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Mr. DONDERO: Committee on Public
Works. H. R. 3007. A bill to authorize con-
struction of buildings for the Bureau of Old-
Age and Survivors Insurance; without amend=-
ment (Rept. No, 18656). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mr. DONDERO: Committee on Publie
Works., H. R. 6127. A bill to authorize the
allocation of funds to Grant County, Ind,, for
payment of one-half the cost of a certain
bridge across the Mississinewa River in Grant
County, Ind.,, and for other purposes; with
amendments (Rept. No. 1966). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Unlon.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BLAND:

H. R. 6587, A bill to promote effectual utili-
zation of the fishery resources of the United
Btates; to the Committee on Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries.

By Mr. MANSFIELD;

H. R. 6588. A bill to authorize payments to
public-school district or districts serving the
Hungry Horse Dam, Mont., area; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands,

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts:

H. R.6589, A bill to authorize the inter-
ment in adjoining graves in national ceme-
teries of certain parents and their children;
to the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. BENNETT of Missouri:

H, J. Res. 404. Joint resolution authorizing
the erection in the District of Columbia of a
statue of Simon Bolivar; to the Committee
on House Administration,

By Mr. CHIPERFIELD:

H. Con. Res, 202, Concurrent resolution to
express the sense of the Congress with re-
spect to the methods by which international
security and world peace may be attained
through the United Naflons, to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. WOLVERTON:

H. Res. 600. Resolution to provide for the
expenses of carrying out House Resolution
£05; to the Committee on House Administra-
tion.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:
By Mr. DAVIS of Georgia:

H.R.6500. A bill for the relief of Isom:

Puckett; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. SHEPPARD:
H. R. 6591, A bill for the relief of Zdzislaw
Beidl and Mrs. Margit Seidl; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1939. By Mr. WELCH: Resolution No,
7444, passed by the Board of Bupervisors of
the City and County of SBan Franclsco, urg-
ing Hon. Jesse M. Donaldson, Postmaster
General of the United States, to givé con-
sideration to the issuance of a special post-
age stamp sometime during the California
centennial of 1048, 1949, and 1950 appropri-
ately to commemorate the 21 missions of
California; to the Committee on Post Office
and Civil SBervice.

1940. Also, Resolution No. 7445, passed by
the Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Francisco, urging the Senate
of the United States to take early and favor-
able actlon with respect to H. R. 40 to the
end that the Territory of Hawail may be ad-

mitted to the Union as the forty-ninth
Btate; to the Commitiee on Public Lands,

1941. Also, Resolution No. 7424, passed by
the Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Franeisco, giving full endorse-
ment to, and memorializing the Congress of
the United States to glve early passage to
H, R. 5004; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1942, By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
African Methodist Episcopal Church, peti-
tioning consideration of their resolution with
reference to endorsement of the President’s
civil-rights program; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1943, Also, petition of Edmund C. Fletcher,
petitioning consideration of his resolution
with reference to impeachment of the Hon-
orable Sterling Hutcheson, judge of the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for the East-
ern District of Virginla, for gross misbehavior
in office; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1944, Also, petition of Milton Grunberg
and others, petitioning consideration of
their resolution with reference to defeat of
the Mundt-Nixon bill; to the Committee on
Un-American Activities.

1945. Also, petition of Maurice Goldberg
and others, petitioning consideration of
their resolution with reference to defeat of
legislation titled “The Subversive Activities
Control Act”; to the Committee on Un-
American Activities.

1846. Also, petition of A. 8. Dannenauny
and others, petitioning consideration of
their resolution with reference to defeat of
legislation titled “The Bubversive Activities
Control Act”; to the Committee on Un-
American Activities.

1947. Also, petition of F. Hollander and
others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to defeat of legis-
lation titled “The Subversive Activities Con-
trol Act”; to the Committee on Un-American
Activities,

1948, Also, petitlon of Olga Blattman and .

others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to defeat of legls-
lation titled “The Subversive Activities Con=-
trol Act”; to the Committee on Un-American
Activities.

1049, Also, petition of J. Gayron and
others, petitloning consideration of their
resolution with reference to defeat of legis-
lation titled “The Subversive Activities Con-
trol Act”; to the Committee on Un-American
Activities,

1950. Also, petition of Rose Ridman and
others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to defeat of legis-
lation titled “The Subversive Activities Con-
trol Act”; to the Committee on Un-American
Activities,

1951, By Mr. EATON: Joint resolution of
Mr. Hess, New Jersey State legislator, memo-
rializing the Congress of the United Btates
to adopt legislation which will retain unto
the States control over service, operations,
and rates of any rallroad which has been
reorganized under the Bankruptcy Act; to
the Committee on the Judiclary.

SENATE

Tuespbay, May 18, 1948

(Legislative day of Monday, May 10,
1948)

The Senate met, in executive session,
at 12 o'clock noon, on the expiration of
the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Peter Marshall,
D. D., offered the following prayer:

O Lord, in the midst of great activity
today we ask Thee to remind us often of
Thine invisible presence, that out of con-
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fused issues may come simplicity of plan;
out of fear may come confidence; out of
hurry may come the willingness to wait;
out of frustration, rest and power.

This we ask in Thine own name.
Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. WHERRY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Monday,
May 17, 1948, was dispensed with, and
the Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations was communicated to the
tSer;a.te: by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
aries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had agreed to the amendment of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3219) to au-
thorize the Federal Works Administrator
or officials of the Federal Works Agency
duly authorized by him to appoint spe-
cial policemen for duty upen Federal
property under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Works Agency, and for other
purposes,

The message also announced that the
House had severally agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the fol-
lowing bills of the House:

H.R. 1878, An act to amend the immigra-
tion laws to deny admission to the United
States of persons who may be coming here
for the purpose of engaging in activities

which will endanger the public safety of the
United States;

H.R.38510. An act to authorize the con-
struction, protection, operation, and main-
tenance of a public airport In the Territory
of Alaska; and :

H.R. 5193, An act to amend the Nationality
Act of 1940.
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message further announced that
the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the enrolled bill (H. R. 3350) relating to
the rules for the prevention of collisions
on certain inland waters of the United
States and on the western rivers, and for
other purposes, and it was signed by the
President pro tempore.

NOMINATION OF JESS LARSON TO BE WAR
ASSETS ADMINISTRATOR
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The

parliamentary situation is as follows:
Under the order of Thursday, May 13,

1948, as modified on May 14, the nomina- -

tion of Jess Larson, of Oklahoma, to be
War Assets Administrator is before the
Senate in executive session, and the ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TypIncs]
to recommit the nomination to the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

TUnder the order, a vote will be taken on
the motion of the Senator from Mary-
land at 1 o'clock today, and the infer-
vening time is to be equally divided be-
tween the proponents and opponents of
the motion, and controlled, respectively,
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
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Typmngs] and the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. HoEeyl,

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. If the absence of a
quorum is now suggested and the roll is
called, the time would be divided equally
between the proponents and opponents
of the motion, would it not?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator is correct, provided the Senator
from North Carolina agrees.

Mr. HOEY. That is satisfactory.

Mr. TYDINGS obtained the floor.

Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator
from Maryland yield that I may suggest
the absence of a quorum?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I suggest the absence
of a quorum, s

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 Hatch Moore

Ball Hawkes Morse
Barkley Hayden O'Conor
Brewster Hickenlooper Pepper
Bricker Hill Reed

Brooks Hoey Revercomb
Buck Holland Robertson, Va.
Butler Ives Russell

Byrd Jenner Saltonstall
Caln Johnson, Colo. Smith
Capehart Johnston, 8. C. Sparkman
Capper Eem Stennis
Chavez Kilgore Taft
Connally Knowland Thomas, Okla.
Cooper Langer Thomas, Utah
Cordon Lodge Thye
Donnell Lucas Tobey
Downey McClellan Tydings -
Dworshak McPFarland Vandenberg
Eastland MeGrath Wherry
Ecton McEellar White
Ferguson McMahon Wiley
Fulbright Magnuson Willlams
George Malone Wilson
Green Martin Young
Gurney Millikin

Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BALDWIN]
is absent by leave of the Senate on
public business.

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Brinces], the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr, BusurIeLp], the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. McCarTHY], and the Senator
from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] are neces-
sarily absent.

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Franpers] and the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr, RoBERTSON] are absent on
official business.

Mr. LUCAS. I announce that the
Senator from Louisiana [(Mr. ELLENDER]
is a member of the committee on the
part of the Senate having been ap-
pointed to attend the funeral of the late
Senator John H. Overion, of Louisiana,
and is therefore necessarily absent.

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
MayBank], the Senator from Montana
[Mr., Murrayl, and the Senator from
Texas [Mr. O'DanieL] are absent by leave
of the Senate.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MryEers], the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. O'ManonEY], and the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. STEWART] are absent on
public business.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
CarraN], the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
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TavLorl, the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr. UmsteEADp], and the Senator
from New York [Mr. WAGNER] are neces-
sarily absent.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sev=
enty-seven Senators having answered to
their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. TYDINGS., Mr, President, I yield
myself 10 minutes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Maryland is recognized fo
10 minutes. .

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, for the
benefit of those who would like to get
additional light on the question before
the Senate, I will continue the statement
of the case I made on Thursday last.

There was a plant in Salt Lake City
known as the Kalunite plant. The Gov-
ernment determined to sell that plant,
and sent out invitations for bids. Not
only did the Government send out
invitations for bids, but it advertised
in the daily newspapers of Utah asking
those who had not received invitations
to bid if they desired to do so, and to
disseminate the information so that the
widest possible field of bidders could be
reached.

The following provision was inserted
in the invitation sent to every bidder:

In the event that no acceptable bid is re-
ceived, at the discretion of this administra-
tion either a new cut-off date will be set—

Which means that new bids would be
asked for—

or negotiations will continue with only the
highest bidder.

So every bidder was put on notice, first,
that all the bids would be rejected and
new bids would be asked for if no ac-
ceptable bid were received, or, as an
alternative, that negotiations would be
carried on with only the highest bidder.

Three bids were received. The high-
est was submitted by the American Pot-
ash & Chemical Corp., which bid $752,-
000. The second bid was by Columbia
Metals Corp., which bid $635,000. The
last bid was by J. R. Simplot Co., which
bid $625,000.

The bids were not rejected. New bids
were not asked for. Negotiations were
not carried on with the highest bidder;
but the lowest bidder, the J. R. Simplot
Co., was awarded the contract at the
price bid by the highest bidder, the
American Potash & Chemical Corp. So
that if the American Potash & Chemical
Corp., which was the highest bidder,
were eliminated because it was a big
concern and because the Government
wanted to favor small plants, then that
would leave the Columbia Metals Corp.
as the highest bidder, and it would have
been entitled to the award. But instead
of that it was taken out of the picture,
and the award was given to the Simplot
Co.

What was the basis for the throwing
out of the American Potash & Chem-
ical Corp.? The Administrator wrote to
the Commerce Department, as he is re-
quired to do under certain conditions in
the sale of war assets property, and he
said:

Is there any reason why any one of these
concerns should not be awarded this prop=
erty?
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The Commerce Department wrote
back—this is but a part of their letter,
but is an exact quotation from the full

letter which I have here—and told the

Administrator as follows:
In answer to your interrogatory we advise

- as follows:

The American Potash Corp. and the
Simplot Corp. propose to convert to the pro-
duction of phosphatic fertilizers, whereas the
Columbia Metals Corp. proposes to con-
vert * * * to the production of nitrog-
enous fertilizer (ammonium sulfate).

We have been Informed by * * * De-
partment of Agriculture, the Department of
Commerce—

And others, I might say, which I need
not mention—
that there exists today an acute shortage of
nitrogenous fertilizers—

Which was the commodity which Co-
lumbia Metals was going to make.
It is reported—

The letter continues—
that phosphatic and potassic fertilizers are
virtually in balance with respect to supply
and demand.

Only one * * * plant (Columbia
Metals Corp.) proposes to manufacture ams-
monium sulphate, a nitrogenous fertilizer,

Therefore the Commerce Department
advised the Administrator to award the
plant to Columbia Metals Corp. and to
throw out Amefican Potash & Chemical
Corp. because they said that was big
business and the law required small busi-
ness to be preferred. But instead of
following the report sent him by the
Commerce Department in pursuance to
the law governing this matter, the Ad-
ministrator awarded the plant to the
Simplot Co., the lowest bidder, instead
of to the Columbia Metals Corp.

When the Administrator came before
the committee—I have had to learn
about this as I went along—he left the
committee and he left me under the im-
pression that he had satisfied the Co-
lumbia Metals Corp. by letting them have
a plant in Salem, Oreg., and I assumed
from his testimony that a deal had been
made. I asked him the other day, since
the hearings were held, whether or not
that was true, and now I learn that the
Columbia Metals Corp. had not been
awarded the Salem, Oreg., plant. True,
they are operating it, but they have not
yet completed negotiations for its owner-
ship, whereas we were under the im-
pression that the Columbia concern was
going to get the Salem plant, and as a
result Mr. Larson felt that he could
award the Salt Lake City plant to the
J. R. Simplot Co. I have the letter in
my hand. I shall not read it.

Mr. WHERRY. What is the date of it?

Mr. TYDINGS. It is not dated, as a
matter of fact, but it came to my office
on the 18th of May, and I assume was
written either on the 18th or the 17th or
the 16th. At any rate, Mr. Larson says
‘that he is still negotiating with the Co-
lumbia Metals Corp. for the acquisition
of the Salem, Oreg., plant. They have
not yet gotten title to it, and have not
agreed on terms, but they are operating
it under an interim agreement until they
can arrive at some understanding, which
has not been arrived at as yet. So Co-
lumbia Metals Corp. has not gotten the
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Salem, Oreg., plant definitely, although
it is expected they will eventually get
it, but we were under the impression that
they had been given it so as to get them
to drop out of the situation,

Mr, President, that is no way to con-
duct a business. If the Columbia Metals
Corp. was the highest bidder, the Admin-
istrator had no right to play one against
the other and move them around like
checkers on a board, Mr. Larson should
have awarded the Utah plant to that
corporation. First of all he should have
awarded it to the American Potash and
Chemical Corp., in my opinion, because
he said that he would negotiate only with
the highest bidder, and he sold the plant
anyway for what was the bid of the
American Potash & Chemical Corp. He
did not say “If you are a big concern you
cannot get the plant.” He only said,
“If you are the highest bidder you will
get it, if your bid is satisfactory to me,
and if it is not satisfactory I will reject
all bids and ask for new bids, or I will
negotiate only with the highest bidder.”

I am not asking the Senate to reject
Mr. Larson’s nomination; I am asking
that his nomination be recommitted to
the committee, where a full investiga-
tion of the transaction can be had. I
think I have shown sufficient already
to prove pretty conclusively that it is
a thing which should be investigated.
It has been a matter that has been played
with fast and loose all the way through,
and I am satisfled, in the light of what
I now know, plus what I knew at the
time I originally appeared before the
committee, that a good case can be made
out to call into question the fitness of
Mr. Larson to administer this great
enterprise.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Hoey] is recognized.

Mr. HOEY. Mr. President, in connec-
tion with this entire proposition I think
it is advisable to state a few facts which
led up to the bidding on the occasion in
question. The motion of the Senator
from Maryland is to recommit the nomi-
nation to committee. I do not see any
purpose to be served by that. Both a
subcommittee and the full committee
have conducted hearings, and we heard
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typ-
mnGs] for 2 days, along with the other
Members of the Senate who wished to
testify, and other witnesses. All sides
have been heard, and all have had an
opportunity to say any and everything
which they wished to say in connection
with this bid or with the confirmation
of Mr. Larson’s nomination.

Mr. President, in order to obtain a
clear understanding of this matter I
think it should be borne in mind that the
Kalunite plant at Salt Lake City had
been offered by the War Assets Admin-
istration for 2 years practically, and
bidders had submitted bids on several
different occasions. The bids were not
satisfactory. The War Assets Adminis-
tration had had this plant appraised in
the usual method, and the appraisal was
$611,000. On the first bidding the high-
est bid was about $150,000, and others
ranged downward in different amounts.
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The second time the bids were in-
creased considerably, and the third time
there was a still larger increase. The
bidding now under consideration repre-
sents the final bidding.

Now it is complained by the distin-
guished Senator from Maryland that in
sending out the bid the language was
used, as quoted by him, that either the
bid of the highest bidder would be ac-
cepted or that there would be another
offering. He quoted the language shown
on the chart before us. It is true that
language was contained in the invita-
tion advertisement for bids, and was sent
to the different bidders. But it is also
true that in the same notice the right
was reserved by the War Assets Admin-
istration to reject any or all bids. So
that the language used in this instance,
while it is different from that used in a
great many invitations to submit bids,
still contained a provision reserving the
right of the War Assets Administrator to
reject any or all bids,

I think it should be said in this con-
nection that Mr. Larson was not the
Administrator at the time invitations for
bids were sent out, and, of course, he had
nothing to do with prescribing this lan-
guage. I am not suggesting that as les-
sening his obligation or authority to
comply with the language, but I am say-
ing that even with the language which
the invitations contained, it likewise
contained a provision that the War
Assets Administrator might reject any or
all bids.

Invitations were sent out and three
bids were received, as indicated by the
chart. The three bids came from three
different concerns, namely, the Ameri-
can Potash & Chemical Corp., which bid
$752,000; the: Columbia Metals Corp.,
which bid $635,000; and J. R. Simplot
Co., which bid $625,000.

In order to have a little clearer under-
standing, I think it would be enlight-
ening to state that in all the bidding
which had taken place theretofore the
last two named companies had been bid-
ding each time, but the first-named
company, the American Potash & Chem-
ical Corp., had never theretofore sub-
mitted a bid. Three bidders had been
contesting for the property for some
time, and the American Potash & Chem-
ical Corp. had never previously submit-
ted a bid. Before that time bids were
submitted by the Sterling Co., the Co-
lumbia Metals Corp., and J. R. Simplot
Co.

On this occasion the American Potash
& Chemical Corp., which had not been
sent any invitation to bid because it had
theretofore shown no interest, did sub-
mit a bid. Notices were sent only to the

three companies which had bid on pre-.

vious occasions, but a bid of $752,000 was
submitted by the American Potash &
Chemical Corp.

What did the Administrator do? He
did just what the law required him to do.
He communicated with the Commerce
Department because, under the law en-
acted by the Congress, the Commerce
Department was to advise the Adminis-
trator with reference to bids, in the in-
terest of seeing that as many plants as
possible came into the hands of small
business. Therefore, under the law, he
was required to communicate with the
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Department. He did so and he received
advice from the Commerce Department
in which it stated that the last two
named bidders—that is, the Columbia
Metals Corp. and the Simplot Co—
qualified; in other words, that they were
eligible. However, the Department held
that the first-named bidder—the Ameri-
can Potash & Chemical Corp.—was not
eligible by reason of the fact that it was
big business and could not qualify as a
small-business concern.

Incidentally, the American Potash &
Chemical Corp. has a capitalization of
$21,000,000; the Columbia Metals Corp.
of approximately $800,000; and the J. R.
Simplot Co. of approximately $2,000,000.

After the bids were received and due
consideration had been given, and after
receiving the notice from the Commerce
Department advising that the American
Potash & Chemical Corp. was not eligi-
ble, what did the War Assets Adminis-
trator do? He did just about what one
would expect him to do under the cir-
cumstances. He wrote a letter to each
of the bidders notifying them about the
conditions, and he used language in that
letter to the effect that he was rejecting
all bids. He then took the matter up
with the two bidders who met the quali-
fications, namely, the Columbia Metals
Corp. and J. R. Simplot Co. When he
took the question up with them and dis-
cussed it, Mr. Gallagher, the representa-
tive of Columbia Metals Corp., stated
that he was not ready to say whether or
not he could raise his bid. In addition,
there was discussion with reference to
whether or not he could make the neces-
sary financial arrangements.

There was another question involved.
The Columbia Metals Corp. was also a
bidder for the plant located at Salem,
Oreg. The Administrator questioned
whether or not this company would be
able to deal financially with respect to
both plants, and handle them adequately.

In connection with the Salem plant,
the distinguished Senator from Mary-
land stated that that plant had not
yet been awarded. That is true: hut
the Columbia Metals Corp. operated
the Salem plant during the war, and
since the war it has been operating it
under lease. It isthe only company that
has ever submitted a bid for the pur-
chase of the Salem, Oreg., plant. No
other company manifested any interest
in it, It submitted a bid, and I believe
that a deal will be consummated with
that company for the sale of the Salem
plant. At any rate, that project was
under negotiation.

After the Administrator had learned
that it could not be determined from
the Columbia Metals Corp. that it was
willing to raise its bid to $752,000, the
amount of the highest bid, and after he
had decided that probably it would not
be able to make financial arrangements,
in the light of the fact that it was also
negotiating with respect to the Salem,
Oreg., plant, and would probably buy it,
he decided to confer with the other bid-
der, the Simplot Co. When he con-

ferred with Mr. Simplot, Mr. Simplot
agreed to raise his bid to the amount of
the highest bid, $752,000. That was
$141,000 above the valuation which the
board of the War Assets Administration
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had placed upon the property, and the
Government would receive that figure.

I do not know upon what basis the
nomination could either be sent back to
the committee for reconsideration, or re-
jected. What is there to indicate that
the subject has not been given full,
thorough, and satisfactory considera-
tion?

When this subject was under consid-
eration last Thursday, a question was
raised as to whether or not Columbia
Metals Corp. had had a fair deal. The
next morning after the discussion in the
Senate last Thursday, I received an un-
solicited telegram from the Columbia
Metals Corp. Inasmuch as I had made
a statement in connection with the ex-
planation of the contract, the telegram
was addressed to me. It reads as fol-
lows:

BEATTLE, WasH., May 13, 1948.
The Honorable CiypE R, HoOEY,
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Information has reached us that we are
reported to be dissatisfied with the award of
the Kalunite plant at Salt Lake City. We
were surprised and puzzled by the decision
at the time but upon our own further analy-
sls our company concluded that the Admin-
istrator had made a wise and fair decision
and in the best Interests of all parties con-
cerned, Including the Government. We
therefore have no complaint or protest to
offer.

J. O. GALLAGHER,
President, Columbia Metals Corp. -

It has been stated that it was recom-
mended that the Utah plant be sold to
the Columbia Metals Corp. because it
proposed to manufacture a very scarce
fertilizer commodity, sodium phosphate.
It is true that that product is in scarce
supply; but all fertilizers are in scarce
supply. The Simplot Co. proposes to
manufacture a very high grade fertilizer
denominated as “12/48,” meaning 12
percent nitrogen and 48 percent phos-
phate. That product is in scarce supply,
especially throughout the area in which
this plant wotild operate.

Mr. President, I have reviewed this
subject very hastily, merely touching
some of the points. There are other
Senators who are familiar with the sub-
ject. Idonot wish to consume too much
time. At this time I yield 5 minutes to
the distinguished senior Senator from
Oregon [Mr. CorDON].

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, I shall
support the action of the committee
recommending confirmation of the nomi-
nation of Mr. Larson to be War Assets
Administrator.

I have gone into this subject rather
thoroughly since listening to the distin-
guished Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Typincs] last week. I had some infor-
mation about it prior to the time Mr.
Larson’s name was submitted by the
President.

One of the plants involved is located in
the State of Oregon. I was interested in
endeavoring to secure for the Western
area of the United States as large and
continuous a supply of fertilizer as it was
possible to secure.

The plant at Salem, Oreg., while not
constructed originally for the purpose of
making ammonium sulphate, but rather
for making alumina from clay, was so
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constructed that a part of the original
operation was that of the manufacture
of ammonium sulphate. Consequently,
after the plant had served its purpose
during the war, we secured its opera=-
tion thereafter for the purpose of manu-
facturing ammonium sulphate. When
the Kalunite plant, which was also an
experimental alumina-from-clay plant,
became surplus, those who operated the
plant in Salem were interested in secur-
ing the plant in Salt Lake City also for
the purpose of manufacturing ammo-
nium sulphate for fertilizer. Again,
that was my interest. I wrote to Gen=-
eral Littlejohn, the War Assets Admin-
istrator, who preceded Mr. Larson, when
the first returns from the invitations to
bid came in, and the bids were very low,
suggesting that those operating the
plant in Salem had indicated that they
would bid the fair value of the plant at
Salt Lake City if it were readvertised.
It was readvertised. The group operat-
ing the plant in Salem, Oreg., bid some
$35,000 above the fair value of the plant,
as found by the War Assets Adminis-
tration.

I was interested only in securing for
those businesses that were able to engage
in manufacturing fertilizer an opportu-
nity to continue such manufacture.

After the bids were opened in 1947, my
office received notice that a hearing
would be had on the whole subject. I
was not interested in that hearing. The
readvertising had taken place. Two bids
had been secured. I did write to the
War Assets Administrator, calling atten-
tion to the fact that the high bidder, the
American Potash & Chemical Co., was
alleged by the Alien Property Custodian,
who had had some half million shares of
the stock of that company for sale in
1945, to be the only manufacturer of
potash on the west coast and to have a
substantial monopoly of the market. I
called that matter to the attention of
the Administrator, and also called his
attention to the fact that among some
20 provisions of the Surplus Property Act
governing the disposal of plants there
appeared the following:

(b) To give maximum aid in the reestab-
lishment of a peacetime economy of free,
independent, private enterprise, the develop-
ment of the maximum of independent op-
erators in trade, industry, and agriculture,
and to stimulate full employment.

(d) To discourage monopolistic practices
and to strengthen and preserve the competi-
tive position of small-business concerns in
an economy of free enterprise.

(p) To foster the development of new in-
dependent enterprise.

I suggested to the Administrator that
in awarding a contract for the sale of
this property to one of the competing
bidders, those matters should be taken
into consideration, as they were a part of
the congressional policy.

Thereafter I took no part in the mat-
ter. The decision was made and I did
not even know what it was, until months
afterwards. I had received a telegram,
like that which came to the Senator from
North Carolina, from Mr, Gallagher, who
was manager of the Salem plant of the
Columbia Metals Co., suggesting that he
has no quarrel with the decision which
has been made. Of course, that is be-
side the point.
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I wish fo say with reference to the
status of the Salem plant—and I call this
to the attention of the Senator from
Maryland, because it may be additional
information which he does not have—
that it may be that the negotiations
have not been consummated solely be-
cause, again, the senior Senator from
Oregon has called to the attention of
the Administrator the fact that that
plant is susceptible of further use in the
case of another war emergency, and that,
if possible, any disposal arrangemenf
which is made of it should contain a pro=-
vision requiring that it be continued to be
used for the manufacture of ammonium
sulfate.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President, will
the Benator from Oregon yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
time of the Senator from Oregon has ex-
pired.

Mr. TYDINGS. Then I yield myself
half a minute of the time on my side of
the case, glthough I shall take only 10
seconds. I should like to say that I have
a letter from the Administrator, and
the reason the deal has not been con-
summated is not the reason the Senator
has stated. It Is due to the fact that
there has been a failure to agree as to
the price at which the property is to be
transferred. I have here a letter from
the Administrator to bear me out in that
statement.

Mr. HOEY. T yield 5 minutes to the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL-
LAN].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Benator from Arkansas is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I
have no special interest in this matter,
I did not know Mr. Larson until after he
became associated with the War Assets
Administration. I have had some con-
tact with him since. For some time he
was general counsel for that agency.
When I compare the quality of admin-
istration which that agency is now re- .
ceiving with the quality of the admin-
istration it previously had, the compari-
son recommends Mr. Larson very highly
to me, because this agency has been a
difficult one to administer. In my opin-
ion he is doing a good job of it, and I
think he should be confirmed.

Since this issue was raised in debate
last week, I took home with me the
transcript of all the testimony adduced
at the hearings the committee held. I
have read the testimony through care-
fully. I was present at the committee
hearings, and I listened carefully to the
testimony as it was adduced there.

I cannot find that anything wrong
was done in this transaction. I cannot
even find a suspicion that anything was
shady or that anything was prearranged
or that any sort of negotiations were
carried on in any way that was not open
and aboveboard.

Had there not been in the invitation
to bid the statement that in the event
all bids were rejected or no acceptable
bid was received, negotiations would be
carried on with the highest bidder or
another cut-off date would be set, there
would not be any controversy here to-
day. Mr. Larson did not place that
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statement in the nofice to bid. It did
not come under his jurisdiction. He
was not Administrator or Acting Ad-
ministrator when that notice was sent
out. PBut bear in mind that the Amer-
ican Potash & Chemical Corp., which
became the highest bidder, did not re-
ceive one of the invitations to bid. It
was not invited to bid. It had never be-
fore manifested any interest in bidding
on that plant.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, if the
Senator will yield to me briefly, let me
say that I know he is not familiar with
the fact that the War Assets Adminis-
tration ran advertisements in the news-
papers asking prospective bidders to bid.
What the Senator meant to say, I am
sure, is that the War Assets Adminis-
tration did not send the American
Potash & Chemical Corp. an invitation to
bid.

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is true.

Mr. TYDINGS. In other words, the
War Assets Administration did not send
it a special invitation to bid.

Mr., McCLELLAN., That is true, be-
cause the War Assets Administration
did not know of this company’s par-
ticular interest in the plant.

But after the American Potash &
Chemical Co. became the high bidder, it
was determined by the Department of
Commerce that if that company could not
meet the requirements of the act as an
eligible bidder on this plant, then, it
being an ineligible bidder, the War As-
sets Administration, regardless of what
was in the notice or invitation to bid, no
longer owed the American Potash &
Chemical Co. any obligation whatsoever;
and in the notice to bid it had reserved
the right to reject all bids. What it did
was simply, when the American Potash
& Chemical Co. was held to be ineligible,
it undertook to carry on negotiations
with the next highest bidder and also
with the lowest bidder, because there en-
tered into the situation a consideration of
the need for a particular kind of fertilizer
in that area. One of the remaining two
bidders was going to make one kind of
fertilizer and the other company was
going to make another kind. Another
consideration which entered into the
matter was whether the Columbia Metals
Corp. could finance this transaction, in
addition to the plant at Salem, Oreg., in
which it was interested, and which it had
under lease and had been operating.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
time of the Senator from Arkansas has
expired.

Mr, McCLELLAN. Mr. President, may
I have a further moment?

Mr. HOEY, Certainly.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I simply wish to
make this point: There was the Admin-
istrator knowing of the urgent need for
this product. There was the Govern-
ment with a plant which it had been try-
ing to sell and dispose of for 2 years.
Four previous invitations for bids had
been issued, and the Government had
carried on private negotiations unsuc-
cessfully in an attempt to dispose of the
plant. Under those circumstances, Mr.
Larson—even if we term what he did a
mistake of judgment, which I do mot—
kept the negotiations open and above-
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board with the two bidders, and finally
disposed of the plant—and I think right-
fully so—to the Simplot Co.

Mr. President, I call attention to the
fact that this nomination has been pend-
ing in the Senate for 5 months. Are we
to delay it longer? Certainly I think
every opportunity has been afforded to
everyone who might question the trans-
action or who might oppose the confir-
mation of Mr. Larson’s nomination to
submit the evidence that would warrant
the Senate in refusal of confirmation.
That has not been done. I believe, in
justice to. Mr. Larson and in justice to
ourselves, no further delay should be
granted, and that the Senate should act
favorably on the nomination.

Mr. LUCAS and Mr. ROBERTSON of
Virginia addressed the Chair.

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

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia.
sire only 3 minutes.

Mr. HOEY. I have already agreed to
yield to the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Amgen], after which I shall be glad to
yield to other Senators. I yield 3 min-
utes to the Senator from Vermont.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Vermont is recognized for
3 minutes.

Mr. ATKEN. Mr. President, I wish only
to say that when Mr. Larson took over
as Administrator of the War Assets Ad-
ministration last December or November,
it was in very bad condition. TUnder his
leadership it has been restored to the
point where it is doing a very good work.
Mr. Larson has done so much better work
than anyone else who has had charge of
the War Assets Administration, that it is
truly remarkable. If he has committed
errors of judgment, he has been no more
than human in that respect. But in the
matter which has been brought up as an
argument for not confirming his nomi-
nation the committee is not satisfied that
he committed even an error of judgment,
which is the most that could be charged
against him, I think, indeed, I know,
that he has been instrumental in dis-
couraging the sale of certain United
States property which should have been
retained, which had previously been de-
clared surplus,

I do not believe that his nomination
should be recommitted to the committee.
I can see no good coming from such ac-
tion being taken at this time. If we
should not have Mr, Larson as War As-
sets Administrator the chances are 100
to 1 we would have somebody far less
capable than he. I believe that when
the committee unanimously voted to ap-
prove his nomination, it took the right
course.

Mr. HOEY. Mr. President, I now yield
2 minutes to the Senator from Illinois.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Illinois is recognized for 2
minutes.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President not only
does the report filed by the committee
unanimously favoring confirmation of
the nomination of Jess Larson for this
important position have much weight
with mc in casting my vote, but also the
fact that I have had some experience
with Mr, Larson since he became Admin-

I de-
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istrator of the War Assets Administra=-
tion. Coming from a large State such as
Illinois, there are many problems pre-
sented by my constituents which make it
ihcumbent uron me to endeavor to make
sure that they will have a respectful
hearing upon the questions in which they
are interested. I want to say for Mr,
Larson that during all the time the War
Assets fdministration has been in exist-
ence I have had constant contact with
those in charge, and Mr. Larson far sur-
passes any other individual who has been
serving in that capacity for courtesy,
kindness, efficiency, and high public serv-
ice. He has demonstrated all those quali-
ties to the Senator from Illinois.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
time of the Senator from Illinois has ex-
pired. .

The time of the Senator from North
Carolina is completely exhausted.

Mr. TYDINGS. I yleld 3 minutes to
the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr, HOEY. Mr. President, the Senator
from Maryland has yielded me 3 minutes,
which I yield to the Senator from Florida.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Florida is recognized for 3
minutes.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I am
glad to add my testimony to the faithful,
competent, and skilled service in the
public interest which has been rendered
by Mr. Larson during the time he has
been head of the War Assets Administra-
tion.

Mr. President, in the performance of
my duties as Senator from Florida, I
have had to take matters to him for con-
sideration. I have never known him to
be inattentive to their importance or to
fail to see to it that they got an impar-
tial, full, and fair hearing. I have never
seen him interested .in anything other
than the best protection and preserva-
tion of the public interest. He has jus-
tified, in my opinion, the confidence of
the United States Senate and its con-
tinued support in the performance of his
public service. '

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I shall
try to summarize without going into de-
tail what is involved in the questio.. be-
fore the Senate. First of all, I am not
questioning Mr, Larson’s boyhood, or his
early manhood, or whether he goes to
church on Sunday, or smokes. I am
questioning whether or not by a piece of
concrete evidence now before the Senate
there is not a prima facie case made out
warranting further investigation—and
that is all I am asking for, additional in-
vestigation—to determine whether or
not on the basis of facts which are not in
dispute Mr. Larson should be entrusted
with this high office of great responsi-
bility. X

It has been said that when invitations
to bid were put out, Mr. Larson was not
the Administrator. That is true. But
when the bids came in, it was Mr. Lar-
son’s duty to determine whether or not
the bids tendered fitted with the invita-
tion to bid. So he had to know what
limitations were put on each and every
bidder before he could intelligently
award the bid. That is just common
sense,

It is said that the American Potash &
Chemical Corp. were not among the
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original bidders. What has that to do
with it? They were invited to bid

through newspaper advertisements ask-
ing anyone interested to submit a bid, on
the terms embodied in the invitation;
and they did. There is nothing illegal
about it. And praise on high, if it had
not been for the American Potash &
Chemical Corp.’s bid the Government
would have lost $150,000, because their
bid had to be met. With that prelimi-
nary, let us see what is involved.

The invitations went out. What did
they say? They notified every prospec-
tive bidder when he read it to determine,
first, whether he would consider bidding
or not and that—

In the event that no acceptable bid 1s re-
ceived, at the discretion of this Administra-
tion either a new cut-off date will be set, or
negotiations will continue with only the
highest bidder.

A man calculates. He says, “Let me
see whether I want to bid on those terms
or not. They will either throw out all
the bids, or I may be the highest bidder,
and if I am, they will not negotiate with
anybody else except me. All right, John,
get such and such an engineering firm
to survey this plant to see what it will
take to reconvert it. Do this and do that.
Incur expense.” Finally, when all that
is done and the money is paid out for the
survey, the concern makes its bid in ac-
cordance with the terms of the invitation
to bid. ;

The bids are opened. The American
Potash & Chemical Corp. has complied
with every single solitary restriction
thrown around the bidder. They are
roughly $125,000 higher than the other
two bidders. They are high. *“Now,”
Mr. Larson says, “I know that I said I
would only negotiate with the highest
bidder, but I am going to send down to
the Commerce Department, for, under
the law, that is what I have to do if I
want to do it.” He did not have to do it.
It says he may. But he did it. That is
how the start was made to get rid of one
bidder.

What did the Commerce Department
write? They wrote back to Mr. Larson
a long letter recommending, not that the
Simplot Co. be awarded the property;
they recommended specifically by name
that the Columbia Metals Corp. be given
the property. But they did not get it.
Why did they want the Columbia Metals
Comp. to get it? Senators, it is as plain
as the nose on a man’s face. This is
why: They said the American Potash &
Chemical Corp. and the Simplot Corp.
proposed to convert to the production of
phosphatic fertilizer. Those two con-
cerns would make phosphatic fertilizer,
whereas the Columbia Metals Corp. pro-
posed to convert to the production of
nitrogenous fertilizer. Continuing, the
letter says:

We have been informed by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, by the Department of
Commerce, and by two committees of the
Congress that there is existing today an
acute shortage of nitrogenous fertilizer,

That is the fertilizer which the Colum-
bia Metals Corp. proposed to make.
Then the letter goes on to say that there
is no shortage of potassic and phosphatic
fertilizer, that they are in reasonable
supply. The ©Commerce Department
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then says that there is only one plant,
the Columbia Metals Corp., which pro-
poses to manufacture a fertilizer which
is badly needed, and as that company
was the next highest bidder they advo-
cated that the property be awarded to
the Columbia Metals Corp.

Did that company receive it? The Co-
lumbia Metals Corp. had already bid
more than had the Simplot Co. It hadal-
ready bid more than the appraised value
of the property. Here is the report of
the Department of Commerce saying
that, under the law, the property should
be given to the Columbia Metals Corp.
What happened? They called in the
president of Columbia Metals Corp. and
said, “Will you pay as much as the Am-~
erican Potash Co. bid?” The president
of the Columbia Metals Corp. said, “I

' cannot tell you. I shall have to go back

and consult my board of directors. Iam
only the president. I have not been
authorized by the company to go any
higher than this figure.” They said to
him, “That is all right. Do not go back.
You do not have to go back,. We will try
to make up to you for the loss of this
plant by letting you get another plant in
Salem, Oreg.”

