionality of the
laws enacted by some of the southern States,
of which Senators had complained. The
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. SramoNs]
had said that if we thought the provision
in the comnstitution of Florida unconstitu-
tional, we should strike it out. Now it was
well known that Congress did not overhaul
the constitutions of other States when they
were admitted; and certainly they should not
overhaul the constitution of Florida. Tha¥
was the duty of the judiciary, and not of
Congress. The only doubt he had about the’
matter rested upon the rights which the
citizens of one State had in another State.
By leaving the constitution of Florida as we
found it, we did not delegate any power to
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the legislature whatever, It was the people
of Florida, and not Congress, who bestowed
power upon that body.

The gquestion was then taken on Mr. Evans’
amendment, and decided in the negative, as
follows: Yeas 12, nays 35.

Mr. Berrien said there had been some doubt
about the population of Florida on the part
of the Judiciary Committee—the census not
having been taken generally in 1840 owing
to the disturbed state of the country. The
delegate from the Territory, however, had
appeared before the committee and satisfied
it that the population of the Territory was
more than 90,000. In relation to the bound-
ary difficulties between Missouri and Iowa,
they hatl been obvlated by provisions inserted
in the bill. X

After some remarks from Mr. Woodbridge
in opposition, the bill was reported back to
the Senate and ordered to a third reading.

It was then passed by the following vote:

Yeas: Messrs, Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchi-
son, Atherton, Bagby, Barrow, Bayard, Ben-
ton, Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Cloquitt,
Crittenden, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Foster,
Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger,
Johnson, Lewis, McDuffle, Mangum, Merrick,
Morehead, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon,
Tappan, Walker, White, and Woodbury—36.

Nays: Messrs. Choat, Evans, Francis, Hunt-
ington, Miller, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, and
‘Woodbridge—9.

[House of Representatives, March 3, 1845]

IOWA AND FLORIDA

A message was received from the Senate
by Asbury Dickins, esq., its secretary, an-
nouncing that the Senate had passed the bill
for the admission of Florida and Iowa into
the Union.

(Cries of “Gocd! That makes 29 stars."”)

FIRST DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Madam Speaker, the First District of
Florida has a population of 439,985. It
includes the counties of Hardee, Her-
nando, Highlands, Hillshorough, Pasco,
Pinellas, Polk, Manatee, and Sarasota.
It is truly first in many ways—the first in
population—it has within its boundaries
the ccunty mining the largest amount
of phosphate in the world—the largest
sponge fisheries in North America. The
county producing the greatest number
of hand-made cigars—the county pro-
ducing the most oranges and grapefruit.
De Soto landed here—de Narvaez landed
in this district—Fort Dade, Fort Brooke,
Fort Bassenger, Fort Meade, Fort Fraz-
ier, Fort Hannum, and many other old
forts were within its boundaries. It was'
in this district at the Gamble mansion
that Judah P. Benjamin, secretary of
state of the Confederacy, stayed just be-
fore his departure, and from which he
left this country. Gasper, the pirate,
sailed its shores. Weedon Island culture
of Indians had its birth here. The Sem-
inoles hid in its swamps and forests—but
where Indians once roved and pirate
ships sailed, farms, cattle ranches,
groves, and industries flourish, and fish-
ing vessels and mighty ships now operate.
One hundred years has seen the State
grow to a total official population of
1,897,414, but in fact a much larger popu-
lation than this. In the season 1943-44
Florida produced 80,800,000 boxes of
oranges, grapefruit, and tangerines. The
bank clearings in 1943 from January to
July, were $1,115,409,150; an estimated
gross value of $160,000,000 for citrus;
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$84,000,000 for vegetables, and $2,833,200
for noncitrus. The Federal income tax
paid by Floridians the year June 30, 1943,
totaled $110,070,864; next to Massachu-
setts Florida produces more seafood than
any State on the Atlantic seaboard.
Army and naval bases, stations, and air
fields are throughout the State.

When the message came to the House
from the Senate, reporting the passage
of the bill in the Senate, there were cries
of “Good! Good!” in the House, and
it was truly good.

The income tax which she pays into
the Federal Treasury each year is more
than the entire amount paid for the
purchase.

Florida, the winter garden of the world,
furnishes life-giving vitamins to the rest
of the Nation in its fruits and vegetables
sent to a snow-covered northland. Phos-
phorus from its phosphate rock en-
riches the soils of worn-out lands. Its
cattle and fish furnish food to many. Its
products, many and varied, are a part
of the national economy. Ships built
in her yards ply the seven seas.

Our men and women are occupying all
ranks from private to general, and sea-
men to admirals and have displayed fine
bravery in every battlefleld.

A State rich in tradition and history;
a State rich in resources and products;
a State still richer in possibilities of its
undeveloped resources. Old in history—
yet young in opportunity.

Mr, HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. Sixes] such
time as he may desire.

TERRITORIAL FLORIDA AND ANDREW JACKSON

Mr. SIKES. Madam Speaker, the
story of Florida is not complete until we
chronicle the part played by Andrew
Jackson. Historically, the fortunes of
Florida in the early nineteenth century
were lighted by the trail of glory which
Jackson blazed across the American hori-
zon. His turbulent career was closely in-
terwoven with the history of Florida. His
Florida campaigns helped to make his
reputation as a soldier, they insured his
standing as a fearless leader. In the ac-
quisition of the terrifory of Florida, and
its development: toward statehood, the
influence of Jackson was seldom absent.
By stronge coincidence, his death came
soon after Florida was admitted to the
Union in 1845.

Before 1810, Spanish Florida extended
across a narrow strip of the Gulf Coast
all the way to the Mississippi. In that
year, despite Spanish protests, President
Madison proclaimed American authority
over the section of Florida between the
Mississippi and Perdido Rivers, using as
his justification the purchase of the Loui-
siana territory, whose boundaries were
none too clearly defined. By that action,

the Perdido River became the western.

boundary of Spanish Florida and of Flor-
ida as we know it today.

After 1814, Spain divided what was left
of Florida into East Florida and West
Florida, making the Suwannee River the
dividing line. In subsequent years, de-
clining Spanish interest and authority
made of the peninsula, outside the few
fortified towns, & haven for runaway

-leans was beginning to take shape.
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slaves, pirates, thieves, and renegade sail-
ors.

It was about this time that the paths of
Andrew Jackson and of Florida merged.
Jackson had been judge, Congressman,
United States Senator, and major gen-
eral of militia, and was already one of
Tennessee’s immortals. But he had been
by-passed and denied an active command
in the War of 1812 through War Depart-
ment politics. In 1813, the news of a
Creek uprising and the massacre of 250
persons at Fort Mims, gave Jackson his
chance. The Governor authorized an ex-
pedition by the militia, and Jackson, still
weak from a grievous wound received in
one of his numerous affairs.of honor, led
the expedition. ¥

There was much more in Jackson's
mind than his Governor or the War De-
partment might have suspected. He in-
tended to destroy the Indians-along the
Coosa and Tallapoosa Rivers, then push
on to Mobile, opening from Tennessee to
the Gulf a highway which would be of
much importance to the United States.
After this was accomplished, the crown-
ing stroke would come. He would invade
Florida and seize Pensacola, thus elimi-
nating the influence of Spain, silent ally
of Britain and supporter of the Creeks.
Sucl a bold undertaking could well end
in failure or court martial for a lesser
man.

Jackson crushed the Indians, and the
Nation's acclaim for its one general who
had shown an ability to win battles
caused him to be made a major general
of regulars and to be placed in command
of the military district embracing Ten-
nessee, Louisiana, and the Mississippl
territory., Now Jackson was ready to
move. Pensacola was next in his mind.
Clothed with mnew authority, Jackson
asked the War Department for tacit con-
sent to stamp out the troubles which
were being stirred up in west Florida. A
letter which could be interpreted either
as giving or withholding that consent was
dispatched to him. It did not reach him
until after the war. But Jackson did not
wait. The British were moving into the
Pensacola defenses in force, and their
canipaign against Mobile and New Or-
On
November 3, 1814, Jackson stormed the
works at Pensacola and immediately
thereafter the British blew up Fort Bar=
rancas, which they held, and withdrew
in their ships. The glory subsequently
won by Jackson at New Orleans and the
national standing which followed for
him are familiar history.

At the close of the War of 1812, Pensa-
cola was returned to Spain. Jackson,
though still a major general in command
of the southern district, went into semi-
retirement at his Nashville Hermitage.
However, there was constant trouble with
smugglers, Indians, and runaway slaves
along the Georgia-Florida border, and
there was little doubt that Spanish policy
‘and British agents encouraged these dis-
turbances. Then in 1817, Indian War
flared again.

Jackson promptly assumed command
of the forces opposing the Indians. The
annexation of Florida had never left his
mind. His communications with Presi-
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dent Monroe and with Secretary of War
Calhoun left no doubt of this, or of his
intentions regarding Florida if given suf-
ficient freedom of action. His orders as
he left the Florida border were very
broad. They said:

' Adopt the necessary measures to terminate
the conflict.

And again:

The movement against the Seminoles
* * & will bring you to a theater where
you may possibly have other duties to per-
form * * * Great Interests are at stake
* * & This i{s not a time for repose
* * ¢ until our cause is carried tri-
umphantly through,

The vagueness of Jackson's instruc-
tions caused him no concern. They were
sufficiently clear for his warlike mind.
He had plainly asked for authorization
to seize Florida, stating that he would re-
quire no direct orders but would need
only indirect sanction. Nor does there
appear to have been any doubt in official
Washington about Jackson'’s intentions.
The Secretary of War wrote Governor
Bibbs of Alabama, “General Jackson is
vested with full power to conduct the war
as he may think best.” Calhoun knew
perfectly well what Andrew Jackson
thought best for Florida.

In March 1818, Jackson’s troops moved
into Florida.. He tock St. Marks without
resistance, then made a forced march
to the Suwannee River, 107 miles to the
east, in an effort to smash Chief Billy
Bowlegs. Warned of Jackson’s approach
by British agents, that wily chief scat-
tered his forces and kept them out of
Jackson’s reach. Returning to his base
of operations at Fort Gadsden on the
Apalachicola, Jackson moved westward
on Pensacola in May. Some of the trees
along his line of march still carry the
three blazed marks which characterized
Jackson’s Three Notch Trail, and in the
clear streams of the Choctawhatchee
forest are yet to be seen some of the
old bridge timbers put down by Jackson's
people for the crossing of their wagons
and artillery.

On May 28, he received the surrender
of Pensacola. He appointed one of his
colonels as civil and military governor,
and declared the revenue laws of the
United States in force. He had no de-
sire to linger. On May 30, he departed
for Tennessee. The acclaim of the fron-
tier States followed him homeward. His
work was done. The rest was up to the
diplomats, and theirs would be no easy
task.

In Washington, the Spanish Minister
roared his nation’s indignation. The
American cabinet was divided. After 4
days of argument, the Government an-
nounced that it would return the forts
to Spain, but that it would not censure
General Jackson. In the meantime, ne-
gotiations were kept in progress for the
purchase of Florida, and finally on Feb-
ruary 22, 1819, representatives of the
two governments signed a treaty ceding
Florida to the United States for $5,000,-
000. However, it was not actually rati-
fled until early 1821. President Monroe
promptly offered Jackson the governor-
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ship of the new territory. He accepted,
and on July 17 in that year, the formal
transfer of the territory tock place in
Pensacola. It was the third time Jack-
son had seen the flag of Spain replaced
by that of the United States in Florida.
This time his great dream had really
come true. Florida was ours.

Not for 24 years would statehood come,
but preparations were slowly being made
toward that event. J. N. Hernandez
served as the first territorial delegate to
Congress. He was succeeded by Richard
Keith Call, whose name was to become
one of the most illustrious in early Flor-
ida history. A close friend of Andrew
Jackson, he was later brigadier general
of Florida Militia and Governor of the
Territory.

The first legislative council convened
on July 22, 1822, at Pensacola. The dif-
ficulties of conducting the State legis-
lative assemblies alternately at Pensa-
cola and at St. Augustine, and of carry-
ing on the State's business across 300
miles of wilderness, brought about the
selection of a central seat of government.
The Indian village of Tallahassee be-
came the site of the State capitol, and
soon the fertile lands around it attracted
a swarm of settlers, Middle Florida, as
the area was known, for a time out-
stripped both the older sections in
growth.

In the 1830°s a new Indian war con-
sumed the time and energies .of the
territory. It finally dragged to a suc-
cessful conclusion, with the Indians be-
ing moved bodily to western reservations
or driven into the Everglades.

New counties were constantly being
formed. By 1835, eight of the sixteen
counties which now make up the Third
District had been formed. All of north
Florida had shown substantial develop-
ment, but the peninsula remained largely
an unexplored wilderness.

Through all of this the steps toward
statehood were progressing. Article six
of the treaty of cession of 1821 provided
that Florida should be admitted as a
State in the Union “as soon as may be
consistent with the principles of the Fed-
eral Constitution.” There were retard-
ing factors. The population was below
the number of 30,000—later 47,500—re-
quired for any State coming into the
Union. Florida was split by intraterri-
torial sectionalism. So great became the
differences between east and west
Florida that the question of annexation
of west Florida to Alabama was seriously
considered. A bill to authorize the an-
nexation was defeated in Congress in
1840.

Meanwhile the legislative council had
taken steps to solidify statehood feeling
within the territory. It passed an ach
on February 2, 1838, calling a convention
to meet at St. Joseph—now Port St. Joe—
“to adopt a bill of rights and constitu-
tion and all needful measures prepara-
tory to the admission of Florida into
the National Confederacy.” The con-
vention was held in December 1838
and January 1839. A constitution was
adopted and the question of ratification
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was submitted to the people. It was
ratified by the very close vote of 2,070
to 1,975. Throughout 1840 and 1841 the
debate over statehood raged. Congress
was confused and took its time deciding
the issue.

Finally public opinion in Florida for
statehood apparently solidified under the
leadership of Gov. John Branch. Early
in 1845 the legislative council petitioned
for the admission of Florida into the
Union. A bill for the admission of
Florida and Iowa into the Union was
submitted and on March 3 it became a
law. One hundred years ago on March
3, Florida took her place as a great Amer-
ican State.

In connection with Fiorida's centen-
nial, I place in the CONGRESSIONAL REC-
ORD a most interesting booklet, publiched
by the Florida Historical Society. It is
entitled “Then and Now, Florida in 1845
and 1945.” For the wealth of material
ascembled, credit is given to the com-
mittee on information and historical
data: W. T. Cash, chairman; Kathryn
Abbey Hanna, Julien C. Yonge, Dena
Bnodgrass, David O. True, and T. T.
Wentworth.

THEN AND Now—FLORIDA IN 1845 AnD 1945

GOVERNMENT TERRITORIAL OFFICERS AT TIME OF
ADMISSION TO UNION

Governar

John Branch = ——=-- $2,500
Secretary of Territory

Thomas H. Duval 1, 500

Treasurer
Henry L. Rutgers 800

Auditor of public accounts
VR T i e P e S 300
STATE OFFICERS IN 1845

Governor

Willlam D, M0SeleY o c e e oo cccemmea £1, 500
Secretary of state
James T, Archer. .o oaoooiiiis 600
and fees
Comptroller
* Nathaniel P, Bemis_ - ___.___.__ 800
Attorney general
Joseph Branch 1 520
and fees
State treasurer
Benjamin Byrd 800
Register of public lands

John Beard 1, 000

Commissioner of agriculture
(None.)
Superintendent of public instruction

(None.)
STATE OFFICERS IN 1945
Governor
Millard Caldwell. oo oo $2, 000
Secretary of state
R. A. Gray 7, 500
Comptroller :
J. M. Lee 7, 500
Attorney general
J. Tom Watson 7, 600
State treasurer
J. Edwin Larson -- 1,500
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Regisier of public lands
(None.)

Commissioner of agriculture
Nathan Mayo £7, 500
Superintendent of public instruction

L wlerdh T T - R W 7, 6500
STATE FINANCES
Outstanding territorial war-
rants, July 25, 1845 ... $19, 151. 69
Amount due Territory from
various tax collecting offi-
cials, such as tax collectors,
auctioneers, and marshals_ 89,482. 22
Receipts of State government
for fiscal year ending Oct.
ST ERa e i e RS 28,412, 29
Expenditures same period
(warrants issued) _______. 56, 009. 57
Deficit for period.___.ao_.__ a7, 597. 28

Balance on hand July 1, 1943_
General revenue receipts for
fiscal year ending June 30,

16, 534, 595. 81

1944 17, 893, 330. 21

Miscellanecus revenue re-
ceipts warrants. ... ... 100, 529, 115. C0

Warrants canceled and re-
stored 114, 773.74

Total receipts available
(o RO RN S I 134, 571, 814. 26

STATE FINANCES

In 1845
Disbursements:

For general government__._
ther regular disburse-

$3, 962, 357. 19

ralch s R | S 73, (94, 738.78
Nonoperation  disburse-

MENLE. e e ———— 30, 215, 061. 77
ERrandtotall —oo = Sse T 107, 272, 157.72
Balance in all funds July

il {1 e S e 27, 299, 656. 51

TAX SOURCES

For neither period is the list of tax sources
exhaustive. In each case it 18 correct in a
general way.

In 1845

Poll taxes.

Money at interest.

Bank stock.

Merchandise,

Carriages.

Town lots.

‘Wharves.

Income taxes on doctors, lawyers, ete.

Land at 3; cents per acre.

In 1945

Real and personal property taxes less ex-
emptions.

Racing tax.

Occupational taxes,

Gasoline tax.

Intangible tax.

Inheritance tax, etc,

(Real estate taxes are not used to support
Btate government, only that of counties and
their subdivisions.)

POPULATION STATISTICS
In 1845
iy 21 e
In 1945

(Figures used are those of United States
census, 1940.)

Entire State 1,897,414
TEN MOST POPULOUS COUNTIES
In 1845

66, 634

Leon

9,612
7, 646
6, 525
b5, 620
4, 084
3, 762
8, 511
3,114
3, 056
2,619
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In 1945

Dade o
Duval
Hillsborough
Pinellas.
Polk
Pl Baac L e e et
Escambia
B e oo e et it
Volusia r
Jackson —ee 34,428

FIVE LARGEST CITIES OR TOWNS

In 1845

St. Augustine 2,459
PRl aERee 2 st SR e TS 1,616
Pensacola ... 1, 500
Key West_____ 1, 000
Apalachicola 200
Ja g e St SN SR SR 173, 065
Miami_____ - 1 - 172,132
TPNRRININE - e o e e e e i e 108, 391
Bt Petergburg: __ e 60, 812
et (o LM LR ERET S R 37,449

COMPARATIVE NUMBERS IN 10 DIFFERENT OCCU-
PATIONS, PROFESSIONS, OR TRADES
In 1845
e B o e A
Editors and printers....
Carpenters - omromnemeaa=
TeacHers o bl s
PHYSICIADE, oo e o im e
Tawpaie B TRV
Farm laborers
EREcherR PO R e

Editors and printers (includes

thors and reporters) .._._________. 1,138
Loty e ol e [ O R 12, 514
Teachers ..o ———— 2,801
PhYRICIALE: m o v s s e Sy 45908
Lawyers (Includes judges).__._.___._.._. 2,663
5L R L1 ey e e S R B TR 56, 151
Preachers ..o o2t o, —-= 2,563
Musicians and music teachers.______ 1,073
Bl s e e e el S 35

EDUCATION AND CULTURE }
In 1945
Number public schools..____ 58
Number teachers in public

[T 1 | T I 62
Number pupils. . 3, 000
Annual income of all public

L1417 | RS e e S e $14, 900
Academies and other private

v eTa o RTINS S T a5
Teachers in private schools__ 38
Number pupils.....ccaccaaa 850
Annual income of all private

BONOOIR. - o e £9, 325
Average annual salary of pub=-

.lc school teachers........ $240. 32
Average annual salary of pri-

vate school teachers...... $259. 03
Universities and colleges with

4-year COUrSeS. o ———co—-- 0
Number students___________ 0
Number newspapers and pe-

ool e e 10
Estimated ecirculation______. 4, 500
In 1945
(White school statistics)

Number school centers...... 971
}Wum‘ber principals and

AT e o i 9,993
Number pupils. 288,071
Total cost of operation of all

schools = $21, 435, 013. 88
Average annual teacher’s sal-

ary $1, 435.34
Average annual salary of

PICIDRAN S e i, $2,604.32

1 Figures formulated by Dr. E. L. Morphet,
Director of Administration and Finance,

MARCH 2
(Negro school statistics)
Number school centers...._- 863
Number principals and
-0 T e 3,312
Total cost of operating all
schools -——= $4,013, 269. 55
Average annual teacher’s
U e P SR T $942. 20
Average annual principal's
BRIAEY. e allae s o $1, 607. 26
Universities and colleges with
4-YEAr COUTSES. o —oeemeem 7
Number students__________- 7,900
Number newspapers and pe-
viodteals o oo ood oD 218
Estimated circulation..._._. 750, 000
RELIGIOUS STATISTICS
In 1845
Churches of all denominations. 120
Number members_ ... .- --w-= 30, 230
Value of church property______ $105, 200
. In 1945
Churches of all denominations. 2,754
Number members_________.___ 875, 000
Value of church property-..... $42, 000, 000
INDUSTRIES
(a) Agriculture and Horticulture
In 1845
Acres of land in farms, im-
proved and unimproved...-- 500, 000
Value of all erops__—— - ——___ $3, 600, 000

(These were chiefly cotton, corn, sugarcane,
peanuis, sweetpotatoes, and tobacco.)

In 1945

Acres of land in farms, im-
proved and unimproved.... 8, 300, 000
Value of all erops.-coccccacas £350, 000, 000
(Citrus fruits valued at $202,000,000 con-
stituted more than half, but cotton, corn,
sugarcane, tobacco, sweetpotatoes, and pea-
nuts are still produced in large quantlities.)

(b) Stock Ralsing

In 1845
Number horses, asses, and mules.. 10, 890
Number cattle of all kinds.___.__- 186, 000
NUumber DOES amecceemccemmmnm 157, 500
Number BheeD - mcamecmmmceaaeaa 17, 500
In 1945
Number horses, asses, and mules__ 55, 000
Number cattle of all kinds 1, 250, 000
Number hogs ... i 653, 000
MNimber sheep - i il oo s 26, 165
(c) Manufacturing

In 1845

Total value of all manufactures_... $150, 000
(Chiefly lumber, wagons and carriages,
brown sugar, brick and lime, coontie starch
and meal.)
In 1945
Total value of all manufactures $325, 000, 000
(Exclusive of war industries, which more
than double the above figures.)

(d) Mining
In 1845

All mineral products.—-ccoaeeaaaaa $10, 000
(Chiefly clay for bricks.)