That left the field clear for the lowest
bidder to get a plant. No wonder Mr.
Gallagher sent a telegram to my good
friend from North Carolina [Mr. HoeYl.
He has not received the Salem, Oreg.,
plant yet. He is still negotiating for it.
The telegram was not very enthusiastic.
He is still “over the barrel.” He dare
not complain, or he will lose both plants.

Senators, this is one of the seamiest
propositions ever to come before this
body. Are we to say that the Govern-
ment can tell its citizens the conditions
on which bids will be received, and then,
when a citizen, according to law, makes
a bid the Government can award a con-
tract on some other basis? What good
is the Government's word? It is not
worth the paper upon which it is written.
We shall demoralize all business deal-
ings with the Government if this prac-
tice should be condoned. What is the
use of saying that the Commerce De-
partment shall determine who is small
business and who shall receive an award,
if, after the Administrator submits the
question to the Department, he rejects
their word?

I have quotations which I have already
put into the REcorp., I have given the
facts of the matter. I could give the
Senate a great deal more “filler.” I have
had to investigate the matter as I have
gone along on it. When the debate was
opened a few days ago it was assumed
that the Columbia Metals Corp. had al-
ready received the plant in Salem, Oreg.,
in lieu of the plant in Utah. I put the
question to the Administrator and find
that they have not received the plant.
That transaction was to be made last
December, It is now approximately the
middle of May, and they have not yet
received the plant. No wonder their
telegram comes to the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Corpon] and to the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. Hoey] that
they are not complaining. They dare not
complain, or they will not get either
plant,
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The best witness in this case is the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Watkinsl. He
rose and backed up the position the
Senator from Maryland stated. He said,
“By giving this plant to Simplot you have
given a monopoly to one concern mant-

- facturing a certain kind of fertilizer.”

He is correct about that. The Simplot
Co. is already making phosphatic fer-
tilizer at a plant in Pocatello, Idaho.
The Salt Lake City plant will be making
the same general character of fertilizer
and in the whole intermountain area
there will not be a large competitor. The
business is all placed in the hands of
one man, for the Simplot Co. is a one-
man corporation. It was so testified
before the committee. Who is Mr,
Simplot? He is a man who had 25 or 30
million dollars worth of war contracts at
Pocatello, Idaho, and according to his
testimony alone his fortune during the
war increased from approximately a
half-million dollars to well up toward
$2,000,000. He already has one Govern-
ment plant. Now he is about to get an-
other one.

I do not like the looks of it, I did
not have full time to devote to the ques-
tion, but I submit that I have made out
a strong case for a further investigation.
Even if there were no further investiga-
tion, how good is the word of the Gov-
ernment, forsooth, if its citizens are to
be invited to bid for the sale or acquisi-
tion of a plant, and they do it in good
faith and spend their money to get data
on which to bid, and then someone
representing the Government says to
them, “Oh, that does not count”? When
a bid is submitted to the Department of
Commerce, as is required under the law
to be done, and that Department says,
“@Give it to this company,” the answer is
“No, I do not want to do what you tell
me to do. I will give it to the lowest
bidder.”

This is the Government of the United
States of America, not a second-hand
store with three balls on it. This is a
great Government whose unwritten word
ought to be as good as that of any state-
ment printed in a Government bond. In
the instant case its word has not been
worth a continental cent. It has vio-
lated all its commitments. It has not
followed the recommendations of its sis-
ter departments as required by the law.
Contrary to its word, it has given the
property to the lowest bidder at the
highest bidder’s figure, overlooking the
intermediate bidder who was to manu-
facture the article the country needed.
The award has been given to a concern
making something which is not in com-
parably short supply.

No one has questioned the basic facts
in the case. I submit that the sensible
thing for the Senate to do is to recommit
the nomination to the committee headed
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Atxen] and that a further investigation
be made to determine whether or not
Mr. Larson is a fit man to administer a
llioma.ln involving many millions of dol-
ars.

I yield the remainder ©of my time, Mr,
President, and ask for a vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the Senate will proceed to
vote.
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Mr, WHERRY. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. I believe the unani-

mous-consent request was to vote eX-

actly at 1 o'clock.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator is correct. The Chair just stated
that without objection the Senate would
proceed to vote. Is there objection to
proceeding to vote at this time, or shall
the Senate hold its breath for a minute?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence 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 Hatch Moore

Ball Hawkes Morse
Barkley Hayden O'Conor
Brewster Hickenlooper Pepper
Bricker Hill Reed

Brooks Hoey Revercomb
Buck Holland Robertson, Va.
Butler Ives Russell

Byrd Jenner BSaltonstall
Cain Johnson, Colo. Smith
Capehart Johnston, 8. C. Sparkman
Capper Kem . Stennis
Chavez Kilgore Taft
Connally Knowland Thornas, Okla.
Cooper Langer Thomas, Utah
Cordon Lodge Thye
Donnell Lucas Tobey
Downey McClellan Tydings
Dworshak McFarland Vandenberg
Eastland MecGrath ‘Wherry
Ecton McEellar White
Ferguson McMahon Wiley
Fulbright Magnuson Willlams
George Malone Wilson
Green / Martin Young
Gurney Millikin

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sev-
enty-seven Senators having answered
to their names, a quorum is present.

There is before the Senate the nomi-
nation of Jess Larson to be War Assets
Administrator. The pending question is
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. Typines] that the
nomination be recommitted to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. [Putting the
question.] The “noes” appear to have
it.

Mr. TYDINGS. I ask for a division.

On a division, the motion was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question now is, Will the Senate advise
and consent to the nomination of Jess
Larson, of Oklahoma, to be War Assets
Administrator?

The nomination was confirmed.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a message from the Pres-
jdent of the United States submitting
sundry nominations, which was referred
to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will proceed to state the other
nominations on the Executive Calendar.

WAR ASSETS ADMINISTRATION

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Rear Adm. Paul L. Mather, United
States Navy, retired, to be Asscciate War
Assets Administrator,
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

GOVERNOR OF THE PANAMA CANAL

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Brig. Gen. Francis K. Newcomer,
United States Army, to be Governor of
the Panama Canal.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

THE ARMY

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Brig. Gen. John Stewart Bragdon to
be Assistant to the Chief of Engineers.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Maj. Gen. Louis Aleck Craig to be In-
spector General.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read
sundry other nominations in the Army.
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nominations are con-
firmed en bloc. )

THE NAVY

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Navy.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nominations are con-
firmed en bloc.

THE MARINE CORPS

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nominations are con-
firmed en bloc.

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Public Health
Service.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nominations are con-
firmed en bloc, and, without objection,
the President will be notified immediately
of all confirmations of today.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr.
President, I ask that the President be
notified immediately of the confirma-
tion of Jess Larson.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senate has taken that action in respect
to all confirmations of today.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The Senate resumed the consideration
of legislative business.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid
before the Senate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL Foop, DRUG, AND

CosMETIC ACT

A letter from the Acting Administrator of
the Federal Security Agency, transmitting a
draft of proposed legislation to amend section
801 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act, as amended (with an accompanying
paper); to the Committee of Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

DispPosITION 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
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several departments and agencies of the Gov-
ernment which are not needed in the con-
duct 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 PRESIDENT pro tempore ap-
pointed Mr. LanceR and Mr. CHAVEZ
members of the committee on the part of
the Senate.

BANK FOR COOPERATIVES

MR. CAFPER. Mr, President, in con-
nection with Senate bill 2543, for the re-
tirement of Government capital in
Federal and regional banks for coopera-
tives, which is before the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry, I send to the
desk and ask unanimous consent fo have
printed in the Recorp and appropriately
referred a resolution in support of this
proposal which has recently been ap-
proved by four important farmers’ or-
ganizations in Kansas.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was received, referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as
follows:

BANK FOR COOPERATIVES

The Bank for Cooperatives has been of in-
estimable value to the farmers' cooperative
assoclations of the State since its advent with
the Farm Credit Administration in 1934. It
has been a dependable source of credit and
assisted materially in developing sound co-
operative business enterprise. It has been
eminently fair fo competitive lending agen-
cies while at the same time rendering this
service to the cooperatives.

We feel that the Government has been
fully justified in furnishing a part of the
capital for the bank, but believe that the
time has come when the ownership of these
banks should be gradually shifted to the
farmers' cooperatives. We, therefore, heart-
ily approve the measure sponsored by the
national farm organizations and cooperative
associations providing for the orderly re-
tirement of Government capital of the banks
for cooperatives in a manner that will not
adversely affect their ability to serve the
cooperative associations.

Therefore, be it resolved, that the Farmer
Cooperatives of Kansas in annual meeting
assembled do endorse the purposes and prin-
ciples of H. R. bill No. 6301 and Senate hill
No. 2543, as reconrmended by the committees
of the House and Senate, which provide for
orderly retirement of Government capital of
the banks for cooperr.tives. -

Be it further resolved that we urge our
Senators and Representatives in Congress to
vigorously support and further the enact-
ment of this legislation at the earliest pos-
sible date during this sesslon of Congress
and be it finally provided that copies of this
resolution be sent to all Senators and Repre-
sentatives from Kansas.

Eansas STaTE GRANGE.

RaY TEAGARDEN.

Eansas FarMErs UNION,

E. T. FORTUNE.

Kansas Farm BUREAU.

H. A. PRAEGER.

H. E. WiTHAM,

KEansas COOPERATIVE COUNCIL.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs:

B.2664. A bill to authorize the Indian
Claims Commission to hear and determine
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certain claims of the Indians of California;

with an amendment (Rept. No. 1343).

By Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on the
Judiciary:

S.424, A bill for the relief of certain per-
sons who suffered losses as the result of flood
waters in the viclnity of the Nebraska Ord-
nance Plant at Mead, Saunders County,
Nebr.; with amendments (Rept. No. 1345);

8.873. A bill for the rellef of Warren H.
McEenney; with an amendment (Rept. No.
1346) ;

8.1303. A bill for the relief of Lydia A.
Thompson; without amendment (Rept. No.
1348);

8. 1476. A blll to require the designation
by the senior circuit judge of another judge
to sit in the place of any judge against whom
an affidavit of personal blas and prejudice
has been filed; with an amendment (Rept.
No. 1347);

H.R.850. A bill for the relief of Caffey
Robertson-Smith, Inc.; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1349);

H.R.669. A bill to provide a method of
paying all unsettled claims for damages sus-
tained as a result of the explosions at Port
Chicago, Calif.,, on July 17, 1944, in the
amounts found to be due by the Secretary
?éa ;l;la Navy; with amendments (Rept. No.

H. R. 1508. A bill for the relief of Mrs, Lula
Wilson Nevers; with an amendment (Rept.
No. 1358);

H.R.2131. A bill for the relief of Fred E.
Gross; with an amendment (Rept. No. 1357);

H.R.2384. A bill for the relief of Colbert
i{éﬁg)annon; without amendment (Rept. No.

H. R. 3526. A bill for the rellef of Mrs. Mar-
garet K, Cahn; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1851);

H.R. 3644, A bill for the relief of James M.
Dingwall, Jr., Aileen Reynolds; Bert Woal-
slayer; and Mrs. Maisie Purser Davis; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1352);

H.R.4377. A bill for the relief of the
Consolidated Steel Corp. of Los Angeles,
Calif.; without amendment (Rept. No. 1353);
and

H.R.4379. A bill for the relief of the
Harbor Boat Building Co., the Wilmington
Welding & Boiler Works; and B & R Machine
Works, of Los Angeles, Calif.; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1354).

By Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare:

£.1035. A bill to provide for the acquisi-
tion of the hospital at Camp White, Medford,
Oreg., for use as a domiciliary facllity by
the Veterans’ Administration; with amend-
ments (Rept. No. 1344).

INDUSTRIAL MOBILIZATION FOR WAR—
MINORITY VIEWS AND SUPPLEMENTAL
REPORT BY SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO
INVESTIGATE THE NATIONAL DEFENSE
PROGRAM (REPT NO. 440, PT. 4-A)
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, recently

the majority of the Special Committee

To Investigate the National Defense

Program filed a report on industrial

mobilization for war. I was not in com-
plete accord with the report of the ma-
jority, and asked leave to prepare a
report expressing my own separate views.

I was not in any sense of the word
.denied an opportunity for the expression
of my separate views, and I consented
to the filing of the majority report with
the understanding that if I cared to sub-
mit a report expressing more adequately
my own individual views, I might have
an opportunity fo do so at a later time,
I have prepared such a statement, and
I now ask unanimous consent that my
individual views on this subject may be
received by the Senate.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
Senator from Florida?

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I do
not intend to object. I welcome the
presentation of the views of the Senator
from Florida. However, I merely ask
that the majority of the committee—in
this instance 9 out of the 10 members—
may have an opportunity to file supple-
mental comment on the minority views
of the Senator from Florida, if it should
be deemed advisable. I ask that the time
be extended for 2 weeks. Under the cir-
cumstances, I think it would be advisable
to extend the time.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I have
no objection. I think that is a perfectly
proper request.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the
Senator from Maine adding his request
as a part of the request of the Senator
from Florida?

Mr. BREWSTER. Ithink probably the
quickest way would be to have the Sena-
tor from Florida incorporate my sugges-
tion in his request.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I am glad
to do so.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the request submitted by
the Senator from Florida, supplemented
by the suggestion of the Senator from
Maine, is granted.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

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

(Mr. LANGER introduced Senate bill 2692,
to terminate the retirement system of the
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, and
to transfer that retirement fund to the civil-
service retirement and disability fund,
which was referred to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service, and appears under
a separate heading,)

(Mr. MARTIN introduced Senate bill 2693,
to continue until the close of June 30, 1949,
the present suspension of import duties on
scrap iron, scrap steel, and nonferrous metal
scrap, which was referred to the Committee
on Finance, and appears under a separate
heading.)

By Mr. REVERCOMBE:

8. 2694, A Dbill to provide for the acquisition
of additional land along the Mount Vernon
Memorial Highway in exchange for certain
dredging privileges, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Public Works,

By Mr. EASTLAND (for himself and
Mr. STENNIS) :

S.2695. A bill to authorize Federal partici-
pation in shore protection works; to the
Committee on Public Works.

(Mr, WHITE (by request) introduced Sen-
ate bill 2696, to amend the Merchant Marine
Act, 1936, as amended, to strengthen the
American merchant marine, to encourage in-
vestment in the American merchant marine
to bulld more ships, and to remove inequities,
which was referred to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and appears
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. CAPEHART (for himself and
Mr. JENNER) :

8.2697. A bill to authorize the allocation
of funds to Grant County, Ind., for payment
of one-half the cost of a certain bridge across
the Mississinewa River in Grant County,
Ind., and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.
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By Mr. HATCH.

B8.2698. A bill to authorize the transfer
of horses and equipment owned by the Unlited
States Army to the New Mexico Military In-
stitute, a State institution; to the Commit-
tee on Armed Services.

By Mr. LUCAS:

S.2699. A bill authorizing the naturaliza-
tion of Olga Lengyel; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

(Mr, FERGUSON introduced Senate Joint
Resolution 217, requesting the President to
issue a proclamation designating Memorial
Day, 1948, as a day for a Nation-wide prayer
for peace, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and appears under a
separate heading.)

RETIREMENT SYSTEM OF OFFICE OF
COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent fo introduce for
appropriate reference a bill to terminate
the retirement system of the Office of
the Comptroller of the Currency, and to
transfer that retirement fund to the
Civil Service Retirement and Disability
Fund.

I may say that this bill if passed
would discontinue the retirement system
in effect for approximately 1,000 em-
ployees of the Comptroller of the -
rency, and give them only the ben
of the Civil Service retirement system.
When Congress passed the retirement
bill there were 17 different retirement
systems. Ninety-eight and five-tenths
percent were under one measure. This
bill is an attempt on the part of the
Post Office and Civil Service Committee
to have all retirement provisions em-
bodied in one law.

There being no objection, the bill
(S. 2692) to terminate the Retirement
System of the Office of the Comptroller
of the Currency, and to transfer that
retirement fund to the Civil Service
Retirement and Disability Fund, intro-
duced by Mr. LangeR, was received, read
twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Post Office and  Civil
Service.

SUSPENSION OF IMPORT DUTIES ON
SCRAP IRON, ETC,

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to infroduce for
appropriate reference a bill to continue
until June 30, 1949, the present suspen-
sion of import duties on scrap iron, scrap
steel, and nonferrous metal scrap.

This measure proposes to extend for
another year the act of March 13, 1942
(Public Law 497, 77th Cong.), which
provided for the suspension of tariff
duties on scrap iron, scrap steel, and non-
ferrous metal scrap during the national
emergency.

The emergency with respect to short-
ages of iron, steel, and nonferrous scrap
is as great today as it was during war
years. The national reservoir of scrap
was drained by war production. The
normal turn-over of iron and steel items
of serap has declined sharply due to lack
of replacements. One hundred twenty-
four million tons of steel were shipped
overseas during the war. Much of this
has been irretrievably lost in combat or
through disposal abroad of surplus mili-
tary equipment. Some of if is still pos~
sible of recovery in the form of obsolete
equipment and rubble scrap.
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To understand the importance of scrap,
we must know its part in steel produc-
tion. One half of the metallics used by
steel mills and foundries to make new
iron and steel products is scrap. Pro-
duction of steel today, while at almost
the wartime peak, is not sufficient to meet
vastly increased demands. But to main-
tain production at today’s level requires
53,000,000 tons of scrap per year. Half
of this scrap may be generated within
the steel mills themselves in shavings
and cuttings; the other half must be
secured from the junk piles, and the scrap
metals which can be recovered from all
parts of the world. ;

The Steel Subcommittee of the Senate
Small Business Committee, of which I
am chairman, reported these facts to the
Senate in its interim report on Steel
Supply and Distribution, in January
1947. To further the recommendations
made by the Steel Subcommittee for
serap recovery, I introduced Senate biil
2109 on February 2, 1948, to provide for
the release of surplus military and in-
dustrial equipment from Government
and military installations both here and

road. This measure is still in com-

tee, having been transferred from
Banking and Currency to the Committee
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart-
ments.

It is my feeling that it is urgent to con-
sider and give prompt action to measures
that will increase the sources of scrap
and encourage the movement of scrap
into this country.

The bill which I introduce today will
continue an incentive to collections of
scrap through commercial channels, by
the suspension of tariff duties.

It is a companion bill to one which was
introduced in the House of Representa-
tives by Representative ROBERT A. GRANT,
of Indiana, on April 14, reported favor-
ably to the House by the Ways and Means
Committee on May 11, and now is on the
Union Calendar. I trust that the Senate
will take equally prompt action.

There being no objection, the bill (S.
2693) to continue until the close of June
30, 1949, the present suspension of im-
port duties on serap iron, scrap steel, and
nonferrous metal scrap, introduced by
Mr. MarTIN, Was received, read twice hy
its title, and referred to the Committee
on Finance.

AMENDMENT OF MERCHANT MARINE ACT,
1936

Mr, WHITE. Mr. President, by re-
quest, I ask unanimous consent to intro-
duce for appropriate reference a hill to
amend the Merchant Marine Act of 1936.
-In that connection, I request that a sec-
tion-by-section analysis of the bill may
be printed in the REcorp as a part of my
remarks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the bill will be received and
appropriately referred, and the section-
by-section analysis of the bill will be
printed in the REcorp. .

There being no objection, the bill (S.
2696) to amend the Merchant Marine
Act, 1936, as amended, to strengthen the
American merchant marine, to encourage
investment in the American merchant
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marine to build more ships, and to re-
move inequities, introduced by Mr.
Waite (by request), was received, read
twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

The section-by-section analysis of the
bill was ordered to be printed in the REc-
oRrD, as follows:

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS OF SENATE BILL
TO AMEND THE MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 1936,
AS AMENDED
Section 1: The amendment to section 501

(a) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1836, broad-

ens the present basis for extending construc-

tion-differential subsidies, by removing the
limitation that vessels constructed with such
ald must be intended for use in conjunction
with an “essential” route and subsidized
operation. The amendment removes this
requirement and sets up certain general re-
quirements under which the United States
shipping industry as a whole would be eligi-
ble for ald in the construction of new ves-
sels and thus would be able to acquire such
vessels at world market prices therefor,
Specific language is inserted in the amend-
ment to insure that any vessels so con-
structed would not be subject to operating
restrictions assoclated with subsidized oper-
ation, (However, no change is made con-
cerning certain other restrictions placed on
vessels so constructed—such as the require-
ment for documentation under the United

States flag, special requisition provisions in

case of national emergency, etc.)

Section 2: This amendment to section 501
(c) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, runs
parallel to the amendment of section 1 and
makes the same application in the case of
subsidies in connection with reconstruction
or reconditioning of old vessels.

Bection 3: The amendment to section 504
is a similar amendment which removes the
reference to the Commission’s control over
the operation of the subsidized vessel as
presently applied in the case of subsidized
operations. The existing requirements for
documentation, etc., are retained.

Section 4: Section 506, which is repealed
hereby, relates to certain special cases where
vessels constructed under subsidy under the
present law can with certain limitations
operate in the domestlc trade while on
round-the-world voyages, ete. With the
broadened application of section 1, these
limitations are meaningless and therefore
repealed in entirety.

Section §: Sections 5 through 11 of the
bill are a serles of amendments designed to
broaden the application of the construction
reserve funds of the unsubsidized operators
and to remove certain discriminations.
Section 5 itself makes two minor amend-
ments in line with an amendment in a fol-
lowing section which would permit the use
of section 511 funds” for certain specified
purposes in addition to the presently au-
thorized uses.

Section 6: This section is an amendment
to subsection (¢) of section 511, which
would permit certaln earnings and receipts
to be deposited in a construction reserve
fund and if so deposited they would re-
celve, in effect, a tax deferment. This is
an effort to equalize in part the disparity
of tax treatment that now exists between
subsidized and nonsubsidized operators, as
noted in the recent report of the President’s
Committee on the Merchant Marine. The
privilege is limited to earnings from vessels
documented under the United States laws.
Because of the accounting and segregation
problems involved in the treatment of earn-
ings, the general requirement for deposit
within 60 days of receipt 1s modified to per-
mit deposit of earnings for any given fiscal
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year up to the time of filing Federal income=-
tax returns for that year.

Section 7: The amendments to section
611 (d) are clerical amendments required
by the amendment of section 6 above. The
earnings or receipts not recognized for tax
purposes result, by the amendments of this
section, in a reduced depreciation base on
any vessel or other facility acquired from
a construction reserve fund. This situation
{which is the present law, but applying only
to gains not recognized under subsection
(c) of sec, 511) is the reason why the appar-
ent tax exemption is, in reality, only a tax
deferment.

Section 8: This section involves similar
clerical amendments to section 511 (e), re-
lating to the order of deposits and with-
drawals.

Section 9: This sectilon makes several
major changes in section 511 (g), relating
to the conditions under which tax benefits
can be had, the purposes for which the
funds may be used, and the time in which
withdrawals must be made. In general, the
time for withdrawal is extended to 3 years
instead of the present 2-year period. The
purposes for which the funds can be used
are extended to include the liquidation of
outstanding indebtedness on vessels, capital
expenditures in the reconditioning or recon-
structing of vessels, and acquisition of ter-
minal or other facilities directly connected
with shipping operations, including the cap-
ital stock of companies owning United
States-flag vessels. Such acquisitions, how-
ever, would require prior approval of the
Commission before sums in the fund could
be expended for such purposes. Other cler-
ical amendments in numbering within thes
subsection are also involved.

Section 10: With the proviso proposed to
be added to section 511 (h) a general exten-
slon would be granted for 3 years for all
funds on deposit on September 30, 1948.
This is an effort to bridge what is hoped to
be a temporary period of uncertainty in the
postwar shipping situation, especially inso-
far as it relates to domestic shipping.

Bection 11: This section contains clerical
amendments to make deposits in the form
of earnings or receipts subject to taxation
if withdrawn for purposes other than those
permissible under the terms of section 511,
or if not used within the prescribed period
for such purposes.

Section 12: This section proposes to add
a new section to title V of the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, which would
permit owners of vessels of not less than
2,000 gross tons, documented under the laws
of the United States, and operated without
the aid of an operating-differential subsidy,
to amortize the cost of such vessel in such
manner as he deems appropriate and, for
the purpose of Federal income and excess-
profits taxes, entitle the owner in each tax-
able year, beginning after December 31, 1947,
to a deduction of the portion of the cost so
amortized in such taxable year. The pur-
poses of this amendment are: To afford to
unsubsidized American owners financlal
privileges similar to those available to sub-
sidized owners under section 607 of the
Merchant Marine Act of 1936; to narrow the
exlsting disparity as between unsubsidized
owners of vessels of American registry and
those of foreign reglstry with respect to
depreclation, and to encourage the invest-
ment of private capital In the American
merchant marine, thus providing an incen-
tive for a continuing replacement of mod-
ern new vessels,

PRINTING OF PRAYERS BY CHAPLAIN OF
SENATE DURING EIGHTIETH CON-
GREES

Mr. WHERRY submitted the following
resolution (S, Res. 237), which was re-
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ferred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration: :

Resolved, That 2,600 coples of the prayers
offered by the Reverend Peter Marshall,
Chaplain of the Senate, at the opening of the
daily sessions of the Senate during the Eight-

ieth Congress, be printed and bound for .

the use of the Senate.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO-
PRIATIONS, 1949—AMENDMENT

Mr. MAGNUSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill (H. R. 5883) making ap-
propriations for the Department of
Agriculture (exclusive of the Farm Credit
Administration) for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1949, and for other purposes,
which was ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed, as follows:

On page 59, to strike out lines 19 through
21, including the word “repayment” in line
22 and substitute therefor the words “be
made in conformity with the provisions of
section 201 (e) of the Emergency Relief and
Construction Act of 1932, as amended (title
12, U. 8. C. 1148)."

APPROPRIATIONS FOR GOVERNMENT
CORPORATIONS AND INDEPENDENT

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES, 1940—AMEND-
MENT
Mr. McEELLAR submiited amend-

ments intended to be proposed by him to
the bill (H. R. 6481) making aprropria-
tions for Government corporations and
independent executive agencies for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1949, and for
other purposes, which were referred fo
the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed, as follows:,

On page 2, line 9, strike out the figures
“$27,389,061" and insert in lieu thereof '$31,~
389,061.”

On page 2, line 138, strike out the figures
“'$21,689,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$25,-
689,000.”

On page 2, line 14, after the word “dams”,
insert “one at Johnsonville, Tenn., and.”
NOTICE OF HEARING ON NOMINATION OF

SAMUEL HAMILTON EAUFMAN TO BE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR

THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW

YORK

. Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, on behalf

of the Committee on the Judiciary, and
in accordance with the rules of the com-
mittee, I desire to give notice that a pub-
lic hearing has been scheduled for
Wednesday, May 26, 1948, at 10 a. m., in
the Senate Judiciary Committee room,
room 424, Senate Office Building, upon
the nomination of Samuel Hamilton
Kaufman, of New York, to be United
States district judge for the southern
district of New York, vice Hon. John
Bright, deceased. At the indicated
time and place all persons interested in
the nomination may make such repre-
sentations as may be pertinent. The
subcommittee consists of the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr, LanGer], chair-
man; the Senator from West Virginia
[Mr. RevErcoME]; and the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. EASTLANDI,

SENATOR THOMAS OF UTAH ON CIVIL
RIGHTS—EDITORIAL FROM THE AT-
LANTA JOURNAL
[Mr. RUSSELL asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the REcosp an editorial rela-

tive to a speech dellvered By Senator THoMAS
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of TUtah in connection with the debate on
the southern reglonal education compact,
published in the Atlanta Journal of May 18,
1948, which appears in the Appendix.]

ADDRESS BY CRAWFORD H. GREENEWALT
EEFORE THE UNITED STATES CHAMBER
OF COMMERCE
[Mr. BUCE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an address de=-

livered by Crawford H. Greenewsalt, president
of the E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., at the
annual dinner of the Chamber of Commerce

of the United States in Washington, D. C,,

April 21, 1948, which appears in the Appen-

dix.]

THOMAS ALVA EDISON—ADDRESS BY
GEORGE E. STRINGFELLOW

[Mr. HAWKES asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcoRD an address en-
titled “Thomas Alva Edison—A Symbol of
Free Enterprise,” delivered by George E.
Stringfellow, before the Rotary Club of Bir-
mingham, Ala.,, April 7, 1948, which appears
in the Appendix.]

THE CIVIL-RIGHTS ISSUE—ARTICLE BY
DAVID LAWRENCE

[Mr. RUSSELL asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp an article en-
titled “Both Parties Declared Inconsistent in
Stand on ‘Civil Rights' Issue,” written by
David Lawrence and published in the Wash-
ington Evening Star of May 18, 1948, which
appears in the Appendix.|]

CLARIFICATION IN PALESTINE—ARTICLE
BY WALTER LIPPMANN

[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp an article en-
titled “Clarification in Palestine,” by Walter
Lippmann, published in the Washington
Post of May 18, 1948, which appears in the
Appendix. |

CORRECTION BEY THEODORE W. SCHULTZ
OF ARTICLE BY GEORGE WELLER
[Mr. BROOKS asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp two letters from
Prof. Theodore W. Schultz, head of the De-
partment of Economics of the University of
Chicago, correcting an article by George
Weller, which appear in the Appendix.]

TREATMENT OF JAPANESE-AMERICANS—
EDITORIAL FROM THE DES MOINES
REGISTER
[Mr. BROOKS asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an editorial en-

titled “Proper Way to Right a Wartime

Wrong,” published in the Des Moines (Iowa)

Register, May 14, 1948, which appears in the

Appendix.]

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES—EDI-
TORIAL FROM THE PORTLAND (MAINE)
PRESS-HERALD
Mr.. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that there be printed

at this point in the REcorp an editorial
entitled “Electoral College,” from the

Press-Herald of Portland, Maine, which

gives a very lucid description of Senate

Joint Resolution 200, which was reported

favorably by the Committee on the Judi-

ciary, and which seeks to change the

Constitution so that the electoral votes

for President shall be counted in propor-

tion to the popular vote.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

ELECTORAL COLLEGE

The approaching Presidential elections

give point to the proposal made by Senator
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Loboee to alter our electoral-college system
through constitutional amendment. The
Senator's bill, reported out almost unani-
mously by the Judiciary Committees of both
Senate and House, would end the unit rule
under which the entire number of electors
in each State go to the candidate of the
winning party even if he wins by a single
vote. Instead, the several candidates would
receive electoral votes proportionally to the
popular votes received in each State.

A familiar illustration, used before by the
Press Herald in advocating passage of the
Lodge bill and its submission to the States
as an amendment to the Constitution, is the
result in Ohio in the 1944 election. Presi-
dent Roosevelt received 1,570,763 votes;
Governor Dewey, 1,582,208 votes—a differ~
ence of 11,5630 votes. That was virtually a
tie; but the Republican candidate received
all 26 of the Ohio votes in the electoral col-
lege. Under the Lodge plan, the Republican
candidate would have received, probably, 13
of the electoral college votes, and the Demo-
cratic candidate, 12.

How far this proposal will get in this pres-
ent Congress with its crowded calendar and
eagerness to adjourn before the political
conventions is problematical. There is no
immediate call for speed; a constitutional
amendment must be ratified by 36 States
before it can become law; and ratification
not seldom is notoriously slow; obviously a
change, if approved, could not become effec~
tive before 1952.

But the Lodge proposal seems to be so
sound that it ought to have easy passage
through the Congress and the State legisla-
tures. Had it been in effect 4 years ago,
there certainly would have been important
changes in the standing of the major-party
candidates.

Under the present system, Roosevelt re-
ceived In the electoral college 432 votes and
Dewey 99, a plurality of 333. If one were to
approximate what that vote would have been
under the Lodge system, he clearly would
find that the Roosevelt plurality would have
been cut down. If one were to take the 9
States with the greatest number of elec-
tors—California, Illinois, Massachusetts,
Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn-
sylvanla, and Wisconsin—and to apply the
proportional principle, Roosevelt might be
shown to have led not by a count of 196 to
27, but to have lost them by a vote of 119 to
104, or thereabouts. Figuring another way,
using for comparison the total popular vote
throughout the country—for Roosevelt,
25,602,505; for Dewey, 22,006,278—one might
find that Roosevelt was actually entitled,
under the Lodge plan, to but 282 electoral
votes and Dewey to 240—a striking differ-
ence from the 432 to 99 votes actually an-
nounced.

Presumably, under the new proposal,
Roosevelt still would have won the election;
anyone who wishes might find a useful exer-
cise In arithmetic in running down the pro-
portional strength of the candidates in all
48 States; but it is apparent from the figures
already presented that the present plan is
less accurate in measuring a candidate’s
actual strength; that under it, a candidate,
though the choice of the people, conceivably
could lose an election. At any rate, Mr.
Lodge's proposal seems to come closer to the
democratic principle and deserves submis-
sion to the States as a constitutional amend-
ment.

SUPPLY OF SCARCE MEDICINES AND
LABORATORY FACILITIES—EDITORIAL
FROM THE NEW YORK POST

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask to
have printed in the body of the REcorp,
an editorial entitled “Night Cries,” from
the New York Post, which relates to the
critical situation which exists in so many
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American families because of the ex-
pensive nature of vitally important drugs
necessary in taking care of people when
they are sick. The editorial discusses a
problem which I have sought to reach
by a bill which is now pending in the
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare,
and I ask unanimous consent, therefore,
that the editorial be printed in the
REcoRrD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

NIGHT CRIES

A sudden cry in the night, the lights go on,
the child is rigid with pain, screaming for
help. Then parents think of the rare
drugs—streptomyein, sulfadiazole, and peni-
cillin, The drugs with the tongue-twisting
names which could spell out hope for their
child’s life. The drugs whose very mention
is a benediction in most American house-
holds.

But the mercy of these drugs is often
stamped with a price. And the healing of
insulin, liver extract, mercury diuretics, en-
docrine products, vitamin preparations, ty-
phoid vaccine, X-ray and iron lungs, in many
cases must be bought.

Health in America is still governed by the
dollar sign. Our rich have modern medical
privileges and our poor, too often, have only
a prayer.

There is a reason, and not a very pretty
one, why adequate medical treatment is teo
frequently classed as a luxury in America,
to be enjoyed only by the special class of
Americans who can afford similar treats like
sending their children to an expensive col-
lege.

The reason is two words, innocent enough,
but shouted with Increasing suspiclon by
backward Congressmen every time legisla-
tion is proposed which would ease the Amer-
ican family medical load.

The words are “soclalized medicine” and
the opponents of any Federal medical ald
string them together glibly, counting on
Americans to react unthinkingly against the
phrase because It suggests some foreign way
of doing things.

In the best of all possible democracies, the
term would not be considered suspect, but
redundant. In a nation of self-governed
people, an essential need like medical care
should belong to the people precisely to the
extent that private sources fall down on
the job.

An illustration of how flagrantly the bug-a-
boo of socialized medicine is flaunted, when
it does not even remotely apply, can be found
in senatorial opposition to a bill recently
introduced in the Labor Committee by Sen-
ator HENrY CaBoT LopGE Jr.,, Republican, of
Massachusetts,

Lopce has apparently been appalled by the
numbers of gravely ill Americans who are
left to die simply because their money has
run out and they can no longer purchase the
medical supplies and treatment which would
stave off collapse.

Under his bill, the Federal Government and
the States would match sums, amounting to
the trifling total of 70,000,000 a year, to see
to it that scarce medicines and laboratory fa-
cilities would be supplied to all persons in the
United States needing them, regardless of
ability to pay. ’

The bill is a moderate statement of the
minimum of service our democratic Govern-
ment should be expected to supply. But
your pressure will probably be needed to con=
vince our Senators that it should receive
prompt passage on the Benate floor.

Yet at this stage, Government funds obvi-
ously cannot be left to wage the battle
against disease alone. Your own dollars
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should stand ready to fill the gaps in med-
ical research, education, and service until
the convictions of our legislators catch up
with the needs of the people. =

By now you have learned from your news-
papers, radlos, and billboards that every 3
minutes someone dies of cancer.

Someone dies because we haven't cracked
the secret of why cells suddenly go mad and
multiply with deadly confusion, crowding out
life. Someone dies because you harbor the
cancer of indifference and haven't made your
contribution to conqguer. the killer through
experiment and study.

It would take you less than 3 minutes to
write out a check to the New York Cancer
Committee, 535 Fifth Avenue, New York
City 17.

Use the time to advantage now by helping
to prevent the 3 minutes from beating out a
tragedy in more American lives.

VETO OF BILL REQUIRING REPORTS ON
NOMINEES TO ATOMIC ENERGY COM-
MISSION

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr, President, 1
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the body of the REcorp two editorials
dealing with the President’s veto of
Senate bill 1004, which relates to a re-
quirement for reports from the FBI on
nominees to the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion. One of the editorials, entitled “Mr.
Truman’s Veto,” was published in the
Washington Post of this morning. The
other, entitled “They Should Work To-
gether,” is published in the Washington
Evening Star of today. I urge all Sena-
tors to read the editorials,

There being no objection, the editorials
were ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

[From the Washington Post of May 18, 1948]
MR. TRUMAN'S VETO

In pursuit of his generally sound doctrine
that the President should be master in his
own house, Mr. Truman has vetoed the bill
authorizing the Senate members of the Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy to require re-
ports from the FBI on nominees to the
Atomic Energy Commission, who can hold of-
fice only with the advice and consent of the
Senate. The President’s chief complaint is
that five Senators would be permitted, un-
der the bill, to direct the FBI to make a re-
port. That, he fears, would be an unwar-
ranted encroachment upon the executive
branch. *“The complete independence of the
executive branch,” he wrote in his veto mes-
sage, “renders it imperative that the Execu-
tive have sole authority over the officers whom
he appoints.”

If the bill has any constitutional weakness,
it probably lies in the fact that it enables
five Senators to direct the FBI to act in this
particular instead of imposing that duty di-
rectly upon the FBI by command of Congress.
Certainly there can be no doubt that Con-
gress can require an executive agency to
make an investigation and report its findings
to Congress. The Atomic Energy Act, for
example, Instructs the AEC to keep the joint
committee “fully and currently informed” as
to its activities. To be sure, the President
ought to have “sole authority"” over officials
in the executive branch so far as the per-
formance of their dutles is concerned, but
the function of prescribing what their duties
are belongs to Congress,

This is a problem which obviously requires
cooperation between the President and Con-
gress. Mr, Truman emphasizes his great re=
sponsibility in making nominations to the
AEC and pledges himself to use every facility
of the executive branch in uncovering facts
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about the appointees. He seems to. forget
that the Senate has an equally grave respon-
sibility, also imposed upon it by the Consti-
tution, to act intelligently in confirming
such nominations, We do not think it is un-
reasonable for Congress to provide that, in
meeting this obligation, the Members of the
Benate chiefly concerned should be able to
draw upon the fact-finding facilities of the
FBI. It is not a question of demanding FBI
reports that are made to the President, but
only of making separate reports for the bene-
fit of the Senators who will have to recom-
mend approval or rejection of the nominees.