In 1945

All mineral products___—______- $21, 500, 000
(Includes phosphate, limestone, Fuller's
earth, titanium, cogquina, and others.)

(e) Fishing
I'm 1845
All sea products $150, 000
(Mainly food fish and oysters.)
In 1945
All sea products - $35, 776, 000

(Mainly food fish, shell fish, sponge, and
those used in making fertilizer.)
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(f) Commerce
In 1845
Ohlef exports—cotton, lumber, beef cattle,
des.

In 1945
Chief exports—citrus fruits and fruit
Juices, lTumber, naval stores, phosphate, kraft
paper, early vegetables, cotton, tobacco,
clgars, and sponges,
CHIEF TRADE CENTERS
In 1845
Apalachicola, Pensacola, St. Marks, Eey
West, Jacksonville,
In 1945
Jacksonville, Tampa, Miami, Pensacola,
Panama City.

{g) Tourist Industry

In 1845
Number of tourists...------ 550
Hotels and apartment
houses 9 hotels
Annual tourist income...._. $60, 000
Investment in amusements
and recreation features... 85, 000
In 1945
Number of tourlsts_________ 2, 500, 000
Hotel and apartment
houses 19, 152
Annual tourist income_.....  $300, 000, 000
Investment in amusements
and recreation features... $750, 000, 000
BANKS
In 1845
Number of banks. . .-ac-a 2
Loy L e A SR R £3, 932, 751
Loans and discounts___._—__- $2, 718, 234
DEPOBILE e $46, 258
Assets #5, 668, 860
Liabilities. $1, 542, 227
In 1945
Number of banks_____ ... 174
Capital $26, 643, 000
Loans and discounts.oeeee-a $143, 235, 000
a3 L A T T $1, 062, 305, 000
Assets 81, 125, 854, 000
Liabilities -- $1, 125, 854, 000

The above from the report of the Secretary
of the Treasury of the United States for
fiscal year 1844-45 does not give a true pic-
ture. The two banks had & mere nominal
existence and the chief excuse for their heing
kept open was to.collect interest.

From report of the Comptroller of the
Currency of the United States for year end-
ing December 3, 1843.

COMMUNICATION

In 1845
Telegraph offices. None
Telephones None
Radios_ None
Paved-road mileage o cccmccccaaaca None
Miles of raillway 21

In 1945
Telegraph offices 115
Telephones 271, 960
Radios 500, 000
Paved-road mileage 45, 000
Miles of railway. 7, 500

TEN CHIE} POST OFFICES AND COMPENSATION OF
POSTMASTER OF EACH

In 1845
Apalachicola #1, 002. 87
Pensacola $873.75
Tallahassee $870. 82
Bt. Augustine $716. 41
Quincy. $402. 92
Jacksonville $353. 63
Marianna, $314. 06
Key West $282. 70
Monticello $196. 03
Newnansville $154. 58
Number post offices. - o.cmeeeaaa 68
Total recelptd.cmecme e cemmm= $21, 700
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In 1945

Miami 87, 000
Jacksonville §6, 000
Tampa #6, 000
Bt. Petersburg 84, 500
s e g SR A, Se 84, 200
Orlando = 84, 200
West Palm Beach.— oo #4, 000
Dakeland . oo el e #3, 700
Eey West._ $3, 600
Tallah S5 £3, 600
Number post offices (not includ-

ing branches and stations).-. 680
Total recelpts. . e $12, 588, 208

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. Pricel such
time as he may desire.

Mr, PRICE of Florida. Madam Speaker,
the history of Florida is long and varied,
and there are many events that are
waoven into its story leading to statehood.
Its settlers, from long before the Revolu-
tion, were of mixed nationalities, but all
were building for a unified existence. Ifs
days of growth moved through turbulent
years of political history and intrigues,
and one of the most interesting of these
is the chain of events surrounding the

“story of the Republic of East Florida.

Extending almost to the Mississippi River
from the southeast Atlantic coast, the
settlers set up for themselves natural
boundaries, and the East Florida of the
days before Statehood was almost the
same as the Florida of today. .

In 1811, when war clouds between the
United States and Great Britain were
gathering, the United States sent com-
missioners to Spanish Florida seeking a
temporary alliance with the Nation to
prevent the British from occupying the
territory in case of war. Spain, of
course, would not consent to such an
arrangement, so other plans were de-
vised. Under the leadership of Gen,
George Mathews, the plan was carried
out through the medium of a revolution
of the inhabitants of East Florida, as-
sisted by the residents of Georgia and by
the regular armed forces of the United
States. American troops held possession
of the province of East Florida, except
the fortified town of St. Augustine, from
March 1812 to May 1813. This incident
is known in Florida history as the Pa-
triot Invasion, as the revolutionists called
themselves Patriots in the cause of free-
dom. A legislative council was set up
with John H. McIntosh as the director.
Proclamations were issued by the pa-
triots, appealing to the residents, to the
people of St. Augustine particularly, urg-
ing them to break away from their gov-
ernment and join with the Territory of
East Florida.

Immediately following the withdrawal
of the American troops in May 1813, an-
other intrigue developed with Gen. B.
Harris' friendly negotiations with the In-
dians. The Indians wished to be at
peace with the Patriots, so they readily
signed a treaty with General Harris and
his Patriots. The intrigue was well
planned, for the Indians lost a large body
of their best land in what is now Alachua
and Marion Counties, and the Patriots’
territory was accordingly enlarged.

So successful was the planned revolu-
tion and Indian settlement, that the
Patriots called their new lands the “Re-
public of East Florida.” The capital was
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established at Fort Mitchell, located a
few miles east of the present town of
Ocala, near Lake Bryant. The legisla~
ture for the republic met for the first
time on January 25, 1814, with General
Harris as its director and influential
leader. He addressed the assembly, urg-
ing the residents to become more alert
to the dangers of Spanish domination.
He laid before the legislature a program
of action. He urged the Patriots to send
a minister to the President of the United
States, vested with full and ample pow-
ers, to cede this republic to the United
~States and at the same time to offer on
the part of the Patriots their loyalty to
the Nation against all enemies.

The Legislature of the Republic of East
Florida immediately passed a resolution
setting forth the calamities that had
befallen the Patriots, and urging the ap-
pointment of a minister plenipotentiary
from the republic to the Congress of the
United States. In all of Florida's varied
and assorted history, this appears to be
the only minister plenipotentiary on rec-
ord, even though his mission was an ill-
fated one,

Early in 1814, the citizenry of the Re-
public of East Florida drew up a long
document petitioning Congress to smile
upon them favorably and grant state-
hood to their republic. Of the 105 names
on the documents, many are still per-
petuated in Marion and Alachua Coun-
ties today.

Wilson Connor, who went to Florida
with the Patriots Invasion under MecIn-
tosh, was appointed as minister pleni-
potentiary to convey the Republic’s
wishes to Congress. Connor also en-
joyed the distinction of being the first
Baptist preacher on Florida soil, having
laid down his sword for the Bible after
the invasion proved successful. Armed
with the precious documents of the legis-
lature of the republic, and confident of
his success in the mission, Connor set out
for Washington on February 15, 1814. A
month later he appears in Louisburgh,
N. C., from where he wrote Secretary
Monroe and sent his despatches on by
messenger. What personal events may
have influenced Connor to discontinue
his journey, we do not know, but it ap-
pears certain that the affairs of state
were more urgent in Washington than in
Florida., The American Government at
the time was busily engaged in the war
with Great Britain; Secretary Monroe
undoubtedly discouraged Connor from
visiting Washington.

Unlike its sister institution which in
west Florida had lasted 58 days, this Re-
public of East Florida was in existence
for 3 years, though it seemed to have
functioned in a very haphazard manner
and in a state of armed neutrality with
Spanish interests. Its leaders were di-
vided into lawless factions, when a sur-
veyor named George Clarke conceived
the idea of closing its unsatisfactory
existence and enlisted the cooperation
of the Spanish Governor Coppinger.
Struggles for supremacy, combined with
Indian raids, had made life most unbear-
able for the peace-loving settlers, so the
offers of Governor Coppinger seemed
very attractive. The Republic dissolved
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itself and all returned again to recognize
Spanish authority, under which they re=
mained until the establishment of a ter=-
ritorial government under General Jack-
son in 1819,

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. Rocers] such
time as he may desire.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, 100 years ago the great State
of Florida was admitted to the sister-
hood of States of this Government.
Florida, on the 3d day of March 1845,
became the twenty-seventh State of this
Union, assuming all the duties, obliga-
tions, and responsibilities of statehood,
having been a Territory since 1821, with
Gen. Andrew Jackson as the first military
governor of the United States.

The House of Representatives, com-
posed of just about the same type of
men as you are, passed the Towa-Florida
bil] for the admission of Florida tb the
Union by a vote of 144 to 48 on February
13, 1845, and the Senate on March 1, 1845,
also passed the bill of admission by a vote
of 36 to 9, there being a lapse of only
20 days intervening between the passage
of the bill by the House and by the Sen-
ate, which of course demonstrated speed
in legislation. Then on March 3, 1845,
President John Tyler approved and
signed the bill, thus making Florida the
twenty-seventh State of this Union.

You gentlemen might be interested to
know that Florida was discovered on
Easter Sunday in 1513 by Ponce de Leon,
who was not in search of material things
but who wanted to be restored to youth
and be rejuvenated, and he found the
Fountain of Youth which has been a
mecca for all Americans and for all of
those whose minds dream of youth.
They still come to Florida who seek both
youth and health, and from the life-
giving qualifications of this Fountain of
Youth they go away full of youth, health,
and vitality, seeing visions of which only
they had dreamt.

Florida today occupies the position

" entirely different in character than that
which it occupied yesterday. Florida of
1945 is not the same Florida as existed
100 years ago. It has undergone a series
of fundamental changes—changes that
are cultural, social, as well as economical.
No longer is it an infant State of self-
sufficing farmers, of self-contained lum-
ber mill communities, of small isolated
tourist towns and cities; it has grown up,
it has achieved adulthood; it has become
a mature State of independent indus-
tries, of interconnected recreational and
distribution centers, of interrelated
urban communities. This State has ob-
tained high distinction, not only in the
South, but also in the Nation. Florida
is rich in national endowments and re-
sources. Our geographical location af-
fects our health, our modes of conduct,
our attitudes toward life in general, our
achievements as a people. In Florida we
produce citrus fruits and engage in naval
stores production, manufacture paper
and other produce, build ships, grow
winter vegetables, operate service indus-
tries, and direct tourist hotels and fa-
cilities, carry on extensive fisheries, drill
for oil, and have the largest sponge
industry in this country.
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Florida occupies a most unique posi-
tion among the Sfates. It is a distinct
commonwealth of water fronts. It has
a shore line, exclusive of bays and inlets,
of 1,148 miles in length, greater than any
other State in the United States. With
an area of 58,660 square miles, it is larger
by 7,500 miles than the State o. New
York, and yet it has only one-twelfth of
the population of New York. It stands
twenty-first in*area of any State in the
Union and is the second largest State
east of the Mississippi, being surpassed
only by Georgia. It is blessed both by
the size and geographic location; it is
bound to progress greatly if physical
environment originally endowed with
natural resources mean anything in the
history of man.