It is well to remember, in dealing with
questions of this sort, that, while we have
a separation of executive and legislative
powers, we have one Government and not two.
An arbitrary attitude on the part of either
Congress or the President can upset the nor-
mal cooperative relationship which alone en-
ables the American system to function satis-
factorily. Congress has attempted various
encroachments upon the Executive, and it
may be that the President feels it necessary
to strike back in a narrow spirit to sustain
his position. We cannot help thinking, how-
ever, that in this instance he pushes his
argument too far,

[From the Washington Evening Star of May
18, 1948]

THEY SHOULD WORK TOGETHER

The President’s veto of the bill authoriz-
ing Senate Members of the Joint Atomic
Energy Committee to use the services of the
FBI to investigate presidential appointees
to the Atomic Energy Commission rested on
two main premises,

Mr, Truman's first point was that a law
empowering a congressional group to direct
the FBI, an executive agency, to investigate
the members and general manager of the
AEC would be an unconstitutional intrusion
by the legislative upon the executive branch
of the Government. If the President was
persuaded of that, it was his duty to veto
the bill, for the principle at stake is im-
portant, The remedy, if Congress is suffi-
ciently convinced to the contrary, is to pass
the Dbill over the veto and leave the deter-
mination of the constitutional question to
the courts.

The other premise was that the objective
of the bill was “unnecessary and unwise.”
This is a conclusion which is open to serious
challenge. |

The Star has no doubt concerning the
loyalty of the present officials of the AEC
who would have been affected by this vetoed .
bill. Nor is there any reason to doubt that
President Truman, using the facilities of the
FBI, would be careful to check throughly into
the background of any one whom he might
select for any of these important posts. But
this does not meet the point which has been
ralsed by Senator ENowrLanp. It is conceiv-
able that some day another President will be
in the White House—another President whose
Judgment in the matter of such appointments
would be open to grave doubt. And it is
possible that such a President might name
men to the AEC who ought not to be con-
firmed without the most thorough check of
their records.

In that eventuality the Senate would be
in a difficult position. For under the law it is
required to concur in the selection of mem-
bers of the AEC, and it ought not to concur
unless fully satisfied as to their fitness. The
responsibility involved in this is no light
matter, since the AEC has been given great
powers and the security of the country is in
the hands of its top officials. This being the
case, it is not possible to agree with the
FPresident that the effort to enble the Senate
to satisfy itself as to the loyalty of AEC offi-
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clals, prior to voting for their confirmation,
is unnecessary and unwise,

This does not dispose of the constitutional
questions, of course, and it may be that the
courts will agree with Mr. Truman. If so,
that ends the matter. But if the courts
should share the opinion of Congress on the
legal issue, then, in the long view, they
would seem to be more prospect of gain than
loss in the Enowland proposal. It is too
bad that the President and the Senate could
not 'have worked this matter out satisfac-
torily between themselves, but since that was
not done the only alternative is to attempt
to pass the bill over his veto and let the courts
determine the constitutional issue.

EXCHANGE BETWEEN HENRY A. WALLACE
AND JOSEPH STALIN

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I can-
not refrain from making one or two ob-
servations, which will take me only 2 or 3
minutes, upon the subject of Mr. Henry
Wallace’s exchange of notes with Mr.
Stalin. I shall not trespass upon the
time of the Senator from Missouri to go
into the matter fully, but I think it is im-
portant that someone rise on the Senate
floor as quickly as possible to point out
that what Mr. Wallace has proposed is an
implementation of the Russian foreign
policy. I think that conclusion can be
documented in very great detail.

Mr. President, the first point that is
made by Mr. Wallace, and repeated by
Mr. Stalin, occurs in these words:

A general reduction of armaments and the
prohibition of atomle weapons.

Note the order, Mr. President. A year
ago last October, when it became evident
that the acid test of Russia’s intentions
was being had in her action and reaction
to our atomic energy proposal and when
she became embarrassed at the accept-
ance by all nations of the earth of the
righteousness and justice of the proposals
which we made on this subject, at a
meeting of the General Assembly of the
United Nations in New York she started
to talk about a reduction of armaments
in general. Of course that is what she
would like to do. She knows that the
last disarmament conference went on
for about 17 years and ended in nothing.
The last thing in the world she wants
to do is to come to grips with the pro-
posals which we have made for atomic
disarmament, and if there cannot be
atomic disarmament, there will be no
disarmament.

Mr. President, it strikes me as indeed
strange that on the very day when ne-
gotiations were closed in New York on
this subject in a confession of failure,
Mr. Wallace exchanged a note with Mr.
Stalin in which he said, in effect—"“Let’s
bring about atomic disarmament.”

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

Mr. McMAHON, I shall yield to the
Senator from Maine in a moment. Ican
tell them how they can be successful in
this field. They can be successful in this
field if they send Gromyko back to New
York and let him make a motion to re-
open the negotiations, and let Russia ac-
cept that which every other nation has
accepted which has been a party to the
study of this whole terrible question.
If they will do that, it will do more to es-
tablish confidence than anything else
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that can be done on the face of the earth,
and we will start to get somewhere in
making a permanent peace for which I
know the vast majority of men every-
where yearn with the deepest and strong-
est emotions of their hearts.

I now yield to the Senator from Maine.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I am
profoundly interested, as is everyone, in
the comments of the Senator from Con-
necticut. The Senator opened his re-
marks with the statement concerning the
exchange of notes between Mr. Wallace
and Mr. Stalin. If that characterization
is correct, I submit there is ample law
to cover the situation in the prohibition
upon private citizens indulging in the dis-
cussion of our foreign affairs with any
foreign potentate. I hope the Senator
can substantiate the case. It is a matter
of increasing interest. The mere utter-
ance of the views of a private citizen
might not come within the characteriza-
tion. I mention this because in my judg-
ment we must come to grips with the
realities of this thing.

Senators who were privileged last night
to listen to the discussion for 1 hour of
some of the associated problems, between
two very eminent gentlemen, will recog-
nize that there are curious ideological
problems involved.

Mr. McCMAHON. I thank the Senator,
but I will say that I am interested today
in the substance and not in the form this
whole controversy has taken. I am not
unmindful of the fact that the Senator
from Maine may have a point in what he
has said, but I do not wish to devote my-
self to that today. I do, however, desire
to make clear beyond peradventure of a
doubt that the acid test of Russia’s in-
tention has just been had in the United
Nations in New York, and we can go back
there and renew discussions at any time
Russia will give any evidence that she
wants to listen to reason respecting that
prime purpose.

Mr. BREWSTER. Am I to understand
that the Senator from Connecticut con-
tends that Mr, Wallace could not express
publicly his opinions in this matter?
That, it seems to me, must also be kept
in mind, however much we may disagree
with him,

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I say
to the Senator from Maine that I assume
he is inferring that Mr. Wallace has vio-
lated the Logan Act.

Mr. BREWSTER. I said that if the
Senator from Connecticut could substan-
tiate his statement that there has been
an exchange of notes between Mr, Wal-
lace and Mr. Stalin, there is ample law to
cover that situation.

Mr. McMAHON. And Isay tothe Sen-
ator from Maine that at the moment I
am not interested in that phase of the
matter. .

My. BREWSTER. Ithink the question
is one which will continually recur, and
I think the more quickly we get it clari-
fied the better. This is not to indicate
any sympathy whatever with either the
tactics or the proposals which have been
followed in the current case.

STATEHOOD FOR HAWAIL
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in con=-

nection with the discussion of the grant-
ing of statehood to Hawali, a great many
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statements have appeared in the press
and elsewhere which seek to give the im-
pression that Hawalli has waited longer
than other areas or regions before secur-
ing statehood. To clarify this point, I
have had prepared a table showing the
waiting period for other regions. This
table shows, I believe, that the waiting
period for Hawaii has not been unduly
long as yet, particularly in view of the
unusual circumstances involved in grant-
ing statehood for the first time to a non-
contiguous territory.

I present a table showing the lapse in
time between the date of acquisition of
the areas which later came to be organ-
ized in the form of States, and the dates
on which statehood was achieved in each
case. This table shows clearly that a
great number of the States waited much
longer than 50 years, the peried Ha-
walil has waited to date. In the case of
Oklahoma it required more than 100
years. It actually required 104 years.
With reference to my own State of Ne-
braska, we were a part of the United
States for 64 years before becoming a
State.

There being no objection, the table was
ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as
follows:

List of States showing perlod elapsing be-
tween acquisition of the region and final
achievement of statehood

Years be-

tween ac-
Date area :igj::gss- quisition of

acquired State Te;r;&on'

statehood
Oklahoma...._....... 1803 1907 104
Wyoming. ... 1803 1890 87
Montans_____ 1803 1880 86
North Dakota 1803 1880 86
uth Dakota. .......]| 1803 1889 86
Alnska..__... 1867 (?) 181
Minnesota.... - 1783 1858 7
Colorado_ ... -| 1803 1876 el
New Mexico. ---| 1845 1912 67
Wiseonsin. . 1783 1848 65
Arizona. 1848 1912 64
Nebraska 1803 1867 [
Kansas__ 1803 1861 ]
Michigan 1783 1837 54
Hawaii.. 1868 {2) - 150
Utah____ 1848 1866 43
Idaho_._ .. 1846 1850 44
‘Washington 1846 1880 43
Towa..... 1803 1846 43
Alabama._ 1783 1819 36
[llinois. . ... 1783 1818 85
Mississippi 1783 1817 34
Indiana. .. 1783 1816 33
Arkansas.. 1803 1836 83
Florida.... 1819 1845 26
Ohio.._. 1783 1808 20
Missouri. 1803 1821 18
Nevada. 1848 1864 16
Oregon.... 1846 1850 13
TENNeSSER . e e e e meme] 1783 1796 13
Louisians. . ....-.....| 1803 1812 9

1 At least.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that immedi-
ately following the remarks of the Sen=
ator from Nebraska there appear a list
of the States which have been admitted
to the Union, showing the length of time
they existed as organized Territories.
I think the Senate will find the list of
great interest. It shows that 29 of the
States have been organized Territories.
Hawaii has been in that category for
longer than 27 of the organized Terri-
tories. Only 2 organized Territories
were required to be such for a longer
period of time,
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The facts also show that Hawaii has a
larger population than any other organ-
ized Territory admitted to the Union as
a State, with one exception, namely the
Territory of Oklahoma, at the time it
was admitted to statehood.

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

Date Date Popula-| Popula-
Territory | 9 9F |mftteal Years | GO 0t | dace ad
erritory I |mitte | date of | date ad-
ggcntlc as |walted| poanie | mitted
State act as State
New Mexico..| 1850 1912 62 | 61, 547 327, 000
Ari 6 1912 40 9, 658 204, 354
Hawaii ] oy A 45 |154, 001 502,122
Utah_..___....| 1850 1866 46 | 11,383 276, 749
Washington._..| 1953 | 1889 36 | 11,198 | 357,232
Michigan_____| 1805 1837 32 4,762 212, 267
North Dakota.| 1861 1889 b } 2,077 { 109, 983
1859 2 348, 600
1890 | B 88, 548
-- 1889 25 | 20, 585 142,924
1845 zn Lol 87, 445
1860 2 9, 118 62, 555
1817 18 8, 75,448
1836 17 | 14, 255 07, 574
1907 17 | 61,864 |1, 657, 156
1816 16 | 5641 | 147,178
1821 16 | 20,845 66, 586
1803 7y ey A 45, 365
1876 15 | 34,277 194, 327
1867 13 | 28,841 122,993
1848 12 045 306,
1858 11 | 13,24 52, 465
1818 9| 12,282 55, 211
1858 9| 6077 | 172,08
1846 8| 43,112 192, 214
1812 8 | 78, 556 76, 556
1861 i PR T 107, 206
1796 6 | 35601 | 108602
1864 3 6, 857 6, 857
Alabama______ 1817 | 1819 - il S 127, 001

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY CIVIL FUNCTIONS
APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 5524) making appro-
priations for civil functions admin-
istered by the Department of the Army
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1949,
and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
unfinished business is House hill 5524,
the ecivil functions War Department ap-
propriation bill, and the pending ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Reepl, for
himself, the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. Bripces]l, and the Senator
from Michigan [Mr. FErRGUsoN], to re-
commit the bill to the Committee on
Appropriations with certain instructions.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, the
senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
MvyEers] is necessarily absent on public
business. He has asked me to announce
to the Senate that he opposes the pend-
ing motion to recommit the civil func-
tions appropriation bill and has re-
quested me to ask unanimous consent
that a statement of the reasons for his
position be printed in the body of the
Recorp at this point.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY UNTTED STATES SENATOR FRANCIS
J. MYERS, oF PENNSYLVANIA, IN OPPOSITION
T0o MoTtion To REcommir H. R. 55624 (ArMY
Civi. FUNCTIONS APPROFRIATIONS BILL)
Wit INsTRUCTIONS To REDUCE FUNDS FOR
FLoop CONTROL AND RIVERS AND HARBORS
Work BY AT LEAsT $200,000,000, May 18,
1948
The motion to recommit is based on a

theory that the same amount of money ap-

propriated last year (for the current fiseal
year) for flood control and rivers and har-
bors work would be sufficient to carry on an
effective program during the coming fiscal
year beginning July 1. This reasoning
sounds logical enough when the discussion
is maintained on a level of hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars, but breaks down completely
when the individual projects which go to
make up the aggregate of funds in this bill
are analyzed as they should be—individually.

It must be remembered that since the end
of the war, we have been trylng to catch up
the threads of flood control and navigation
projects delayed or interrupted by the war,
Thus, the original appropriations following
the end of the war were comparatively small,
because comparatively few projecis were in
the going stage or close enough to that stage
to get under way promptly.

It is only natural that the total amount
in the bill each year has been steadlly increas-
ing. Nearly all of the projects in the first
postwar appropriation bill were large proj-
ects and have been coming back for funds
each year in order to keep them going toward
completion. One of the best examples of
these is the huge Conemaugh Reservoir for
the protection of Pittsburgh and the Ohio
Valley. It will still be some years before that
project Is completed. It will be eligible for
funds—and will deserve funds—each year
until completed.

It would be folly—almost criminal folly—
to delay the completion of this project by as
much as a single day just for the purpose of
making any one year's flood-control appro-
priation that much smaller. This project
alone can save its entire cost in the damages
it would prevent in a single important flood.

The same is true of nearly all of the projects
of which I have personal knowledge which
are included in this bill. Pinching pennies
now in order to delay inevitable expenditures
would be the height of false economy, for
each Pennsylvania project in this bill will be
built regardless and the question is only
whether we will speed their completion or de-
lay them for a year or two or more, mean-
while being denied the protection they could
provide.

As I sald, the first postwar appropriations
were comparatively small and have been
steadily increasing in amount because addi-
tional new projects have been put into the
“going" stage while most of the earlier proj-
ects are still obtaining funds., These newer

projects are now far enough advanced so that -

cut-backs in their funds would cause serlous
and substantial delay.

I cannot support such a short-sighted pol-
icy. I do not see how this Senate, if it were to
adopt such a policy, could possibly explain it
to the satisfaction of the people of SBunbury,
Punxsutawney, Willlamsport, Pittsburgh,
Johnsonburg, Ridgway, St. Mary's, Latrobe,
Johnstown, Allentown, Bethlehem, Turtle
Creek, McKeesport, McKees Rocks, Honesdale
and Hawley, Tyrone, and other communities
included in the flood-control funds in this
bill, communities which have all felt the
cold fury of rampaging floodwaters rolling
into their streets and homes.

And as for the rivers and harbors appro-
priation, I am sure the businessmen of Phil-
adelphia and Pittsburgh who make extensive
use of our shipping and harbor facilities
would be most amazed to find that these
facilities cannot be maintained in proper
functioning condition because the Congress
wants to save money.

The savings in such a case would be illusory
indeed.

It is obvious that even the inadequate ap-
propriations voted by the House in this bill
could not be provided if the Senate were to
carry through on this motion. The House
bill was substantially below budget esti-
mates on such projects in Pennsylvania, for
instance, as Punxsutawney, Willlamsport,
East Branch Clarion Reservoir, and many
others. It left out completely the Delaware
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River improvement project at Philadelphia,
and curtailed drastically the maintenance
funds for Erie Harbor, the Ohio Valley locks
and dams, and for similar activities. If the
Senate were now to cut the bill not merely.
back to the House amount—a difference of
$100,000,000—but back to an amount of $100,-
000,000 less than even the House provided, all
of the increases voted in specific projects by
the Senate committee would be wiped out
and, in addition, deep cuts would have to be
made Into amounts already voted by the
House for these and for other projects which
the House did not cut.

The minority report starts off by condemn-
ing in the most critical manner the judg-
ment and integrity of the Army engineers,
whom I consider among the most able and
outstanding of all Government employees,
but thereupon ends up by proposing that
the judgment of the engineers—these same
much-criticized engineers—should be allowed
to determine how the remaining money shall
be spent, once the over-all cut of $200,000,-
000 is made by the committee.

I think the final recommendation of the
minority report completely disputes the orig-
inal position of those who signed the report—
that the engineers cannot be trusted to use
good judgment.

I have received demands from the Penn-
sylvania Chamber of Commerce that I sup-
port this recommit motion providing for the
cut of $200,000,000. I am puzzled, The
chambers of commerce and the businessmen
in the communities affected by this bill urge
me to ‘'oppose the cut.

Does the State chamber of commerce speak
for Williamsport, for York, for Punxsutaw-
ney, for Pittsburgh, for Latrobe, for Sunbury,
for any of these towns—for the businessmen
in these towns who have big stakes in the
achievement of early flood protection for
those towns?

I don’t think so. I think it speaks for
itself.

And, Mr, President, In this instance the
facts speak for themselves. They speak a
clear thought: that flood control and rivers-
and-harbors work designed to protect invest-
ments and protect lives and increase safety
are worthy functions of Government and
must not be jeopardized by the penny-pinch-
ing of ultra-economizers. We cannot econo-
mize our people in Pennsylvania into dis-
aster from floods, and I cannot support any
legislative move to delay for 1 year, 2 years,
or however long, projects now long overdue
and projects which, had the war not inter-
vened, would now be operating.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, we in the
State of Missouri have an abiding and
continued interest in the control of the
waters of our rivers. Some of the most
fertile land in our State has been won
from the Mississippi and the Missouri.
Our largest ecity is located near the con-
fluence of those two rivers. Our second
largest city stands at the junction of the
Missouri and the Kaw. Many of our
finest cities and towns and much of our
best farming land is subject to recurrent
threats from high water. Under these
circumstances there is no State in the
Union, perhaps, to which flood control
means more or is of more vital impor-
tance than the State of Missouri.

Notwithstanding these facts, Mr, Pres-
ident, and the vital interest of our peo-
ple in the subject matter of this bill, I
shall vote to recommit the pending bill.
I shall do so because I believe that in the
long run it is to the advantage of the
people of our State and of the United
States that I do so. I believe that the
great majority of the people of our State
who understand the facts would want
me to do so.
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I have always favored wise and well-
considered appropriations for flood con-
trol and for the protection of property.
I shall do what I can to see that such
appropriations are made. I believe that
the minority report is entirely justified
in its assertion that—
the total amount recommended by the com-
mittee is inimical to the interest of the na-
tional economy and an unwarranted and

unnecessary drain on the Treasury of the
United States at a time when the American
people are pledged to expensive foreign com-
mitments and national-defense preparedness
measures.

The pending bill includes many new
projects not for the immediate protec-
tion of property and flood control. The
bill should be reviewed under instruc-
tions of the Senate fo eliminate projects
not now essential and required by imme-
diate necessity.

The Eightieth Congress is under serious
criticism. We are told that while we
have tinkered with the budget we have
made no statesmanlike full-scale effort
to reduce it to proper and reasonable
proportions.

We are told that we have “made no
realistic genuinely American approach
to the problem of inflation and restoring
the value of the dollar,” but instead, we
have “rubber-stamped administration
proposals which mean more inflation.”

I suppose that there is no Senator
who does not receive by every mail
evidence that the American people are
watching our performance. I want to
read into the REcorp one of the many
letters which I have received. It comes
from a distinguished Federal judge,
Hon. John Paul, United States district
judge for the Western District of Vir-
ginia. I think I should say that I do
not enjoy the honor of Judge Paul's
personal acquaintance. However, I do
have his permission to use his letter,
which seems to me to be quite significant.
The letter reads as follows:

UniTep STATES DisTRICT COURT,
WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA,
Harrisonburg, Va., April 30, 1948.

Hon. JamEes P. Kem,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear SeEnatror KEm: I have just been
reading with interest in the CoNGRESSIONAL
Recorp of Monday, April 26, the ings
in the Senate on consideration of H. R. 5607,
making appropriations for the judicliary,
among other things.

I notice that durlng the consideration
of this bill you inquired of Senator BaLL why
it was that appropriation bills which came
from the House always seemed to have the
amounts increased in the BSenate. I think
that your inquiry was very pertinent and
that Senator Baur's answer to it was by
no means satisfying. The very same ques-
tion has often occurred to me, and par-
ticularly with reference to the appropria-
tions for the judiclary.

For example, I notice that in the course
of the proceedings to which I refer the
Senate adopted an amendment providing
$468,000 for court criers and messengers, an
appropriation which the House, quite prop-
erly, refused to make. This appropriation
for court criers, who act in many instances
merely as the personal servants of the
judges, 1s a completely unjustified waste of
public money which I have always opposed.

Again, at the last session of Congress, the
House undertook to eliminate the cost of a
number of entirely useless clerks' offices in
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a number .f places where courts are pre-
scribed but where there is no justification
for maintaining open office at all times. I
think that most of the judges in the country
were in favor of the ellmination of these
useless offices. However, when the appropria-
tion bill got to the Senate, the appropriations
were restored.

I speak of these two instances because they
happen to be in a branch of the Government
with which I am familiar. You may wonder
that a judge should be interested In & reduc-
tion of appropriations for the judiciary, but
my interest as a taxpayer is sufficient to
make me opposed to any wasteful and use-
less expenditures which I see. I have never
been able to understand just why it 1s that
after the House has given careful considera-
tion to these matters and refused to make
appropriations, the Benate should habitually
restore them. It inclines one to the belief
that it is only in the House that there is
any interest in governmental economy and
that the Senate is entirely indifferent to it.

I trust that you will pardon the liberty
I have taken in writing this letter, but I did
want you to know that there is at least one
judge who is in agreement with you in your
attitude toward this appropriation bill.

Very truly yours,
JouN Pavur,
District Judge.

Mounting inflation is a source of deep-
ening concern to every American who
loves his country. A realistic program
is urgently needed to restrain inflation.
Authorities agree that the first approach
must be to reduce Government spend-
ing, now six times the prewar rate, ex-
cluding interest on the national debt.

I believe that there is still an op-
portunity for the Eightieth Congress, by
swift positive action, to retrieve much of
the ground which our inaction in this
respect has cost us. We can still build
up a record for national leadership in the
time that remains.

The American people repudiated in
1946 the spending theories of the Tru-
man administration. I believe the

_Eightieth Congress has a mandate from

the people to restrain this spending, to
cut the budget back to fair and reason-
able proportions. The present bill offers
an opportunity for the Senate to go on
record that it means from now on to
attack thoughtfully and courageously
the far-reaching threat of inflation
which carries with it so much for the
welfare and happiness of all our people.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Ecron in the chair). The question is
on agreeing to the motion of the Sena-
tor from Kansas [Mr. Reep] for himself
and other Senators,
Mr. REVERCOMB.
absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to

I suggest the

their names:

Alken Cordon Hill

Ball Donnell Hoey

Barkley Downey Holland
Brewster Dworshak Ives

Bricker Eastland Jenner

Brooks Ecton Johnson, Colo.
Buck Johnston, 8. C.
Butler Fulbright Eem

Byrd George

Cain Green Enowland
Capehart Gurney Langer
Capper Hatch Lodge

Chavez Hawkes Lucas
Connally Hayden McClellan
Cooper Hickenlooper McFarland

McGrath Reed Thye
McKellar Revercomb Tobey
McMahon Robertson, Va. Tydings
Magnuson Russell Vandenberg
Malone Baltonstall Wherry
Martin Bmith White
Millikin Sparkman Wiley
Moore Btennis Willlams
Morse Taft Wilson
O’'Conor Thomas, Okla. Young
Pepper Thomas, Utah

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-
seven Senators having answered to their
names, a quorum is present.

Mr., TAFT. Mr. President, I intend
to support the motion made by the Sena-
tor from Kansas [Mr. Reepl, for him-
self, the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Bripgesl, and the Senator from
Michigan (Mr. Fercusonl, the distin-
guished chairman and two members of
the Appropriations Committee, fo re-
commit the bill with the instruction that
$200,000,000 be eliminated from the
$735,000,000 program. I support the mo-
tion because I feel that today the coun-
try is in such condition that all expen-
ditures should be reduced i’ in any way
they can be reduced. I feel,in particular,
that this is a time in which a general
program of public works should at least
not be increased, but that, in fact, it
should probably be reduced.

I pointed out yesterday that the budget
contains an increase in public works ex~
penditures from $2,000,000,000 in the
current year to $2,800,000,000 in the next
year. I think it is unfortunate from the
general standpoint of inflation and from
the general standpoint of the budget
that there should be any such increase
at this time, Cutting off $200,000,000
from the appropriations will still leave
the sun. in excess of the amount used in
the current year for rivers, harbors, and
flood control, I believe, in general, we
should not go beyond the appropriations
for the current year in the construction
of public works.

This does not in any way indicate any
disapproval of the general program of
flood control. I believe very strongly
that we should proceed with the long-
range plan to improve our rivers to their
utmost capacity and to use all our rivers
and all the power we can obtain from
them. But that is a job which will take
25 or 30 years. It will involve many
billions of dollars. In a general way I
feel that we should go lightly when we
have an inflationary condition, when we
have such tremendous private activities,
so many other expensive Government
programs, and that we should make our
plans and have the projects ready to
proceed whenever private activity falls
off and we are threatened with a de-
pression.

There is no question that we are in
the midst of an inflationary condition.
It is not as bad as it was. It has grad-
ually tended to stabilize. Yet every ex-
pert feels that we still face a serious
danger that prices will increase, wages
will increase, and we shall have a further
spiral which will decrease the value of
savings and cause serious hardship to the
lower-income groups and persons who
live on fixed incomes. In my opinion our
whole policy should he directed toward
avoiding that result.

Some persons say we can go ahead and
impose controls. My opinion is that
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controls simply postpone the evil day.
In the first place, they will not be ef-
fective, they will not really prevent the
result which must flow from such enor-
mous spending programs as we are now
endorsing. They will simply retard in-
crease in production and the ultimate
solution of the problem.

The difficulty, as I see if, is that we
are trying to do too many things at one
time, until we have reached a point
where we are beyond the capacity of the
Government to do all the things we are
trying to do. By trying to do them all,
we are creating a condition in which
prices must increase and wages must in-
crease, until gradually a situation may
be brought about resulting finally in
complete depression. We are at the
present time still trying to catch up on
consumers’ goods with the expenditure
of money saved during the war. There
has been a tremendous production of
semidurable consumers’ goods, to say
nothing of the great increase in the use
of consumption goods, so that today peo-
ple are living better than they have ever
~ lived in the history of the United States.

A far-reaching program is involved in
trying to catch up with the housing de-
ficlency created by the war. Last year
I think ‘we spent very close to $7,000,-
000,000 on housing. Of course, there was
private construction, with some Govern-
ment expenditure, and yet it involved
money which went into the market and
built up a huge demand for materials of
all sorts, with which we compete the
moment we increase public works on the
part of the Nation itself.

In order to battle communism through-
out the world, so that eventually we may
have peace and prosperity, we have em-
barked upon an extensive program of
foreign aid, far beyond anything that
anyone in this country has ever seen in
time of peace. Apparently we shall
spend approximately $7,300,000,000 on
foreign aid during the next 12 months.

We are also faced with a military
threat. We spent this year $10,500,-
000,000 on the Army, Navy, and Air
Force, and the chances are that we will
spend at least $2,500,000,000 more than
that in the next fiscal year, or a total
of $13,000,000,000. That is a program
which we consider necessary for the
safety of the country. But if we have
to undertake that kind of military ex-
penditures we must cut down somewhat
on civilian expenditures. -

We have a large veterans’ program to
take care of the education of veterans—
a program of which I thoroughly ap-
prove—but which is entirely nonpro-
ductive. We are spending $3,000,000,000
maintaining men in educational insti-
tutions who produce nothing, who add
to the demands for consumers’ goods, but
who do not participate in creating a
supply of such goods.

We have an additional general pro-
gram with which the whole, world, out-
side of Europe, is trying to keep up, mak-
ing tremendous demands on exXports
from this country, in addition to those
covered by the European-aid program.

All these programs are good things
in themselves. The civil-works program
is a good thing in itself. The difficulty
is not that there is any objection to any

one of the programs—each one has the
highest reasons behind it—but when we
try to do all we create an inflationary
condition which may actually bring
more harm than the combination of the
programs can bring good. It seems to
me we have only one choice, We cannot
abolish any of these programs, hut we
can try to hold them down to the very
minimum. We can try to take some-
thing off all of the programs, so that
when we get through we shall have re-
lieved to a considerable extent the infla-
tionary condition.

Mr. President, I read- from the Eco-
nomic Report of the President, which
states the general condition regarding
inflation. The President says:

The question has been ralsed as to
whether we have inflationary pressure be-
cause of large exports, because of the very
low rate of business investment—

Another program which I have not
mentioned is the expenditure for ma-
chinery and plant which is going on at
such a rapid rate—

because of the large amount of residential
and commercial construction, or because of
the high level of consumer spending. The
answer is that we have inflationary pressure
because the sum total of these combined fac-
tors exerted too great a demand on avallable
supplies. No one factor can be singled out
as the principal cause.

The inflationary impact of spending was
strong in all flelds—capital expenditure, ex-
ports, and consumption. The high level of
domestic business investment and construc-
tion aided in unfolding a total demand which
increased prices, individual incomes, business
profits, and Government receipts. The sup-

‘ply of consumer goods was limited by the

large amount of resources devoted to capital
goods and exports. Consumer demand,
swelled by wage increases, by high farm
earnings, by the use of consumer credit, and
by the cashing of terminal-leave bonds, was
in excess of the supply at the current prices.

So we had last year a dangerous in-
crease in all prices. The report says
further:

The stubborn and intractable fact about
an economy already operating at peak levels
is that output cannot be expanded except
by slow degrees.

Nor are the immediate consequences of in-
flation as favorable as superfieially appears.
Some people are galning at the expense of
others. The heavy weight of higher costs of
living bears down upon the millions of
families who are unable to keep up with ad-
vancing prices. Economic relations de-
generate into a hectlc struggle to catch up or
keep ahead. No firm basis can be established
for orderly and stable progress.

We had before our committee Mr,
Marriner Eccles, who certainly is in
favor of spending in times of depression,
and has such a record. He said:

In restralning inflationary pressures under
present and prospective conditions, monetary
and credit policies-must be combined with
fiscal and other government policies. The
public should be given every possible assur-
ance that the Government will protect the
purchasing power of the dollar so that the
public would be more willing to defer the
satisfaction of wants, particularly for
houses and durable goods.

Wherever possible, Government expendi-
tures that will add to the pressures on the
labor and capital goods markets should be
deferred, and State and local governments
should be requested likewise to defer non-
essential expenditures of this type.
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I might add the last word of the Presi-
dent's Council of Economic Advisers,
given in a memorandum published on
April 9, in which they said, with relation
to the additional expenditures for mili-
tary purposes:

Every citlzen must recognize that further
diversions of productive effort to military
uses inevitably involve some sacrifice of
civilian types of consumption. It is our par-
ticular application of the old alternative of
guns or butter.

Our people had—and we believe quite
properly—looked forward to a postwar period
in which larger numbers of people would
achieve higher standards of living than had
ever been realized before. Those hopes are
not nullified by the defense program. But
they must be in some measure postponed or
for the present revised downward.

So, we have the advice of the Presi-
dent’s economic advisers, and of the
chairman of the Federal Reserve Board.

I now read from the report which will
be filed shortly, probably, by the Joint
Committee on the Economic Report:

The substance of our conclusion is that
the inflationary condition is due to our at-
tempt to accomplish more than is possible at
our present capacity for production. Just
as England has been criticized for proceed-
ing too rapidly with her housing program
instead of devoting more time to production
for export, so our people and our Govern-
ment, both executive and legislative, may
well be criticized for trying to carry on at the
same time so many huge programs as those
represented in our expansion of business
transactions, our expansion of residential
housing, our support of veterans’ education
and rehabilitation, our Government public
works program, our huge Military Establish-
ment, and our economic support of free peo-
ples throughout the entire world, Liberal
credit policies on the part of private and
public agencles alike and the maintenance of
low interest rates have encouraged the ex-
pansion of these programs. We do not in-
tend to criticize these programs or question
their desirabllity. We merely point out that
the attempt to carry them all on at once with
very little restraint in the field of consumer
spending and liberal credit policies is the
basic reason for inflation, which otherwise
could hardly coincide with a large Govern-
ment surplus.

So, Mr. President, in the case of public
works in particular, it seems to me that
we can reasonably ask that we defer some
of these works, which have been deferred
now for 160 years, and which can cer-
tainly be deferred another year without
any very dangerous consequences to the
country. There are some things which
cannot be deferred, but I do not think
there is anything which cannot be some-
what cut down, and that is all we are
asking in the motion filed by the distin-
guished Senator from Kansas,

I believe very strongly that if we shall
continue to insist on all-out development
of every one of the programs I have men-
tioned, we will face another period of
inflation in prices, which will mean prob-
ably further increases in wages, and a
general inflationary condition through-
out the United States, which will injure
many people, which will produce hard-
ship and suffering among many families,
and which may ultimately lead to a
serious depression.

Mr. President, with special reference
to the budget which we face this year,
and the effect of the appropriations
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which we are asked to make, not only in
this field, but in many other fields, so
far as I can judge at the present time,
the best advice is that after the tax cut
which was made by Congress, there will
be receipts to the Government in the next
12 months of $42,500,000,000.

It is, of course, more difficult to esti-
mate what the expenses will be, but I
have had prepared a table which I think
gives a fair idea of about where we are
today. It assumes that national de-
fense, for which $11,000,000,000 was
asked, will cost $13,100,000,000. It may
cost more. International expenses have
been increased from $7,000,000,000 to
$7,300,000,000. Veterans’ benefits have
been increased from $6,100,000,000 to
$6,300,000,000, and the interest on the
national debt is $5,300,000,000. Re-
fund of taxes is estimated now at about
$2,500,000,000. The reduction in all
other expenditures is estimated at from
about $8,300,000,000 to $7,800,000,000,
or about $500,000,000. That is not a very
large decrease, but it is as much of a
decrease as we can see any evidence of,
so far as all present appropriations have
proceeded.

Mr. President, that would mean a
total expenditure of $40,600,000,000, and
would leave a balance of $1,900,000,000.
This Congress has said that we should
apply at least $2,600,000,000 to the public
debt, and on the basis of the present out-
lock, and a fairly conservative estimate
of military expenditures—we do not know
how much of the money is to be spent
in the next 12 months—we have already
trenched upon the $2,600,000,000 which
should be set aside to reduce the na-
tional debt.

In addition to that, in all probability
we face an increase in the salaries of
Federal workers generally and of postal
workers, which may easily total four or
five hundred million dollars. Some of
the bills provide even more than that.

It seems to me that if we are really
to succeed in balancing the budget, $40,-
000,000,000 is an outside figure for ex-
penditure the coming year. I do not
think the taxpayers should bear a great-
er burden than $42,500,000,000. Their
burden is already great. Government ex-
penditures already take more than 25
percent of the national income, which
means people have to work more than 1
day in 4 for the Government, and only 3
days for themselves. The burden has
been somewhat relieved by the inflation
which has taken off the taxpayer the
burden of the increase and really passed
it on to the consumer in higher prices,
but when that stops the burden will be
so heavy as to discourage any further in-
vestment or inerease in production. I
think it is a burden beyond anything we
should stand. In order to meet our
promises, I believe very strongly we
should confine the expenditures of the
Government to not more than $40,000,-
000,000, which would leave $2,500,000,-
000 to apply on the public debt.

With special reference to the public
works program, I call the attention of
the Senate to the President’s budget,
page 1283, and ask that there be in-
corporated at this point in the REcorp
table No. 5, giving the Federal civil pub-
lic works expenditures by functions and
subfunctions,
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There being no objection, the table
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

TaBLE 5.—Federal civil public works expendi-
tures, by function and subfunction
[Fiscal years. In millions|

Ac- | Esti- | Esti-
Function tual, | mate, |mate,
17 1048 | 1049

Veterans' services and bencfits:
Veterans' hospitals, other serv-

, and administrative costs.. $54 | 8179 | $418
International affairs and finance:
Foreign relations. . ___..___.._.. 2 2 2
BOdintI welfare, health and secur-
Work reliefand direct relief__..__ 2 6 9
Promotion of publie health_____ 1 21 T4
Crime control and correction. .. 1 3 1
"I‘otal social welfare, health,
7L T 4 28 84
Houslng and eommunity facil-
Public I 376 T4 19
Provision of oommu.ulty {aeil-
ities 46 &0 58
Total, housing and ecom-
munity facilities.._.____. 423 124 w

Education and general research:
Edueational aid to special
groups O} 1 5

Aplcull:ure and agricultural re-

SOUTCes: t
Loans and investments to ald
I e s 194 302 822

@&gz;jurvauan and development
af agricultural land water : . 5

Total, agriculture and agrl-
cultural resources.._._____ 199 310 | 332

Nataral resnurloes not primarily
Conservation and development

of land and water resources_._| 324 51 781
Conservation and development

of mineral resources........... 6 10 10
Conservation and development

of fish and wildlife...______._. ® 11 M

m‘lﬂﬂal use of resouroes... . ] 10 15
Develop and 1 of
t Energy. 51 174 326

Total, natural resources. . 387 748
Tmnspormtion and communica-

Provismn of navigation aids
and facilities_ . ___.......__._. 100 147 183
Provision of highways.________ 238 433 614
Promotion of aviation, includ-
mif provision of airways and

sirporte . o 40 51 84
Postal service A e 1
Other services to mnspomtlon ....... 6 e 15

Total, transportation....... s 638 ki
General gOVernment.....coeeeaeax 10 8 13

Total, civil public works,

Eross
Adjustment to net expenditures
for corporations. ... ... 35 34 34

Tot.s] civil public works,
....................... 1,422

2,036

2,825

2,002

1 Less than $500,000.
Note. Figures do not necessarily sdd because of
rounding.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, this table
shows that in the year 1947 the Govern-
ment actually spent on civil public works
$1,422,000,000; that in the fiscal year 1948
it is expected the Government will spend
$2,002,000,000; that the estimate for 1949
contained in the budget, apart from any
increase Congress may make, is $2,825,-
000,000, or an increasse of $823,000,000
over the expenditures for the current
year.