One hundred years ago when Florida
was admitted to the Union it had a popu-
lation of about 40,000, but today her
population is approximately 2,000,000,
The average number of inhabitants per
square mile is only about 34 as compared
with 43 for the United States, over 500
for Puerto Rico and 650 for England.
Florida could increase its population
from 1945 to 1950 at the same rate it in-
creased from 1930 to 1940 and have a
density of population slightly less than
the present population of the United
States.

Florida's future is most alluring. With
its peninsula jutting out into the tropical
seas it will become the connecting length
between the Caribbean in particular and
between North America and South
America in general; all Central Amer-
ica, half of Mexico, the West Indies,
and the northern coast of Colombia and
Venezuela are all closer to Florida than
Chicago and New York. This entire
region may he quickly reached by air by
the people of Florida. The whole ground
of South America is east of Florida.
Jacksonville and Miami are almost on a
direct line by air between the densely
populated eastern section of the United
States and the west coast of South
America.

Florida's taxation system is, I believe,
unique. We have no State inheritance
tax; we have no State income tax; and
under the homestead exemption law, no
taxes are levied against homes up to the
value of $5,000 except special assessments
for benefits—which includes bonded in-
debtedness—and credit is allowed up to
that amount on property valued at more
than $5,000.

While we are proud of the progress
Florida has made in the last 100 years,
we shall not look backward, but our eyes
will point to the future and the develop-
ment of Florida and its many natural
resources.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks, and to include therein
an article appearing in the Washington
Post of March 1 and an editorial appear-
ing in the Evening Star entitled
“Rumania As a Pattern?”

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
NorTOoN). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. SmiTH] is recognized for 40 minutes.
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YALTA—A MORAL RETREAT—POLAND
AND SMALL NATIONS CRUCIFIED

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Madam
Speaker, it is my purpose to discuss that
phase of the Yalta Conference agreement
which deals with the so-called Polish
question. The determination by the
conferees to settle the boundary lines of
Poland hefore the question was sub-
mitted to the people of Poland consti-
tutes a retreat from the high moral
ground that we have steadily maintained
throughout the war. To say now that
free elections are to be held and that
Poland will receive a long shore line
carved out of Germany, is to rob Peter
to pay Paul and is a feeble effort to fool
the people.

What I have to say, Madam Speaker,
may not be popular; it is entirely possible
that I may be charged with fostering dis-
unity among our allies, buf, notwith-
standing, I feel it my duty to speak, for
I am firmly convinced that a great mis-
take was made at Yalta; yes, a mistake,
which, if not rectified, will lead to World
War No. 3. I approach my task without
rancor; I do so with no bitterness in my
heart and with no thought to be unfair,
for I fully appreciate the magnitude of
the problems confronting the conferees
at Yalta. I join with millions of other
citizens in acknowledging that some
great advances were made there. To me,
however, the results of the conference
must be tested by their effect upon the
inalienable rights of millions of people of
the small European countries, who ap-
parently had no spokesman at Yalta.

Madam Speaker, the principles set
down in the Atlantic Charter were clear
and unequivocal; they were straight from
the shoulder, and the world applauded.
At Yalta we departed from those prin-
ciples and a world mourns. Let us re-
fresh our memories; the charter said, in
part:

1. Their countries seek no aggrandizement,
territorial or otherwise,

2. They desire to see no territorial changes
that do not accord with the freely expressed
wishes of the people concerned.

3. They respect the rights of all peoples to
choose the form of government under which
they live; and they wish to see sovereign
rights and self-government restored to those
who have been forcibly deprived of them.

It is my humble opinion, Madam
Speaker, that these principles of the At-
lantic Charter constitute the basis and
justification for our entry into this war
and the unknown sacrifices we make to-
day. We helieve them, for they were
and are based upon the moral law, and
we cannot escape the force of them, nor
can we afford to repudiate them if we
expect this war to make for a just and
lasting peace.

I am reminded, Madam Speaker, of
the attitude of our own State Depart-
ment, when in July of 1940 it condemned
in no uncertain terms the conduct of
“more powerful neighbors” when the
territorial integrity of Latvia, Lithuania,
and Estonia was threatemed. I quote,
for the record, a part of a press release
of July 23, 1940, setting forth a state-
ment of the Under Secretary of State,
the Honorable Sumner Welles:
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From the day when the peoples of these
republics—Latvia, Lithuania, and Estonia—
first gained their independlence and demo=
cratic form of government, the people of the
United States have watched their admirable
progress in self-government with deep and
sympathetic interest.

The policy of this Government is univer-
sally known. The people of the United
Btates are opposed to predatory activities, no
matter whether they are carried on by the use
of force or by the threat of force. They are
likewise opposed to any form of intervention
on the part of one state, however powerful,
in the domestic concerns of any other sover-
eign state, however weak,

These principles constitute the very foun-
dations upon which the existing relationship
between the 21 sovereign republics of the
New World rests.

The United Btates will continue to stand
by these principles, because of the conviction
of the American people that unless the doc-
trine in which these principles are inherent
once again governs the relations between na-
tions, the rule of reason, of justice, and of
law—in other words, the basis of modern
civilization—cannot be preserved.

It is difficult for me, Madam Speaker,
to reconcile the position of our Govern-
ment in July 1940 to that now expressed
by our representatives at Yalta. Fact is
they cannot be reconciled; they are con-
tradictory positions and are geared to
different fundamental principles.

From the information presently availa-
ble, I believe that we have acquiesced in
every demand made by Russia; we have
agreed to the establishment of the
Curzon line as the easternmost boundary
line of Poland, which is contrary to an
agreement made between Poland and
Russia subsequent to the last war and
viclates the rights of millions of Polish
people to self-determination. By this
agreement we now know that Russia is to
continue to dominate and control the
small Baltic Nations of Latvia, Lithuania,
and Estonia, and we are thereby support-
ing Russia in its unlawful grab of those
countries in 1940. Now we are parties to
that unholy crime, notwithstanding the
noble pronouncements of our State De-
partment in 1940. So I repeat, that it is
obvious that Britain and the United
States have acquiesced fully in the de-
mands of Stalin for his self-selected
sphere of influence, not only in Poland
and the Baltic area, but in the south of
Europe also. That, Madam Speaker,
constitutes a retreat from the high moral
ground we have been resting upon in this
war; it can but lead to another war,
more deadly, more devastating, more
cruel and more costly than this one.

PLEBESCITES—WHAT EIND?

We are advised, Madam Speaker, that
we should not be alarmed about this sit-
uation, for the conferees have assured
everybody that the people of Poland will
have the right to a free election; that
the elections are to be free and un-
fettered, and thus are within the spirit
and terms of the Atlantic Charter. The
question is, how free will the plebescite
be? We must keep in mind that the
provinces of eastern Poland, between the
Curzon line and the western Russian
border, had an estimated Polish popula-
tion before the war of 11,807,000 while
the Russians and Ukrainians had less
than one-half that number. But to get
back to the question of free elections. In

-places.
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this connection we must remember that
Russia is astride of Poland and occupies
all of it and is in a position to impose
her will—by force as she did with the
other Baltic countries. Russia wants all
of Poland east of the Curzon line and
will keep it regardless of what we do or
say; it is in the driver's seat. And the
whole scheme has our official blessing.
Appeasement—what great and holy
crimes have been committed in thy
name?

What is the history of plebescites as
conducted by Russia in the past? Two
rather recent examples will suffice.

In 1939 Soviet military authorities
served notice on the people of eastern
Poland that elections would be held for
the national assemblies. From reports
available, it appears that Soviet troops
then in Poland were actually employed
as agitators in an effort to elect members
to the so-called national assemblies
favorable to their cause. Local residents
were individually visited by members of
the Red Army or armed workers guards
who tried to persuade them that it was
to their interest to vote. An atmosphere
of terror was created through arrests and
other repressions. In particular, any
person acting against the instructions
issued by Soviet propaganda agents was
exposed to immediate arrest and sen-
tenced for counter-revolutionary activi-
ties, and ultimately deported. All cul-
tural, religious, economie, social, and
trade unions, both Polish and Ukrainian
as well as Jewish and other nationalities,
were dissolved and their property handed
over to newly created Communist organ-
izations.

It is admitted that but one man was
selected to run for each office and the
candidate was in each instance a mem-
ber of the Soviet Party or a citizen who
had been selected by the Russians. On
election day, October 22, 1939, electors
were rounded up in their workshops or
dragged out of their homes to the voting
Each of them was given a card
bearing the printed name of this only
candidate of the district, Numerous
Soviet police agents were present in all
eleotoral premises, Those who wished
to vote against the candidate knew that
they exposed themselves and their fam-
ilies to inevitable imprisonment and de-
portation,

Five days after the elections, the rep-
resentatives of the local population met
to attend sessions of the national assem-
blies and, of course, everything that the
Soviets wanted done was fully accom-
plished. A resolution was adopted unan-
imously favoring the Russian Govern-
ment; was this a free election?

Let us now consider the second exam-
ple of Russian free elections. The case
in point is the treatment accorded the
Latvian Republic in July of 1940. There,
too, under the guise of an election pro-
voked by unsupported charges, an elec-
tion was proclaimed by the alleged “new
government” which had been set up by
the Soviets. On that election day the
only party admitted to the elections was
the pro-Soviet United Workers bloe,
which represented only a very small frac-
tion of the electorate. Approximately
80 percent of the Latvian population
were farmers and factory workers from

teurs.
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whom less than 3 percent of the popu-
lation was allowed to vote. In view of
that fact and foreseeing that if they ran
the election with its own list, the small
vote cast for it would make it ridiculous,
the Communist Party did not run under
its own name but joined the list of the
so-called Workers’ Coalition. = The vast
majority of the Latvian population were
not permitted to form their own lists,
nominate candidates and conduct pre-
election campaigns. At the same time,
Soviet soldiers and pro-Soviet agents
participated in the campaign in favor of
the Workers’ Coalition. All inhabitants,
however, were compelled to go to the
polls under the threat that if they failed
to have the balloting stamp on their
passports they might be considered sabo-
Here, too, but one candidate
stood for each office and he had heen
selected by the Soviet Party. From this
it appears that these so-called free elec-
tions sponsored by the Russian Govern-
ment in both these instances amount to
a farce and if we are to have free elec-
tions, then it will be necessary to remove
every vistage of Soviet influence in the
areas where the elections are to be held.

What assurance is there, Madam
Speaker, that the coming “free elections”
in Poland, or elsewhere, will be conducted
in a different manner than those I have
mentioned? Let us remember also that
arrangements right now for these elec-
tions are being made in Moscow.

The history of plebiscites is a long one.
I shall not take the time to recife it at
this time, except to point out that his-
torically they have been ineffective when
and where the nation which advocated
the principle was in a position to nullify
it by the use of force. England, Ger-
many, France, and Russia have at some
time or other been for the principle of
self-determination, then at other times
they have repudiated it. Our own coun-
iry has, since the days of Woodrow Wil-
son, openly espoused the principle.
Would that he could return today.

On May 27, 1916, in a public address
before our entry into war, Wilson said,
“We believe these fundamental things:
First, that every people has a right to
choose the sovereignty under which they
shall live.” He was here contending for
the principle that change of sovereignty
must not be made by conquest. Speak-
ing before the United States Benate on
January 22, 1917, he said again:

No peace can last, or ought to last, which
does not recognize and accept the principle
that governments derive all their just pow-
ers from the consent of the governed, and
that no right anywhere exists to hand peo-
ples about from sovereignty to sovereignty
as If they were property.

This is a clear and candid statement
of an abstract principle of justice which
should have universal application. It
has, I fear, been ignored by Mr. Roose-
velt, who should have known better, for
he sat at the very feet of Woodrow
Wilson.

And now consider the position of Rus-
sia after the revolution and the All-
Russian Convention of Soviets of Work-
ers’, Soldiers’, and Peasants’ Deputies
on November 8, 1917. It was after Lenin
and his followers had seized control of
the Russian Government that the first
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official statement of the Soviet Govern-
" ment declared for an immediate peace
without indemnities and it was talking
to Poland at that time. “Forcible an-
nexation” was defined by them as “the
retention by any state of any nation
without the latter being given the right
of free voting in the determination of
the forms of its national existence, un-
der the condition of the complete re-
moval of the armies of the annexing or
the more powerful nation.” On Novem-
ber 26, 1917, Trotsky, as Foreign Minister
of the Soviets, proposed to all belliger-
ents a truce and a democratic peace
without annexation and without indem-
nities, based on the principle of the in-
dependence of nations and of their right
to determine for themselves the nature
of their own development.

At the Brest-Litovsk Peace Conference
in December of 1917 the Russian dele-
gates took a strong stand and demanded
that peacé be made on principles of no
forcible union of territories conquered
during the war; the evacuation of occu-
pied territories, restoration of independ-
ence to those peoples deprived of it dur-
ing the war; and a guarantee to national
groups which before the war were not
politically independent of the right of
deciding their future sovereignty by a
free referendum in which complete free-
dom in voting to be guaranteed to all in-
habitants of the territory in question,
including immigrants and = refugees.
What a change has now come over Rus-
sia. Then it was a new Russia pleading
for its very life, and that plea found
lodement in the United States. Where?
Listen—in the heart and mind of Wood-
row Wilson. His voice was again heard
in a historic address before the Congress
of the United States on January 8, 1918,
and after our entry into the First World
War. He said:

There is moreover, a voice calling for these
definitions of principle and of purpose, which

. 18, it seems to me, more thrilling and more
compelling than any of the many moving
voices with which the troubled air of the
world is filled. It is the voice of the Russian
people. They are prostrate and all but help-
less, it would seem, before the grim power of
Germany, which has hitherto known no re-
lenting and no pity. Their power, appar-
ently, is shattered, and yet their soul is not
subservient. They will not yleld either in
principle or in action. Their conception of
what is right, of what it is humane and hon-
orable for them to accept, has been stated
with a frankness, a largeness of view, a gen-
erosity of spirit, and a universal human sym=-
pathy which must challenge the admiration
of every friend of mankind, and they have
refused to compound their ideals or desert
others that they themselves might be safe,

How much like Russia then is Poland
today. The eloguent voice of Wilson
pleading the cause of Russia in those dark
days is the kind of a voice that should
be pleading the cause of Poland today;
yes, and of Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia,
and all the other small nations in a like
position.

Can you today hear the plea of that
great liberty-loving people as they lie
prostrate at the feet of the aggressor, as
their sons fight on European battle fronts
with our own sons and for the same
cause? What a tragedy it is as they
plead in vain for help; the voice of Wilson
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is silent, But I am satisfled that a just
God heareth, for right is ultimately the
master of might.

Listen again as Wilson speaks on that
same occasion:

The day of concuest and aggrandizement
1s gone by; so is also the day of secret cove=
nants entered into in the interest of par-
ticular governments and likely at some un-
looked-for moment to upset the peace of
the world.

It is a far cry, Madam Speaker, from
the Russians who met at Brest-Litovsk
and the Russians who met at Yalta.
They have now repudiated the principles
announced by that first Soviet conference
in 1917, and likewise we have repudiated
the principles advocated so vehemently
by Woodrow Wilson in 1918, And why?
Only the participants at that conference
have the answer; historians will judge
the validity of their decisions.

Madam Speaker, the position taken by
Woodrow Wilson was so effective because
it was-based on moral grounds, because
it was the very essence of truth which
cannot be overthrown for it rests upon
solid rock. Whereas, expediency and
the exercise of force and of power politics
are contrary to the moral law and
grounded in the shifting sands of skepti-
cism and uncertainty and distrust. No
matter how lofty the Yalta statement
may be in its alleged adherence to the
ideals expressed in the Atlantic Charter,
no matter how clear the affirmations to
establish a free democratic government
by conducting free and unfettered elec-
tions, the fact remains that Poland is the
vizti \ of territorial aggrandizement, and
territorial changes not in accord with the
expressed wishes of the people. Unfor-
tunately, Great Britain and the United
States are parties to this nefarious act.
It serves as notice to all the small na-
tions in the world of a policy that is to
prevail in the future. We have now em-
braced the principles of force and politi-
cal expedieney which constitute a threat
to the future peace of the world. 4

Madam Speaker, David Lawrence,
writing in the United States News of
February 23, 1945, very well expresses the
viewpoint of millions of Americans when
he asks: “What did the American people
get?”

This is a fair question in view of what
has happened. He is referring to the
Yalta Conference, and continuing says:

A promise of continued war with heavier
and heavier casualties against a stiffened
and perhaps fanatical resistance by the Ger-
man people, who have everything to gain
now and little to lose by adopting desperate

-measures. A promise of a big standing army

and compulsory military training for Ameri=-
can youth as we furnish men and materiala
to keep Germany's underground forces per=
manently disarmed and to suppress rebellions
in the liberated countries, while American

boys are killed by snipers and guerilla fighters

for years to come.

Continuing he says:

This isn't a promise of peace for anybody.
This is a promise of more war, because eco=
nomic anarchy breeds gangsterism and dice-
tatorship and incessant strife.

And again:

We cannot concede that Russia is winning
this war alone against Germany and so de-
serves everything she asks for. If American
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lives had not been sacrificed on the western
front and if we had not supplied airplanes
and other materials under lend-lease, Russia
could not have mounted her offensives.
The American viewpoint has back of it
moral right as well as sacrifices of our man-
power thousands of miles away from con-
tinental United States.

For American idealism was defeated at
Yalta. American constitutionalism was
scorned at Yalta, and the pledges given in
the Atlantic Charter that no nation—neither
Russia, nor Britain nor any other country—
will seek “territorial aggrandizement” were
flagrantly violated at Yalta.

The statement I have just read, Madam
Speaker, is not my own, but that of one
of the outstanding journalists of this
country. Mr. David Lawrence can never
be charged as an isolationist nor do I
think he is a partisan in any sense, but
he brings to bear upon this great ques-
tion his wide experience in the interna-
tional field and his deep and earnest con-
victions that we have made a mistake at
Yalta and that our position is untenable
on moral grounds.

Madam Speaker, my plea today is for
the recognition of the rights of small na-
tions; we cannot bypass them now by
ignoring their rights and expect to have
established the basis for permanent
peace. Russia is our friend and we have
given unstintingly of our resources to her
and surely she is amenable to reason. So
with our British friends; we are all in this
world situation together. I am satisfied,
Madam Speaker, that ualess we adopt
the policy now of no territorial aggran-
dizement, we are headed for trouble in
the future which can only result in
another letting of blood when the next
generation has reached a military age.

There is a big “if,” Madam Speaker, in
connection with the promise of free elec-
tions in Peoland. Reports reach us al-
ready that Soviet pressure in Rumania
has forced the resignation of the cab-
inet, It is in line with the same pattern
as used already in Poland, Latvia, Lith-
uania, and Estonia. Hence, we are hon-
estly apprehensive about the holding of
free elections. There can be no exercise
of the right of self-determination unless
and until we as a nation guarantee they
will be so held. Now is the time to serve
notice on the world that the United States
intends to stand up and insist that the
principles announced by Woodrow Wilson
in 1917-18 are just as real today and that
we shall adhere to them. There must be
no retreat from the moral ground upon
which our cause rests.

Madam Speaker, I include as part of my
remarks the following newspaper article
and editorial: .

[From the Washington Post of March 1,
1945]
FREQUENTLY ASSAILED RUMANIAN CABINET
QUITS, RUSSIANS BAY

Lonpow, February 28.—The Moscow radio
said tonight the resignations of the Ru-
manian cabinet had been received hy King
Mihai, who immediately began consultations
almed at formation of a new government,

The resignation of Premier Nicolal Rad-
escu, following a series of bloody demonstra-
tlons against his regime, was announced by
the Bucharest radio. The Radescu govern-
ment had been under criticlsm from Russia,

Earlier dispatches from Moscow had sald
Soviet Vice Commissar of Forelgn Affairs An-
drel Vishinsky had arrived in the Rumanian
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capital for a first-hand inspection of the
situation The dispatch said the recent dis-
orders in Rumania had caused deep concern
in Moscow.

The national democratic front has charged
Radescu with failure to eliminate Fascist
elements from the government and to carry
out promised agrarian reforms.

Several outbreaks have occurred recently
in Rumania including a clash last Saturday in
Bucharest in which there were many casual-
ties. Yesterday Groza and other members of
the cabinet belonging to the national demo-
cratic front were reported to have presented
a virtual ultimatum to King Mihai demand-
ing resignation of Radescu and the arrest and
punishment of those responsible for firing
on the Bucharest demonstrators.

[From the Washington Evening Star]
RUMANIA AS PATTERN?

The cwrent Communist-led uprising in
the capital, Bucharest, and other clties of
Rumania against the coalition government
headed by Premier Nicolai Radescu climaxes
an Increasingly bitter quarrel between his
regime and the local Communist Party asso-
clated with other leftist elements under the
title of the National Democratic Front.
That would seem to be a misleading title,
because what we Americans would consider
the most truly democratic elements of the
Rumanian people, the National Peasants
Party, headed by the celebrated Juliu Maniu,
and the Liberals representing the urban
middle classes, are in the Radescu govern-
ment and have strongly opposed leftist ma-
neuvers to bring about its overthrow. The
Rumanian Communists are known to be nu-
merically small, and even with their minor
leftist auxiliaries the resulting *“National
Democratic Front” comprises only a frac-
tion of the population, Their armed upris-
ing is thus obviously the attempt of a dy-
namiec minority to gain control of the country
by strong-arm methods.

The Important question is, to what degree
this revolutionary action is either tacitly ap-
proved or directly inspired by Soviet Russia,
which has beeh In effective control of Ru-
mania ever since it abandoned the Axis and
made a peace which, though ostensibly con-
cluded with all the major Allies, was actually
negotiated and signed in Moscow last Sep-
tember. At that time the provisional gov-
ernment which took power affer the expul-
gion of the Germans by Russian armies in-
cluded virtually all parties opposed to the
Axis, including the Communists, By the
terms of the peace treaty Rumania was al-
lowed to govern itself subject to the oversight
of an allied control commission which,
though nominally including Britain and the
United States, was effectively dominated by
the Russian membership.