Mr. President, I believe very strongly
that under present conditions there
should be no increase in public works;
that it is something which can be put
off. As I said yesterday, I do not think
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there is an economist, a left-wing econ-
omist, or a right-wing economist, or any
other kind of economist, who does not
accept the general theory that we should
let up on public works in time of boom,
in time when private activity is rampant,
and that we should save those expendi-
tures and pile them up when a depression
is threatened. That theory is accepted
by everyone I know of. It was accepted
by the last Republican President. Mr.
Hoover was very strong for the theory
of using public works as a balance to pri-
vate activity. It was accepted by Presi-
dent Roosevelt. It has been accepted by
President Truman. It is accepted I
think by all parties as a matter of prin-
ciple. I believe we should abide by that
general principle.

Some persons have said, “You were in
favor of a Government pay increase, and
also in favor of Federal aid to educa-
tion.” In the first place those expendi-
tures are small compared to what we are
doing in these other fields. In the sec-
ond place it seems to me that we have a
prior obligation to Federal employees to
see that their salaries are increased at
least as much over prewar as their cost
of living. I believe that is a prior obli-
gation to undertaking any public works.
It seems to me that we have an obliga-
tion in that case to a million or more
men and women to see that they receive
a reasonably decent living,

The same thing is true in the field of
education. If a million children per-
haps, who are not receiving any educa-
tion to speak of today, continue without
education, it will be lost and gone to
them forever. I believe again that
where we have that kind of a current
obligation it should come ahead of pub-

. lic works. I believe that in a budget of

the size of our country’s budget such in-
creases are reasonable increases. I do
not believe ths.t being in favor of in-
creases in salayies and aid to education
in any way mili tes against the position
of economy respecting every program,
After all, it is a question of weighing the
importance of different public expendi-
tures, but all of it, it seems to me, must
be included finally in a $40,000,000,000
expenditure budget, and if we are to
come within it it is necessary to have to
shave every single appropriation bill that
comes along, .

Therefore, Mr. President, I think it is
unfortunate that we have to make this
decision now when we do not have the
final report of the Bureau of the Budget
as to where we are finally going to land
in the way of governmental expenditures,
but we do have to proceed step by step.
I believe we will be far safer, I believe
we will adopt sound principles, I believe
we will keep our promises, if we vote to
recommit the bill to the committee and
reduce by $200,000,000 the civil public
works appropriation measure.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
wish to speak briefly on the bill, and
I speak as a member of the Senate Com-
mittee on Appropriations. The Senator
from Ohio today has made, as he usually
does, a very able argument, and certain-
ly there is ample room for an honest
difference of opinion as to what policy
we should perform in this regard.
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Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a moment?

Mr. ENOWLAND. I yield.

Mr. TAFT. I meant to say-that it is
not my desire or intention by what I
have said to reflect in any way on the ac-
tion of the committee. The committee
has a particular job to perform, just as a
particular job must be performed re-
specting each program that comes before
us. I am rather trying to suggest an
over-all policy for Congress. I have the
highest respect for the commifttee. I
know the difficulty the committee has
had in picking out particular projects
and rejecting others, and I do not want
what I have said to be in any way con-
sidered as a reflection on the details of
the bill or on the action of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I
merely wish to point out a few of the
problems that faced the Committee on
Appropriations, and also a few basic
policies of national import which I think
should be of interest to the Senate of the
United States.

In the first place, as we all understand,
but perhaps some of the public does not,
there is not a single item in the bill which
has not first run the gantlet of a con-
gressional authorization. Over a period
of years after consideration by the
proper Senate committee and the proper
House committee Congress has passed
authorization bills. Our authorizations
are far ahead of our appropriations. As
a matter of fact, if the Senate should
diligently try to for the next 10 years we
could probably not catch up with' the
authorizations which are ahead of us.

Mr. President, in addition to that there
is a further matter which should be kept
in mind. After a bill has been author-
ized, it is the duty of the Army engineers
to give careful scrutiny to the various
projects throughout the country, of both
a flood-control and a rivers and harbors
character, and then to make recom-
mendations to the President’s Director of
the Budget. The engineers have to deal
with this problem day in and day out.
They see the living examples of what
happens to an area which is subject to
floods. They see industry destroyed;
they see people made homeless; they see
livestock and land destroyed. Their job
is to help to fight the floods on the firing
line, if I may use that expression.

Mr. President, I regretted, I think
more than any other Member of this
body, to hear the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. REep] say yesterday that he had
lost confidence in the intelligence and
the integrity of the Army engineers, but
I am sure that on reflection he will find
it may have been something which was
said only in the heat of debate, because I
do not know a single agency of the Fed-
eral Government which over a long
period of years has given more faithful
service to the public and the Nation than
has the Corps of Army Engineers. I
know of no agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment which has been more free from
any partisan charge than has the Corps
of Army Engineers.
agency in the Government of the United
States which has more conscientiously
tried to reach proper decisions in regard

I know of no
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to the vast program with which it is
confronted.

The Senator from Kansas and some of
the other opponents of the pending bill
have questioned the emergency nature of
some of the projects contained in it, I
would certainly be the last individual to
stand on the floor of the Senate of the
United States and say that of the vast
number of projects included there are
not some which could be classed as hav-
ing a higher priority than others, but I
do say to the Senate that when a little
community on the Mississippi River or
on one of the other great river systems
of our Nation is faced with having its
homes destroyed, its livestock killed,
perhaps its families lost, to that com-
munity it is the greatest kind of emer-
gency. It is as great an emergency as
one facing us in international affairs.
Who are we to sit in the Senate of the
United States and say that when a com-
munity of 500 people or 1,000 people is
apt to be wiped off the face of the map,
that is not the greatest emergency which
such ‘a group of Americans have ever
been called upon to face?

I want to say to the able Senator from
Ohio, who I know is very conscientious in
all these matters which he discusses, that
as I have gone around the country, into
the valley of the Tennessee, into Ken-
tucky, into other States of the Union, I
have made a point of familiarizing my-
self insofar as I could with their various
problems and inspecting their flood-con-
trol projects. I was in the city of Louis-
ville not long ago. It is a great distance
from my own State of California, but in
company with the junior Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. CooreEr] and Army engi-
neers I went over their flood-control
project. I saw the vast industrial capac-
ity in that community which was in
danger of flooding. I saw where the
floodwaters at various times in the his-
tory of Louisville had destroyed property
and caused great loss to the economic
well-being of that area. I select that
merely as one of innumerable examples.
The committee in this instance has en-
deavored to plug the dike before there

re additional vast losses in that section
f the country.

To pick up my story, the Army engi-
neers use their best estimates as to what,
in their opinion, will be the most produc-
tive and most economical rate of con-
struction on these projects throughout
the Nation, and they send their recom-
mendations to the Director of the Budg-
et. What were those recommendations?
The Army engineers stated that in their
judgment, in the interest of protecting
the soil, the industry, and the economy
of the Nation, $874,441,600 should be
spent during the next fiscal year.

The next process is that the Director
of the Budget, representing the Presi-
dent of the United States, and having a
serious responsibility in the matter of
the expenditure of funds, scrutinizes and
screens the various recommendations of
the Army engineers. What was the
recommendation after such screening?
It was recommended that the Army engi-
neers’ figure of $874,441,600 be reduced
to $737,804,300. That is the second
process.
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What happens next? The recommen-
dations go to the House of Representa-
tives, which holds a long series of hear-
ings. Members of the House committee
exercise their judgment and discretion.
The House committee finally reported
the bill with a figure of $606,558,766. The
bill went from the House committee to
the floor of the House, and was con-
sidered by the House of Representatives.
After some minor changes, the bill was
passed and sent to this body. Under our
procedure, it went to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Mr. President, I have served in a State
legislative body, and I have been a Mem-
ber of this body for a little more than 3
years. I have never known a harder
working committee than the Committee
on Appropriations of the United States
Senate. It worked long hours, for days
on end, hearing the various witnesses—
not only Members of Congress, but every-
day citizens from the various communi-
ties, including farmers, businessmen,
mayors, boards of supervisors, and others
who have a vital interest in the entire
program.

After the hearings were closed the
evidence was examined, The committee
worked long hours, far into the night,
and finally prepared its report. Con-
trary to some of the implied charges, I
wish to say that I have never known a
committee whose work was so completely
free from any suggestion of logrolling
as is the work of the Senate Committee
on Appropriations. I can say without
fear of contradiction that every project
in this bill received as careful, honest,
and thoughtful consideration as possible,
whether the State was represented on
the committee or not. I think I can say
without fear of contradiction that if any-
thing, the members of the committee
lean over backward in order to make sure
that no charge of the nature which I
have described could ever be made or
implied on the floor of the Senate.

After going through this process, the
committee recommended a figure of
$737,804,300. This is under the estimates
by $29,217,634.

If the United States Senate sees fit to
sustain its Committee on Appropriations,
that does not end the matter because, as
we all know, the bill must go.to a confer-
ence between the Senate and the House.
Whether some persons recognize it or
not, we do have a two-house Congress;
and, consequently, when the bill reaches
conference there will be a process of give
and take as between the views of the two
Houses of Congress. So while the Sen-
ate's figure is almost $30,000,000 under
the budget estimate, which was approx-
imately $100,000,000 under the estimate
of the Army engineers, the practical
aspect of the situation is that when the
bill is finally enacted into law the figures
will be somewhere between the Senate
figure and the House figure.

The able Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Tart] has stated that since we have gone
along for 160 years, we can wait another
3, 4, 10, or 50 years if need he. He also
mentioned the question of national de-
fense. I submit that national defense
does not depend alone upon armies, na-
vies, or air forces. The economic well-
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being of the people is also an important
factor. I fully recognize the fact that, of
course, we wish to operate with a bal-
anced budget. In my judgment we shall
operate with a balanced budget if the
action of the full committee is approved.
I have just had taken from the United
Press ticker in the anteroom some late
figures from the Treasury Department,
showing Government expenses and re-
ceipts for the current fiscal year through
May 14, as compared with a year ago.
The comparison is as follows:
Government expenses and receipts for the
current fiscal year through May 14 com-
pared with a year ago

This year Last year
Expenses....... 330,793 833, 867. 87 | $34, 920, 861, 258. 27
Receipts. . ..... 38, 512, 038, 250, 04 | 36, 216, 477, 045. 14
Surplus___._... 7, 718, 204, 392.07 1,205, 61

6, 686. 87

4, 139, 385, 440, 16

257, 728, 056, 540. 83
20, 878, 077, 860. 83

Cash balance...| 5,027, 898, 003. 72
Public debt.__.| 252, 201, 407, 876. 30
Gold reserve...| 23, 235, 360, 449. 03

The able Senator from Ohio has made
some comment with regard to the ques-
tion of payment on the national debt. I
believe that no Member of this body has
had more interest in the gradual reduc-
tion of the Federal debt than has the
junior Senator from California. It was
my amendment a year ago which was
placed in the then pending resolution,
and which made it.a part of the policy
that each year we should reduce the debt
by at least two and a half billion dollars.
I invite the attention of Members of the
Senate to the fact that according to the
official Treasury figures which I have
Just read, this year we have already re-
duced the public debt by five and one-
half billion dollars, which in effect, is
more than a 2-year reduction at the
rate of two and a half billion dollars a
year.

Furthermore, Mr. President, in order
to get a proper perspective, I think we
should have some additional figures in
mind. From 1802 through 1948 the total
expenditures for rivers and harbors
amounted to $3,370,000,000. That was
for 146 years of our domestic economy,
in building our great harbors, developing
our great river systems, and our systems
of canals for the commerce and economy
of the Nation. In passing, Mr. President,
I merely mention the fact that that is
less, by some $400,000,000, than the
amount of the British loan.

It is true, of course, that the other day
the Senator from Kansas listed the ex-
penditures for rivers and harbors and
flood-control works by years, over a pe-
riod of 11 years. The chart he presented
at that time shows that for 11 years we
have expended for those two items $2,-
975,510,688, and that figure includes the
appropriation which is now under de-
bate. As a matter of fact, Mr. President,
just to give some comparisons so that we
may keep a proper perspective, let me
point out that for the 1ll-year period
those total approprations are $774,490,-
000 less than the British loan. Let us
consider the situation under the Euro-
pean recovery plan, a plan of tremen-
dous consequence to the general stability
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of the world. The Senate has approved
the ERP for an authorization, for the
year, of approximately $5,300,000,000,
although the appropriations themselves
have not yet been made. For 11 years we
have expended, or we propose to expend,
I repeat, on the flood-control and public-
works projects of this country, including
works on rivers and harbors, $2,975,5610,-
000.

Now let us consider some other figures,
One of the important reasons why the
Congress has had to increase appropria-
tions for the armed services has found
it necessary and desirable to lend a hand
for the rehabilitation of Europe is the
threat of aggression from the nation
which has endeavored to gather smaller
countries behind the Iron Curtain. Dur-
ing the fiscal year 1946, the United States
allowed in credits and grants to the
nations which are behind the Iron Cur-
tain, not in front of it, $853,000,000, and
$733,000,000 for the fiscal year 1947.
Both those amounts are larger than the
amount we propose for public-works ex-
penditures in the 48 States and the Ter-
ritories of the United States.

The Senator from Ohio mentioned the
fact that with limited supplies of build-
ing materials available and, to a certain
extent, with a limited supply of labor
available, a vast public-works program
would tend to compete for materials and
labor with the efforts to provide the
needed homes and housing facilities in
the United States. I agree that there
is considerable merit in the Senator’s
contention. However, I wish to point out
that it is not true that all these projects
by any means take away from the limited
supplies of materials, because in the
flood-control work, both on the rivers
and in connection with the building of
dams, a great many such projects largely
involve the moving of earth. Of course,
other materials are used; but not all by
any means, of the dams or other types of
construction requires steel and concrete,
It is true that they do require some labor;
but, again, the type of work that is done
in these vast public-construction pro-
grams and the type of equipment that
is used for them are not generally of the
type that can be used for the building of
homes.

I do not disagree with my able col-
league, the Senator from Ohio, when he
says that we should carefully scrutinize
public-works programs. Insofar as they
are monumental in character and in-
sofar as they mean the building of post
offices or other public buildings or similar
construction, I think the Senate and the
House of Representatives should very
carefully scrutinize those types of public
works, and should, except in cases of the
direst necessity, hold them over until a
period of time when there is not so much
demand for private construction. But I
wish to call to the attention of the Sen-
ate the fact that to a large degree this
public-works program is one of a con-
structive nature, one which will add to
the economic well-being and the eco-
nomic wealth of the Nation.

Certainly at a time when our farmers
are being called upon to supply more
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food to help feed a hungry world, it is
only common-sense prudence that inso-
far as possible we should try to keep down
soil erosion. At a time when industry
is asked to produce to the maximum
extent, not only to meet our own defense
requirements and increased domestic de-
mands but also to help rehabilitate the
war-torn world, we should do everything
possible to prevent the disastrous floods
which can shut down industry in a great
many areas. Certainly, in a period of
time when it is difficult to catch up with
the great housing needs of the country,
we should do everything possible to pre-
vent the flooding of homes and the de-
struction of homes by flood. I think
that is only common sense.

Moreover, Mr. President—and, again,
I do not wish to speak in a narrow sense,
but I make these points because I know
more about the problem in my own State
of California, so perhaps the Senate will
pardon me for making a few remarks
concerning it—I wish to point out that
in our State of California just a few
short weeks ago we had a very serious
shortage of electric power. Because of
the lack of rainfall and the lack of snow-
fall in the high Sierras, our State had
to go through an emergency brown-out
which became, in effect, a black-out
period. I can cite example after exam=-
ple of large industrial plants in the State
of California which had to go on a part-
time basis and still others which would
have had to be closed if the situation had
not been alleviated temporarily, at least.
All those plants were contributing to the
productive life of the Nation and were
supplying goods which are in short sup-
ply. To that extent, the keeping open
of plants of that character, by means of
an adequate supply of power, actually
contributes to the lessening of inflation-
ary dangers, because, although we may
talk as we will, the one cure for the in-
flationary pressures which come from
an expanded demand and a limited sup-
ply of goods is an increase in the pro-
ductivity of the Nation. In this bill there
are provisions for starting or continu-
ing—not only in the State of California,
but also in other States of the Union—
the construction of power projects which
will supply much-needed power not only
for rural electrification but also for the
industrial life of the Nation.

Mr. President, in addition to the proj-
ects contemplated by the bill being a
major contributing factor to the eco-
nomic well being of the Nation and to
the national defense in the respects I
have indicated, I want to call attention
to one other factor. We have had reports
from the Secretary of the Interior and
from national defense authorities that
the visible supply of oil in this country
is not as great as we need. Under those
circumstances the industry has been
asked by the Government to attempt to
develop undeveloped resources. I call
attention to the faet, Mr. President,
that we can save literally millions upon
millions of barrels of oil for the defense
needs of the Nation by the adequate and
rapid development of hydroelectric
power. In that way we shall save fuel
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and we shall contribute to the economic
life of the Nation.

Mr, President, at this time I ask to
have printed in the Recorp as a part of
my remarks a table showing the various
income and excess-profits taxes of cor-
porations, and the personal income taxes

in the various States of the Union paid
into the Federal Treasury. I insert the
table, for the general information of the
Senate and the country, to show that by
the development of the various States of
the Union and the promotion of their
well-being through public works projects,

Statement of internal revenue collections during the calendar year 1947
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and other things, we are actually adding
to the wealth of the Nation and to the
ability to support the Federal Govern-

ment.

There being no objection, the table
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,

as follows:

District and State

Corporation income taxes, 1047

Individual income taxes, 1047

Normal and Excess-profits Normal and Withheld on

surtaxes taxes Total surtaxes salaries and wages| Total
Alab $57,400,408,36 | §7,043,012.33 |  §64,542,420.60 | $80,774,477.90 | $70,612 211.16 |  $151, 386, 680. 15
Arizona. ey 0y 10, 131, 667. 48 708, 140, 11 10, 840, 807, 59 38, 357, T3L. 27 22, 480, 009, 55, 546, 741. 16
Arkansas ... 23, 342, 979. 96 1,611,120.72 |  24,054,100.68 | 50,143 30,17 | 22768, 549,19 72,911, 850, 36
First California. . 242,074,404.40 |  81,184,793.59 | 273,250,107.99 |- 445849,900.23 | 426,753, 60214 | 872,603, 502.87
Sixth California J| 178065 51264 | 36 276, 361 214,341,873.08 | 579,816, 955.06 | 456,552 070.46 | 1,036, 369,926, 12
Sta California) . i 420,130,017, (4 67, 461, 154. 93 457, 601, 071. 97 | 1, 025, 666, 945. 89 883, 306, 572, 60 1, 908, 973, 518, 40
T s 4067560835 | 8.808,475.07 | 5348413342 | ' $6,36L276.55 |  65,843.070.82 | 152 20525587
C jout z 111, 055, 001. 08 3,244,858, 58 | 114,209,850, 66 | 185,095, 477.51 | 206,305,524.53 | = 391, 401, 002 04
Del 165, 507, 417. 29 6, 653, 204. 19 172, 250, 711. 48 56, 951, 630. 72 58, 860, 258, 83 115, 812, 189, 55
Florida gt 4, 425, 315, 17 6, 879, 601, 42 71, 304, 916. 59 167, 197, 972. 35 89, 322, 086, 91 256, 520, 059. 26
Georgia. 95 632,180.16 |  12.476,234.67 | 108,108, 423.83 | 1220892, 663,23 | 100,712,738.78 | 223, 605, 402 01
Hawail 17, 006, 64. 89 4, 532, 039,19 1,530, 504.03 | 84,500, 566,04 | 8, 886,092, 16 73, 387, 558, 20
Tdaho : 11,999, 111,18 371,250,094 |  12,370,371.12 | 20 404,608,04 | 19, 601,760, 00 49, 006, 437. 04
First Hlinois_ . 762, 760, 609. 16 T2 927, 052. 43 ", 751 59 676,137, B41, 62 910, 426, 784. B8 1, 486, 564, 626, 50
Eighth Hiinois. 69, 150, 347. 48 7,832,333.10 |  77,012,630.58 | 143,175 318.03 | 92 560,026.46 | 235,744,344, 49
(State of Illinois) .. 831,041, 046,64 | 80,750,385.53 | 012,700,432.17 | 719,313, 150.65 | 1,002,905,811.34 | 1, 722,308, 970.99
Indisna. 129,701,875, 91 | 16,445,530 44 | 146,147,906.35 | 215,422 681,11 | '185,253,324.24 | 400,676, 305.35
Towa 63, 151, 008, 24 5,307, 165, 80 2458,160.14 | 157,208, 584.34 |  82,190,820.24 | . 239,450, 413.58
< 62, 378, 603. 82 4,382.804.00 | 66,761,497.91 | 112,662,760.35 | 63,930,933 40 | 176, 602,702.75
Centucky I 76,410,5%.18 3, 430, 122. 97 1840,640.15 | 01,117,163.78 | 70,403, 442.40 | 161,520, 606.18
i 79, 974, 573, 60 7,177, 30130 V151,875.05 |  09/136,988.83 |  71,521,176.28 | 170,648, 115.11
T R TR 32, 982, B18. 44 2,885,040.38 | 35 867,667.82 | 3572569607 | 33,769,708, 05 60, 495, 459, 72
Maryland (ineiading District of COIGMBIS) - --o-o-oooiooorions| 126,164,606.12 |  11,381,147.13 |  135,545,753.25 |  230,451,067.70 |  425,753,405.23 | 665, 205, 372. 68
Massachusetts. 285,376,751.90 |  34,770,588.06 | 320,147,330.06 | 364,261,348.00 | 413,306,216.00 | 777,657, 564,00
Michigan_ 327,431, 245.98 |  24)864,003.22 | 352,296,230.20 | 344,240,434.20 | 608,624, 570,46 | 952865, 004, 68
Minnesota 149, 726, 081, 24 18, 744, 076. 73 166, 470, 157. 97 168,017, 273. 97 176, 354, 693. 83 333, 371, 967. 80
Mississipp 20,300, 114, 08 2,345,481, 83 | 22,654,696.81 |  41,778,206.46 | 21, 652, 614, 58 63, 330, 821, 04
t Missouri. . | 178,483,180.33 | 19,544,724.36 | 198,027,904.60 | 134,853,153.46 | 185, 527,779.55 | 320, 380,933, 01
Bieth Mussoui 86, 723, 966. 34 §,373,608.3L |  05,007,574.85 | 87,475, 917.51 | 84,111,275,58 | 171,587, 193.0
(State of Missouri) 265,207, 146.67 | 27,018,332,67 | 203,125,470.34 | 222, 20,070.07 | 260,639,055.13 | 491,968, 126.10
t Tl 12sgane 362,356.15 | 12,71,793.01 | 32,518,590.02 | 17, 717,240.07 50, 235, £30, 09
Nebrasks, 45,162,825, 20 1,835, 749.47 |  46,908,577.67 |  £8,460,764.82 |  63,390,406.02 | . 151,851, 170. 84
e R e T g S A R 5, 691, 376.33 132, 077.81 5,825,456, 14 | 18,072, 045.44 | 10, 944, 055. 63 29, 917, 001, 07
ﬁwnmpgﬁm_ 57 20, 153, 636. 03 2,200,327.20 |  22,452,063.32 |  22,056,042.32 | 27,763, 589.96 50, 719, 632. 28
First New Jerse; 48, 705, 023. 99 5, 745, 171. 56 54, 510, 200. 55 0, 636, 250. 88 66, 442, 940, 44 138, 070, 200, 32
Fifth New Jersey 231,400,3%3.10 | 19,179, 608.21 | 250,579, 001.40 | 239,052 583.82 | 257,579,446.64 | 526,632, 030. 46
(State of New Jersey).. 280, 165, 412, 18 24,024,770.77 |  805,000,19L. 05 | 308, 688,824.70 | 354,022, 306. 08 662, 711, 230. 78
ow Mesxi 4, 949, 243.61 201, 792, 40 5,241,086.01 | 24,410,053.66 | 13,202, 425.55 37, 711, 450, 21
First New York 118,742, 555.01 | 18, 056,085.25 | 137,609,241.16 | 277,300,063, 11 | 218,966,678, 72 | 406, 267, 541 53
Second New York. 764,740, 147.27 | 43,064,820.13 | 807,813,967.40 | 436,687,875.53 | 639,556, 446.08 | 1,076, 244, 325. 61
Third New York 903, 574, 402.00 | 186,317, 437.20 | 1,089,501,920.20 | 48350, 047.52 | 947, 551, 506,95 | 1,435, 002, 544.47
Fourteenth New York 73, 167, 054. 05 4,770,571.46 |  77,937,626.41 | 153,545, 925.17 | 104638, 600.23 | - 348, 187, 615. 40
PWENEYASt NOW YOIK. . ooosrnmeommsoomimoomnnesemm e ssmommeen 62,345, 913. 05 4,756,305.80 |  67,102,308.94 | 55,722,504.78'|  85,511,398.30 | 141,233 963.08
"‘wenty-et.ghm New York. 119, 407, 331. 64 14,819,342, 52 | 134,226, 674.16 | 112,424,109.35 | 159,427, 307. 91 271,851, 417. 26
(State of New York) 2,041, 596,404.82 | 272,685, 252.45 | 2,314, 671, T47.27 | 1,524,035, 388.46 | 2,245,662, 019.00 | 3,760, 687, 407.55
oeth Caroling.._. 165 184,998.31 | 13,006, 146.50 | 178,191, 144.81 | 121,945, 151 61 446, 550.28 | 226, 391, 701. 89
North Dakota 5,437,560.46 | - 205,054.42 5,643,513.88 |  31,664,817.30 | 10,051, 890, 85 41, 716, 198, 15
Fli.l'st Ohio_. 151, 230, 809, 48 13, 958, 765, 43 165, 189, 574. 91 130, 614, 783, 18 157, 063, 347. 61 287, 130, 69
Tenth Ohio Ny 76, 462 122. 65 2717,175.30 |  79,179,208.04 | 66,579,284 46 | 85 503,618.86 | 152 473, 203 32
Eleventh Ohio 47, 667, 400. 00 BOT7,76L.91 | 5274517100 |  53,923,893.93 |  67,683,507.89 | 126, 607, 401,82
Eighteenth Ohio. 663, 045.21 |  83,204,582.08 | 973,062 627.89 | 207,289, 416.04 | 359, 536,785.70 | 506,826, 201.83
(8tate of Ohio) 616,028,386, 48 |  55048,285.41 | 671,076,07L.84 | 463,707, 377.61 | 699,877, 560.05 | 1,163, 584, 927. 66
Oklsh 66, 985, 053, 18 8,270,075.35 | 70,255 158.53 |  80,349,007.47 | 74,484, 107.40 | 154 833, 204 87
Oregon .| 48,589, 487. 35 5, 520, 304. 51 54,100, T9L.86 | 111,459, 748, 00 90, 967, 150. 75 202, 426, 898. 84
First Pennsylvania 241,351, 414.50 |  65601,938.39 | 307,043,352.80 | 365,776,767.07 | 451,147,190.30 | 819,923,957, 45
Pelith Pennsylvania. _ 54, 014, 500, 16 2045, 581,13 | 56,000,000.20 [  51,715,079.71 | 92,604 53434 | 144, 409, 614. 05

Twenty-third Pennsylvania 198 506,988.00 | 11,524, 866.35 |  210,031,855.25 | 200,169, 199.65 | 329, 307, 001, 03 » 476,
(State of Pennsylvania) 403,872,012.56 |  80,162,385.87 |  674,085,298.43 | 617, 661,046.43 | 876,148,725.76 | 1,493,800,772.19
Rhode Island X 69, 660, 547. 65 5,907,037.89 | 75,667, 085.54 |  56,846,862.90 |  63,754,032.91 | 120, 601, 785 81
Bouth C: || 68 147,656.48 7,648, 427, 91 76,796,084.89 | 46,887, 447, 01 41, 402, 455,47 88, 370, 903, 38
South Dakota 052, 778. 436, 330, 98 6,480, 118.63 |  30,910,600,51 | 11,038, 461. 44 41, 949, 151, 95
Tennessee 84, 920, 069. 55 5,832,800.92 | 00,752, 870.47 | 113,821, 646.01 | 88, 571, 002, 06 392, 64807

First Texas 136, 150, 950. 71 7,800,080, 10 | 144,020,089, 81 | _216,105,620.63 | 138, 463, 904, 7 569,
Becond Texas 96, 545, 716, 42 7,586,445, 46 | 104,152,164, 88 |  199,650,690.40 | 119,443, 772.71 | 19,124, 469,11
(State of Texas)....... 232,705,667.13 |  15,446,537.56 | 248,152,204.60 | 415,786,317.23 | 257,007,677.68 | 673,603, 904.01

tah 16, 852, 384. 32 911, 955, 18 17, 764, 339. 50 23,051 640, ﬂo 27,471,354, 32 B0,

Vermont. 8, 767, 264. 50 678, 674, 48 9, 347, 839,07 %l 902, 27,%, 867 49

Virginia S 105800 004 04 8,011,895, 34 | 113, 521, 800. 28 112, i zs 116, 640, 293. 229 337,
A 85 572,827.04 | 12/649,056.17 | 98, 221,884, 11 167, 618, 486.95 | 329, 55, 929. 51
West Virginia. 50, 928, 307. 46 2671,804.47 | 53, 600, 201.93 wl.mus 634, 115, 685, 949, 36
Wisconsi 162,616, 576,50 |  18,476,254.78 | 181,092, 831.37 | 161,130,776.07 | 202,053,005.30 | 364,083 781.37
Wyoming 4,124, 314. 69 92, 395, 82 4, 218, 710, 51 16,821, 202. 38 8, 561, 234. 02 25, 482, 436. 40
Total 8,177,977,170.95 | 891,508, 737. 39 | 9,060, 575,908, 34 | 9,320, 714, 581. 06 (10, 654, 450, 200, 40 | 10, 981,173, 78, 45




Statement of internal revenue collections during the calendar year 1947—Continued
Total, all income taxes o e o R 00 L Grand total, all sources
District and State

1946 147 147 1047 1946 1947
lab . $107, 005, 884. 46 | $215, 620, 100. 84 31‘3, 8‘24. 120, 58 $10, 799, 208,11 |  $232, 010, 468. 70 $255, 552, 528, 53
‘Arizona 404, 381, 06 66, 637, 848, 75 7,430,189, 64 3, 803, 995. 07 71, 703, 703. 25 78, 020, 733, 46
Arl 410,25 97, 865, 990, 04 10, 629, 153, 80 6,039, 365,85 | 100,036, 677, 41 114, 534, 509. 10
First California. __ 1,167,290, 783. 17 | 1,145,862,790.96 | 272, 428,651.87 |  84,045,472.04 | 1,545,133, 117,40 | 1, 503,236, 915.17
Sixth California 1,312, 155, 386. 41 | 1, 250, 711, 800. 10 223, 088, 063. 75 72,410, 431. 37 | 1,626, 916, 946. 34 | 1, 546, 220, 295, 22
(State of California) 2,479, 446, 160. 58 | 2,396, 574, 500,46 | 405, 526,715.62 | 157, 355,004, 81 | 3,172,050,003. 74 | 8,049,457, 210,30
Colorado. .. -ovevnenann 191,305, 450.06 | 205, 639, 389, 20 306, 235. 45 14,730,409, 59 | 252, 116, 384, 16 268, 726, 034, 33
Connecticut. oo oo oo 532, 060, 085. 92 805, 700, 861. 70 89, 602, 829, 57 41, 518, 204. 94 643, 568. 524, 15 36, 821, 866, 21
Delaware_ .. 319, 150, 404, 56 | 288, 062, 901. 03 10), 834, 888, 80 10,910,804, 25 | 838, 804, 345. 43 309, 808, 684, 11
Florida J| 823,624, 802.02 | 327,824,075.85 62,812, 021. 72 18, 770, 80, 73 198, 563, 71 409, 407, 878, 30
Georgia. . 323,312, 030.84 | 331, 713, 825, 84 63, 987, 703, 15 24,553,315, 67 | 407,819, 840, 00 420, 254, 844, 66
Hanralic L L= . 106, 771, 190, 38 04, 927, 062, 28 10, 733, 956. 4,412, 720, 27 123, 984, 656. 01 110, 073, 739.07
Idaho 49, 854, 079. 76 61, 376, 808. 16 5,940, 423. 22 , 797, 277. 22 , 065, 541, 63 71, 114, 508, 60
First Mlinals. 2,256,126, 893,90 | 2,322,252, 378,00 | 405, 522.666.36 | 210,480, 250, 72 | 2,819,022, 821.31 | 2,988, 255, 205,17
Eighth Ilinois. ... 275,717, 364,45 | 312,757,025.07 | 275, 950, 390, 10 17, 026, 872. 86 200, 996, 77 605, 743, 288, 03
(State of Illinois) 2, 531, 844, 258. 35 | 2, 635, 009, 403. 16 81, 482, 056, 46 227, 507, 123, 58 | 3,355, 132, R18. 08 , 543, 008, 583. 20
Indiana i 516, 678, 043. 02 546, 824, 211. 70 365, 308, 761 70 34, 002, 075. 25 808, 520, 860, 55 , 315, 048, 65
Towa._ ... A 256, 514, (M5. 56 807, 917, 582,72 39, 411, 035. 65 16, 111, 039. 21 3825, 334, 267. 84 363, 430, 657, 58
Kansas 282 303 010,63 | 243, 364, 200.66 85, 542, 885. 24 25, 765, 326, 79 ,520,032.00 | 354, 672, 412, 60
Kentucky’ 241,039, 060,99 |  241,361,255.33 | 484, 434, 841.91 23,016,200.16 | T 509, 08 749, 712, 306, 40
Louisiana. ... _o..C 246, 047, 243. 05 809, 990, 16 70, 281, 671. 49 15, 754, 213. 41 324, 150, 546. 96 343, 845, 875. 06
Maine. . 110,084, 395,49 | 105, 363, 157, 54 9, 761, 767. 81 8, 754,336, 83 | 127, 857, 664. 58 123, 879, 261. 68
Maryland (inciuding District of 855,101, 440.80 | 800,751,126, 18 | 264, 415, 904. 83 66, 413, 901 20 | 1,201, 375,107. 33 | 1,181, 580, 03221
Massachusetts. ... 1, 098, 258, 039. 82 | 1, 097, 804, 903, 96 172,791, 049, 33 75, 070, 703. 44 | 1, 353, 660, 028, B5 | 1, 345, 666, 656. 73
Michigan_ . ) 1,305, 302, 652. 90 | 1 151, 243. 86 508, 005, 553. 04 112,749, 449. 72 | 1,705, 135, 577. 60 | 1,925, 906, 246. 62
M ta. o 446,927, 486,47 | 499,842,125.77 | 100, 810, 471, 92 50, 461, 452, 62 | 571, 292, 019, 91 651, 114, 050, 31
Mississippi. o] 79,412, 258, 45 85, 985, 417. 83 9, 360, 481. 10 5,938, 124.12 04, 114, 210, 47 101, 203, 023, 16
First Missouri. _ —-.| ©584,996,871.80 | 518, 408, 837.70 | 144,248,153, 20 54,656,174.31 | 761,199, 517,95 717, 313, 165, 21
Bixth Missouri....... 246, 506, 983, 97 206, 684, 767. 74 39, 642, 607, 05 17, 310, 605. 20 256, 400. 59 323, 637, 980, 08
(State of Missouri) ---| 831,503, 855.77 785, 093, 605. 44 183, 800, 760. 25 71, 966, 779. 60 | 1, 083, 456, 008. 54 | 1, 040, 951, 145. 29
Montana 51,148,720.96 | 62, 947, 624.00 8, 270, 548, 42 956, 303, 88 60, 269, 256, 66 74, 174, 476. 30
Nebraska. 188, 827, 986, 48 198, 840, 748, 51 80, 574, 121. 89 24, 639, 538. 28 288, 486, 46, 88 304, 063, 408, 68
Nevada....__. , 334, 468, 75 35, 740, 455. 21 5,344, 115. 63 1, 562, 984. 43 41, 431, 615. 57 42, 647, 555. 27
New Hampshire 62, 354, 428, 82 73,172, 595. 60 7, 304, 532. 40 5,320, 641. 63 75, 357, 084, 81 85, 887, 760, 63
First New Jersey 191, 425, 858.19 190, 589, 400. 87 56, 794, 907. 73 11, 449, 133. 42 231,128,127, 34 258, 833, 442,02
Fifth New Jersey....._.. 741,101, 521,67 |  777,212,021.86 | 176, 756, 213.87 40,870,122.42 |  957,211,012.60 | 1,003, 838, 358.15
(State of New Jersey). 527, 379. 86 967, 801, 422.73 233, 551, 121. 60 61,319, 255.84 | 1,188,339, 130.94 | 1, 3&2, 671, 800.17
New Mexico. . ...... 37, 476, 308. 46 42,952, 516. 22 4, 015, 390, 04 2,411,072, 44 46, 405, 076, 53 50, 278, 979, 60
First New York JE 649, 938, 845,15 633, 066, 782. 99 123,035, 113. 32 37, 362, 632. 12 807, 680, 084, 32 704, 364, 528. 43
Second New York__ ... 1, 993, 860, 606. 54 | 1, 884, 058, 202,91 365, 716, 771, 67 99, 846, 276. 08 , 764, 830.30 | 2,349,621, 341. 56
Third New York.____ 2, 533,200, 596. 80 | 2, 525,794.473.67 | 464,335,501, 92 | 202 150, 842,29 | 8,112 361,847.19 | 8,102, 250, 817. 88
Fourteenth New York. ... 508, 912, 770. 68 426,125, 241. 81 89, 2?9. 177.02 34. 711,436, 79 623, 923, 184, 550, 115, 855. 62
Twenty-first New York_ _____ 185, 955, 580. 62 208, 336, 272. 02 35, 150, 366. 75 15, {38 380, 43 229, 348, 719, 46 258, 925, (025, 20
Twenty-eighth New York._ 416,528,634, 94 | 406, 078,001.42 | 89, 206, 171. 48 539, 314.01 | 520,308, 794.82 | 522, 823, 576,91
(State of New York).. 6, 288, 485, 034. 73 | 6, 084, 359, 154. 82 | 1, 166, 723, 102. 16 417, 048, 888, 62 | 7, 730, 385, 069, 45 | 7, 668, 131, 145, 60
North Carpling. ... -.c-co.-- 348, 105, 865. 50 404, 582, 846. 70 , 937, 384. 14 32,005, 782. 78 | 1,136, 101, 740.96 | 1, 228 616, 013, 62
North Dakota...... 40, 885, 889, 45 47,350, 712. 03 3, 461, 099, 51 1, 668, 519, 43 45, 653, 088, 60 52, 480, 330, 07
First Ohio. . ..._._ o] 424,485,121, 14 452, 867, 705, 60 185, 400, 308, 37 27, 210, 767..68 629, 858, 779, 30 605, 568, 781. 65
Tenth Ohio._. 247,621, 602.19 | 231,652, 501. 36 42, 388, 647, 98 16, 416,365, 74 | 208, 200, 650, 52 200, 457, 515. 08
Eleventh Ohio_ 163, 035,367.98 | 179, 352, 572. 82 23, 361, 512. 96 11,059, 915. 74 | 193, 364, 077. 13 214, 674, 001, 52
Eighteenth Ohio__ 901, 373, 222.10 788, 72 5 T95.37 91, 078, 179. 58 | 1, 290, 437, 52 , 308, 641, 804. 67
(State of Ohio).. 1, aza, 495,403, 41 | 1,834, 661, 600,50 | 498,015, 264.68 | 146, 665, 228. 74 | 2, 411,951, 205. 47 | 2,479, 342, 102. 92
Oklah 08, 550, 464. 62 , 088, 363. 40 77,077, 941. 28 14,000,320.96 | 282, 088, 182, 81 317, 066, 625, 64
Oregon 227.?20.43901 256, 536, 690. 70 21, 342, 836. 60 16, 550, 710, 94 203, 348, 931. 86 430, 238, 24
First Pennsylvania. ... 1,131, 615, 785.31 | 1,126,067,310.35 | 361, 418, 555.32 | 129,858, 276. 10 | 1,728,176, 548.34 | 1, s:s, 244, 141,77
Twelfth Pennsylvania.. .. 199, 360, 081. 64 | 201, 369, 704. 34 348, 798, 71 22,977, 245.75 | ' 252, 428, 758,33 256, 995, 748, 80
Twenty-third Pennsylvania. 737,864,410.05 | 730, 508, 055.93 | 254,758, 812.44 72, 645, 437. 83 | 1,049, 607, 016,07 | 1,066, 912, 306, 20
(State of Pennsylvania) 2,068, 840, 286,00 | 2, 067, 845, 070. 62 | 640, 526,106.47 | 224,780, 950. 68 | 3,030, 202, 322.74 | 2, 042, 152, 196. 77
Rhode Island. 177,307, 770.61 | 196, 169, 371. 35 20, 405, 691, 92 11,266, 282.35 | 207, 635, 588, 80 227, 841, 345. 2