However, almost from the first, the provi-
slonal government was rent by quarrels be-
tween the constituent parties, the sharpest
line of cleavage being between the leftists,
who soon coalesced Into the National Demo-
cratic front, and the other elements. Rela-
tively little is known of the details because
British and American journalists have nof
been encouraged to investigate conditions

* nor have the British and American members

of the Allled Control Commission in
Bucharest been permitted to circulate freely,
Only fragmentary accounts of the current
disturbances have as yet emerged from the
veil of local Russian censorship, but dis-
patches from Moscow are more revealing.
The official Soviet news agency states that
the National Democratic front demanded
decisive action against pro-Fascist elements
in the government and the dismissal of the
Radescu Government, and adds that on the
demand of representatives of the Allled Con-
trol Commission the shooting of demonstra=-
tors (by the Radescu Government forces)
was stopped.
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All this fits into the pattern predicted by
many observers that the coalition regimes
permitted by Moscow in the countries over-
run by its armies would presently be trans-
formed into governments wherein the local
leftist elements would predominate. That
transformation has already occurred in Bul-
garia and Yugoslavia and has been attempted
even In Greece and Belgium outside the
Russian sphere. What is occurring in Ru-
mania should thus occasion no surprise.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Luprow] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

LET US NOT, I PRAY, SELL AMERICA

DOWN THE RIVER

Mr, LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I do not
believe for one moment that any Mem-
ber of either branch of the Congress of
the United States would ever want, un-
der any conceivable circumstances, to
sell America down the river. But I am
equally convinced that is exactly what
we will be doing unwittingly if we pass
the resolution which will soon come be-
fore us which proposes to amend the
Constitution so that treaties may be rati-
fied by a bare majority of the House and
Senate, instead of by two-thirds of the
Senate, as required by the existing con-
stitutional provision.

In my opinion, that proposal to change
the Constitution involves a threat of
great potential danger to- our constitu-
tional form of government and to the
perpetuity of our free institutions.

The American Government as devised
by the fathers is the grandest govern-
ment that ever existed on God’s earth
and my deep concern lest something may
happen to it that will sap its vitality and
perhaps permanently impair it prompts
me to make this speech,

I appeal to you, my colleagues, to be-
ware of this resolution, to analyze it with
great care, and to consider its implica-
tions and its probable effects before you
vote on if., I believe that he who sup-
ports it will be subject to bitter disillu-
sionment in the years to come. I believe
that he who votes for it will cast a vote
that he is likely to regret till his dying
day. The title of this resolution would
be more accurate if it were described as
“a resolution to wreck the Constitution
of the United States.” If ever there was
a time when Members of Congress should
“stop, look, and listen,” now is the time,
before we vote to put this measure on
the statute books.

In speaking thus feelingly on’ what I
regard as the menacing aspects of this
proposal, I wish to make it crystal clear
that I have not the slightest criticism of
its proponents. They are among the
most esteemed Members of this body,
and justly so. They are as well meaning
as I am. They are as patriotic as I am.
They would no more think of doing an
injury to our country than I would,
They are abler than I am, which makes
me marvel that they would endorse such
& proposal. I can only conclude thaf
they have not thought the problem
through.

DESTROYS CHECES AND BALANCES

‘We will get a clearer perspective of this
proposal if we will remember that our

Constitution is a rounded creation of
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checks and balances, and the passage of
this resolution would remove and destroy
one of the most important checks in the
Constitution—the check against Execu-
tive usurpation in the matter of treaty
making. The founding fathers knew
what they were doing when they wrote
into the Constitution the provision re-
quiring a two-thirds vote of the Senate
for the ratification of treaties. It was
not haphazard decision on their part.
They debated the subject for a long time
and came to the conclusion that Con-
gress ought to keep its hand on the mak-
ing of treaties. It was to vindicate the

- might and power of the people’s Con-

gress that the Constitutional Convention
placed in one branch of the Govern-
ment—the Senate—the right to ratify
treaties by a two-thirds vote.

By a strange process of reasoning the

‘proponents of the resolution to provide

for ratification of treaties by a majority
vote of both Houses, instead of by two-
thirds of the Senate, say that the pur-
pose of the resolution is to give Congress
authority over treaty making. “Con-
gress ought to have more to say about
it,” they declare. But this resolution does
not give Congress anything. Instead of
giving, it takes away. It dilutes toward
nothingness the authority which Con-
gress now has over treaties by the oper-
ation of the two-thirds rule at the Senate
end of the Capitol. The fact that the
congressional treaty-ratification ma-
chinery is set up by the Constitution at
the Senate end of the Capitol makes it
no less a part of Congress and no less a
bulwark to protect the rights of the
people of America than if it were set up
at both ends of the Capitol.
TOO MANY BLANK CHECES

If this resolution passes, we shall wit-
ness the amazing spectacle of Congress
voluntarily offering to surrender its ef-
fective authority over treaty making.
We shall witness Congress, which al-
ready has given a blank check to the
President in almost everythin_ else, vol-
untarily weakening its power still fur-
ther by removing the only effective bar-
rier against execufive usurpation in re-
spect to treaties, thus giving him what
amounts to another blank check. I have
a great respect for the office of President
and a great affection for the man who
now holds that office. But I believe that
Congress has surrendered far too many
of its powers to the President as the
movement toward the centralization of
government has gone ahead with dizzy
rapidity, and that instead of surrender-
ing more powers we in Congress should
be making moves to recapture some of
the powers we already have surrendered.

Pass this resolution and you will take
away the congressional brakes on treaty
making. If you do this you might as
well say to all future occupants of the
White House: “You may negotiate
treaties to your liking and send them
up to Capitol Hill with perfect assurance
that they will be ratified.”

A congressional brake based on a mere
majority vote is no brake at all, so great
at all times is the power of the admin-
istration over Congress in respect to for-
eign affairs,
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For the truth of that statement, I call
to witness James A. Farley, former Post-
master General of the United States.

MR. FARLEY SUMMONED A5 WITNESS

My memory harks back to turbulent
scenes in this Chamber 7 long years ago.
I had secured the signatures of a ma-
jority of the Members of the lower
branch to a petition to bring before the
House for a vote a resolution I had intro-
duced embodying the fine democratic
prineiple that unless our country is in-
vaded or attacked, or some other country
in the Western Hemisphere is invaded
by a non-American nation, the right to
declare war shall rest solely with the
people of the United States, to be de-
cided by referendum. There was a tre-
mendous naticnal sentiment for the res-
olution—that is to say, until the admin-
istration took a hand. I have no heart-
burnings over what happened, and I re-
call the rapidly moving events objectively
simply to illustrate what might and no
doubt would occur in the future regard-
less of who may be in the White House, if
the ratification of treaties is made de-
pendent upon a mere majority vote.
Permit me, in the utmost good humor, to
call my star witness, James A. Farley,

Mr. Farley tells the story in his own
inimitable way in his book, Behind the
Ballots, an affectionately inscribed copy
of which he sent to me with his loveliest
compliments. If you want some interest-
ing reading, turn to pages 361 and 362 of
Mr. Farley’s book, Behind the Ballots.
I guote:

Time and again—

Says Mr. Farley—

when Congress has been about to vote on an
important measure, I have appealed person-
ally to. Members of the Senate and House to
vote as the administration wanted them to
vote. F

I spent an entire day on the telephone
asking Democratic Members of the House of
Representatives to vote against bringing up
the war referendum resolution. Many of
them had already voted to discharge the
resolution from the committee, the first
move in the parliamentary skirmish, thus
in effect committing themselves to its pas-
sage. Some Members frankly said they were
unable to go along with the administration,
Other Members said that in deference to my
request they would stand by the adminis-
tration and vote in the negative. This ap=-
peal by telephone had an influence In block-
ing consideration of the resolution.

Mr. Farley's statement that his action
on the telephone had an influence in
blocking consideration of the resolution
expressed it mildly, indeed. The fact is
that his action, representing the admin-
istration, killed the resolution. Democ-
;acy was murdered in the House that

ay.

It is worthy of note that, although Mr.
Farley wore calluses on his ears using
the telephone and all the reactionary
newspapers in the United States, the
President, the Secretary of State, the
Speaker of the House, the majority and
minority leaders of the House, and the
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps bore
down like a mighty avalanche to kill my
resolution, its appeal was so great that
it was defeated only by a close vote, 187
yeas to 208 nays. A change of 11 votes
would have saved it. I have no doubt
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that if the administration had not inter-
posed, this principle of allowing the
people a vote on war, except in case of
attack, would now be a part of the Con-
stitution of the United States. There is,
among our citizens, a widespread accept-
ance of the belief that if we are to have
a real democracy, the people’s control of
the operations of our Government
should not stop at the water’s edge.

MANY TYPES OF TREATIES INVOLVED

Remove the Senate’s two-thirds rule
in voting on treaties and substitute a bare
majority of the two branches and the
years to come will witness many, many
repetitions of the scene described by Mr.
Farley. In the long range of the future
Presidents will submit treaties to Con-
gress and will apply pressure and the
opposition will crumble like a house of
cards because there will be no two-thirds
rule to bulwark it. The adoption of the
majority idea would simply mean that in
order-to give the House a very deceptive
and innocuous right to go through the
gesture of treaty-making, we would
throw away the authority of Congress
over the ratification of treaties by scrap-
ping the Senate’s two-thirds rule.

What this would mean in the future we
can hardly fathom. Treaties of peace are
only a small number of the treaties that
come before Congress for ratification.
There are all kinds of treaties on all
kinds of subjects, including trade treaties
that are vital to the économic life of our
people. Pass this legislation and all of
these treaties will in fact be made by
the man who happens at the time to be
occupying the White House and not in
any real sense by Congress.

BACRED RIGHTS OF LABOR MAY BE THREATENED

It is easily conceivable that the rights
of American labor may be involved in a
very vital way in some future treaty, and
if action prejudicial to labor should be-
come frozen in a treaty there would be
no remedy. A statute prejudicial to labor
can be repealed and gotten rid of, but not
a treaty. A treaty is a contract between
states and Congress cannot repeal it. So
let us remember that in tampering with
our constitutional treaty-ratification sys-
tem we may be tampering with something
very sacred to labor. =

The proposal before us is very mislead-
ing. The idea of giving the House of
Representatives, the body traditionally
closest to the people, something to say
about fhe ratification of treaties is ap-
pealing and on first-blush is attracting
the commendation of many large voting
groups. It is proclaimed as a plan to
strengthen the power of Congress over
treaties, but what it really does is exactly
the opposite of that. It weakens and
nullifies the power of Congress over
treaties.

WAY TO GIVE THE HOUSE REAL AUTHORITY

There is a way by which the House
could be given real authority in treaty-
making. That would be by changing the
pending resolution to read:

The President shall have power by and
with the advice and consent of Congrass, to
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the
Senators and Representatives present coneur,

To have both legislative branches
ratify treaties by a two-thirds vote in-
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stead of a majority vote, would indeed
make Congress a real foree in treaty-
making. In the incident related earlier
in this speech, Mr. Farley was able to
switch over a majority but he could never
have switched over two-thirds,

STATE DEPARTMENT NOT ASKING FOR CHANGE

One more point and I am through.
The President is not asking for this
change in the treaty-ratification proc-
ess. The Secretary of State is not ask-
ing for it. Nobody in the State Depart-
ment is asking for it. The President is
not backward in asking Congress for any
authority he thinks is needed looking to-
ward the establishment of the peace of
the world, but he has not asked for this.
He and Secretary Stettinius were notified
of the pendency of this resolution before
the committee, but they chose to say
nothing in support of it.

I happen to know that the State De-
partment does not intend to ask for its
adoption. I have read the 147 pages of
committee hearings diligently and I
have been impressed more by what the
hearings do not say than by what they
do say. For instance, there is not a
word in the hearings from anyone who
is charged with responsibility of the
foreign affairs of our Government. In
view of the fact that it is possible to
make a treaty that would fundamentally
and radically change our form of Gov-
ernment and our way of life, I think it
is highly important that Congress should
keep its hand on the throttle. We hear
it charged on all sides that Congress is
breaking down. Let us not, my col-
leagues, be guilty of breaking ourselves
down.

The Constitution of the United States,
whether we realize it or not, is the cor-
nerstone of our national welfare and the
sheet anchor of our liberties., If we
lose it, we lose everything. I submit that
the best thing we can do with this reso-
lution, weakening congressional control
over treaties, is to defeat it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. MURRAY] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

MILE PRODUCTION FROM 1935 TO 1945

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include therein
two tables from the Department of Agri-
culture.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, the following table shows the

“milk production by States by years

from 1935-45. When one realizes the
enormous amount of food produced by
this industry in comparison to the total
food produced by the few crops enjoying
New Deal favor, year after year, it is well
to give this great industry some time and
recognition. This is all the more ap-
parent when one realizes that the con-
tribution of this industry to the national
food supply is not only the dairy product,
but in addition the beef supply of the
Nation that is derived from the dairy
herds of the Nation. On January 1, 1941,
there were 26,000,000 dairy cattle and
31,000,000 other cattle in the United
States, so it is evident that from 40 to 50
percent of the beef of the Nation is ob-
tained from the dairy industry.
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Milk produced on farms during year, by States, alphabetically, 1935-44

|Million pounds]

1035 1036 1037 1638 1930 1940 1041 1942 1043 1044

Alabama 1,232 1,203 1,178 1,188 1,199 1,143 1,219 1,207 1,809 1,360

Arizona._. g 224 228 214 219 235 232 241 253 252, 249

Ar 1,224 1,235 1,321 1,368 1,354 1,335 1,453 1,467 1,411 1,445

4,151 4,218 4, 207 4,454 4,617, 4,803 5,001 5,188 5,175 5,479

912 074 930 972 1,002 1,016 1,087 1,002 1,009 1,056

618 625 50 BT 673 670 684 77 700 717

126 130 127 132 139 144 154 157 151 152

200 a1 323 322 230 318 343 353 366 437

1,071 1,054 1, 080 1,079 1,122 1,053 1,076 1, 120 1,149 1,146

1,043 1,071 1,075 1,110 1, 164 1,28 1,3%4 1,368 1, 367 1,405

4,873 4,814 4,873 5, 056 053 5 188 453 5617 5,352 5, 503

3, 0490 3,013 2,044 3, 168 3, 180 3,225 2,435 8, 557 3,454 3,492

6, 009 6,052 5,019 6, 363 6,370 | 6 f11 , 920 6, 941 7,071 6, 726

< it 3,075 2,861 2, 708 2,860 2,881 2, B 5,172 3,332 3, 206 3,172

Kentueky__ 1,046 1,845 1, 883 1,955 1, R86 1,841 1,805 2, 163 2,112 2,147

Lovisiana__ 58 ERE 208 047 |- 664 628 044 £67 686 695

Maine..___ 632 626 630 648 619 28 641 36 618 54

Maryland____ 772 784 790 £31 £08 622 960 084 045 61

Massachusotts. 767 770 7 784 791 810 818 811 757 777

Michigan. ... 4, 257 4,466 4,470 4, 560 4,762 4,049 5,124 5, 296 5,333 5,875

Minnesota. 7,384 7,745 7,646 8,175 , 160 8,405 8,824 495 8,872 8, 508

Mississippi 1,299 1,303 1,312 1,338 1,310 1,105 1,261 1,330 1,342 1,410

Mimonn i oo 3, 363 3,014 3,053 3,270 , 271 3, 386 3,631 3,816 8,845 4, 089

1 3 : €93 640 623 €37 (82 688 733 754 780 721

Nebraska....... 2,689 2,623 2,356 2,479 2,618 2, 589 2,752 2,969 2,064 2,785

Novada. ___ 106 108 104 107 100 105 115 115 113 108

New Hampshire_ &7 a2 357 363 364 361 351 348 333 340

New Jersey....... £58 874 £03 032 €43 a0 1,018 1,028 1,010 1,015

New Mexico. 231 244 245 257 269 287 209 i 300 270

Yor 6,874 7,128 7,213 7,258 7, 508 7, 658 7,049 8,107 7, 784 7,722

North Carolina 1,245 1,274 1,270 1, 286 1,310 1,380 | 1,381 i 1, 465 1, 540

North Dakota.. 1,981 1,019 1, 796 1,821 1,906 2,115 2, %4 2,325 2, 264 2,183

Ohio.__._.___ 4, 356 4, 4,434 4, 551 4, 570 4,07 4,838 5,130 4,076 5174

Oklahoma__ 2,275 2,186 2,320 2,401 2,487 2, 380 2, 582 2,713 2,602 2,606

Oregon.... .coeeeeinins 1,829 1,333 1,326 1,350 1,304 1,304 1,428 1,482 1,468 1,463

Pennsylvania s 4,472 4,532 4,496 4, 524 4, 511 4, (96 4, 860 n22 , 863 4,970

Tl L s A R PR e b o e 132 120 131 131 134 136 136 135 128 120
Bouth Carolina_ 2 538 551 © E6D 546 £43 550 60 87 580

South Dakota__ 1, 603 1, 640 1,472 1, 570 1,642 1, 746 1,827 1, 867 1,804 1,710

1,764 1,717 1,758 , R0 1,855 L 820 1, 941 2, 106 2,196 2,232

3,741 4,011 4,139 4, 340 4,102 4,102 4,452 4,435 4,380 4,405

464 504 522 543 550 592 620 655 700

1,341 1,262 1,354 1,343 1,348 1,423 1, 441 1, 466 1,452 1,498

1,362 1,334 1,207 1, 436 1,431 1,512 1, 590 1,622 1, 626 1, 601

1, 866 1, 803 1,887 1,012 . 1,042 2,001 2,085 2,150 2,119 2,242

838 814 704 787 77 803 £31 798 824

10, 621 11, 708 11,378 11, 842 11,973 12, 665 13, 625 14, 230 14, 334 14, 643

G g e e 263 272 259 292 306 306 314

Utiited Stibes zs s i 101, 205 102, 410 101, £08 105, BOT 106, 792 108, 510 115,488 | 110,240 118, 140 118, 052

There are many facts evident in this
table. One is that the national milk
production was higher in 1942 than it
has been before that year or since. In
other words, an increase in national miik
production has not been taking place
during the war. The production was the

greatest in 1942, before subsidies were
paid than it has been since. Other fac-
tors are, of course, involved. You will
also note that Wisconsin increased'its
milk preduction by some two and one-
half billion pounds from January 1, 1940,
to January 1, 1945, or an increase which

is more than the total mik broduction of
some 33 individual States.

THE PREVAILING MILK FPRICES
The following table shows the milk

prices by Siates by years from 19835 to
to 1945: .

Milk wholesale: Annual average price per 100 pounds received by farmers, 1935-43

= State 1935 1636 1937 1938 1930 1940 1941 1542 1943 19441

§1.85 $2.10 £2.30 $2.05 $2.00 §2.10 $2, 30 $2:85 $3.45 $3.75

180 LE0 1.95 1.05 1,55 1.60 1,85 2.35 2,50 3.05

1,80 1,95 2.00 165 1.63 1.80 2,15 2. 60 3.20 3.25

1.70 1,95 = | 210 LEO 1.75 1.85 zi0| o 290 3.45 3,60

1. 60 1.65 1.85 1.45 1.35 1. 55 185 2.20 2.70 205

2.40 *2.55 2.80 2,60 2. 60 65 2.95 3.40 3. 90 3.00

1.85 2.00 2,25 2,06 2.00 2.05 2.35 245 3.40 3.55

3.05 3,08 3.30 3.20 3.15 315 3.30 3,95 4.00 4,50

2.40 2,35 2.70 2.80 2.80 2.85 .00 3. 50 3.85 4,00

1.40 1.60 165 1, 20 1.30 1.50 1,85 2.20 2,45 2.05

1.50 1,80 1.90 1.65 1.55 1.65 2,05 2.40 2.95 300

1.55 1.00 2.05 1.75 1.756 1.85 2.25 2.0 3.15 3.25

1.55 1.75 1.90 1.65 1.55 165 1.80 2,10 2 55 2.7

1.50 1.75 1,90 1.70 1.60 170 1.95 2.35 3.00 3.05

1. 60 1.90 2.00 1.55 1,50 1. 65 2.05 2,45 .05 8.
1.95 2,10 2.25 2.15 2,06 2. 30 2. 45 500 3. 65 3.75

2,00 2,00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2,10 2,45 2.85 3.40 3.50

2.25 2.30 245 ~ 230 22 2.40 2.7 3,80 3.90 4.00

2.80 2. 85 2.75 2.65 2.65 2,65 205 345 4.00 4.00

1.60 1.80 1.95 1.65 1.65 1.80 215 2,55 3. 20 3.30

1.50 180 1.80 150 1.40 1. 55 1.80 215 2,65 .70

1.75 1,00 2.00 L75 1.65 1.80 2.20 2.00 3.20 3,40

1. 65 1.80 1.95 1.75 1.65 1,76 2.05 2,65 3.20 3.25

Montans, 1.70 1.00 2.15 1.95 1.95 2,00 2.00 2.15 2,55 2.75
Nebraska. oeeeowooovnv 1.60 1.80 1.90 1. 60 1.56 1.70 1.60 2.35 2.75 2,85
Nevada 170 1.70 1.756 1.85 1.756 1.80 2,00 2,45 2.65 3.10
New Hampshire.... 2.10 2.10 2,00 2,10 2,15 2.9 2. 55 2,95 3. 50 3. 60
New JOrSey. .ooeoeeencnznn-- 2.53 2.61 278 — %68 2.63 2.80 2. 06 3.45 3.80 4.00
2 2.25 2.40 2. 50 240 2,35 2.40 2.55 250 3.65 4,90

1.84 1.65 1.96 1.7 1.79 2.02 236 2,50 3.30 3.45

2,60 2. 60 2,90 2.20 2.70 2.80 2,95 3.20 3.85 . 4,00

1.95 1.65 2.08 1.90 L85 1.85 1.95 2,8 2,58 2.4
1.65 1 90 2.05 1.80 1. G5 175 2.25 2.65 3.20 3,30
L70 L75 180 1,55 LG5 L0 2.00 2.45 3.20 3.40

"Bureau of Agricultural Economies, 1644-Jan. 30, 1045, Agricaltural Prices,

. XCI——108
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Milk wholesale: Annual average price per 100 pounds received by farmers, 1935-43—Continued
Btate 1985 1036 1837 1238 1639 1040 1041 1042 143 1044

{3 e e T O SR R $1.76 £1.90 $1.00 §1.%0 $1.65 £1,85 §2.30 $2.85 §3.55 §3.85
Pennsylvania ST 1.90 2,00 2,20 1.90 190 2,06 2,35 2,80 3.40 3,55
Rhode Island 276 2.85 2.85 270 2.70 2,70 2.95 3.40 3.85 35,60
B CarotmR . o i e 2.75 2.66 2.76 2,86 2,85 2. 60 3.06 3.45 5.05 4.10
Bouth Dakote. - oo oeeoo 1.55 1.65 1.80 1.75 1. 65 1. 60 1.75 2,05 2.55 265
T 1.60 2.00 2.20 1. 80 1.80 1.95 235 2.70 3.40 3.55
Texas 2.15 2,20 2,30 2.10 2,056 L2110 2.40 2.95 8.60 3,00
Utah.__ 1.40 1.55 1.60 1.35 1.35 1.45 1.75 2,25 2.80 285
Vermon 1.85 1.85 1.795 1.75 1.85 1.95 2,25 2.70 3.80 3.40
Virginia € 2,40 2.45 2.75 2,50 2.45 2. 65 2.85 3.45 3,90 4.05
‘Washington. ... ] 1.60 1.75 1.80 1.40 1.45 1.55 2.05 2,60 3.20 3.15
West Virginia...____._Z..0..00 1.80 2,00 2.20 2,10 2.05 2.15 2,40 2.75 3.835 3.5
Wisconsin. ... 1.32 1.51 159 1.28 1,22 1.38 1.84 2.10 2. 60 2.70
Wyoming. .._.____ 1.50 1.80 175 1.45 1.40 1.50 1.80 2.10 2,75 3.00

I rita AR oo e e 1.74 1.93 1.97 1.72 168 1.82 2.18 2,57 3.12 324

The above table shows the following:
Average price of milk in United States
and in Wisconsin for years 1935 to Jan-
uary 1, 1945:

United r: :
Year States |V e | Difference
price price
Per ct. Per cwt. Per cirt.
$1.74 $1.82 $0.42
1.93 1.51 AL
1.97 1. 59 .38
172 1.28 44
168 1.22 A6
I 1 138 44
2.18 L84 |
2.57 2.10 AT
3.12 2,60 A2
3.4 2.70 0

This indicates a gradual increase in
the differential in amount, but not in
percentage of difference.