South Carolina._..._._... 151, 513, 621. 71 164, 175, 987, 77 10, 910, 874, 45 10, 305, 381, 15 170, 513, 356. 03 185, 302, 243

South Dakota 39, 010, 331. 15 48, 270. 58 5, 835, 593. 90 , 937, 682, 44, 6. 20 56, 211, 556.
T 264, 626, 063. 05 203, 145, 527. 54 34, 449, 401, 23 0286, 577. 06 816, 515, 542, 14 349, 621, 505, 83
First Texas_...... 457, 729, 322. 98 408, 580, 565, 61 72,094, 749, 93 35, 204, 335,12 558, 929, 240, 57 605, BBS, 650. 66
Becond Texas. ... 390, 415, 045. 90 423, 256, 633. 99 69, 809, 31, 888, 90 480, 831, 220.13 524, 652, 103. 62
(State of Texas)_ 854, 144, 308. 88 021, 846, 199. 60 141, 904, 330. 66 66, 790, 224. 02 | 1,048, 760, 400. 70 | 1,130, 540, 754. 28
Utah 64, 461, 254. 46 68, 287, 334, 42 13, 111, 986. 50 5, 220, 867. 17 80, 956, 386. 49 86, 620, 188. 09
Vermont.. 34, 330, 003, 97 37, 053, 706, 56 4, 448, 806. 57 3, 685, 850. 66 43, 899, 551. 36 45, 188, 372. 79
Virginia e 347, 302, 963. 07 843, 150, 566. 80 344, 602, 789, 71 35 597, 511. 73 731 502. 097.74 723, 350, 868, 24
Washington_ ... ---| 423,702 890. 28 427, 780, 813. 62 = 51, 530, 572. 02 24, 379, 518, 66 499. 503, 306. 67 503, 690 9. 30
West Virginia 2 -| 158, 297, 169, 286, 151, ﬁ) 189, 621, 934, 31 14, 581. 04 189, 078, 540. 16 202, 996, 666. 64
Wi in 6186, 440, 576. 09 545, 176, 612. 74 144, 573, 471,13 36, 521, 457. 20 770, 361, 120. 04 726, 271, 541. 07
Wyomi 019, 335. 24 29, 701, 146. 91 3, 840, 978. 08 1, 459, 064. 36 30, 017, 014. 06 35, 011, 089, 35
Total ¥ 28, 930, 169, 418. 23 |20, 050, 749, 786. 79 | B, 144, 612, 534. 09 | 2, 225, 483, 125, 31 |38, 640, 057, 860, 84 | 39, 420, 845, 446,19

Note.—Tax reoelrts are reported by internal revenue collection districts, but such figures are not entirely indicative of the Federal tax burden of the respective States since the

taxes may be eventually borne by persons in other States.
of Columbia, and the
close of the fiscal year.

are included in the miscellaneous internal revenue figure above,

ashingwn district includes the Territory of Alaska.
Internal revenue receipts deposited by postmasters from the sale of

Separate

Collection districts are all contained within State boundaries, except that the Maryland district includes the District
ﬂﬁures for Alaska and the Distriet of Columbia are only reported to the Bureau at the
ocumentary stamps and by customs eol]cctors from the excise tax on imported liquors

- Mr. ENOWLAND. The able Senator
from Ohio also mentioned the fact that
there were other appropriations, and in
order to avert any criticism for his own
stand on the question of public education

and other things, he made certain men-
tion of that. I supported the able Sena-
tor from Ohio both in the case of the
housing legislation and education legis-
lation, for the simple reason, Mr, Presi-

dent, that I believe the greatest wealth
the Nation has is in its men and women
and in its children who are coming along
and who will have to carry the burdens
of Government. In considering national
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defense, Mr. President, I think we have
to take all these things into considera-
tion—the human resources and the nat-
ural resources of the Nation.

I do not look upon the exXpenditures
covered by the pending bill as the Sena-
tor from Kansas apparently did, as mere-
1y pork-barrel appropriations. It is easy
to make that kind of charge, but we re-
quested him—at least one of my col-
leagues, I believe, the Senator from Ore-
gon requested him—yesterday to give a
bill of particulars and to outline the
particular projects he considers to be
pork in this bill. I defy him to narhe
any such projects in the bill as reported
to the Senate.

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

Mr. KNOWLAND. Iyield tothe Sena-
tor from Florida,

Mr. PEPPER. To the contrary, is
there any project in the bill that does
not have the approval of the Corps of
Engineers?

Mr. KNOWLAND. There is no project
in the bill, that I can recall—and I think
I am not making a mistake—that has not
had the approval of the Army engineers.
There are few, if any—there are a few—
that have not run the gantlet of the Bu-
reau of the Budget. On top of that I
believe each and every one of them has
run the gantlet of prior congressional
approval in an authorization bill,

Mr. PEPPER. Isit the practice oris it
one of the standards of the Army engi-
neers that they do not approve projects
and report them to the Congress, unless
there is economic justification for the
projects; that is to say, unless the bene-
fits to be derived will exceed expenditures
made in the completion of the projects?

Mr. ENOWLAND, The able Senator
from Florida is correct.

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

Mr. ENOWLAND. I yield to the
Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. REVERCOMB. It has been
brought out in the colloquy very clearly
that the Army engineers have approved
each of these projects. As a matter of
faet, each one of them contained in the
bill has had prior congressional authori-
zation, has it not?

Mr. ENOWLAND. The Senator is
correct.

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

Mr. KENOWLAND. I yield to the
Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I have
been listening to the remarks of the
junior Senator from California and I
have been greatly impressed. The
hydroeleciric and flood-control projects

" he mentions are really developing new
frontiers in this era of power. I com=-
mend the Senator for his able remarks.
I regret that I must leave to attend a
committee session and shall therefore be
unable to listen to the remainder of the
Senator’s statement.

Mr. ENOWLAND. I thank the Sena-
tor from Minnesota. y

Mr. President, I have already detained
the Senate longer than I had intended,
but I felt that some statements had been
made on the floor which, in fairness to
the Army engineers, and in fairness to
the Committee on Appropriations and
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the subcommittee, led by the very able

Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GUR-

nEY] should be clarified before a vote

is had on the motion of the Senator from

Kansas.

I wish to read into the record at this
point, Mr. President, a copy of a resolu-
tion adopted by the Western Governors’
Conference, held in the city of Sacra-
mento, the capital of California, on April
23, 1948, Tt is as follows:

RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE WESTERN GOVER-
NORS' CONFERENCE, SACRAMENTO, CALIF,,
APRIL 23, 1948
Whereas a serlous shortage of power seri-

ously threatens the continued industrial and

agricultural expansion of the Western States;
and

Whereas fuel resources must be carefully
conserved; and

‘Whereas western hydroelectric, reclama-
tion, flood control, and other multiple-pur-
pose projects must be expanded and devel-
oped in a systematic and comprehensive way
to meet production requirements, conserve
fuels, and to protect the economy of the
West; and

Whereas soil conservation is vital to the
economic well-being of the Western States:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Western Governors’
Conference urge upon Congress the enact-
ment of appropriations in amounts sufficient
to facilitate systematic, prompt, and com-
prehensive development of western projects
for purposes of the development of hydro-
electric power, reclamation, flood control,
soll conservation, and other purposes; and
be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted to the President of the United
States, the House and Senate Appropriations
Committees, and the congressional delega-
tions from the Western States.

I might add for the information of the
Senate that the Governors attending the
conference approving the resolution were
Governors Ford, of Montana; Robins, of
Idaho; Maw, of Utah; Hall, of Oregon;
Pittman, of Nevada; and Warren, of
California.

I merely wish to say in conclusion, Mr.
President, that I cannot pretend to speak
for any other section of the country. I
have tried, in my service in the Senate,
not to be sectional in any degree. I have
supported the development of the great
Tennessee Valley area under the TVA, I
supported the flood-control projects in
the Mississippi Valley because I believed
they were necessary for the economic de-
velopment of that region. I supported
the able Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLeY] in his move to develop the great
St. Lawrence seaway project, which was
considered by the Senate not long ago
and which one of the minority members
of the Senate Appropriations Committee
was urging the Senate of the United
States to adopt. I have done these
things, Mr. President, because I felt the
projects were capital expenditures in the
development of a greatly expanding
American economy which would bring
an ever-increasing standard of living to
the American people. I feel that, re-
gardless of what other sections of the
country may do, the eyes of the West are
on the Senate of the United States.

RECORD OF SECOND BESSION OF THE
EIGHTIETH CONGRESS—ARTICLE FROM
THE WASHINGTON DAILY NEWS

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield temporarily to permit
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me to make an insertion in the REecorbp,
to come at the end of his remarks?

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there be printed
i’ the REcorp at the conclusion of the
remarks of the Senator from California
an article from the Washington Daily
News dealing with the record of the Con-
gress in the present session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The article was ordered to be printed
in the REecorp, as follows:

Here's how the record of the Eightieth Con-
gress, second session, will loock when it's com-
pleted a month from now:

Stalin was responsible for most of what
was done: European recovery program, 7T0-
group Air Force, other increased arms spend-
ing, limited draft, Mundt bill (If it passes).

On the domestic front, the record is prac-
tically blank except for tax reduction.

House Republican leaders will continue to
sit on Taft-Ellender-Wagner housing and
Federal-ald-for-education bills.

Last year we told you, Republican leaders
were telling committee chairmen to keep
bills bottled up during first session, pass ones
that would be popular with voters just be-
fore election. But theyTe keeping them
bottled up this year, too. Instead of broad-
ening soclal security they've reduced 1its
scope.

Minimum wage, about which there was
much talk, has not been raised, won't be.
It's still 40 cents.

There'll be no civil-rights legislation. Re-
publicans will make noise about antilynch-
ing in the closing days, rely on southern fili-
buster to kifll 1t. That's now standard pro-
cedure.

Reciprocal Trade Act will be extended for
1 year only, but with crippling amend-
ments. Modifled rent control has been ex-
tended; farm price support will be. Re-
publicans are anxious to make as few en-
emies as possible; hope jokers in reciprocal
trade won't be detected. And they're put-
ting off fight on appointments to Atomic
Energy Commission,

There's been no national health legisla-
tion. Republicans hope everyone forgets
their inflation controls of special session.
They aren't working. They'll study better
controls, they say.

Congress isn't even coming close to saving
$2,000,000,000 it planned to trim from
budget. It's just passed deficlency appro-
priation to make up for savings last year
on tax refunds which were guarter of billion
bigger than the $800,000,000 Republicans
boasted of saving.

Closing days may see Congress overriding
Truman vetoes to give to States wvast oil
reserves in sea, exempt railroads from anti-
trust laws,

Fate of margarine tax repeal bill is in
doubt. If Tarr goes to bat it has a chance.

DESIGNATION OF MAY 80 AS DAY FOR
NATION-WIDE PEACE PRAYERS

Mr. WHERRY obtained the floor.

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

Mr. WHERRY. 1 yield to the Senator
from Michigan.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, on
Sunday, May 16, Carl M. Saunders, editor
of the Jackson City Patriot, Jackson,
Mich., published an editorial in that
newspaper entitled “Suppose All Amer-
ica Prayed for Peace.” The editorial
struck me so forcibly that I ask that it
be printed in the Recorp as a part of
my remarks.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REconp,
as follows: :

i _
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SUFPOSE ALL AMERICA PRAYED FOR PEACE

The United States 1s generally classified as
a Christian nation.

If that means anything at all, it means
that the vast majority of our people accept
the basic tenets of the Christian faith. Be-
yond that there is a large minority of Amerl-
cans who worship in the Hebrew {faith.
Both Christian and Hebrew believe In God
as the maker of heaven and earth.

Yet as a natlon we seem utterly unaware
of God or of his place in the making of
history.

As individuals many Americans worship.
Many pray to God daily or more often.

Why, then, should not America pray as a
nation in a time when as a Nation we are
in dire need of help and guldance?

We do have 1 day in the year supposedly
dedicated to thanksgiving, when we as a
people are expected to offer thanks to the
Supreme Being for the blessings showered
upon us.

But we have no day or hour or minute
when as a people we turn to prayer.

If we are a Christian nation, isn't a na-
tional moment of prayer a logical natural
course?

Differences in creed or systems of worship
or dogma need not enter into this discussion
if as a people we belleve that there is a
God who shapes the course of our lives.

It should be possible for Protestants, Cath-
olies, Jews, and others to join In a common
appeal to a common God.

The world is troubled today. America is
deeply troubled. The threat of war hangs
over all of us, yet we want peace. We are
not a warlike people. We cherish the lives
of those young people who become sacrifices
in war. We are ready to be tolerant of all
nations which do not menace us, regardless
of divergent ideoclogiles.

Eo far as this newspaper is concerned, it
believes that the preparation for defense of
our country is wise and is not in contraven-
tion of basic religlous beliefs. We appreciate,
of course, that some good people disagree
with us. They do not believe a fire depart-
ment is needed to protect us from war's
flames even though conflagration threatens.

But first things should come first.

And the first defense against disaster
should be prayer. The first appeal for peace
should be to the Omnipotent Master of the
universe,

We as mortals do not know what are His
plans for us and for the world.

We know only thet, as the poet has sald:

“God moves in a mysterious way His won-
ders to perform.”

But a troubled Christian nation should
turn to prayer. Its people should lift their
voices as from a single throat in supplica-
tion to the Divine Architect of our destinles,
remembering always “Thy will be done.”

Through the medium of newspapers and
the racio we have great opportunities for
mass supplication, We as a Nation can dupli-
cate the mass prayers of the early Christians
who gathered, & small handful, to present
their appeals.

Suppose that Congress were to set aside a
day and an hour and a minute as the time
to pray for peace.

Suppose that by request from Congress all
newspapers on that day were to publish the
appeal for prayer at the set time and were to
print the proposed words for prayer.

Suppose that every radio station at the
same moment broadcast the prayer for peace.

Suppose that millions of Americans turned
their radios high at that same moment.

The volces of prayer would echo and re-
echo from the White Mountains of Malne
to the Black Mountains of California, from
the warm currents of the Gulf Stream to the
cold fogs of the Bering Sea,

All America asking for guidance, appeal-
ing for peace, pleading that our leaders be
made wise and blessed.
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We are not thinking that a 150,000,000~
person pressure group can force God to create
& peace disregarding His own great purpose.
We would not want to be interpreted as an-
ticipating that merely for all of us to rub the
lamp of prayer will produce some white magic
peace out of the heavenly mists. But we are
suggesting that when 150,000,000 people by
common consent turn their minds and hearts
to the Spirit which created this world rather
than leaning wholly upon the materialism
of man’s own strength, then something is
bound to happen to those people—something
which conceivably will make easler the ac-
complishment of God's purpose. Not know=-
ing what that purpose is, whether in His
great scheme of things we are to have peace
or war, to survive or pass into the limbo of
broken nations—not knowing, we still will
have the inner warmth and cleanliness which
is brought by prayer.

Inevitably would not such a moment of
consecration ralse us up? Would it not in a
measure at least lend authenticity in a mo-
ment of travail to our proud claim to being
a Christian nation?

We suggest that the President or Congress,
or both, set a day and a moment for a na-
tional Prayer for Peace. Perhaps the early
evening of May 30 would be a most fitting
time. We suggest that in proclaiming such
a period of supplication, all mediums of in-
formation—newspapers, radio, etc.—be asked
to join.

"And pray unto the Lord for it; for in the
peace thereof shall ye have peace” (Jeremiah,
20: 7).

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President,
there are two ways to arm for defense,
one materially, the other spiritually.
The Governmen; itself can arm only ma-
terially, but the people, who compose the
Government, must arm spiritually if we
are to defend America.

Today when the great nations of the
world are concentrating on arming the
people of their countries with weapons
of war in the hope of preserving the
peace, it is vital that we think construc-
tively and objectively.

With the emphasis on billions of dol-
lars, on worldly goods, on material re-
sources, and armament, can we pause for
a moment and feel the futility of such
emphsasis? Each nation is intent upon
the most devastating and deadly weapons
of destruction before others can out-
produce them. Where can it lead but
to the end of civilization?

The Bible has warned us that faith
without works is dead. Have we lost the
faith and clung to the works of destruc-
tion only? Can we not seriously, with
honesty of purpose, try a new approach,
for us, but one old as the ages? The
approach of faith. Faith in each other
as human beings, faith in God to pre-
serve the human beings He created, the
faith that moves mountains of distrust
and enmity, of hatred and horror, the
faith that believes in prayer.

With sublime belief in that faith, we
should petition the President to declare
a period of prayer for peace, and with
a Nation united in that prayer, other
nations could join in the beginning of
a new world.

Mr. President, I therefore ask unani-
mous consent to introduce a joint reso-
lution requesting the President to issue
a proclamation designating Memorial
Day, May 30, 1948, as a day for Nation-
wide prayer for peace. The joint reso-
lution reads as follows:
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Joint resolution requesting the President to
issue a proclamation designating Memorial
Day, 1948, as a day for Nation-wide prayer
for peace
Resolved, elc., That the President is au-

thorized and requested to issue a proclama-

tlon calling upon the people of the United

Btates to observe Memorial Day, 1948, by

praying, each in accordance with his re-

ligious faith, for permanent peace; desig-
nating a period during such day in which
all the people of the United States may
unite in prayer for a permanent peace, and
calling upon all the people of the United

States to unite in prayer at such time; and

calling upon the newspapers, radio statlons,

and all other mediums of the Nation, to

Jjoin in observing such day and such period

of prayer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objectibn, the joint resolution will be
received and appropriately referred.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 21T)
requesting the President to issue a proc-
lamation designating Memorial Day,
1948, as a day for a Nation-wide prayer
for peace, introduced by Mr. FERGUSON,
was received, read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

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

Mr. WHERRY. Ishall be glad to yield
to the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the state-
ment of the distinguished Senator from
Michigan does himself honor and honors
this august body. I think I have on an-
other occasion called attention to the
fact that last summer, as I returned to
this country on the Queen Elizabeth, 1
was introduced to Mr. Vishinsky, who is
the leader of the Russian delegation to
the United Nations. I was introduced by
Mr. McNeil, the head of the British dele-
gation. The Queen Elizabeth was sailing
along at a good clip, the wind was blow-
ing, the crowd was pretty jolly. I took
Vishinsky by the hand and held on to
his hand, looked him directly in the eye
and said, “Mr. Vishinsky, every night I
pray that Britain, Russia, America, and
all the other nations of the earth may
have a sincere desire for peace and may
be adequate to consummate that desire
by some international organization.”

Vishinsky, through his interpreter,
said, “I do not pray.”

That is why I say the resolution and
the remarks of the distinguished Sena-
tor from Michigan do honor to himself
and to this august body.

Mr. President, at this time I ask that
there be inserted in the REcorp an arti-
cle published in March 1941 by Alexis
Carrel, the great physicist and scientist,
on the meaning of prayer. I think it is
the most significant article that has ever
been penned by a human being. I in-
serted it in the REcorp on March 17,
1941, on another occasion when we as a
people found ourselves in deep water.

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

[From Reader’s Digest of March 1941}
PRAYER IS POWER
(By Alexis Carrel, M, D.)

Prayer is not only worship; it is also an .
invisible emanation of man's worshipping
spirit—the most powerful form of energy
that one can generate. The influence of
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prayer on the human mind and body is as
demonstrable as that of secreting glands, Its
results can be measured in terms of increased
physical buoyancy, greater intellectual vigor,
moral stamina, and a deeper understanding
of the realities underlying human relation-
ships.

If you make a habit of sincere prayer, your
life will be very noticeably and profoundly
altered.  Prayer stamps with its indelible
mark our actions and demeanor. A tranquil-
lity of bearing, a facial and bodily repose
are observed in those whose inner lives are
thus enriched. Within the depths of con-
sciousness a flame kindles. And man sees
himself, He discovers his selfishness, his silly
pride, his fears, his greeds, his blunders. He
develops a sense of moral obligation, intel-
lectual humility. Thus begins a journey of
the soul toward the realm of grace.

Prayer Is a force as real as terrestrial grav-
ity. As a physician I have seen men, after all
other therapy had failed, lifted out of dls-
ease and melancholy by the serene effort of
prayer. Itisthe only power in the world that
seems to overcome the so-called laws of na-
ture; the occasions on which prayer has dra-
matically done this have been termed mir-
pcles. But a constant, quieter miracle takes
place hourly in the hearts of men and women
who have discovered that prayer supplies
them with a steady flow of sustaining power
in their daily lives. .

Too many people regard prayer as a for-
malized routine of words, a refuge for weak-
lings, or a childish petitlon for material
things. We sadly undervalue prayer when
we conceive it in these terms, just as we
should underestimate raln by describing it
as something that fills the bird bath In our
garden. Properly understood, prayer is a
mature activity indispensable to the fullest
development of personality—the ultimate in-
tegration of man'’s highest faculties. Only in
prayer do we achieve that complete and har-
monious assembly of body, mind, and spirit
which gives the frail human reed its un-
shakable strength,

The words, “Ask and it shall be given to
you,” have been verified by the experience of
humanity. True, prayer may not restore the
dead child to life or bring relief from physical
pain. But prayer, like radium, is a source
of luminous, self-generating energy.

How does prayer fortify us with so much
dynamic power? To answer this question
{admittedly outside the jurisdiction of sci-
ence) I must point out that all prayers have
one thing in common, The triumphant ho-
sannas of a great oratorio, or the humble
supplication of an Iroguols hunter begging
for luck in the chase, demonstrate the same
truth: That human beings seek to augment
their finite energy by addressing themselves
to the infinite source of all energy. When we
pray we link ourselves with the inexhaustible
motive power that spins the universe. We
ask that a part of this power be apportioned
to our needs. Even in asking, our human
deficiencies are filled and we arise strength-
ened and repalired.

But we must never summon God merely
for the gratification of our whims., We de-
rive most power from prayer when we use it
not as a petition but as a supplication that
we may become more llke Him. Prayer
should be regarded as practice of the pres-
ence of God. An old peasant was seated
alone In the last pew of the village church.
“What are you walting for?” he was asked;
and he answered, “I am looking at Him and
He 1s looking at me.” Man prays not only
that God should remember him, but also
that he should remember God.

How can prayer be defined? Prayer is the
effort of man to reach God, to commune with
an invisible being, creator of all things, su-
preme wisdom, truth, beauty, and strength,
father, and redeemer of each man, This goal
of prayer always remains hidden to intelli-
gence. For both language and thought fail
when we attempt to describe God,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

We do know, however, that whenever we
address God in fervent prayer we change both
soul and body for the better. It could not
happen that any man or woman could pray
for a single moment without some good re-
sult. “No man ever prayed,” sald Emerson,
“without learning something.”

One can pray everywhere. In the streets,
the subway, the office, the shop, the school,
as well as in the solitude of one's own room
or among the crowd in a church. There is
no prescribed posture, time, or place.

“Think of God more often than you
breathe,” said Epictetus the Stole. In order
really to mold personality, prayer must be-
come & hablt, It is meaningless to pray in
the morning and to live like a barbarian the
remainder of the day. True prayer is a way
of life; the truest life is literally a way of
prayer.

The best prayers are like the lmprovisa-
tions of gifted lovers, always about the same
thing yet never twice the same. We cannot
all be as creative in prayer as St. Theresa or
Bernard of Clairvaux, both of whom poured
their adoration into words of mystical beauty.
Fortunately, we do not need their eloquence;
our slightest impulse to prayer is recognized
by God. Even if we are pitifully dumb, or if
our tongues are overlaid with vanity or de-
ceit, our meager syllables of praise are ac-
ceptable to Him, and He showers us with
strengthening manifestations of His love.

Today as never before prayer is a binding
necessity in the lives of men and nations.
The lack of emphasis on the religious sense
has brought the world to the edge of destruc-
tion, ©Our deepest source of power and per-
fection has been left miserably undeveloped.
Prayer, the basic exercise of the spirit, must
be actively practiced in our private lives.
The neglected soul of man must be made
strong enough to assert itself once more.
For if the power of prayer 1s again released
and used in the lives of common men and
women; if the spirit declares its aims clearly
and boldly, there is yet hope that our prayers
for a better world will be answered.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I also ask
that there be inserted in the REecorp
the definitions of prayer as given by
sincere thinkers throughout the cen-
turies. They will be found at page 9050
of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD under date
of November 21, 1942, starting with
Montgomery, who said:

Prayer is the soul's sincere desire,
Uttered or unexpressed;

The motion of a hidden fire

That trembles in the breast.

There being no objection, the defini-
tions were ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

There comes to mind a prayer of Robert
Louis Stevenson which has become dear to
the hearts of all who read the English
language:

“We thank Thee for this place in which we
dwell; for the love that unites us; for the
peace accorded us this day; for the hope
with which we expect the morrow; for the
health, the work, the food, and the bright
gkies that make our lves delightful; for our
friends in all parts of the earth, and our
friendly helpers in this foreign isle., Give us
courage and galety and the quiet mind.
Spare to us our friends, soften to us our
enemies. Bless us, if it may be, in all our
innocent endeavors. If it may not, give us
the stréngth to encounter that which is to
come, that we be brave In peril, constant in
tribulation, temperate in wrath, and in all
changes of fortune, and down to the gates
of death, loyal, and loving one to another.”

Mr. President, I ask that there be printed
in the Recorp a prayer which I like—the
Optimist’s Prayer, by Willlam J. Robinson,

There being no objection, the prayer was
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol-
lows:
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“O Unseen Power that rules and controls
the destinies of the children of earth: Teach
me the symphony of life so that my nature
may be in tune with Thine. Reveal to me
the joy of being loving, self-sacrificing, and
charitable. Teach me to know and play
life’s game with courage, fortitude, and con-
fidence. Endow me with wisdom to guard
my tongue and temper, and learn with pa-
tlence the art of ruling my own life for its
highest good, with due regard for the privacy,
rights, and limitations of other lives. Help
me to strive for the highest legitimate re-
ward of merit, ambition, and opportunity in
my actlvities, ever ready to extend a kindly
helping hand to those who need encourage-
ment and succor in the struggle. Enable me
to glve a smile instead of a frown, a cheerful,
kindly word instead of harshness and bitter-
ness, Make me sympathetic In sorrow,
realizing that there are hidden woes in every
life, no matter how exalted or lowly. If In
life’s battle I am wounded or tottering, pour
into my wounds the balm of hope and imbue
me with courage undaunted to arise and
continue the strife. Keep me humble in
every relation of life, not unduly egotistical
nor liable to the serious sin of self-deprecia=
tion. In success keep me meek. In sorrow,
may my soul be uplifted by the thought that
if there were no shadow there would be no
sunshine, and that everything in life must
have {ts antithesis. Grant that I may be a
true, loyal friend, a genlal companion with
the broad honest charity born of an inti-
mate knowledge of my own shortcomings, If
I win, crown me with the laurels fitting to
be worn by a victor, and, if I fall, may it be
with my face to the foe, fighting manfully,
and, falling, fling to the host behind—play
up, play up, and play the game.”

Mr. Wiy, Mr. President, as we reckon
time, human life is but a short voyage; and,
with Hubbard, we can say:

“Teach me to know and observe the rules
of the game. Let me never lack due sense of
humor; preserve me from growing stogy and
unimaginative; deliver me from atrophy of
the emotions. I desire to radiate health,
cheerfulness, calm, courage, and good will;
to live without hate, jealousy, envy, fear. I
wish others to live their lives, too, up to their
highest, fullest, and best. To that end I pray
that I may never meddle, interfere, dictate,
give advice that is not wanted, or assist when
my services are not needed. If I can help
people, I will do it by giving them a chance
to help themselves; and if I can uplift or
inspire, let it be by example, inference, and
suggestion rather than by injunction and
dictation. I desire to be radiant.”

Mr. President, it was my privilege to read
the President’s recent Thanksgiving message.
The first sentence of the President's procla-
mation, “It is a good thing to give thanks
unto the Lord,” arrests my attention. Did
we ever ask ourselves, “Why is it a good thing
to give thanks unto the Lord?' What is the
effect upon us and upon others who hear us?
The answer must be that the expression of
gratitude is a form of worship by which man
renews himself by drawing closer to his
Maker. Plutarch sald:

“The worshlp most acceptable to God
comes from a thankful and a cheerful heart,”

The sentence gquoted by the President
comes from the ninety-second Psalm. All
through the scripture we find the admonition
to give thanks, to rejoice in all ways. The
one hundred and eighteenth Psalm states the
rule thus:

“0O give thanks unto the Lord; for He is
good: for His mercy endureth forever."

When we give thanks, we engage in the
process of rejoicing . Thus the Psalmist says:

“Let Mount Zion rejoice, let the daughters
of Judah be glad.” (Forty-eighth Psalm.)

“Offer unto God thanksgiving.” (Fiftieth
Psalm.)

“0 sing unto the Lord a new song: for He
hath done marvelous things.” (Ninety-
eighth Psalm.)
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“O give thanks unto the Lord; call upon
His name.” (One hundred and fifth Psalm.)

That thought carries over in the New
Testament. In the first chapter of the Book
of Colossians we find:

“Glving thanks unto the Faiher, which
hath made us meet to be partakers of the
inheritance of the saints in light.”

In the third chapter of the Book of Colos=-
slans we find:

“Let the peace of God rule your hearts,
® ¢ * and he ye thankful.”

In the First Book of Thessalonians, chap-
ter 5, we are told:

“In everything give thanks: for this is the
will of God in Christ Jesus concerning you.”

The Great Teacher, the Wayshower, said,
“Father, I thank Thee that Thou hast heard
me. And I knew that Thou hearest me al-
ways.” He taught that “God is a Spirit,” and
that “in Him we live, and move, and have
our being.” God certainly dwells in a thank-
ful heart—in the mind that is filled with
gratitude.

WHY WE ARE GRATEFUL

Mr. President, today (November 21, 1942)
in the midst of the greatest cataclysmic
event of all time, let us inventory a few of
our blessings. What have we to be thankful
for? We could pile the answer as high as the
highest cloud, and still we would not be able
to enumerate all our blessings.

Here are a few of them:

A free land, where free people live, exercis-
ing the great freedoms; vallant brothers in
the service who are going forth to battle to
preserve those freedoms; loyal citizens on
the home front who give thelr brothers and
husbands to the war effort and who sacrifice
and serve in the factories, on the farms, in
Government, and in business in order that
victory may be assured; the daily lessons
which teach us to leave the perilous ways
and bring us in harmony with the laws of
God; the opportunity to serve God and coun-
try and humanity and to banish discourage=
ment and defeatism; growth in understand-
ing the problems which come to all; the
privilege of overcoming human limitations
and striving toward perfection; joy of living,
the beauty of nature, and human friendship.

To feel grateful, to be grateful, is a human
obligation—a rule for freedom from human
limitations. The spirit of gratitude provides
a tonic for the mind and soul of man,

I conclude in the words of the Psalmist:

“It is a good thing to give thanks unto the
Lord, and to sing praises unto Thy name,
O Most High: to show forth Thy loving kind-
ness in the morning, and Thy falthfulness
every night. * * * For Thou, Lord, has
made me glad through Thy word: I will
triumph in the work of Thy hands."”

Mr. President, I belleve it would be very
appropriate for the President of the United
Btates to follow the suggestion made in the
editorial printed in the Milwaukee Sentinel,
and to proclaim that the anniversary of
Pearl Harbor and the 2 days preceding it be
observed in prayer. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the editorial appearing in the Mil-
waukee Sentinel be printed in the Recorp at
this point as a part of my remarks.

There belng no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

“DAYS OF PRAYER—PROPER OBSERVANCE OF PEARL
HARBOR ANNIVERSARY

“The United States will have been at war
1 year on December 7, the first anniversary
of the dawn attack on Pearl Harbor by the
Japanese—an attack made in such circum-
stances that it will ‘stand in infamy,’ as
President Rocsevelt sald.

“We have giggested that this anniversary
be observed 13 prayer, and that the 2 days
preceding it—being the Sabbath days of the
great religious faiths to which many millions
of our people adhere—be designated as na-
tional days of prayer.

“It is a projer suggestion.
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“The religious leaders of the Nation have
given it their approval, and are making full
arrangements for it.

“The religious people of the United
Btates—and there is no people on earth more
consclous of the value of religion or more
sincere in thelr faith—welcome the oppor-
tunity to do in unison what they are already
doing individually in their hearts,

“The American people are not strangers to
prayer.

“They believe in prayer, in its power and
its wisdom and its goodness.

“They believe in religlon, and especially be-
lieve in respect for and tolerance of all
religions,

“They belong to their respective churches,
and support them and understand the great
good derived from them and recognize the
great services rendered by them,

“They are sustained by their religious
faith, and seek guidance and strength from
it, and find courage and wisdom in it

“The American people have not waited for
a special day in this war as a suitable occa-
sion for prayer.

“On the day Pearl Harbor was attacked,
many of them repaired to their churches and
temples and familiar places of worship to
affirm thelr faith,

“Many of them bowed their heads where
they were when the shocking mews came,
and silently and humbly and reverently
prayed.

“The American family has ever since been
a place for prayer and the expression of faith,

“Parents and loved ones have sent young
men away with prayer.

“They have steeled themselves against long
sllences and doubt and fear with prayer.

“For the growing number to whom bereave-
ment has come, an unfailing source of solace
and comfort has been found in prayer.

“It will be a wonderful thing for all of the
American people to join in their prayers, to
have national days of prayer—and to seek
together what they Instinctively and
devotedly seek by themselves.

“It will be good for them, and character-
istic of them, and true to the ideals and ex-
amples of the founding fathers of this free
land which we now defend.

“No manner of observing the anniversary
of Pearl Harbor could be more appropri-
ate, more ennobling, more truly American
than a prayerful observance.

“Let us indeed observe December 5 and 6—
the Sabbaths of our faiths—as national days
of prayer.

“We will pray for victory, of course.

“But let us also pray for wise and inspired
conduct of the war.

“Let us pray for an awareness, by Govern=
ment as well as by the people, of our dire
peril in the Pacific as well as in the Atlantic.

“Pearl Harbor is still threatened.

“The Philippines are still lost. .

“Aleutian Islands outposts still remain in
the hands of the Japanese and menace the
American malnland.

“Our prayers should surely be for victory,
but for understanding of our greatest dangers
in addition.

“Let us finally pray for an awareness and
understanding of the true meaning of faith,
which has never been better defined than
by Abraham Lincoln in these words:

“‘I know that the Lord is always on the
gide of the right.

“'My constant anxiety and prayer is that
I and this Natlon may be on the Lord’s side.

“The American cause in this war is right,
it is just and it 1s morally and spiritually
good, and we may confidently and devoutly
conduct our prayers in this knowledge.”

[From the Christian Science Monitor]
FIGHTING MEN AS MEN OF PRAYER
To the Christian Science Monitor:

“Don't worry about me, Mom. God has
always watched over me, and now in war I
know that He will protect and guard me.”
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Millions. of homes throughout America—
as well as in Britain and the Dominions—are
treasuring messages like this from soldiers in
camps, on the front lines in most parts of the
world, and from sailors on the seven seas.

American soldiers and Navy men on board
ship are asking radio stations to broadcast
hymns. The men's preference is voted on
each week, and the favorite hymn is played
and sung every Sunday evening on the Hour
of Charm, Navy men afloat and ashore are
listening to these hymns such as one I heard
recently, God Be With You Till We Meet
Again, followed by assurances to “mom and
dad” that Navy chaplains are diligently min-
istering to the religious needs of the men in
the service.

Army generals, from Washington to Persh-
ing, have prayed. Not only have our Ameri-
can admirals (like Farragut) been praying
men, but those in the forecastle. Nearly
everyone remembers how, the month after
Pearl Harbor, three naval aviation enlisted
men were forced down in the south Pacifie
with nothing except a rubber life raft and a
new-born belief that God's strength would
sustain them if they asked Him for help.
They drifted and prayed for 34 days. Their
prayers were answered.

If the men in the crews of old naval ships
followed their leaders, we can be sure that
Admiral Farragut's men prayed as he did the
night before the battle in Mobile Bay. He
expressed himself to his wife in much the
same words as men now are writing to “mom.,”

“It has pleased God to protect me thus far.
I have been nothing more than an instru-

.ment in the hands of God, well supported by

my officers and men. I am going into Mobile
Bay if God is my leader as I hope He is and
in Him I place my trust.”