This table shows the increase in spread
between the prices in States like Minne-
sota, Towa, and Wisconsin, where the real
volume of milk is produced, and the aver-
age national price of milk. This spread
has increased until in 1944 Wisconsin
milk brought 54 cents less per hundred-
weight than the national average price
of milk per hundredweight. In fact the
difference or spread between the Wis-
consin price and the national was much
more than the subsidy paid to Wisconsin
producers. 5

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

To Mrs. SmiTH of Maine for Friday,
March 2, on account of*official business.

To Mr. Harg, for an indefinite period,
on account of illness.

PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I do so
for the purpose of announcing the pro-
gram for next week. The Consent Cal-
endar will be called on Monday, after
which the rule on the nurses’ draft bill
(H. R. 2277) will be taken up. That will
be followed by general debate on the bill.
‘We hope to conclude debate on Monday
and read the first section of the hill
when the Committee will rise. We will
consider amendments on Tuesday after

the Private Calendar is disposed of. On
Wednesday the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration bill (S. 298), and on Thursday
the debt-limit bill. Friday is undeter-
mined, pending the disposition of the
previously mentioned bill.
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker,
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 3:00 o’clock and 39 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until Monday, March
5, 1945, at 12:00 o'clock noon.

1

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Brand
Names -and Newsprint Subcommittee of
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce at 10 o'clock a. m., Monday,
March 5, 1945. Business to be consid-
ered: Newsprint.

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce at 10 o’clock a. m., Tuesday, March
6, 1945, to resume hearings on H. R. 1362,
railroad retirement bill.

CoMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA=
TION

The Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization will hold hearings on
Wednesday and Thursday, March 7 and
8, at 10 o’clock a. m., on H. R. 173, 1548,
1624, and 2256.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

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

285. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting a statement of
costs, cancelations, and miscellaneous data
pertaining to Indlan irrigation projects com-
piled as of June 30, 1244; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

466. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting a statement of
fiscal affalrs of Indian tribes for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1944; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

267. A letter from the Secretary of the
Interlor, transmitting a report on a survey
of the fishery resources of the United States
and its possessions; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

268. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a report stating all of the facts
and pertinent provisions of law in the cases
of 128 individuals whose deportation has been

nded for more than 6 months under
the authority vested in him, together with

a statement of the reason for such suspen-
sion; to the Committee en Immigration and
Naturalization.

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: i

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on the
Disposition of Executive Papers. House Re-
port No. 244. Report on the disposition of
certain papers of sundry executive depart-
ments. Ordered to be printed,

Mr. WEAVER: Committee on the Judiciary,
H. R. 43. A bill to safeguard the admission
of evidence in certain cases; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 245). Referred to the House
Calendar,

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carclina: Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, H, R, 2404, A
bill to increase the debf limit of the United
Btates, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No, 246). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESCLUTIONS

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

By Mr. ANDREWS of New York:

H.R. 2433, A bill to extend the eligibility
for mustering-out payments to members of
the armed forces discharged or released from
active service to accept employment; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

H.R.2434. A bill to authorize the Admin-
istrator of Veterans' Affairs to pay not to ex-
ceed 850 to defray the cost of cemetery prop-
erty for the burial of veterans; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. CAMPBELL:

H.R.2435. A bill to provide for taxation
and assessment of real estate owned by the
United States as a housing project, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

By Mr. COLE of New York:

H.R.2436. A bill to authorize the transfer
of Fort Schuyler Military Reservation, N. Y.,
to the State of New York for nautical edu-
cation purposes; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. ELLIOTT:

H.R,2437. A bill making appropriations
for salaries and expenses necessary for wage
stabilization program; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

By Mr. GARDNER:

H.IR.2438. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code s0 as to provide a dependency
exemption for certain foster children; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
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By Mr. HAGEN:

H. R. 2439. A bill to declare that the United
States holds certain lands in trust for the
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe; to the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. LEWIS:

H.R.2440. A bill amending the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1840, as amend-
ed, providing for deferment of men engaged
in coal mining; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. McDONOUGH:

H.R. 2441. A bill to extend the life of na-
tional service life insurance policies owned
by members of the armed forces to 10 years,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
World War Veterans' Legislation,

By Mr. SHAFER:

H.R. 2442, A bill to amend the Tariff Act
of 1930, with respect to the duty on water-
leaf papers; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. SPENCE:

H.R.2443, A bill to amend the National
Housing Act, as amended, and for other pur~
poses; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

By Mr. STIGLER:

H.R.2444. A bill to exempt pay for service
in the armed forces during the present war
from the Federal income tax; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WALTER:

H.R. 2445. A bill to provide a correctional
system for adult and youth offenders con-
victe ] in courts of the United States; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. EING:

H.R.2446. A hill to create the All-Ameri-
can Flag Line, Inc., and to assure the United
States world leadership in the field of air
transportation; to the Committee on Inter=
state and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. RICHARDS:

H.R. 2447, A bill to provide for the issu-
ance by the War and Navy Departments of
certificates of death in the case of members
of the armed forces who die In service; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McDONOUGH:

H.R, 2448. A bill to reduce the rate of In-
terest on loans secured by United States
Government life (converted) insurance to
8 percent per annum; to the Committee on
World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. PETERSON of Florida:

H.R.2449. A bill to amend title III of the
Meérchant Marine Act of 1936, as amended, to
provide certain rights for members of the
merchant marine serving during World War
No. 1; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. HINSHAW:

H.J.Res. 112, Joint resolution providing
for the consideration of treaties by Congress
in certain cases; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. PLUMLEY:

H. J. Res. 113. Joint resolution granting the
consent of Congress to an agreement amend=-
ing the original agreement entered into by
the States of New York and Vermont relat-
ing to the creation of the Lake Champlain
Bridge Commission; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. HINSHAW:

H. Res. 158. Resolution declaring it to be
the constitutional right and duty of the
House of Representatives to deliberate and
act upon treaties in certain cases; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

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

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of Malne, memorializing
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the President and the Congress of the United
States to refrain from enacting legislation
to draft men for labor in industrial plants;
to the Committee on Mlilitary Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Michigan, memorializing the Pres-
ident and the Congress of the United States
to pass legislation for the creation of har-
bors of refuge on the Great Lakes as an
integral part of interstate comnierce; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Michigan, memorializing the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States
to take appropriate measures to the end
that Palestine be opened for free immigra-
tion and unrestricted colonization so that
the Jewish people may rebuild their ancestral
homeland as a free and democratic Jewish
commonwealth; to the Committee on Forelgn
Affairs,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. COLE of Missouri:

H.R.2450. A bill for the relief of Bruce

Bros, Grain Co.; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. HAND:

H.R. 2451. A bill for the relief of Charles
P. Leek, John E. Leek, and Cecil G. Leek
trading under the name of Lower Bank Boat
Works; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. IZAC:

H.R. 2452, bill for the relief of SBam

Ealak; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. TORRENS:

H.R.2453. A bill for the relief of Mrs.

Ellen Morton; to the Committee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

118, By Mr. BULWINKLE: Senate Resolu-
tion No. 95 of the Nprth Carolina 1945 Gen-
eral Assembly, a joint resolution memorializ-
ing the Congress to enact legislation for the
rellef of countlies whose taxable property has
been taken over for national forests and
parks; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

119. Also, Senate Resolution No. 28 of the
North Carolina 1945 General Assembly, a res-
olution relating to payments in lieu of taxes
on federally owned property in the State;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

120, Also, Senate Resolution No. 203 of the
North Carolina 1945 General Assembly, &
joint resolution memorializing the Members
of the North Carolina delegation in the Sen-
ate and the Congress of the United States to
lend their immediate assistance in obtain-
ing tobacco plant bed cloth for the farmers
of eastern North Carolina; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

121. Also, Senate Resolution No. 33 of the
North Carolina General Assembly of 1945,
& joint resolution urging the Senators and
Representatives of North Carolinag in the
Congress of the United States to use their
best efforts to continue the tobacco control
program; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

122. By Mr. CLASON: Petition of the Com-~
mittee for Defense of Rights of Poland, of
Springfield, Mass., registering emphatic pro=
test against the Yalta decisions as affecting
Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

128. Also, petition of Rt. Rev. Joseph
Lesnlak, of Springfield, Mass., condemning
the decision regarding the new partition of
Poland reached at Yalta as contrary to the
spirit of the Atlantic Charter; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.
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124, Also, petition of Helen 8. Kochanek,
president of the Polanie Club of Indian Or-
chard, Mass.,, protesting the resolutions
adopted at the Crimean Conference with ref-
erence to Poland as in direct opposition to
the ideals expressed in the Atlantic Charter;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

125. By Mr. MALONEY: Petition of Frank
8. Caruso and various citizens of the State
of Louisiana, protesting against prohibition
legislation; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

126. By Mr. MOTT: Petition signed by Isa-
belle Paterson and 78 other citizens of the
State of Oregon, urging favorable action on
the Peterson bill, H. R. 5477; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

SENATE

Moxpay, MarcH 5, 1945

(Legislative day of Monday, February 26,
1945)

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

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Preshy-
terian Church, Washington, D. C., offered
the following prayer:

Almighty God, we invoke the blessings
of Thy presence and Thy power as we
continue to go forth upon a day ladened
with tasks and responsibilities which
challenge the consecration of our noblest

‘manhood.

We thank Thee for the life and char-
acter of Thy servant who walked and
worked with us for a little while upon
this earth and whose sun went down
while it was yet day, only to rise again in
heavenly blessedness.

Grant unto the bereaved and sorrow-
ing the consolations of Thy presence and
the glad assurance that his name will be
forever enshrined among those whose
minds and hearts were inspired by Thy
grace to do justly, to love merey, and to
walk humbly with the Lord their God.

We pray that Thou wilt also so feach
us to number our days that we may ap-
ply our hearts unto wisdom, and may
we live and labor in faith and in faith-
fulness for the coming of that day when
the whole earth will be illumined with
the radiant splendor of the Prince of
Peace.

Hear us in the name of the Christ our
Saviour. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarkLEy, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day, Friday, March 2, 1945, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was ap-
proved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—

APPROVAL OF A BILL

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting a
nomination was communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
taries, and he announced that on March

.2, 1945, the President had approved and

signed the act (S. 35) authorizing the
construction, repair, and preservation of
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