Farragut's well-worn prayer book which he
kept with him during all his naval campaigns
has been preserved and is now in the chapel
of the Naval Academy, Annapolis,

One of the Navy's heroes at the battle of
Santiago in 1898 was Capt. Jack Philip, com-
manding the Texas, who said after the battle,
“Don’t cheer, boys. Those poor fellows are
dying.” Captain Philip’s naval chaplain
sald: "His Christian belief influenced all his
actions but did not affect adversely his virile
efficiency. I remember him for his depend-
ence on God. After the battle he called the
crew aft and-sald: “All who wish may join me
in thanks to Almighty God.” All hands took
off their caps and knelt in prayer.

But prayer and divine service on board ship
were never allowed to Interfere with naval
duty as Captain Philip saw it. He per-
emptorily called off a Sunday evening service
when his ship was endangered by rebels in
Rio Janeiro,

Finally Captain Philip’s religious convic-
tions had a practical every day application
for all the men of the Navy. He directed
some of his ambition to the creation of the
first Young Men's Christian Association,

Like Farragut, Nelson uttered his prayers
on the eve of battle. Thus, as Trafalgar's
fighting was about to begin, Nelson on his
knees on the deck of the Victory prayed:

“May the great God whom I worship grant
to my country a glorious victory and may
no misconduct in anyone tarnish it, and may
humanity after victory be predominant. I
commit my life to Him who made me, and
may His blessings alight on my endeavors
for serving my country faithfully. To Him
I resign myself and the just cause which is
entrusted to me to defend.”

After that Nelson composed the greatest
naval signal ever holsted In war or peace:
“England expects every man to do his duty.”

Gen, Robert E. Lee, who bore the hopes of
the Confederacy, was always absorbed in his
religlous beliefs. When his armies failed him
once in 1863, he wrote his wife: “The Ruler
of the Universe willed otherwise.” Again in
1863: “As scldiers we have sinned against
Almighty God; we have relied too much on
our own armies. God is our only refuge and
our strength., God is the giver of victory.
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God’s will ought to be our aim. I am con-
tented that His designs should be accepted.”

No general in history prayed so fervently
and so often as Stonewall Jackson. “On Him
I rely,” sald Jackson, “we are sustained by
Divine Providence. The text of one’s life is:
‘God’s will be done.’”

Jackson prayed while In camp and when
under fire for divine help to do his duty.

Jackson saw the “visible finger of God,"” he
said, in every incident of life.

Louis J. GULLIVER,
Commander, United States Navy,
Retired, Annapolis, Md.

Mr, WILEY., Mr. President, I believe
that more things are accomplished by
right prayer than by any other force
known to man. When I make that
statement, it is bolstered by a scientist,
Dr. Carrel, who says that prayer is more
significant than is gravity.

In this article which I have taken from
the Reader’s Digest, it is said:

Prayer is a force as real as terrestrial
gravity. As a physician, I have seen men,
after all other therapy had {failed, lifted
out of disease and melmchaly by the serene
effort of prayer. * *

Properly understood, prayer is a mature
activity indispensable to the fullest develop-
ment of personality—the ultimate mtegra-
tion of man's highest faculties. * *
Prayer, like radium, is a source of luminous,
self-generating energy.

I repeat for the third time, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Michigan, in
this political body, does himself honor
and does the Senate honor by introdue-
ing this joint resolution and asking for
action on it.

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, what
I am about to announce, of course, de-
pends upon the approval of the Senate.
It is the intention at present that the
Senate shall proceed to debate the pend-
ing question for a full session this after-
noon, if necessary, in order to get a vote
on the pending motion today if possible.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Nebraska yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield to the Senator
from Kentucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to associate
myself with the Senator in expressing
the hope that we can get a vote on the
motion now pending. The motion will
probably determine what is to happen
in regard to the hill, and in view of our
crowded calendar, I hope we may be able
to conclude the debate and get a vote
this afternoon,

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the minority
leader for this expression, which I think
represents the desire of the Members
of the Senate. So we will work toward
that goal in the remaining time left this
afternoon.

If the motion shall prevail, as the dis-

ed minority leader has said, it
will mean the end of the consideration
of the civil-functions appropriation bill
for a while at least. If it shall not pre-
vail, it is the intention to continue with
the bill until it shall be disposed of.

Following action on the motion and
the bill, it is the intention to bring up
the displaced-persons bill, and it is the
hope that we may conclude its considera-
tion, if possible, by Friday of this week
at least, if not before. If it shall run
until Friday, it is the intention then to
adjourn until the following Monday, so
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that there may be a morning hour, and
at a later date there will be a unanimous-
consent request for a call of the Legisla-
tive Calendar for the consideration of
measures to which there is objection and
for the disposition of a motion or two on
the calendar at that time, if possible.

Inasmuch as the distinguished Senator
from Michigan has introduced a joint
resolution and mentioned the date of
May 30, I suggest to the Senate that the
intention is now, if it shall meet with
approval of the Senate, for the Senate to
recess or adjourn on May 28 until the
following Tuesday morning, in view of
the fact that Monday, May 31, will be a
holiday.

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will
yield, the 30th of May, which is Decora-
tion Day, will fall on Sunday, so the holi-
day will occur on Monday, and it will be
the purpose to adjourn from Friday to
Tuesday.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator is cor-
rect, and I thank him once again for his
remarks. When the recess is taken, I
repeat, it will be from Friday night until
the following Tuesday noon. Of course,
that depends upon the approval of the
Senate; but those are the plans, and I
trust they will meet with the approval
of the Members of the Senate.

I once again admonish those who are
about to speak on the bill now pending
that it is very much desired that a vote
be had on the motion to recommit to-
night, and then that the Senate may pro-
ceed with the bill itself, in the event it
shall not be recommitted; but if it shall
be recommitted, the intention will be to
take up the displaced-persons measure
and proceed with that.

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY CIVIL FUNCTIONS
APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H, R. 5224) making appro-
priation for civil functions administered
by the Department of the Army for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1949, and for
other purposes.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, my un-
derstanding is that there is a unani-
mous request made by the distinguished
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]
that a speech on civil functions be read,
which speech was prepared by the late
Senator Overton, of Louisiana. I think
it is proper and fitting at this time to ask
that that speech be read under the unan-
imous-consent rule, and I make that re-
quest,

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

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr, President, in view
of the very unusual circumstances, I feel
that there should be a quorum present.
I therefore suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Alken Caln Dworshak
Ball . Capehart Eastland
Barkley Capper Ecton
Brewster Chavez Ferguson
Bricker Connally Fulbright
Brooks Cooper George
Buck Cordon Green
Butler Donnell Gurney
Byrd Downey Hatch
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Hawkes McFarland Smith
Hayden McGrath Sparkman
Hickenlooper McKellar Stennis
Hill McMahon Taft
Hoey Magnuson Thomas, Okla.
Holland Malone Thomas, Utah
Ives Martin Thye
Jenner Millikin Tobey
Johnson, Colo. Moore Tydings
Johnston, 8. C. Morse Vandenberg
Kem O'Conor Wherry
Kilgore Pepper White
EKnowland Reed Wiley
Langer Revercomb Willlams
Lodge Robertson, Va. Wilson
Lucas Russell Young
McClellan Saltonstall

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sev-
enty-seven Senators having answered to
their names, a guorum is present.

Under the order of the Senate, the
clerk will read the speech on the pending
bill which had been prepared by the late
Senator Overton, of Louisiana.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:
ETATEMENT OF SENATOR OVERTON ON H. R. 5524

Mr, President, it is incredible to me that
there would be presented to the Senate of
the United States a report so fraught with
inaccuracies, so calculably misleading, and
so obviously distorted as the minority report
which accompanies the Army civil functions
appropriation bill for fiscal year 19489, It is
g0 inconsistent with the facts in the case
that, although its erroneousness would or-
dinarily call for its being ignored, I feel that
it must not be allowed to stand unchal-
lenged.

In the first instance, the report is an in-
dictment of your Appropriations Committee,
for the charge is made repeatedly—although
the Army engineers are made the defend-
ant—that care was thrown out the window
when the allotments were made and that
discretion was exercised only by those who
would now have us belleve that their sole
interest in this matter is the protection of
the Nation’s economy.

In my years in this body, I have never seen
a committee which approached its task with
a more open mind, which conducted its hear-
ings as patiently and which engaged in its
deliberations with more sincerity than did
the subcommittee which prepared this legis-
lation. There is not a project appropriated
for which was not carefully studied and
screened and balanced against the whole.
Until far into the night, this committee
labored and at times sweated blood in its
endeavor to provide the funds for the or-
derly, systematic conservation and protec-
tion of our great natural resources covered
by this bill. It was a great committee, one
of which I am proud to have been a member
and one which has discharged its duty as
falthfully as any committee which ever sat
in this body. To charge or even infer that
it abdicated 1ts authority and judgment to
any executive agency or anyone else is simply
to play loose with fact. Such an inference
is without foundation and should be branded
as the distortion that it is. #

Early in the minority report, those who
signed it betrayed their tragic ignorance of
what is involved. I quote the fifth para-
graph of this illumrinating document:

“Many of the projects included in this
appropriations measure were authorized in
extremely broad language, the effect of which
was to turn over the responsibility for
selecting the projects to the Army Corps of
Engineers which has a vested interest in
continuing and expanding its level of activi-
ties and personnel.”

With all charity, I say that the person
who wrote that statement simply did not
know what he was talking about. It just
is not the fact. There is not a line of exist-
ing flood-control law on the statute books
of this country that I have not participated
in the writing of, and I challenge any man
to stand on this floor and cite to me one in-
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stance in which “the responsibility for select-
ing the projects” has been given to the
Army engineers. The people and Congress
provide for these authorizations and no one
else, If everything this Congress author-
ized was given the attention and study which
flood control and navigation projects are
given, our troubles would be far less than
they are.

Of course, I was partdcularly intrigued with
the fact that my Republican colleagues
recommend in their minority report the re-
establishment of that prime example of New
Deal agencies, the National Resources Plan-
ning Board. They do not mention it by
name, but their recommendation for in-
tegration of public works construction so
exactly duplicates the mouthings of that
late, unlamented board that no other con-
struction can be placed upon the recom-
mendation.

I am sure that others have called attention
to the erroneous figures set forth in the
tabulation purporting to show the appro-
priations over a 10-year pericd and which, in
column 2, charges to the Corps of Engineers
more than $650,000,000, which was not appro-
priated to the Corps of Engineers, but are
sums which have been provided for the
Panama Canal, for military cemeteries, the
Soldlers' Home, and other items which are
cared for in the bill, I also note in these
figures that the minority rather carefully
avoided differentiating between construction
funds and maintenance funds, the latter
constituting a rather large portion of the
whole, Of course, maintenance costs are
entirely beside the point in the over-all ques-
tion under discussion, as they are fixed
charges that must be met.

I was particularly interested in the sub-
section of the report entitled “The Astonish-
ing Attitude of the Army Engineers.” My
intrigue was brought on by the fact that I
cannot understand what is so astonishing
about the Army engineers being consistent
in their recommendations to the committee.
The only thing astonishing about it was that
they refused to request additional amounts
over and above the amounts which had been
allowed by the budget and which previously
had been recommended to the budget by
the Chief of Engineers. The budget had
trimmed quite substantially the original
recommendations of the Army engineers, in
many instances exercising extremely poor
judgment in so doing. I know of no group
of men anywhere who are more capable of
sound advice In engineering matters than
the Army engineers. My only astonishment
is in thelr conservativeness, because many
times I feel that they refuse to recommend
projects and appropriations which are fully
justified, but which will not meet the rigid
tests of engineering practicability and eco-
nomic justification to which they are sub-
jected by this splendid body of men who have
so faithfully served us in peace and in war.

But my particular interest in this subsec-
tion is in the statement therein that some of
these projects should not be provided for be-
cause “they will require years to be com-
pleted.” That is not the sort of philosophy
which has made America great. Such think-
ing did not bulld the Panama Canal. Such
philosophy would have made impossible the
consfruction of a transcontinental railroad.
If such a course had been pursued through-
out our history, our people would today be
confined to a small section of the eastern sea-
board, using wagons and oxen for transpor-
tation, and enjoying all the comforts pro-
vided by a log cabin, a tallow candle, and
impassable roads. Refusing to undertake a
task because it is going to take a long time
is not the American way. America is the
greatest nation in the world today, because
it has historically pushed ahead agalnst all
obstacles, because it has fought back against
the elements, agalnst time, agalnst foreign
onslaughts, against domestic difficulties, and
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against every impediment that has been
placed in the path of progress.

Now the minority would have you be-
lieve that the money which this country has
spent for flood control and navigation im-
provements, and which we now propose to
spend, is money which is, to use the words
of the report, “frittered away.” Let us look
at that picture and see whether that money
has been frittered away.

In 1036 Congress determined that the
Federal Government should undertake the
preliminary investigation, planning and ac-
tual construction of a Nation-wide flood-
control program. Appropriate legislation
was passed by Congress to establish policies
and procedures for the execution of this
work. Although only 12 years have elapsed
since the passage of initial flood-control leg-
islation, it is appropriate at this time to
look at the record of the completed flood con-
trol projects to deterr.ine whether or not
money spent on these public works has been
a good investment for the United States.

To date 56 reservoirs and 172 local flood-

protection projects have been placed in op-
eration. Some of these projects have been
in operation for as long as 10 years, while
others had their first test during this year's
spring flood. Each and every project has
functioned as planned. There is not a single
instance where a project constructed under
the Federal flood-control program has failed
to function properly. Many of these projects
have not yet been in operation long enough
to determine a conclusive service record.
However, the established record to date is
quite impressive. The 33 oldest flood-control
projects have now been In service an aver-
age of 6.2 years, The direct benefits from
these projects already amount to 77 percent
of their entire construction cost, At this
rate these projects will have paid their entire
cost within 8 years.
the entire Ohio River Valley has experienced
a near-record flood. Severe damages were
suffered at many places. However, the up-
stream reservoirs and local protection works
already in operation in that basin prevented
a major disaster. The estimated direct bene-
fits in damages prevented during this one
flood alone amounted to more than $47,-
000,000.

Severe flood damage occurs year after year
throughout the Nation which cannot be long
endured. Water resources are wasted. Vital
topsoil is lost forever. Lives are lost, come-
munications, and normal peaceful activities
are interrupted. However serious these dam-
ages are, they are not capable of accurate
monetary evaluation and are therefore re-
ferred to as intangible or indirect damages.
Direct damage, that is, the loss of food,
homes, factories, manufactured goods and
equipment, bridges, railroads and highways,
and all the physical equipment of modern
life require immediate replacement in kind.
This represents a serious drain on our avail-
able manpower and supplies. These losses
are direct and tangible to our people. They
also represent a monetary loss to the United
States Treasury inasmuch as losses from
flood damages not covered by insurance are
deductible for tax purposes. The direct dam-
ages can be accurately evaluated from engi-
neering studies and each year the Corps of
Engineers reexamines each project as to re-
vised costs and benefits. The benefit-cost
ratlo for those projects in the 1948 budget
are shown on pages 510-513 of the House
hearing for H. R. 5524, The 177 flood-control
projects listed have a total estimated cost of
$2,472,428,000 of which $826,207,000, or 33 per-
cent have already been appropriated. Upon
completion the annual benefits for these 177
projects will total $198,432,275. The benefits
from these projects will therefore equal their
entire cost in just 12!, years. Most of the
projects will be rendering an Increasingly
important service to this country for many
years to come, Stated another way, these
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projects will return their entire cost plus in-
terest at 3 percent over an assumed 50-year
life, pay their operation and maintenance
costs and still return an additional 78 cents
dividend for each dollar invested. It is im-
portant that this country obtain these im-
mediate and direct benefits as soon as prac-
ticable. The intangible or indirect benefits
will at the same time assist the future growth
and insure the well-being of the Nation.

Probably the most outstanding investment
which the Federal Government has made in a
flood-control project is that on the lower
Mississippl. This project, which includes
portions of seven States extending from
Cairo, INl., to the Gulf of Mexico, has had
appropriated for it slightly in excess of $500,-
000,000 since it was begun in 1929. Already,
even though it is not complete, the direct
benefits from the completed works are well
in excess of $4,000,000,000. At the very mo-
ment, were it not for this project, a substan-
tial portion of the lower Mississippl Valley
would be under water and undergoing severe
damage, perhaps in some instances resulting
in a complete crop loss for this year.

I think it would be interesting to cite a
few individual projects over the country to
illustrate the great return which has been
made to the Nation on these appropriations.
For instance, the project at West Bpring-
field, Mass., had been in service slightly more
than 9 years up to October 1947, and had
cost a total of $1,5610,000, but the benefits
from this project already were more than
four times the cost, or a total of $6,300,000.
The project at Hartford, Conn., in operation
about the same length of time, had yielded
$17,248,000 in benefits, against a total cost
of only $10,280,000. Of nine projects lo-
cated in New England, the average length of
service is 8.2 years, the average cost per proj-
ect has been $2,698,000, and the average bene-
fits have been $3,213,000 per project, which
means that on the average the benefits have
exceeded the project costs in 6.9 years. There
is a project at Augusta, Ga., which has been
in service for 64 years, and which cost
£3,760,000, The benefits to last October had
totaled $6,400,000 or nearly double the project
cost. There is a project known as the Co-
lumbia Drainage Distriet in Illinols which
has been in service for 6 years and which
cost $2,060,000, and benefits thus far re-
ceived amount to $2,395,000. The project at
Huntington, W. Va., in service less than 2
years, and which cost 87,000,000, had in that
brief period yielded benefits of $6,900,000,
At Tell City, Ind., there is a project which
has been in service 5.7 years, and which cost
$900,000, but which has yielded a return of
$1,400,000 already. The Gill Township levee
in Indiana has been in service 4.1 years and
cost $580,000, yet already has yielded bene-
fits of $740,000, which is well in excess of the
total cost. I have a tabulation showing all
of the oldest projects in the country, which
total 33. They have been in service an aver-
age of 6.2 years and cost a total of $78,368,000.
Already, however, we have received benefits of
$61,222,000, from these projects, and at that
rate, they will have completely returned their
cost in 8 years. These figures were furnished
me by the Chief of Engineers, who empha-
slzed that the tabulation includes in the
benefits only the physical destruction pre-
vented and does not take into consideration
the indirect damages suffered by business
and individuals and makes no account of the
saving of human lives and the prevention of
disease and suffering which are the heavy
toll which floods extract from us.

Now, let us turn briefly to the river-and-
harbor picture. In 1946 our foreign and
coastwise traffic reached an all-time record
total of 263,000,000 tons. Great Lakes traffic
has increased from 48,000,000,000 ton-miles
in 1934 to 96,000,000,0000 ton-miles in 19486,
Inland waterway traffic has increased from
9,000,000,000 ton-miles, to 28,000,000,000 ton=
miles during this same period. Traffic han=-
dled at the Port of New Orleans, a typical
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large ocean port, has increased from 14,000,-
000 tons in 1936, to 21,000,000 tons in 19486,

The Corps of Engineers’ estimates of bene-
fits that would accrue from river and harbor
projects have been consistently conservative,
The actual tonnage developed after comple-
tion of projects has generally exceeded the
tonnage originally anticipated and used as
basis of justification at the time of authori-
zation. For example, justification for im-
provement of one section of the Guilf Intra-
coastal Waterway weas based on an estimated
annual movement of 4,600,000 tons. The an-
nual tonnage through that section has actu-
ally reached 15,268,000 tons. Similarly, the
estimated annual tonnage justifying im-
provement of Cape Cod Canal was 7,000,000
compared with a total of 18,851,000 tons that
has actually moved through this canal in 1
Yyear.

No, Mr. President, the only objection to
this bill is that it fails to meet fully and
squarely the issue which faces us. We are
the bread basket of the world. We are the

hope of the world, Unless we protect and .

husband our resources, unless we strengthen
ourselves to meet the challenge, then all is
lost. I know of no better way that we can
meet these great responsibilities than by
protecting our industry and agriculture from
the ravages of flood and by extending our
defenses through improvement to our water-
ways and harbors, When we fail to meet this
responsibility by hiding behind a cloak of
economy, we deny our falth in a great
America.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]
is absent because of the death of his dis-
tinguished colleague. At his request, I
wish to read the speech of the Senator
from Louisiana on the pending motion.
It is as follows:

I wish to give my unqualified support to
H. R. 5524 as reported out by the Appro-
priations Committee, and to urge its adoption
by the Senate. Additionally, I wish to en-
dorse in full the intellectual and forthright
remarks of my late colleague, Senator OveEr-
ToN, which remarks have been presented in
absentia and read by the Clerk of the Senate.

Generally speaking, in the past I have fol-
lowed the lead of my colleague in matters
affecting flood control and rivers and harbors
improvements. Of my own knowledge, how-
ever, as a result of careful study of the prob-
lems involved, I am familiar with the pro-
posed legislation and its importance to the
welfare of the country.

Before discussing this measure insofar as
it affects my own State, let me say that my
observations of the last 12 years lead me
to the conclusion that there is nothing in
the actions and recommendations of the
Corps of Engineers which could possibly in-
dicate that they are in any way motivated,
in their conclusions and recommendations,
by anything but their desire to perform their
duty in the fearless and efficient manner
which for so many years has characterized
their activities.

Enowing that the engineers possess the
professional capacity to properly appraise
the dangers which face us as a result of the
rampages of nature, of course I am inclined
to follow, and I think all of us should be
guided by their recommendations and pro-
fessional analysis of our requirements rather
than the general economic conclusions
reached by laymen who, without rhyme or
reason, would tinker with the safety of the
lands and lives of citizens of the United
Btates.

I have, of course, carefully examined the
proposed legislation with respect to the Btate
of Louisiana, which, containing the lower end
and mouths of the Mississippl River, has the
greatest flood-control problem in the United
States. My State s subject to flood by the
excess waters draining from all or a part of
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31 States, comprising an area that 1s 41
percent of the United States.

Let fne briefly describe for you what is the
scope and status of the flood-control project
for the Mississippi River and tributaries. It
comprises:

(a) The protection of the great basins of
the lower alluvial wvalley from headwater
floods of the Mississippi River.

(b) The protection of certain areas from
inundation by backwaters of the Mississippi
River.

(c) The protection of the St. Francis and
Yazoo Basins from floods of the St. Francls
and Yazoo River systems and the protection
of certain areas of the north banks of lower
White River and lower Arkansas River.

(d) The improvement of numerocus in-
terior streams for the dual purposes of flood
control and improved drainage.

(e) The stabilization of the banks and
channel of the Mississippi River.

(f) Channel improvement for open river
navigation and the improvement of certain
harbors.

Protection against headwater floods of the
Mississippi River is accomplished by build-
ing levees which, in general, extend from high
ground at the heads of the several basins into
which the wvalley naturally divides to the
major tributaries which normally form their
lower boundaries. To cite an example, the
territory subject to overflow in Arkansas and
Louisiana between the Arkansas River and
Red River is known as the Tensas Basin. It
is protected by a levee which starts at high
ground on the Arkansas River at Pine Bluff
and extends without a break for 381 miles
to Point Breeze, La., near the mouth of the
Red River. Its average height is 25 feet and
its width at ground level about 250 feet, In
the authorized project there are 1,705 miles
of main-line levee and an equal mileage of
smaller embankment on tributaries and in
floodways and backwater areas.

I agree that the amount of $67,5600,000 rec~
ommended by the Senate committee is the
minimum amount that would permit the
construction, efficlency, and progress required
to complete the project at minimum cost to
the Government and In a reasonable length
of time. The Budget estimate of §70,000,000
for construction and maintenance cannot be
reduced by #10,000,000, as provided by the
House, without seriously curtailing opera-
tions essential to optimum construction and
maintenance of the integrity of the substan-
tial works so far completed. There are still
many miles of substandard levees which must
be brought to project grade and section;
there are miles of caving banks where new
revetments must be placed or old revetments
repaired; there are partially completed flood-
ways where premature operation would cause
widespread damages; and there are author-
ized, but incompleted, works in minor tribu-
tary basins that have suffered annually from
floods that could have been prevented if
funds had been avallable to complete the
authorized works,

May I add at this point that in the matter
of navigation improvements Louisiana is
traversed from north to south by the greatest
inland waterway in the world, the Mis-
sissippl River; and from east to west by the
Gulf Intercoastal Waterway on which traffic
has far exceeded the conservative estimates
of the Corps of Engineers made at the time
this waterway was authorized. In New
Orleans the State has one of the Nation's
greatest seaports and at Baton Rouge, the
head of sea-golng navigation there is located
the largest oil refinery in the world.

1 should like the Recorp to show the justifi-
cation for the various rivers and harbors
projects within Louisiana, as follows:

The 1946 River and Harbor Act adopted
8 modification of the project for Calcasieu
River and Pass to provide for deepening the
existing jetty and approach channel in the
Gulf of Mexico from 82 to 87 feet and
deepening the channel from the inner end
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of the jetty channel to Lake Charles from 30
to 35 feet, together with a 85-foot channel
around Clooney Island. Funds provided in
the 1948 appropriation are being applied to
deepening the Clooney Island channel and
inauguration of deepening the main 35-foot
channel southerly from Lake Charles, while
the approved budget estimate was to be
applied to completion of the 35-foot main
channel. A reduction in the 1949 estimate
will therefore postpone completion of the 35-
foot channel until a later year. Completion
of the 35-foot channel will permit use of
deeper-draft tankers for oil shipments with
resultant savings in transportation costs.
Commerce during 1946 amounted to 10,-
052,000 tons,

Waterway from Empire, La.,, to the Gulf
of Mexico: The 1846 River and Harbor Act
adopted a project providing for the con-
struction of a channel 2 feet deep, 80 feet
wide, extending southerly from the State-
owned Doullut Canal at Empire by natural
channels and land cuts to and through
Pelican Island to the Gulf of Mexico with
initial jetty construction to 6-foot contour
and later to the 9-foot contour, if found
necessary, Funds provided in the 1948
appropriation are being applied to the dredg-
ing of the channel to the Gulf of Mexico,
while the $638,000 provided in the approved
Budget esftimate was to have been applied
to the construction of jetties to the 6-foot
contour in the Gulf of Mexico and dredging
the channel between these structures. This
waterway when completed will be of con-
siderable value in the operation of exlsting
oil fields and the development of new oil
fields in the tributary area. However, that
portion of the waterway now being provided
cannot be used until the channel into the
Gulf is completed.

Intracoastal Waterway, Apalachee Bay, Fla.,
to the Mexican border: Construction of a
main waterway 12 feet deep, 125 to 150 feet
wide, authorized in 1942, has been completed.
The 1945 and 1946 River and Harbor Act pro-
vided for alternate connection, 12 feet deep,
with the Mississippi River in the vicinity of
Alglers, La.; Plaquemine-Morgan City alter-
nate route, 12 feet deep; salt water guard lock
231 miles west of Harvey lock and about
8 miles east of the Calcasleu River, and an
8-foot canal between the main waterway and
Franklin, La. Funds available are being ap-
plied to excavation, foundations, and floors
for the Algiers and the salt water guard locks,
The Franklin Canal is being completed with
advanced funds. The 1940 budget estimate
included $2,920,700 for continuation of work
on the Algiers lock, for drainage structures,
and bridge construction, and $450,000 for the
salt water guard lock. The reduction in the
amount allowed for 1849 will result in post-
ponement of construction of the railroad
bridge and reduce construction work on
drainage facllities that must be provided
prior to excavation of the navigation canal,
The reduced amount avallable for construec-
tion of drainage structures will result in a
delay of approximately 1 year. Delay in
initiating the construction of the railroad
crossing will likewise result in prolonging
the project. Commerce on the Intracoastal
Waterway, New Orleans District, during 19486,
was 11,215,000 tons west of the Mississippl,
The capacity of the existing route is overs
taxed by this volume of traffic and it is im-
portant that the alternate route be completed
as soon as practicable,

Overton-Red River waterway, Louisiana
and Arkansas: Red River rises in New Mexico
and flows easterly and southeasterly for 1,300
miles, entering the Mississippi River through
Old River near Phillipston, La, The project
provides for a 8- by 100-foot channel from
the Mississippi River through Old River and
Red River, approximately 31 miles, thence by
8 lateral canal across the Mississippl-Red
River backwater area along the right bank
to Shreveport, La., for 175 miles through nine
locks, each 55 by 650 feet. The waterway will
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serve a trade area bounded by the watershed
of the Red River in Loulsiana, which contains
the commercial region tributary to Shreve-
port in northeastern Texas, southeastern
Oklahoma, and southwestern Arkansas.
Principal industries within the area are petro-
leum, lumber, glass, fertilizer, grain, sand and
gravel, chemicals, boxes, and clothing., Agri-
cultural commodities include cotton, corn,
hay, oats, wheat, peanuts, and garden Vege-
tables. About 1,100,000 tons of commerce
will develop on this waterway at an estimated
annual saving of §4,000,000 in transportation
costs. In addition, it is estimated that inci-
dental drainage benefits of about 350,000
annually would result from construction of
the lateral canal. Further benefits will con-
sist of greater operating economies for tows
now using the lower Red River en route to or
from ports on the Ouachita River. The ratio
of benefits to costs is 1.28:1. The amount
that could be profitably expended during 1949
would be applied to preparation of plans and
specifications and initiation of construction
of the lateral canal.

Pearl River, Miss. and La.: The 1935 River
and Harbor Act adopted a project providing
for the improvement of the Pearl River to
provide a channel 7 feet deep from Lake
Borgne to Bogalusa, La., a distance of about
60 miles, by dredging, snagging, cut-offs, and
lock construction. Dredging of the water-
way to project dimensions in the lower 20-
mile reach has been completed, and availl-
able funds are being applied to completion
of lock No. 1 and inauguration of construc-
tion of lock No. 2, under a continuing con-
tract. The budget estimate of $3,509,5600 was
intended for completion of lock No. 2, the
construction of the remaining third lock, and
Bague Chitto and Pools Bluff Sills. The
amount allowed by the House is insufficient
to complete lock No. 2, by an amount of
about $200,000, and will result in suspensjon
of work under that contract. The effective
utilization of the Pearl River project is
predicated on the total completion of the
project, and very little benefit can be de-
rived from that portion of the project al-
ready constructed and to be constructed
under the House allowance for 1949. Since
local interests provided the funds for acquil-
sition of rights-of-way, payment for damages
and constructlon of terminal facilities,
through a bond issue in 1938, and since all
work on the project was suspended during
the war, it is belleved that completion should
not be further delayed.

With reference to the general flood-con-
trol projects in Loulsiana, I should like to de-
scribe and give the status and justification
for the following:

Aloha-Rigolette area, Louislana: The proj-
ect consists of enlargement of existing levees
from mile 151 to mile 141 and extension of
those levees to the hills on the left bank of
Bayou Rigolette at mile 124 with two flood-
gates at bayou crossings; construction of a
diversion ditch from Bayou Darrow to Saline
Bayou and clearing and snagging Saline
Bayou from the end of the diversion ditch
to Bayou Rigolette; clearing and snagging
Bayou Rigolette from mile 21.5 to its mouth
and closing the head of Bayou Darrow. The
project when completed will protect approxi-
mately 46,000 acres of alluvial plain in the
Aloha-Rigolette area., Construction of the
project is under way and will be about 34
percent complete by June 30, 1948. The
amount of $500,000 allowed by the House will
permit continuation of construction of the
levee between miles 135 and 124. It will not
permit completion of the levees from mile
151 to mile 135 and construction of the flood-
gate structure on Bayou Rigolette. Full pro-
tection for the area will not be provided until
the levees and floodgate structure are com-
pleted. Completion of the project will be de-
layed if the amount of $549,600 is not re-
stored for prosecution of the project and the
Aloha-Rigolette area will remain subject to
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damaging floods for a period of at least one
additional year.

Bayou Bodcau, Red Chute, and Loggy
Bayou, Louisiana: This project, in conjunc-
tion with the Bayou Bodcau Reservoir now
under construction, will greatly reduce flood
damage in the flood plain between the dam
site and the limit of the Red River back-
water. Headwater stages in Loggy Bayou
will be reduced and a more rapid removal
of backwater when Red River recedes will
result, The average annual benefits are esti-
mated at $24,000.

Bayou Teche and Vermilion, La.: The
project consists of a channel excavation for
21 miles in Bayou Teche, excavation of a
navigable channel from Vermilion Bay to
Intracoastal Waterway, excavation of a 100~
foot channel in Vermilion River from the
Intracoastal Waterway to Lafayatte, La., and
excavation of a nonnavigable flood channel
from Lafayette to the junction of Bayous
Bourfeau and Fusiller. The project is under
construction and the navigable channel from
the Intracoastal Waterway to Vermilion Bay
and portions of the navigable channel from
the Intracoastal Waterway to Lafayette and
the flood channel above Lafayette have been
completed. Clearing and snagging on Ver-
milion River and Bay Fusilier Channel en-
largement on Bayou Teche and reconstruc-
tion of the Woodlawn Bridge over Vermilion
River are in progress and will be substan-
tially completed by the end of fiscal year 1948,
The project as a whole will be about 73 per-
cent complete on June 30, 1948. The
amount of $200,000 allowed by the House will
permit completion of bridge alterations on
the Vermilion River and continued channel
excavation on the Vermilion River below
Abbeville. It will not permit completion of
channel enlargement on the Vermilion River
below Abbeville and initiation and comple-
tion of channel work above Ruth Canal as
contemplated by the construction schedule
for this project. Early completion of the
project is essential for protection of the basin
from constantly recurring flood damages to
the crops, livestock, improvements, and roads
during floods which occur almost yearly and
more serious damages resulting from major
floods like those of 1913, 1940, and 1947.
Completion of the project will be delayed
beyond flscal year 1949 If the amount of
$400,000 is not restored for prosecution of the
work resulting in the delay of at least 1 year
and realization of flood-control benefits and
probable increased costs for the project as a
whole due to the necessity for entering into
contracts involving less yardage than can be
economically handled by dredging contrac-
tors.,

Mermentau River, La.: The project
consists of channel enlargement of the
lower Mermentau River below Grand Lake
and construction of a gated control struc-
ture at Catfish Point; channel enlargement
of the North Prong of Schooner Bayou; and
channel enlargement and realinement of
the existing navigation project from Ver-
milion Bay to White Lake and from White
Lake to Grand Lake. Construction of the
channel enlargement of the Mermentau
River below Grand Lake is under way and
construction of the control structure at Cat-
fish Point will be initiated in fiscal year 1948,
The project as a whole will be 18 percent
complete by June 30, 1948. The amount of
$1,000,000 allowed by the House will permit
completion of the Mermentau River control
structure at Catfish Point. It will not per-
mit completion of the enlargement of the
Mermentau River and initiation and com-
pletion of the White Lake-Vermilion Bay
control structure at Schooner Bayou lock
as contemplated in the construction sched-
ule for this project. Completion of the
project will be delayed if the amount of
$1,500,000 is not restored for prosecution of
the work resulting in a delay in realization
of benefits from the project consisting of
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flood control and salinity control for large
areas of rice lands and low prairie crop-
lands in the Mermentau River area.

Pineville, La.: The project, when com-
pleted, will protect property at Pineville,
La. valued at approximately $745,000, and
approximately 700 acres of agricultural land
from Red River floods. It is believed urgent
to complete the project during the fiscal
year 1949 in order to realize the maximum |,
benefits and to alleviate the possible danger
of flooding from incompleted works. The
estimate of average annual benefits is
$14,000.

Red River below Denison Dam: This proj=-
ect 1s an integral part of the comprehensive
plan for the protection of the valley of Red
River. Pending completion of the reservoir
system the levees will provide protection
against floods equivalent to that of 1945 and
prevent an annual flood loss of about $2,.-
000,000. The operation of the reservoirs will
provide additional freeboard and safety to
the levees. The systematic construction of
bank-stabilization works will obviate the
necessity of levee set-backs at locations
where they would require costly relocation of
railroads, highways, and other utilities, It
will save from destruction valuable lands
and improvements which would otherwise
be lost on account of bank caving.

Bhreveport, La.: The project consists of
revetments and dikes constructed at loca-
tions where caving banks endanger the con-
trolling levees and highly developed urban
property in the vicinity of Shreveport, Bos-
sler City, and their suburbs. Corstruction
of the project has been initiated and during
fiscal year 1948 will be advanced from 18 ta
60 percent completion. The amount of
$1,000,000 allowed by the House will permit
construction of stabilization works in Doug-
lass Island Bend and at miles 311 to 312 on
the right bank of the river. It will not per-
mit completion of works in Honore Bend on
the left bank during fiscal year 1949. Com-
pletion of the project will be delayed if the
amount of $475,000 i1s not restored for prose-
cution of the project and bank caving will
continue along unprotected portions of the
river front for at least an additional year
with possible damage to water-front struc-
tures and property.

Jonesville, La.: This project provides for
the construction of earth levees and concrete
flood wall encircling the town of Jonesville,
La., to provide protection against floodwaters
of the Ouachita, Red, and Mississippi Rivers.
This town is located on the right bank of
Black River in Catahoula Parish, La., 56
miles above its mouth at the junction of
the Ouachita and Little Rivers. A drainage
structure and pumping plant for disposal of
interior drainage would be provided. No
work has been done on this project. Funds
are needed in the fiscal year 1940 for prepa-
ration of construction plans and specifica-
tions and for completion of construction of
the project. The allocation of $368,000 will
be applied for construction of the levees,
concrete flood walls, drainage structures, and
pumping plant. The town of Jonesville, La.,
with a 1940 population of 2,080, is located
in the vast backwater area of Red River,
which is subject to annual overflow by back-
waters of the Red and Mississippi Rivers.
In 1945 an emergency levee was constructed
at a cost of £30,000 to the Federal Govern-
ment and $15,000 to local interests to provide
interim protection during the flood of that
year. This levee is deficient in grade and
section and its alinement does not encom-
pass a large area. The proposed works will
provide complgte flood protection to public
and private property, utilities, equipment,
and fixtures, and eliminate the cost of evac-
uation of inhabitants, moving mercantile
stocks and household goods during flood
pericds. The protected town of Jonesville
would become a safe haven of refuge for
the rural population of a large agricultural
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area in the unprotected backwater region.
The average annual benefits are estimated at
$27,000.

Lake Pontchartrain, La.: The project pro-
vides for the reconstruction and enlargement
of the existing protective levee along the
Lake Pontchartrain shore in Jefferson Parish,
La., and the return protection levees along
the Orleans and St. Charles Parish. The
total work consists of 10 miles of lake-shore
levee and 74 miles of return levee. Con-
struction has not been initiated. Funds are
needed in fiscal year 1849 for initiation of
construction. The allocation of §800,000 of
Federal funds, together with funds provided
by local interests, will be used to prepare
plans and specifications for the work and
enlarging the low sections of the existing
embankment as the first stage of construc-
tion. In view of the large amount of dam-
age done during the hurricane of SBeptember
1947 a review report covering this project
is now being prepared. This report gives
consideration to the provision of a higher
degree of flood protection than is contem-
plated under the existing project. The por-
tion considered in the review report has an
estimated Federal cost of about £4,500,000
and the cost to local interest of $1,400,000.
Any work performed at this time on the ex-
isting project will not be wasted as the modi-
fled project will follow the same alinement
as the existing project. Records show that
destructive tides occurred along the Gulf
of Mexico coast east of the Mississippi River
in 1901 and 1915 and were repeated in the
hurricane of 1947. Records of dangers to
property along the lake front in Jefferson
Parish during the early storms are not avail-
able because of the lack of development in
that area and residential development has
progressed at a rapid rate by extending lake-
ward and into reclaimed marshlands. Dur-
ing the hurricane of September 19, 1947, ex-
cessive tide and storm wave action caused
many serious breaks in the lake-shore em-
bankment allowing free passage of lake
waters into the lower areas behind the levee.
During that hurricane the crown elevation
of weakened sections of the embankment
were reduced and a total length of 4,200 feet
crevassed. Floodwaters in residential sec-
tions as far as 213 miles from the lake were
flooded with actual depths ranging up to
8 feet. Of the total 50-square-mile area
of Jefferson Parish between Lake Pontchar-
train and the Mississippi River, with an as-
sessed value of §21,000,000, approximately 39
square miles were inundated. The 3 pump-
ing stations which normally removed the in-
terior drainage were flooded and out of op-
eration as was the parish incinerator and
sewage-disposal plant, creating a serious
health hazard to about 25,000 people. An
international airport was closed, urban bus
lines interrupted, public schools made un-
tenable, stock of many small mercantile es-
tablishments damaged by the water, and
many dairy and poultry farm stock destroyed.
About 2,000 homes were damaged, 800 families
were evacuated, and home furnishings, auto-
mobiles, and personal effects damaged or de-
stroyed. The average annual benefits are
estimated in excess of £500,000.

As I stated to the committee when I ap-~
peared before it, I deemed this project very
urgent in that In the last 6 months the
people living on the south shore of the lake
at a place known as Metairie have been over-
flooded twice. During September most of the
inhabitants living in that area suffered tre-
mendously because of the flood. Many lost
their meager savings and several lost their
lives. In that area there are over 36,000
people, and I am informed that there were
from two to three thousand residents of that
section who were compelled to move out and
live for from 1 to 2 months with neighbors.
My distinguished colleague the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. GueNEY] was in that
vicinity right after the flood of last fall,
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There was a similar flood shortly after he
left. This project is vital to the interests of
the city of New Orleans and its suburban
areas. The South's largest city is entitled
to the protection which this project affords.

It is natural that I should examine this
appropriation bill with particular reference
to my own State and refer to the work I have
briefly outlined. However, from a Nation-
wide standpoint I want also to add my voice
to that of the able Senator from South Da-
kota who conducted the painstaking and
impartial hearings on this bill and who has
made an elogquent presentation of the mat-
ter to the Senate.

In short, when we consider the manner in
which the work contemplated becomes au-
thorized; the remarkable record of sound
engineering and impartial recommendations
established by the executive agency under
whose jurisdiction the Congress has placed
this work; the urgent, yes desperate, need
for these improvements in our own country,
not some foreign country, and the great
secondary benefit that such improvements
will have in helping this Nation to fulfill the
foreign commitments it has already made, I
am amaged, even astounded, at the ill-ad-
vised and unsubstantiated charges that some
Senators have made regarding the measure
before the Senate.

It has not been many years since this
Congress, tired and disgusted with super-
planners who wasted public funds and in-
finite time In planning the plans to plan
natural resource development, rose almost in
unity and legislated the Natural Resources
Planning Board out of existence. The pri-
mary objection was that nothing tangible
was being accomplished. Now some Senators
find themselves in the uncomfortable posi-
tion of attacking a program because some-
thing very real and tangible is being accom-
plished. These works for which appropria-
tions are now being asked are not boon-
doggling—neither are they hastily prepared
visionary schemes.

There is not a single project for which
funds are asked that has not traveled

through & most rigorous engineering end

economic examination, not only once but
again and again as pointed out by the Sena-
tor from South Dakota. This procedure is
prescribed by laws adopted by the Congress
and s meticulously prosecuted by the Corps
of Engineers. Repeated hearings are held
before local people, before authorization.
committees of both the House and Senate,
before Appropriation Committees of both the
House and Senate, and before the Bureau of
the Budget. Comments are secured from
governors and State agencies—coordination
with interested Federal agencies is carried
out. Under these circumstances it is difficult
for me to understand why any Senator would
attack this whole program simply because
there is a greater need for these improve-
ments in some States than in others.

On my second point, namely the excellent
record of sound engineering and impartial
recommendations established by the Corps
of Engineers under whose jurisdiction this
work is placed, I need say little by way of
enlargement, In fact there is little that I
or any other Senator can say that will add
to or subtract from the superior record that
has been established over a period of 150

On the third point concerning the need for
and benefit of this work to our own country
a8 great deal can be said. Let me mentlon
Jjust cne or two highlights. Aside from the
human suffering and economic loss to estab-
lished industry occasioned by floods I call
attention to the fact that there are hun-
dreds of thousands of acres in the humid
agricultural regions of these United States
that are uninhabitable and unproductive be-
cause of flood hazards and poor drainage,
Logically in a step-by-step manner these
lands are being brought into production by

the very projects we have before us now. We
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can make no greater contribution to the wel-
fare of this Nation and to our effort to fulfill
our foreign commitments than to proceed
with this work at the maximum practical rate.
Does the Senate realize that not a single com-
pleted Federal flood-control project has failed
to perform its desired function in flood? 1Is
it realized that conservative impartial esti-
mates of the benefits of completed projects
indicate on an over-all basis that these proj-
ects will afford savings that equal their origi-
nal cost in from 6 to 10 years? In the Alluvial
Valley of the lower Mississippl River the
project with which I am most familiar has
prevented damages estimated at nearly §5.-
000,000,000 since the last direct overflow in
1927. The Federal expenditure on the plan
that has aflorded these great benefits has
been about $600,000,000 over that 20-year
period. In other words, eight times the cost
of the work to date has already been saved.
The story in the Ohio River Basin is much
the same. And the story in the other major
river basins will be the same if we get on with
our work.

In the case of navigation our prewar ton-
nages have increased from 50 to 100 percent.
Single cargoes are bigger and required depths
are greater. Do we want to continue to
progress or do we want to turn the clock
back? When we are contemplating the ex-
penditure of billions of dollars overseas to
rehabilitate foreign nations do we want to
hamper the logical development of our own
country—I think not. Furthermore, I chal-
lenge anyone to prove that there is any other
way under the sun that we can spend the
amount asked for in this bill to greater ad-
vantage toward accomplishing the foreign
commitments already made or contemplated.
In the long run I am confident that increas-
ing our agricultural production and indus-
trial capacity at home by expenditures for
flood control and navigation improvements
will pay greater dividends toward fulfilling
our foreign program than any equivalent
expenditures as a dole to foreign nations.

Before closing I want to say just a word
or two about the size of this program in dol-
lars and cents. There has been considerable
sald by some Senators in comparing this pro-
gram with the dollar-and-cent size of pre-
war programs. Is there a single Senator in
this Chamber who finds that he can buy a
steak, a pound of butter, a suit of clothes,
or an automobile for the same price he paid
before the war? The answer, of course, is
“No" and needless to add no Senator is re-
ceiving the same pay he did before the war.
The same story applies to the work we have
under consideration. In fact the over-all
construction price index shows that it took
£1.83 in late 1947 to accomplish what §1
would accomplish in 1940. Costs are still
rising. Add to this fact the well-known
situation that much of this internal im-
provement work was rightly curtailed dur-
ing the war and that the people back home
are now clamoring for the improvements they
have patiently waited for, and you must
conclude as I do that double the prewar
program in dollars and cents is not an un-
reasonable increase.

Yes, Mr. President, 1 wish to be on record
as glving my ungualified support to H. R.
5624 as reported out by the Senate Appro-
priations Committee and to urge its adop-
tion. I should, of course, have preferred an
even more elaborate appropriation for the
outlined projects, but although construc-
tion of some projects will be delayed, the
amount recommended by the Senate Appro-
priations Committee represents a substan-
tial improvement over the bill as passed by
the House. To do any less than is presently
being recommended would indeed be folly.

Mr. President, at the request of the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]
I have read the speech which he would
have delivered had it been possible for
him fo be in the Chamber today,
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REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMIC REPORT (REPT. NO. 1388)

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, from the
Joint Committee on the Economic Re-
port, I ask unanimous consent to submit
a report dealing with the 1948 economic
report of the President. This report
consists of the committee findings, a
summary of the President’s report, and
a long analysis of the President’s report
by the staff of the Joint Committee. It
also includes a dissenting minority report
signed by the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. O'ManoNEY] and others. Attached
are various exhibits.

I request that the report be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the report will be received
and printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed, without amendment,
the foilowing bills of the Senate:

S. 188. An act for the relief of Dionisio R.
Trevino;

85.511. An act for the rellef of Franclsco
Gamboa Giocoechea;

S.1050. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to promote the mining of potash
on the public domain,” approved February
7, 1927, so as to provide for the disposition
of the rentals and royalties from leases
issued or, renewed under the act entitled
“An act to authorize exploration for and
disposition of potassium,” approved October
2, 1917;

S.1805. An act to amend section 24 of
vhe Federal Power Act so as to provide that
the States may apply for reservation of por-
tions of power sites released for entry, loca-
tion, or selection to the States for highway
purposes;

8. 1365. An act for the rellef of Lowe Way
Yuen, and Dang Chee; .

8. 1451. An act for the relief of Perfecto
M. Biason and Joan Biason;

8. 1483. An act for the relief of Guy Cheng;

5. 1571. An act to promote the national de-
fense by increasing the membership of the
National Advisory Committee for Aeronau-
tics, and for other purposes;

S. 1637. An act for the relief of Leo Hamer-
mann;

8. 1651. An act to amend the General
Bridge Act of 1946;

B.1874. An act authorizing the head of
the department or agency using the public
domain for national defense purposes to
compensate holders of grazing permits and
licenses for losses sustained by reason of
such use of public lands for national defense
purposes;

5.1979. An act authorizing and directing
the Fish and Wildlife Service of the Depart-
ment of the Interior to undertake certain
studies of the soft-shell and hard-shell clams;

8.2077. An act to authorize the Secretary
of the Army to exchange certain property
with the city of Eearney, Nebr.; and

§.2233. An act to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to grant to the East Bay Munic-
ipal Utility District, an agency of the State
of California, an easement for the construc-
tion and operation of a water main in and
under certain Government-owned lands com-
prising a part of the United States naval air
station, Alameda, Calif,

PROPOSED ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Senate
takes a recess at the close of the session
today, it recess until Thursday next at
noomn,
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Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I ob-
Ject.

Mr. WHERRY subsequently said: Mr.
President, I believe I misspoke with re-
spect to the day to which I asked unani-
mous consent to recess. It is tomorrow,
Wednesday next, at noon. I renew my
unanimous-consent request.

Mr. ENOWLAND, Mr. President, I
renew the objection.

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY CIVIL FUNCTIONS
APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 5224) making appro-
priations for civil functions adminis-
tered by the Department of the Army
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1949,
and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the motion of the Senator
from Kansas [Mr. Reepn], for himself,
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Brinces], and the Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr. FErcuson], to recommit the
bill with certain instructions.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I rise to
oppose the minority report on House bill
5524, and in opposition to the motion to
recommit the majority report.

I was very much interested in the
speech made earlier this afternoon by
my good friend the distinguished senior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarrl. I re-
spect his views on this question, as on
all other matters. In this instance,
however, I find myself in disagreement
with him, particularly as to some of the
premises which the Senator from Ohio
laid down in his speech.

Toward the end of his speech he raised
what I think is the vital question for us
to consider in determining the position
we should take on this particular bill.
I think I quote the Senator from Ohio
correctly when I say that he said in effect
that the question before us is one of
weighing the importance of different
public expenditures.

On that point I am in agreement with
the Senator from Ohio because I think
the question before us is a question of
weighing the importance of different
public expenditures. However, in an-
swering that question, I have come to a
position diametrically opposed to that
taken by the Senator from Ohio, because
I think the projects which are covered
by this particular bill are of such vital
importance to the security and the eco-
nomic welfare of our Nation that this
bill should be passed, and the motion
based upon the minority views should be
rejected.

Earlier in his speech the distinguished
Senator from Ohio referred several times
to these projects as public works projects.
He pointed out again the theory which
he has so ably defended not only in the
Senate but elsewhere in the country in
months past; namely, that in times of
boom we should, in effect, put public
works on the shelf, to take them down
in times of slackened employment,
slackened business, and approaching
depression.

I would make two points in presenting
my point of view in contrast with the
point of view of the Senator from Ohio
on that particular matter. I do not
deny that these are public works by defi-
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nition, in the sense that we are using
public funds for the building of these
projects, such as great power projects
and river and flood-control develop-
ment and harbor-development projects.
Nevertheless, I wish to point out that
they are also in a very real economic
sense private works, in that I think they
are essential to the advancement of the
best interests of our private-property
economy. They are essential in order
to develop to the maximum extent pos-
sible, in the shortest period of time, an
expanding economy in the United States.
The distinguished Senator from Ohio
talks in terms of a balanced budget and
in terms of a $40,000,000,000 budget,
which is now ours. He stresses the im-
portance of paying $2,500,000,000 on the
national debt. I agree with the Senator
from Ohio that we should be thinking
and acting in terms of a balanced budget,
but I do not agree with him that at the
present time in our Government we are
dealing with a scientific, businesslike
budget. The budget we have is not a
sound business budget. No corporation
or large business would think of build-
ing a budget on the same accounting
basis which we use in building our Fed-
eral budget.

On other occasions I have mentioned
this point on the floor of the Senate; I
think budget reform is inherent in the
argument that is before us now. I wish
to repeat that I think we should talk
in terms of a balanced budget only in
the sense that we talk in terms of a
budget which has taken out of it, and
set over to one side, separate and distinet
from an expenditures budget, insofar
as administrative costs of Government
are concerned, all capital investments
and all money that goes into self-liqui-
dating projects.

What we have at the present time in
the form of a Federal budget, Mr. Presi-
dent, is really a hodgepodge budget in
which we include so-called expenditures
for the administration of Government
itself and also include the money that is
paid out for capital investments. Thus,
we include in the budget as expense
money which is necessary for the build-
ing of great projects that are necessary
in order to expand our economy, but
which after all are, for the most part,
self-liquidating projects. I say it is
error to speak in terms of a balanced
budget, so far as the Federal budget is
concerned, as long as we follow such ac-
counting principles. I support the prin-
ciple of a balanced budget but I say that
we should separate from that budget
these vital, self-liquidating, capital in-
vestments. We should not be including
them, it seems to me, in a so-called bal-
anced Federal budget.

This point of these projects being self-
liquidating always raises a question of
fact on this subject, Mr. President,
The question of whether most of these
major projects, particularly the projects
for flood control, reclamation, and the
projects for power development, will, in
due course of time, in fact be self-liqui-
dating. In taking my position on issues
in the Senate of the United States, I
always seek to find the answer to the
question, “What are the facts?” On the
basis of such research as I have been
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able to make to date, since I have been
in the Senate studying this particular
problem, and on the basis of all the data
that have been made available to me
from the various Government depart-
ments and agencies concerned with these
projects, I am of the opinion that the fact
is that, in the main, these major projects
will in the course of years be self-liqui-
dating. If I am correct in that finding
of fact—and it is the only finding I can
make on the basis of the data which have
been supplied to me by the departments
that have. jurisdiction and control and
supervision over these projects—then,
Mr. President, I am not going to join in
any view presented by any Member of
the Senate that we should consider these
projects within the concept of a balanced
budget. I think they must be considered
aside from and independent of a budget
which goes to the question of adminis-
trative costs for the operation of the
Government itself. We ought to look
upon these projects, then, as Federal
projects in the sense that they will re-
turn into the United States Treasury, in
the form of new tax dollars flowing from
the wealth which these projects will pro-
duce over the years, much more money
than we shall ever invest in their orig-
inal cost. -

I think that statement marks as clearly
as I can mark, at least, one line of differ-
ence which exists between the proponents
of this bill and those who are in favor of
the minority views and the motion to re-
commit. I think it should be kept per-_
fectly clear in this debate that the pro-
ponents of these projects believe in a
balanced budget but we do not think it
is fair or right to include capital invest-
ments of a self-liquidating type in the
Federal budget when it comes to apply-
ing the tests of a balanced budget. These
costs are really loans to the people and
their return to the Treasury is assured.
I do not think that those of us who are
in favor of going ahead now with the
development of these wealth-creating
projects should let anyone put us in such
a position that it might appear that we
are not in favor of a balanced budget as
far as operating administrative costs of
government are concerned,

There is another point which I wish
to make, and I think it has a very direct
bearing on the very able speech made by
the Senator from Ohio. The point is that
I am greatly concerned about the repre-
sentations which are being made to the
Members of Congress, these days, and the
facts which are being presented before
various commitiees in support of those
representations as to the world crisis,
Today we happen to be living in a world
situation which can properly be charac-
terized, it seems to me, as a world situa-
tion of tension. I think that is an under-
statement. I do not wish to overstate the
situation, Mr, President; but having sat
as a member of the Armed Services Com-~
mittee for weeks in public hearings and in
executive sessions, and having either lis-
tened to or read all the evidence and rep-
resentations presented to that committee
in connection with a great piece of major
legislation which still is awaiting action
by the Senate—namely, military man-
power legislation—1I know that I make no
overstatement when I say that today
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world conditions are such that they can
be correctly described as creating a state
of world tension. I think it is only fair
and proper io go beyond that statement,
and say that it is my honest judgment
that although war is not inevitable and
although it is my judgment that we can
avoid war if all of us keep our heads, yet
there is the ever-present danger that
some international accident or incident
might place us in a very serious war emer-
gency. Because I do not think such a
danger can be denied by anyone who goes
through the records of the Senate Armed
Services Committee and the hearings
held before that committee on the inter-
national problems we on the committee
have been considering as we have consid-
ered military manpower legislation, I say,
Mr, President, that I cannot sit in the
Senate of the United States and not do
all within my power to keep my country
prepared to enforce the peace. We owe
the obligation to our country to do that
not only from the standpoint of man-
power, not only from the standpoint of
air power, not only from the standpoint
of naval power, but also from the stand-
point of economic power. In fact, I think
the greatest defense weapon we have is
to be found in the economic power of the
United States. It is to be found in our
private-property economy. It is to be
found in our capitalistic system, It is to
be found in a sound industrial mobiliza-
tion program. Such a program does not
endanger our private-property economy.
Rather it gives to that economy its great-
est assurance of perpetuation.

What is the relation of that observa-
tion to the pending bill? A very impor-
tant relationship, Mr, President, because
I think the bill pending before the Sen-
ate of the United States is of great in-
terest and great concern and vital im-
portance to the business interests of
America. I think it is through such leg-
islation as this that we have our great-
est hopes of expanding our economy to
the point so that we shall be in a posi-
tion to meet the financial obligations of
our Government., We must meet this
huge debt of, in round fligures, $255,000,-
000,000. May I say, incidentally, Mr.
President, we should meet it by a pay-
ment of at least twice $2,500,000,000 a
year, I want to repeat in a sentence or
two the observations I made in the tax
debafe. I want to say that I do not now,
any more than when the tax debate was
on, share the view of the leadership of
my party that $2,500,000,000 is all we
ought to pay on the national debt dur-
ing this year of tremendous economic
boom. I want to repeat that I think the
Republican Party in the Senate of the
United States should have stood for a
payment on the national debt of at least
$5,000,000,000, Why do I say that? Be-
cause that is what the carrying charge
on the debt is. If, in a year of a great
boom, apparently the year of the great-
est boom in our history, we cannot pay
a sum on the national debt at least equal
to the carrying charge, then I think we
are falling the people of our country in
living up to the responsibility which is
ours to keep the value of the American
dollar as stable and as secure as possible.
Mr. President, you are not going to keep
the dollar stable, are not going to pro-
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tect the value of the dollar, unless you
retire the debt at a more rapid rate than
$2,500,000,000 & year, I am satisfied, Mr.
President, that the issue of paying our
debt once taken to the American people -
and thoroughly understood by them, will
result in an overwhelming verdict on
the part of a great majority of the Amer=
ican people that we made a mistake in
not adopting a budget that would pay
more than $2,500,000,000 on the debf.
We could have done it if the Senate had
been willing to adopt the tax program
of the Committee for Economic Devel-
opment which tax program I offered in
a series of amendments.

As I go about the country, Mr. Presi-
dent, the American people, as I find
them, want the debt retired at a more
rapid rate than $2,500,000,000 a year.

Can it be argued that, if that is my
position toward retirement of the debt,
then I ought to support a reduction in
the appropriations for the particular
projects covered in the pending bill? I
think not, Mr. President. I-do not think
that would be a logical reply to me. Why
do I say that? Because I am convinced
that these projects are needed if we are
going to develop the wealth in this coun=-
try which must be developed in order to
give s the economy out of which we can
obtain the new tax dollars necessary to
retire the debt at a more rapid rate.

We are dealing here, as I see the pic-
ture, Mr. President, with a great Ameri-
can economic frontier, The potentiali-
ties of the projects, as far as creating
new wealth in this country is concerned,
I do not think have been grasped yet by
the imagination of a majority of my
colleagues in the Senate. I do not think
the Members of the Senate fully ap-
preciate the importance of the develop-
ment of these projects to a great and
ever expanding American economy.

I want to direct my attention and the
attention of the Senate in the course of
these remarks to the economic poten-
tialities of some of these projects, and to
their relationship to national security.
Mr. President, I do not think there is any
logic in voting to meet our national
security problems from the standpoint
of manpower unless we back up that vote
by an industrial support which that man-
power is going to need if an Mmternational
accident or incident thrusts us into an
international conflict. That is why I
share the objectives of the Senator from
Georgia when in the Armed Services
Committee he proposes an industrial
mobilization amendment to the man-
power bill. Mr. President, you cannot
approach this matter of national secu-
rity just from the manpower angle alone,
We must recognize that war is now a
total operation involving all segments of
our economy and all segments of our
people. Also we must recognize that
preparation for defense must be looked
upon as & national problem which
necessarily involves our total economy.
Total defense as total war places re-
sponsibilities and obligations upon our
total economy.

I sat in the Armed Services Committee
this morning. I listened to testimony

and argument in regard to the impor-
tance of saving for defense purposes
some of the great war plants of this
country, Some 32 out of a total of some
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160 under consideration cost in round
fisures $735,000,000. They would cost
twice that amount if we found ourselves
in an international conflict and had to
replace them quickly. Their replace-
ment cost as of today would double their
original cost. I took the position in the
committee this morning, and I shall take
it on the floor when the bill gets here,
that it is of vital importance in protect-
ing our boys who we are going to draft
into the services, that we mobilize those
plants for defense by keeping them in
the control of the Federal Government
rather than permitting them to be sal-
vaged or junked. The testimony before
our committee shows that few of them
will be used for commercial purposes, but
most of them will be junked if we do not
save them., Rather than permit them
to be salvaged and junked, and then in
case of emergency proceed to replace

them at great increases in cost, I think .

they should be mobilized for defense
now.

Mr. President, as long as we find our-
selves in the position of living in a world
characterized by international tension,
then we must look at all legislation such
as the legislation pending before us from
the standpoint of its relationship to na-
tional defense. I want to say that in my
opinion not to appropriate the money for
the projects covered by H. R. 5524 would
be contrary to the best interest of na-
tional defense. I want to say that it
would be inconsistent to proceed to spend
great sums of money for building up the
ground Army and the Air Corps and a
naval force, unless we are willing also
on the level of economic production to
spend money to build these projects cov-
ered in this bill so that we can build the
war materials necessary to protect the
lives of our boys in the event an inter-
national incident should occur which
would take them to war.

1 was also interested in the observa-
tion which my good friend from Ohio
made when he pointed out again today,
as he has many times in the, past, that
in effect the American people are work-
ing for the Government some 3 days out
of every 10.

1 shall not dwell on the point at any
length this afternoon because I covered
it during the tax debate: I simply deny
the soundness of his premise, for this
reason: We must look at Federal ex-
penditures for services rendered the
American people from the standpoint of
their interest in and needs for those serv-
ices. When we do that, save and except
in those instances where there is unnec-
cessary waste I think it is up to the budg-
et-cutting proponents to show that the
elimination of any given service is not a
penny-wise, pound-foolish budget cut,
The instances of wasteful governmental
expenditures are only a drop in the
bucket compared with the total services
rendered to the American people by their
Government. I do not know of any dol-
lars which the American people spend
from which they receive greater value for
their individual interest and welfare
than from the tax dollars they spend
for Government service. I repeat, that
I do not accept the argument that when
American taxpayers pay money for a
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health program, an educational pro-
gram, police protection, for roads, for
reclamation, for power development, for
national security, they are working for
the Government. They are working for
themselves just as much as when they
go to their daily occupations.

We have entered that era in our his-
tory, Mr. President, where a great many
services must be performed by the Gov-
ernment in the sense that they must
have Government financing and Gov-
ernment backing. Roads are a good ex-
ample. Our Federal Treasury has re-
covered from expenditures for highways,
Mr, President, many times the dollars
we have invested in them. When we
spend money in the interests of national
security we are not working for the Gov-
ernment; we are working for ourselves
and American children yet to be born
throughout future generations.

It becomes a matter of degree as to
how fast we shall move forward with im-
proved services needed by all of our peo-
ple. Iam willing to admit that premise,
But on the basis of that premise and on
the basis of the test as to whether the
particular projects covered by this bill
are projects which should be considered
at this time, my answer is that most
certainly we should proceed with them
immediately. It is my honest opinion
that time is of the essence. These proj-
ects should not be put on the shelf, either
from the standpoint of national security
or from the standpoint of the economic
welfare of the country. As to the latter,
we must expand our economy in order
to get out of the economic mess in which
we find ourselves, and these projects will

help along that course of action. They

will create new wealth, new industry,
more jobs, and increased tax revenues.

Referring to the minority report it-
self, I want to point out that it seems
to me one of the fundamental miscon-
ceptions of that report is that it lacks
consistency. On page 2 it is stated:

If we must violate our pledge for curtailed
governmental spending, certainly it should
be for the purpose of strengthening our na-
tlonal defenses against the threats of the
totalitarian powers. Above all, it should not
be used to chew up the very materials which,
should they be needed, are so vital to our
national security.

On page 4 the minority report states:

A few hydroelectric power projects account
for over 40 percent of 1949 construction al-
lotments.

Mr, President, during most of the re-
maining part of my remarks I shall lay
particular emphasis upon the relation-
ship between those hydroelectric power
developments and national security. I
shall seek to prove the proposition that
these power projects are of vital concern
to national defense and to our power as
a people to protect ourselves in case we
find ourselves thrust into a war. There-
fore I want to point out as my major
premise that I take the position that the
power projects and other projects in-
volved in this bill will not “chew up” vital
materials needed for national security.
I take the position that without these
projects we cannot, in the new type of
war which will be fought, if we have a
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third world war, manufacture in the
quantities necessary the materials vital
for the prosecution of that war. We
learned that lesson in the last war.
Where would we be today and where
would we have been during World War II
had we not had Bonneville, Grand Coulee,
Heover Dam, and the great dams of the
TVA? What would have happened to
our atomic-energy program? We would
not have been able to complete that pro-
gram which was so vital to winning the
war. The fact remains that our success
in carrying forward the atomic-energy
program was determined largely by the
existence of those dams,

Mr. President, I have listened to the
witnesses appearing before the Armed
Services Committee over the weeks and
I have heard their testimony regarding
the strategic problems we may have, if
we find ourselves in a third world war.
I say to the American people here and
now that it is in our self-interest that we
proceed to develop to the maximum ex-
tent possible, in the shortest period of
time, the power resources of the country.

What is my record for consistency on
that? I want to direct this remark to
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLey], with whom I had a cloakroom
conversation earlier this afternoon. I
voted for the St. Lawrence waterway
project, not only because I thought it
important to develop the transportation
facilities involved in that project but
because, as a member of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, I recognized the impor-
tance of using that project also to de-
velop to the maximum extent possible
the hydroelectric resources of America.
If we do not do so, we will be as short-
sighted as many people were during the
1920’s and 1930’s when they did not pre-
pare the country for the defense of its
security. We paid in the long run an
exceedingly high price for the lack of
preparedness. I do not propose to make
the mistake which many Members of
Congress made during the 1920’s and
1930’s by failing to keep up our national
defenses. So I say that I shall vote for
the development of the hydroelectric
power resources of America whether
they be in Florida, Texas, Mississippi,
Georgia, Michigan, Wisconsin, Ohio, or
any other State. I am satisfled that
from the standpoint of national security
every dollar we spend, and as soon as pos-
sible, in the development of the hydro-
electric power resources of America will
be money just as well spent and, in my
Jjudgment, better spent, for the security
of the Nation than spending it now for
battleships or airplanes or manpower
needs. I think the development of our
power resources are more important,
Mr. President, than any other defense
need we have. Important as other needs
of defense are, I think the development
of the hydroelectric resources of the
country is the most important national-
defense development for which we could
appropriate money. I propose to defend
that premise in this speech, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Referring to the two statements in the
minority report to which I have referred,
which appear on page 2 and page 4, I
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would say that those two observations
are in total conflict and fail to recognize
the critical material situation facing this
Nation. It is not a question of “chew-
ing up materials,” but the more impor-
tant requirement of producing those
eritical materials needed to protect us
against an atom-bomb war. Measured
in terms of power, this Nation is im-
mediately short about 1,000,000 kilo-
watts of high-class hydro power capac-
ity which is necessary to make a start
in providing adequate defense. Steam
or other types of power cannot be
used on account of cost and other pro-
duction characteristics and problems,
Without light metals, chemicals, or ferro-
alloys—which are nothing more than
frozen low-cost hydro kilowatts—the talk
about strengthening our national de-
fense has little real meaning, as used in
the report of the minority. I repeat, Mr.
President, the light metals essential to
the new type of warfare in which we will
be thrust if we go into another war con-
stitute nothing else than frozen low-cost
hydro kilowatts. Right now we are a
million short.

The demand for additional kilowatts,
both for national defense and for our
economy, is a tremendous demand. Yet
there is talk about putting these projects
on the shelf until we get into a depres-
sion, There is talk fo the effect that
such was the position talen by President
Hoover on this issue. Such talk does not
recommend itself to me, because I am
inclined to believe that had we gone
along and developed these projects to a
greater degree than we did in the 1920%s,
we would have had a fighting chance, at
least, of preventing the tremendous de-
pression in 1929, We found ourselves
late in the twenties with a honeycombed
financial structure and a restricting

“economy instead of an expanding one.
As a result we were thrown headlong into
a depression.

The moment this economy of ours
starts to restrict, then watch out for the
danger signs of a recession or depression.
To beat it before it starts, to prevent it
before the spark is lighted, I say we
should constantly keep ahead of a de-
pression by ever expanding the economy.
The possibilities for expansion as we
make scientific advancements is almost
unlimited. These projects are vital to
an expanding economy. I say to those
in the East that the tremendous values
which eastern manufacture is going to
make out of the development of the
hydroelectric resources of this country
have not yet been fully appreciated by
most people in the East with whom I
have talked. The significance of these
projects to the economic development of
all sections of America has not pene-
trated as yet the imagination and vision
of many men in Congress.

My faith in this capitalistic system of
ours, I submit, is greater than that of
many people in the country who talk in
terms of pessimism, People who talk in
terms of not being willing now to spend
dollars which will repay themselves
many fold in the Treasury of the United
States by way of the new wealth flowing
from the expanding economy these proj-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

ects would create show an unconscious
lack of confidence in our capitalistic
system.

The lack of critical materials, largely
electroprocessed materials, will have a
much greater effect on our industrial
economy than is recognized. It often
has been stated that the automotive in-
dustry of Michigan would not have had
its beginning if it had not been for the
electroprocessed basic materials devel-
oped by low cost Niagara hydro power.
The older conventional fuel-furnace
produced metals cannot be used where
high strength, light weight, and high
speed are the basic requirements. Our
new processing methods require great
electric energy for the development of
those metals. A cross section of our in-
dustry is now dependent on electro-
processed materials and this situation
will increase year by year as we dig out
our metal reserves.

Naturally, one who is not a member of
the subcommittee handling this bill is
not qualified to discuss all the details
governing the inferences in this report.
However, it does appear to one who has
investigated this Nation’s resource con-
dition that some of the observations or
inferences in this minority report can do
a great violence to a properly expanded
Air Force and the all out defense against
the atom bomb. Our electro-processed
metal situation is now being seriously
jeopardized by a lack of the requisite
power supplies.

Bearing on this point, Mr. R. 8. Reyn-
olds, who pioneered the expansion of
light metals in this country as a defense
requisite long before Pearl Harbor, said
in an interview in the Richmond Times-
Dispatch of April 19, 1948, as follows:

If the international situation continues to
deteriorate the existing aluminum capacity
will be wholly insufficient for the most criti-
cal wartime demands.

The United Btates Government no longer
has a stock pile of aluminum. Its stock pile
of bauxite would not be sufficient to meet
increased emergency demands for more than
8 or 4 weeks. c

At the close of the war our Nation had a
stock pile of 400,000,000 pounds. Today there
is not a pound of aluminum available from
this source. The increased demrand for this
vital material has caused the consumption
of the Nation's stock pile. Without this
stock plle the Nation even now faces a mili-
tary shortage. It will be impossible to re-
place the vanished stock pile with current
production in view of the unprecedented de-
mand for aluminum for vital uses.

The current production of aluminum in the
United States is at the rate of approximately
643,800 tons per annum. This would be in-
creased quickly by 255,000 tons if economical
electric power were provided to operate the
idle plants including those about to be dis-
mantled.

Unless we build up superiority in this vital
metal 1t will be futile to spend millions on
atomic weapons and new alrplane designs.
The modern war machine is useless without
an adequate aluminum supply. Our present
armament program will fail completely unless
the aluminum production is brought quickly
to the absolute maximum volume.

POWER AND RESOURCES

Mr, President, I now wish fo say a
few words about power and power re-
sources,
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It is a well-known fact that for the
past 7 years this Nation has been
the storehouse for the world. The ef-
fect of such a supply contribution on
its resource base, however, has not been
so generally understood or appraised.
What is needed to repair the foundations
of our resource base has not, in my opin-
ion, been given the requisite over-all
attention, although certain parts of the
problem have been given great attention
by the Congress.

I now intend to discuss the erosion and
repair of this base so that the resource
contributions of the Pacific Northwest
can be made just as effective in times
of peace as they were during the periods
of war stress.

I wish to repeat, Mr, President, that
although I draw most of my data and
evidence from Pacific Northwest prob-
lems, the problems are identical with or

- similar to hydroelectric problems else-

where in our country. I use the Pacific
Northwest hydroelectric problem only as
an illustration of our need to proceed
throughout the country from coast to
coast, from north to south, in the de-
velopment of hydroelectric resources
wherever they exist in the entire Nation.
We can absorb them all. Our economy
is such a sound one and its potentialities
for expansion are so great, that we run
no danger of overdeveloping electric
power resources in this country.

Many centuries of experience have
shown that nations which permitted the
resource base erosion to continue have
fast become secondary nations, and in
later periods decadent nations. China,
unfortunately, is a modern example of
what can happen to a country that per-
mits such erosion to continue.

To protect the future position of this
Nation, we must have the essential facts
and then exercise foresight in the appli-
cation of corrective measures.

RESOURCES

Naturally the question arises, “What
is included in our resource base?”
Broadly, the following major classifica-
tion is offered for purposes of this dis-
cussion, although it is recognized that
many further subdivisions are needed for
an extended discussion, which is outside
the scope of this presentation. The Pa-
cific Northwest is rich in certain types of
resources and it is my purpose to point
out how these can be used for the great-
est national henefit.

Such a broad classification as I have
adopted includes:

First. Light metals, such as aluminum
and magnesium.

Second. Chemicals and fertilizers,

Third. Energy resources.

Fourth. Strategic metals, such as iron,
copper, nickel, zine, tin, and lead; also
the metal combinations used in produc-
ing mechanical bearings, which includes
the metals I have previously mentioned,
and, in addition, antimony. In the list
of strategic metals there should be in-
cluded all of the above which permit
electrolytic refining.

Fifth. Strategic nonmetals, like glass
and rubber.

Sixth. Forestry productions—plastics
and like synthetic materials—and, of
course, agricultural products.
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In fact, Mr. President, we simply can-
not escape the basic relationship be-
tween agricultural production and na-
tional defense and an expanding econo-
my, too. In fact I think it iz the common
denominator in this whole field of build-
ing a structure for adequate national de-
fense and an expanding economy.

In presenting this classification I have
not completely followed the sequence of
needs, but have adopted such a schedule
as would bring the major needs together,
for the purposes of a more logical pres-
entation of the contributions that can be
made by the Pacific Northwest.

THE PREWAR SITUATION

It is now well known that in 1939 this
Nation was not prepared to fight a mod-
ern war because of the lack of up-to-
date electrometallurgical and electro-
chemical industrial plant capacity. This
condition resulted from adherence to the
old Maginot Line theory that the strategy
of succeeding wars—if they came—would
duplicate the experience of World War I,
in spite of the fact that this Nation en-
tered World War I with no advance plan
for industrial mobilization. As a result,
industrial chaos was rapidly approaching
when the armistice of 1918 was sudden-
ly reached. It was only the shortness of
our active participation in World War I
that prevented a break-down in the Na-
tion’s supply of strategic materials.

Mr. President, Germany was not aware
of our rapidly diminishing supply of
strategic materials in this country in
1018. Our production capacity had not
been developed to the point that we were
in a safe position as far as producing, as
rapidly as we would have needed them
had that war continued, the strategical
materials needed by our men fighting
that war. We were not in a safe position
on the home front in 1918, Our home
front production resources were not in
the position of strength that they should
have been in order to carry through the
line of supply which we needed to main-
tain in order to back up our Army in
Europe had the Germans not been de-
feated in 1918.

This situation was fully recognized
when Congress passed the National De-
fense Act of 1920, We were still shocked
with fright, Mr. President, in 1920, be-
cause of the close shave we had, so far as
a serious short supply of strategical ma-
terials was concerned, at the time of the
armistice in 1918. In the Defense Act
of 1920, Congress set up the machinery
for emergency industrial mobilization,
and the procurement of strategic mate-
rials' which we had failed to procure dur-
ing the period preceding World War I.
Under the administration of this act the
War Department was charged with this
responsibility. Initially that depart-
ment sought the advice of the national
mining and commercial associations and
thereby started a debate which continued

" almost up to the start of War II, without
developing a quick and effective modern
industrial plan. Seemingly we had for-
gotten the technological progress made
in the interim, especially in the field of
aeronautics. We then made no effort
to break away from the older conven-
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tional processes of producing metals, and
apparently closed our eyes to the develop-
ments of Germany between 1933 and
1939,

In going over the CONGRESSIONAL REC-
orp from 1936 to 1941, I have found it
illuminating to see the vision exercised
by members of the Northwest delegation
in both Houses of Congtess, when they
urged on strategical grounds the rapid
expansion of the Bonneville and Grand
Coulee generating plants in order to pre-
pare this Nation for what was coming.
Early in 1940 the Congressional delega-
tion called on the newly created Na-
tional Defense Advisory Committee and
suggested the immediate use of the con-
gressionally authorized power facilities
at Bonneville and Grand Coulee for the
production of light metals. At that time
this Nation’s light metal production ca-
pacity was only about one-third of the
capability under the control of Germany.
Nothing was done by the Defense people
until- after Pearl Harbor—18 months
later—and after Pearl Harbor the de-
velopment progress was extremely slow
for the succeeding 9 months.

WAR PRODUCTION DEVELOFMENTS IN THE

PACIFIC NORTHWEST

After long delays, the war agencies
were forced to come to the conclusion
that the large quantities of light and
extra-strong metals required by a rapidly
expanding air program could only be
produced by expanding and utilizing
electrical facilities. The power capacity
was then available in the Northwest for
such large quantity production, and at
the lowest obtainable cost. When the
metal program was finally established
by the war agencies, the development of
such industries in the Pacific Northwest
rapidly followed. At this point, to be
entirely accurate, it should be stated
that the Aluminum Co. of America on
its own initiative started their large
aluminum ingot reduction plant at Van-
couver as early as the fall of 1939.

I want to pay my sincere compliments
and tribute to the foresight of the
Aluminum Company of America because
I believe that they, too, foresaw the in-
ternational situation which was about to
crash down upon us, and the importance
of our taking the necessary preliminary
steps to lay a base for the manufacture
of needed light metals for an effective
air power role.

As a result of this strategic program,
the Nation saw the establishment of the
following electrometal and electrochemi-
cal industries in the States of Oregon
and Washington: Five ingot aluminum
plants of large proportions; one extreme-~
ly large aluminum rolling mill; one ex-
perimental alumina eclay plant; three
ferro-alloys plants producing high-
strength iron metals; one extremely large
ferro-silicon process magnesium plant;
three calcium carbide chemical plants;
one chlorine and chlorate chemical
plant; one electrolytical manganese pilot
plant; and the now well known plu-
tonium—atomic bomb—at Hanford,
Wash.

In addition to these basic electrolytic
plants, electro-satellite plants were also

5973

established, such as the shipyards built
on electric welding, expansion of the
Bremerton Navy Yard for Pearl Harbor
and other Pacific repairs, and the ex-
pansion of the Boeing aircraft plant at
Seattle. These plants were placed in op-
eration and consumed power at a rate of
many million kilowatt-hours per year,
but nevertheless the region was hard
pressed to meet power demands. This
situation has continued to date.

Here is an economic fact, Mr. Presi-
dent, which I would have my colleagues
in the Senate never lose sight of in the
debate. Although the completion of
some power dams was speeded up in
order to meet the needs of wartime in-
dustries now with those wartime indus-
tries gone, there is still a tremendous
shortage of power in the Pacific North-
west to meet civilian needs. It gives
one some idea, Mr. President, of how
rapidly our economy is expanding and
will expand if we give that economy the
electric power it needs for expansion.
Now we have not only public power
groups, but all of the private power
groups of the Pacific Northwest taking
joint action in pleading with the Con-
gress of the United States, through the
Tacoma agreement of last year, and
through the new Tacoma agreement of
this year, for the completion of the proj-
ects listed in this bill in the shortest
period of time. Why do they take that
position, Mr. President? In order to
meet civilian needs. They are not ask-
ing for them for wartime emergency
needs. The private utilities and the
public power groups are pointing out to
the Congress, in formal statements joint-
ly signed, that these projects must be
developed to meet the power needs for
the civilian economy, because there is a
great shortage of electric power in that
great Pacific Northwest area of the coun-
try.

Although before World War II we fol-
lowed a “too little, too late” policy in
most matters of defense, the Nation saw
the development of some needed power
projects. The program was not as ex-
tensive as it should have been but it
proved to be a vital help in winning the
war.

As a result of this late start, the other
pressing war needs, the lack of quickiy
developed power potentials in this coun-
try, and the antagonism to the use of
Federal power, we found this Nation sub-
sidizing ythe Shipshaw development in
Canada in order to secure additional
aluminum to meet the call for more and
more aireraft. The subsidy given to the
Shipshaw Canadian plant has produced
a highly competitive power and meta!
combination in Canada, which because of
subsidy has resulted in over-all power
costs between one-third and one-half of
the pay-out costs of the Columbia River
power. The Bhipshaw enterprise was
projected at a time when identical re-
sults could have been obtained in the
Pacific Northwest by accelerating the
generator schedules of the two Columbia
River plants.

In this connection it is interesting to
present a comparative table of national
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and regional aluminum production ex-
pressed in short tons:

Northwest
$ I:'Fr?iﬁfi Production| production
Year States rin rI;;cmc l? p{-r’cenr.l

¥ Jorthwest | of national
production production

Tons Tons

L | e R 0
206, 280 5, 000 2.6
308, 067 67, 000 21.8
621, 106 148, 000 28. 4
920,179 252, 000 27.3
776, 446 281, 000 36.4
- O 1418, 000 128, 000 30. 5
17 oo 1700, 000 290, 000 40.1

1 Estimated.

Source: National figures from U, 8. Bureau of Mines,
and Northwest figures calculated from power-consump-
tion figures.

From 1925 to 1937 ingot aluminum
production in the United States required
a supply of power ranging from one bil-
lion to two and one-half billion kilowatt
hours per year. The maximum alumi-
num production shown in the tabulated
material presented above means an an-
nual national power consumption around
20,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours during the
peak war period, or a tenfold increase
from prewar levels. From 1939 to the
peak of the war period, the total power
used in all types of manufacture in the
United States increased from 72,000,-
000,000 to 148,000,000,000 kilowatt hours
per year, or practically a twofold in-
crease. During the same period the
needs of all types of electric process in-
dustries in the United States increased
from about 9,500,000,000 to 37,500,000,000
kilowatt hours, or a fourfold production
increase.

These cited increases show the rapidly
growing importance of electric materials
to our economy.

The increase in the development of
electric materials shows the relationship
between the production of those materi-
als and our economic welfare. But we
cannot produce them in the amounts
which our expanding economy needs
without the development of more elec-
tric power resources. I am not going to
let anyone get off the hook of that di-
lemma in this debate. We cannot de-
velop the electrical materials needed
either for our civilian production or for
national defense without developing to
the maximum extent possible the elec-
tric power resources of the country. I
do not propose to put the needs of an
expanding economy on the shelfiuntil we
toboggan into a depression. Now is the
time to look forward. Now is the time
to take advantage of a backward look
at our mistakes of the 1920's and 1930's
and proceed forward with an expanding
economy on the basis of the lessons
taught by those earlier mistakes.

We cannot get away from the economic
fact that the economy of our day, both
from the civilian standpoint and from
the standpoint of national defense, is
largely dependent upon the maximum
production of electrically processed ma-
terials, That is the sort of age in which
we live. That constitutes one of the
great dividends which we are now col-
lecting from education in scientific re-
search over a period of 150 years. It is
a part of the pay-back to the people of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

the United States from scientific re-
search. We should not try to hold it back
with any argument that we should put on
the shelf until a depression hits us the
great power projects necessary to pro-
duce the electrical processed materials
which are essential o an ever-expanding
economy.

Iknow that I am repeating. Iintendto
repeat this argument over and over again,
because it sets forth a simple economic
fact that we must get through the heads
of the American people. Once they un-
derstand it, I think they will change the
course and trend of thinking within my
party on economic issues. Once the peo-
ple understand this issue I think my party
will become a great progressive party in
the field of economic development.
There is a constant relationship between
economics and progressive political
thinking. I cannot stress that point too
much, either.

Metals and chemicals produced by the
older direct-fired-furnace methods, be-
cause of adulterations acquired by direct
contact with the fuel beds, do not have
the lightness and strength necessary for
aeronautical construction. At least, that
is what the scientific experts say. I am
going to take their judgment, because
that is what we educated them in science
research to give to us.

The light-metal information I have put
together shows that the postwar alumi-
num production has not dropped, as
was so freely predicted around VJ-day.
The short supply of steel products has
resulted in many aluminum substitutes,
and with such substitutes the commercial
advantages of aluminum have become
apparent. Therefore, we find present
aluminum production over three times
the prewar level. Magnesium has rightly
been called the metal of the future be-
cause of a more favorably pronounced
weight-strength ratio than exists in any
other known metal.

Magnesium is also an electric metal
similar to aluminum, and mountain
ranges of the basic magnesium material
exist in the Pacific Northwest. In fact,
we are satisfied that the supply is almost
unlimited, in terms of foreseeable use in
the future.

ETRATEGIC METALS

The supply of hematite iron are in
the Lake Superior region is being de-
pleted at a rapid rate. This ore is the
foundation of our steel industry. Nearly
90 percent of our presently usable iron
ores come from the Lake Superior region.
The only other State with any appre-
ciable deposits of such ore is Alabama.
When the present deposits are worked
out in the next decade we must then de-
velop the lower grades and more com-
plex ores. Such ores require electric
furnace treatment, as is the present prac-
tice in Sweden. We are also running
into the same depletion situation with
respect to copper, zinc, lead, tungsten,
chrome, bauxite, manganese, antimony,
and mercury. However, the opportuni-
ties for further development in this coun-
try for tin, nickel, manganese, chrome,
antimony, tungsten, and mercury are not
favorable, according to present explora-
tions. Consequently these materials
must fall in the stock-pile classification.
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ENEZGY EASE

The energy—or power—requirements
of an industrial nation are perhaps the
most important part of the industrial
and agricultural structure. Nationally
for some time to come we are well fixed
as to coal, but in the field of petroleum
and petroleum products this Nation is
beginning to scrape the bottom. As is
well known, this liguid fuel is the most
important from the standpoint of secu-
rity and defense.

According to the American Petroleum
Institute, this Nation’s estimated proven
petroleum reserves are now of the order
of 22,000,000,000 barrels, In 1947 the
estimated rate of equivalent crude oil
consumption was around 2,000,000,000
barrels annually, which is a figure higher
than the total world consumption 10
years ago. Our own prewar consumption
was around 800,000,000 barrels. In this
same period our per capita annual con-
sumption of oil produects increased from
around 370 gallons to about 610 gallons,
or an increase in this shore period of
65 percent. Last year, for the first time,
the energy produced from oil and gas
exceeded the energy produced from coal
products. This unbalanced liquid fuel
situation results from the increases in all
kinds of mechanical production and
from shifts to oil-burning equipment,
like the recent trend of railroads to the
use of Diesel-drive locomotives in the
place of steam locomotives. According
to recent press accounts, seven-eighths
of all late locomotiveé purchases by Amer-
ican railroads have been confined to
Diesel locomotives.

The census of farm equipment manu-
facturers also shows that between 1936
and 1947 the production of farm equip-
ment, in terms of dollars, has increased
threefold, and in the same interval farm
tractor production has increased at a rate
higher than threefold. These same sta-
tistics further show that 90 percent of
this total farm equipment went to Amer-
ican farms, and that the bulk of the farm
tractors were equipped with Diesel drives,
and the balance with gasoline engines.
Such examples indicate how oil consump-
tion is increasing.

From the defense and security stand-
point, the depletion of our oil reserves
is an extremely serious matter, As is
well known, our Navy rides on oil, and
so does the modern mobile Army, and
more important still in this atomic age
are the high-grade fuel oil requirements
of our Air Force. I am told that one
of the causes of the German defeat in
Russia was the inability of their army
and air force transportation to operate on
synthetic fuels, lubricants, and tires in
extremely cold temperatures.

What is the answer to this important
problem? There is no single answer, so
far as I can see. Rather, I think there
are several avenues of approach, all of
which should be used. These are: (1)
The adoption of multiple conservation
measures, one of which is the use for
automobile driving of regular gasoline,
rather than such special brands as ethyl
gas. The experts in this field feel that
this substitution will save around 3 to 5
percent of the total consumption. Other
conservation measures are possible, such
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as increasing well-output efficiency, re-
fining efficiency, and reducing many
kinds of fuel losses. The second ap-
proach is accelerating activity in the
development of synthetic liquid fuels and
lubricants under the 1944 Synthetic Fuel
Act. A third avenue is the development
and utilization of firm energy substitutes.

In the field of energy substitutes, the
Columbia River can make a very sub-
stantial contribution, as can every other
river in the country on which hydro-
electric-power resources can be devel-
oped. I wish to have us think of the
rivers, Mr, President, in terms of oil
conservation. That is the point I am
trying to get across at this stage of my
remarks. I am using the Columbia River
as my exhibit A, to show how its maxi-
mum use will result in a great deal of
oil conservation. A kilowatt-year of
power such as used in the Pacific North-
west is equivalent, in round figures, to
15.5 barrels of oil. On this basis, the
Bonneville generating plant is saving
9,300,000 barrels of oil a year. The
Grand Coulee plant, when all generat-
ing units are installed, will save 31,000,-
000 barrels of oil annually; and the Mc-
Nary plant, when completed, about 15,-
500,000 barrels.

That shows the direct relationship, Mr.
President, between the maxXimum de-
velopment of our power resources and
the conservation of our natural re-
sources, including the conservation of
our precious short supply of oil. If all
the potential hydro power of the Colum-
bia were developed, the equivalent oil
saving a year would be about 235,000,000
barrels, which is approximately one-
third of the Nation's prewar fuel oil con-
sumption. This one point alone justifies
proceeding with the construction of such
projects as NeNary Dam as rapidly as the
construction material situation permits.
It is therefore a matter of serious regret
to see the House reduction of the McNary
Dam budget item from $30,000,000 to $20,-
000,000 for the next fiscal year, and the
elimination of blueprint funds for the
Foster Creek project. I am pleased and
proud over the fact that the Senate com-
mittee is seeking to restore part of that
reduction. Nevertheless, I think the cut
made by the House indicates a lack of
understanding of the relationship be-
tween these great projects and the con-
servation of our natural resources and
the maximum development of our
economy. The oil and other defense con-
tributions that McNary Dam can make
should be thoroughly explored. Al-
though the equivalent oil contribution
which a plant such as the McNary Dam
plant can make is important, there are
other very important defense and
security considerations connected with
hydro projects like the McNary Dam
project.

It is perhaps a little premature to make -

an early prediction as to the full possi-
bilities of atomic energy. However, we
do know from the experience of the
Northwest atomic plant that certain
quantities of power are required to man-
ufacture the metal plutonium, which by
chain reaction can release vast quanti-
ties of power. From limited experience
to date, the indications are that the cost
of harnessing atomic power for electric
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generation will be around four times the
cost of such high-grade power as can
be produced on the Columbia River.
There is no place on this continent where
the base for atomic energy can be pro-
duced as cheaply as on the Columbia
River. As we expand the development
of atomic energy, we naturally shall want
to expand the low-cost power source
needed for atomic-material reduction.

Mr., WHERRY. Mr. President, inas-
much as the Senator has paused for a
moment, let me say that I am wondering
how much longer he feels he will take
in completing his speech.

Mr. MORSE. I am now on page 10
of my formal remarks. I have 22 pages
in all, but as the Senator knows, my ex-
temporaneous remarks always make up
the greater part of my Senate speeches.
I think I shall conclude in 30 minutes.

Mr. WHERRY. I simply wondered
whether the Senator would mind con-
cluding his speech tomorrow, if we take
a recess now.

Mr. MORSE. I would like to accom-
modate the Senator; but I am interested
in the continuity of this speech. If is
going to be reprinted for future refer-
ence in my State and, I hope, elsewhere.
Also, I should like to have it in one issue
of the CongreEssioNAL RECORD, so that my
colleagues can read it more easily.

Mr. WHERRY. That is perfectly
agreeable to me. I shall be glad to re-
main here until the Senator concludes
his speech. I merely thought that if the
Senator would like to have us attempt
to take a recess until tomorrow he could
resume at that time.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President,
does the same offer go for the Senator
from Oregon in case the Senate adjourns
tonight? [Laughter.]

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I take
just one ditch at a time. If the Senator
from Oregon wishes to have.the Senate
continue in session now, I think we had
better wait and see just what time it is
when the Senate either adjourns or takes
a recess until tomorrow.

Mr. MORSE. I want to say to my
good friend from Nebraska if he will per-
mit this good-natured humor to get into
the debate——

Mr. WHERRY. I appreciate the Sen-
ator's kind remarks, and I thank him for
yielding.

Mr. MORSE. I am highly compli-
mented to see as many people here as
there are. Seldom does almost a third
of the Senate listen to any speech by any
Senator. I am flattered. I usually, on
this subject, have not nearly so large an
attendance as I have today. Although I
appreciate what the Senator from Ne-
braska said, I want him to know that I
will not object to his leaving, because I
know he will read the RECORD.

Mr. WHERRY. That is right.

Mr. MORSE. Ishall take no offense if
he leaves.
Mr. WHERRY. I shall remain.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, there is
still another defense and security item.

Our military air forces are becoming

more and more important. The light
and sfrong metals required for airship
construction are nothing more than
frozen kilowatts. Therefore, as a Nation
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we cannot allow the foundation of this
protection to drift into foreign lands by
not keeping low-cost hydro-power pro=
duction in step with an adequate air-
ship construction program,

Airship design frends are now in the
direction of supersonic speeds and jet
propulsion. To accomplish such designs
requires wind-tunnel experimentation
under a duplication of stratospheric con=
ditions. To accomplish such experi-
mentation requires huge gquantities of
power. The only place in this country
where these additional amounts of power
can be cheaply secured is on the Colum-
bia River. From the defense standpoint
alone, which I have briefly outlined, the
accelerated construction of McNary Dam
and like projects is fully justified. The
commercial justification for such proj-
ects is just as strong as the security
justification.

Now, Mr. President, I cannot disclose
certain knowledge which I possess in re-
gard to the relationship between super-
sonic experimentations and the devel-
opment of hydroelectric power plants.
All I want to say to my colleagues in the
Senate is that the amount of electric
power required for such experimenta-
tion and for the defenses that will grow
out of such experimentation is so tre-
mendous that it startles the imagina-
tion. The Pacific Northwest is one of
the most strategic spots in America for
the development of supersonic research,
The great power resources in that area
should be used for defense experimenta-
tion, but the Congress of the United
States cannot justify installing experi-
mentation in that area if it drains dry
the electric power resources for the ci-
vilian economy of the Pacific Northwest.
If Government goes ahead with super=-
sonic development in the Pacific North-
west we shall welcome it. We neverthe-
less need to recognize that the gquantity
of power required for supersonic re-
search is so great that we would not have
sufficient power available for our civilian
economy unless we proceed to build the
power projects called for by the commit-
tee’s report.

That is why I stressed as strongly as
I did earlier in my arguments, Mr, Presi-
dent, the relationship between the report
of the majority of the committee in this
instance and our civilian economy and
our national security. In fact, I want
to compliment the majority of the com-
mittee for their foresightedness, for their
understanding, for their recognition of
the relationship between the develop-
ment of these projects and our national
security and our need for an expanding
economy. It is not without significance .
that the chairman of the particular sub-
committee making this report, the Sen-
ator from South Dakota [Mr. GURNEY],
is also chairman of the Armed Services
Committee of the Senate. He knows the
facts. He recognizes the importance of
these projects to a sound national de-
fense program. He has available to him
through our work in executive sessions
of the Armed Services Committee infor-
mation and data and evidence not avail-
able to many Members of the Congress.

I just cannot stress too much, Mr.
President, the relationship between his
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report in support of these projects and
a sound national defense program. AsI
said earlier I think the issues raised by
this bill have more importance than
even legislation on manpower, important
as manpower legislation is. Large num-
bers of men in armies, Mr. President,
cannot possibly make this Nation secure,
if we cannot produce the materials nec-
essary to back up those men in uniform.
These projects are necessary for the
manufacture of that defense material as
well as material necessary for a sound
civilian economy.

PAY-0UT

The Columbia River multipurpose
power projects have from the start been
“sold” to Congress on the basis of reim-
bursability. Actual performance to date
shows that these projects, under the ex-
isting laws, are more than making a full
return on the Federal power investment.
The Bonneville Act of 1937 requires such
a return to the Treasury and a rate level
to insure this return. This act, similar
to the Boulder Canyon Project Act, re-
quires a rate review every 5 years in or-
der to protect the Federal Government
on return, so that such projects will not
become a burden on the taxpayer. This
rate review insurance provision is in-
cluded in all power sales contracts.

The Columbia River multipurpose
projects are among the very few defense
projects that are fully paying their way
without becoming a burden on the tax-
payer. The books of the Bonneville
Administration, the Bonneville Dam
project—Army engineers’ operation—
and the Columbia Basin reclamation
project of the Bureau of Reclamation
have been completely audited by outside
independent commercial auditors of na-
tional reputation. From the certifica-
tion of these nationally known auditors
I am convinced that no better set of
books can be found in the Government.
The last audit shows that in the past
7 years these projects have deposited
in the Federal Treasury over $105,000,000
of gross revenues. Included in this
$105,000,000 total is a surplus of $23,-
000,000 over all items of cost such as in-
terest, amortization, replacement, op-
-erating and maintenance costs.

In addition to meeting all power costs,
power revenues from these projects will
contribute about $324,000,000 toward sub-
sidizing such Columbia Basin project rec-
lamation costs which will not be assumed
by irrigation and the irrigators. This
contribution to reclamation development
exceeds the proportionate annual
amount paid by private power companies
in taxes. If this subsidy was not pro-
vided out of power revenues, such recla-
mation projects would become a burden
on the taxpayer or the reclamation fea-
tures would not be constructed at all.
Since the Oregon rate payer receives no
direct benefit from this rate contribution
it rightly can be considered as a high
level tax equivalent. I am raising no
objections to this procedure, but am
merely showing that the present power
rate is meeting all existing elements of
cost.

I just cannot emphasize too strongly,
Mr, President, what I have said in years
gone by here on the floor of the Senate.
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You cannot get away from the economic
fact, from the mathematical fact that
these projects are self-liquidating.

In an attempt to build a background
for nonjustifiable rate increases, a large
amount of theoretical misinformation
has been put out. Such misinformation
does not check with the audited state-
ments. To set out the facts in a simplified
condensed form I have had the output
statistics of the two plants combined with
the audited figures and reduced to a series
of simple tabulations which should dem-
onstrate accurate facts on performance
of the Columbia River projects. Such a
series of tables are given at this point,
so that material will be available for those
who wish to pursue the subject on a
sound basis.

I believe, Mr, President, in letting the
facts speak for themselves, and the facts
are that these projects are returning their
cost to the Government in self-liquidat-
ing dollars, Therefore I ask that there
be printed at this point in my remarks
certain tables which I have prepared in
connection with this self-liquidating
issue.

There being no objection, the tables
were ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

Generation and sales statistics, calendar year

1947, Bonneville Power Administration

Inecrease
Cslexiga; hg:‘{f;se over peak
year 194 war year
1046 1044
Kilowatt-hour sales
millions_ _ 9, 232 +44.0 +2.7
Revenus, sales of
Ly o (R AR R $22, 082, 100 4-37. 2 -1.2
Revenue per kilo-
watt-hour.mills. . 2,39 -5.2 —4.0
Bonneville and
Grand Coulee:
Generation for
PA
kilowatt-
hours_._ |9, 704, 668, 800 +43. 4 +2.1
Maximum de-
mand
kilowatts..! 1, 477, 000 +11.2 +5.5

Electric energy account, calendar years 1947
and 1944, Bonneville Power Administra-
tion

1947 (pre- (1044, high-

est war
liminary) year
Energy received, kilowatt-hours
(in millions):
Energy generated for BPA:
Bonneville. ....... 4, 059 3, 576
Grand Coulee... 5, 736 6, 014
gy A L S = 9, 785 9, 500
Other energy receipts 1. = 286 165
Total received. . 10, 081 9, 755
Energy delivered, kilowatt-hours
(in millions) :
TSR e e g, 232 8, 985
Other energy deliveries 2_.__.. 206 126
Total delivered.. ........... 0, 438 9,111
Energy losses, kilowatt- Tours (in
millions)__........ 643 644
Percent of total emrg} “received. 6.4 6. 6
Maximum demand on Bonneville
and Grand Coulee plants, kilo-
watts .. -|1, 477, 000 | 1, 400, 000
Load fnetor pcm:m. total gumr—
ated Jor BEA . L. oo 76.7 78.0

! Inclndes energy purchases, energy received from
BPA storage in reservoirs of other utilities, energy
reoem:d for transfers, and uncontrolled or unauthorized

¥ receipts,
? Includes deliveries to storage in reservoirs of other
utilities, energy delivered for transfer, and energy used
by the Administration.
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Sales of electric energy by classes of customer,
calendar year 1947, Bonneville Power

Administrations
23, | owrsales |2
w3 4 = |
e R L3
Classof customer  |£2%| 1 g |88
Lol B § =] =
EBE|l 52 ) z2%
3R = 2 =
4 4 [ =
Puh]jc;y owned utili- Thous.
Municipalities....__.. 14| 405.4 |$1,006, 700 (2.61
Public utility dis-

o e T b e 15 | 584.5 | 1,648, 500 |2.82
Cooperatives.........- 23 129.6 438, 300 |3.38
Othep= . S L 4T 2 8.5 27,800 [3.27

Ol s e s 54 |1,128.0 | 3,171,800 |2.81
Privately owned utili-
s, o e L 6 (2, 734. 4 | 6,805, 500 [2.49
Military establish-
j T L S IR 8 30. 9 177, 500 15.74
Industries. . ..ccoeecaccs 17 |5, 338.3 (11,927,800 |2.23
Total sales._...... 83 10, 231. 6 (22,082,100 |2.39

Sales of electric energy by calendar years
1938-47, Bonneville Power Administration

Energy Mills
(millions per
Year of kilo- Revenue kilo-
watt- watt-
hours) hour
508. 8 | §1, 086, 000 213
1,616.4 3, 515, 000 2.17
3,882.8 | 8 878, 000 2,20
6,921.8 | 16,347, 000 2.36
8,684.5 | 22,354, 000 2.49
7,436.2 | 22, 626, 000 3.04
6,485, 4 16, 090, 000 2.52
9,231.6 | 22,082,000 2,39
Total to date....| 44,967, 5 | 112, 978, 000 2,51

Mr. MORSE. Our mass-production
industries long ago demonstrated that
large volume sales at low unit prices pro-
duce greater net revenues than lower
volume sales at higher prices. This
axiomatic principle runs throughout the
revenue figures I have just presented
covering the wholesale power outputs of
the Bonneville Administration.

This relationship is even more pro-
nounced in the field of retail power sales.
My home city of Eugene, under the lowest
retail electric rates in the country, has
fully paid off the full cost of its electric
properties and has set up a sizable sur-
plus. Recently we have had other simi-
lar examples throughout Oregon amongst
rural cooperatives and municipalities.
As an example of this business principle
I will cite the experience of the little
city of Monmouth.

In 1940 the city of Monmouth con-
structed its own electric distribution sys-
tem and power was purchased from the
Bonneville Administration. On Decem-
ber 5, 1940, publicly owned power was
first used in Monmouth. To construct
the power-distribution system a bond
issue of $40,000 was issued. Just re-
cently this municipality celebrated the
fact that the last bond of this and other
issues had been retired. After 1 year’s
operation the city of Monmouth made its
first rate reduction. This was followed
later by another reduction which placed
the Monmouth retail rates on a parity
with the low rate structure which exists
in Eugene and Tacoma.

In 1941, after the first year's operation,
the electric revenues of the city of Mon-
mouth totaled in round numbers $15,500.

| .
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At the end of the fiscal year 1947 this
revenue had increased to nearly $41,000,
which represents practically a threefold
increase in 6 years. It was through this
increase in revenue resulting from low
rates that the city of Monmouth was able
to pay off its entire indebtedness.

I have analyzed similar relationships
in the costs of a number of Oregon rural
electric activities. I found that the same
rapid growth existed in every case that I
analyzed.

I made that analysis in connection
with another speech I shall deliver at a
later date in regard to the whole rural
electrification program. I want to say
that the power developments are paying
out and there can be no denial of the
fact on the basis of the figures.

Monmouth is not what can be called
an industrial community. It is a farm-
marketing center, and the electric in-
come is derived largely from residential
sales rather than from commercial or
industrial sales. The Monmouth expe-
rience represents the normal, natural in-
crease in electric consumption which is
typical in the Northwest.

Let me say, Mr, President, that we had
all better recognize that the people of
the Northwest will find it very difficult
to undersiand any political program
which seeks to put on the shelf the de-
velopment of electric-power projects
which they know are vita’ to their future
prosperity. They know these projects
are sound, because they have had such
experience as the Monmouth experience,
which can be multiplied by scores of ex-
amples in the Pacific Northwest. They
know the relationship between the de-
velopment of power projects and the eco-
nomic welfare of the Pacific Northwest.

I am making no sectional argument
when I apply this point to the Pacific
Northwest, because I repeat that I shall
supbort the same principle in any area
of the country, North or South, East or
West. I am convinced that the devel-
opment of our electric-power resources
to the maximum extent possible is es-
sential to the prosperivy of our country.
I am convinced that we can make no
sound political argument, economic ar-
gument, or national defense argument in
support of putting such developments on
the shelf until a depression hits us. The
people are entitled to better treatment
than that, Mr. President, and I think
they will demand it, once they come to
understand the basic facts involved in
this debate.

The agricultural and forestry inter-
ests of the Pacific Northwest made out-
standing contributions during the war,
These contributions were proportion-
ately greater than in World War I in
spite of reduced manpower per acre, re-
sulting from the large manpower re-
quirements of the armed services in the
last war. With less manpower per unit,
a greater unit production was secured
through mechanization. This high pro-
duction rate has been continued since
VJ-day and can be materially increased
if more eleciric power were available,
The agricultural production rate can be
increased east of the Cascades by 200 to
500 percent, depending on the type of
crops, through power-pumped supple-
mental iriigation., To accomplish this
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result, under competitive markets and
long transportation hauls, power costs
must be kept low, while still maintaining
a full pay-out. This is easily possible
through coordination of all power trans-
mission and distribution facilities, there-
by keeping the over-all investment low,
as such investment costs are the largest
factor in the level of resale rates.

The last large virgin stand of timber
in the United States is located in south-
western Oregon.

In fact, my home town of Eugene is
now recognized as the lumber capital
of the world, though the lumber indus-
try is ever moving southward as we de-
plete the existing ripe timber.

With diminishing yields in other sec-
tions, the southwestern Oregon lumber
operations have recently been increased
at extremely high rates, and I think,
dangerously high rates, from the stand-
point of sound forest conservation. That
is why I am constantly raising my voice
in support of a scientific, sustained-yield
program in the field of forestry and lum-
ber production. Lumber operations are
highly essential to the veterans’ and other
housing programs. Formerly timber
wastes were used in the mills as fuel,
but this type of power production has
practically ceased as the amount of slab
waste has been reduced by the develop-
ment of hydraulic debarking machines,
and what waste does exist is now more
valuable for synthetic products like plas-
tics, rayon, alcohol, and other similar
materials and chemicals. With the re-
duction of timber waste and the high
value of the remaining products lumber
mills must now depend on electric power.
The power situation in southwestern
Oregon is so highly critical that unless
additional capacity is quickly provided
in this area the housing program will
consequently be seriously restricted.

To protect the national and regional
economy, all of these elements must be
considered together and not on an indi-
vidual basis. If this is not done, an un-
balanced development will result. It
must be realized that to support one ag-
ricultural worker there must be at least
four direct and indirect industrial work-
ers, and at least 1'% service workers gain-
fully employed to consume the agricul-
tural products of one farm worker. It is
therefore apparent that the development
of reclamation projects must be kept in
step with industrial expansion.

POWER LOADS

There is no disagreement in the North-
west as to estimates of power loads that
must be met within the next 8 years. All
the public and private distribution agen-
cies in the region have reached an agree-
ment on this point, and it is now not
necessary to rely entirely on any esti-
mates of the Federal agencies alone,
This load agreement was adopted in a
meeting at Tacoma, Wash., on January
6, 1948, in which the eight large public
and private agencies in the region par-
ticipated.

This Tacoma agreement is a matter of
public record. The one of January 6,
1948, is the second of the two Tacoma
agreements, the first having been entered
into in 1947. Both of them represent a
unity of opinion on the part of the public
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power groups and the private utilities as
to the need of the development of the
projects encompassed in the report I am
discussing, insofar as the Pacific North-
west is concerned.

In the last 8 years the kilowatt-hour
annual consumption peér residential
consumer in the Pacific Northwest has
increased from 1,225 to 3,200 kilowatt-
hours, compared with the United States
national increase in this same period
from 960 to 1,400 kilowatt-hours.

Mr. President, comparison of those
two sets of figures is rich in meaning as
to what is happening to the standard of
living of the farmers and the city dwell-
ers of the Pacific Northwest. Give them
the necessary electric power and we will
come much closer to giving them full
attainment of that “pursuit of happi-
ness” about which our founding fathers
wrote in the Declaration of Independ-
ence,

The relationship between available
electric power and an increasing stand-
ard of living for all our people is a very
direct relationship. That is why I want
to see its increased production spread
throughout the entire country by the
development of the power resources in
every section of our land. I do not know
of one single item, if I had to pick one
item, more important to the development
of a higher standard of living and a
greater happiness on the part of our peo-
ple—to the extent happiness can be at-
tained through a high standard of liv-
ing—than the development of electric
power. The development of an expand-
ing economy, which will give us a maxi-
mum standard of living, can best be
brought about by speeding up the com-
pletion of such projects as are covered
by this bill.

Thus, referring to these figures, I
would say that in the same period the
commercial and retail power consump-
tion in the Northwest has jumped from
8,100 to 14,800 kilowatt-hours per aver-
age consumer, compared with a national
figure of 4,100 to 7,200. Therefore, the
unit consumption in the Northwest is at
least double—and in some cases, much
greater than—the national unit increase,
and is increasing at a much faster rate
than the national figure. In addition to
the unit consumption, the population in-
crease, which makes new consumers, has
been 4.35 times the national average.
The proportionate population increase in
Oregon and California has been the
greatest in the country in the last 7 years,
with the State of Washington closely
following.

In fact, it is California first, Oregon
second, Washington third, over all the
other States of the Union. People are
finally finding God’s country out there,
and we are experiencing a great influx of
new citizens. We welcome them, but we
are going to need the economic facilities
of these proposed projects so that they
can help us expand the economy of the
Northwest, and thereby the economy of
the entire country.

This population increase has been
maintained ever since VJ-day. We were
told that as soon as the war was over
the many thousands of war workers who
moved out to the Pacific Northwest and
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to California for war work would return
to other sections of the country, but they
did not. The population increase has
continued since VJ-day at a rate similar
to its increase preceding VJ-day.

These factors, when projected for the
next 8 years, show an annual regional
demand increase ranging from 214,000 to
over 300,000 kilowatts per year, with an
average for the entire period approach-
ing 250,000 kilowatts per year. There
has been no time since 1938 that new
generation has not been loaded beyond
rated capacity as rapidly as the genera-
tors have been brought into production.
The load estimates definitely show that
this condition will be more pronounced
in the future than in the past.

BUDGET ESTIMATES

From an analysis of the submitted 1949
budget it is apparent that sufficient
funds were not included to maintain the
requisite power schedules for defense,
resource base correction, and commer-
cial operation. Yet we have the pro-
posal pending before the Senate to re-
duce them even further, when just the
opposite action is the action which
should be taken if we are to meet the
power demands of the Pacific Northwest.
I say this not in a spirit of criticism, but
rather to call attention to the fact that
these budget items, when they reach this
side of the Capitol, should not be treated
as routine budget items.

Provision has been made in the budget
for 15 generating units at the Grand
Coulee plant. Eight units arg now in-
stalled in this plant. The provision for
expansion to 15 units evidently resulted
from the Senate floor action on Recla-
mation’s supplemental estimate during
the closing days of the last emergency
session. At the present time all power
facilities in the Northwest are loaded to
capacity, with no reserves existing. This
is a critical situation, and I am mention-
ing it to point cut the fact that if there
are schedule delays in the other plants,
compensation will have to be made by
adding three generators at Grand
Coulee, to be installed in the three re-
maining vacant flumes at that plant.

To keep the McNary plant schedules
in step with power demands will require
about a $40,000,000 appropriation for the
next fiscal year. The submitted Mec-
Nary budget was $30,000,000, and the
difference between $40,000,000 and $30,-
000,000 represents a year's delay in that
plant’s schedule, One year's delay in
completing McNary cannot be justified
because the $10,000,000 postponed in
spending during that year would more
than be repaid in the first year of Mc-
Nary's operation.

Why do I speak of a penny-wise and
pound-foolish proposal? Because it is
just as clear as the nose on one's face
that that is exactly what it is. This
whole proposal to prevent the appropria-
tion necessary to complete these power
projects is a penny-wise and pound-
foolish proposal. It is a false economy.
It in fact involves tremendous waste. It
does not make economic sense. When
we stop to think that the first year of
operation, after completion, would more
than return to the United States Treas-
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ury the $10,000,000 expehditure which
would bhe postponed under this budget
proposal it becomes perfectly clear, it
seems to me, that those who say that
now is not the time to make the expendi-
ture are taking a very unsound position
from the standpoint of economy. They
know that eventually the expenditure
will have to be made, and so it is very
apropos, it seems to me, to apply the old
saying, “If eventually, why not now?”
Now is the time to do it in the interest
of economy, in the interest of returning
to the Treasury at the earliest possible
time the cost of these self-liquidating
projects.

The recent House action on the War
Department’s civil functions bill resulted
in a cut from $30,900,000 to $20,000,000.
Also in the same bill the budget item of
$580,000 covering the Foster Creek blue-
prints was eliminated. The Foster Creek
project is also a defense development of
the highest order. The same situation
applies to the Willamette River flood-
control projects and power adjuncts, and
also the Snake River projects.

We are told we cannot have $580,000,
Mr. President, to proceed with the blue-
print preparation of Foster Creek, in
spite of the fact that there cannot be
produced either before the Appropria-
tions Committee or the Armed Services
Committee of the Senate a single high
military authority in the United States
Government but who will testify that
Foster Creek is one of the essential links
in a chain for national security develop-
ment in the case of an atomic war. We
cannot build it after such a war starts.
In that event it will do no good, unless if
is ready to proceed to supply the power
for the manufacture of atomic weapons
and materials essential to that type of
war.

We need it also for civilian production.
I am satisfiled that we need it if we are
ever going to meet the debt obligations
of the Government, because only out of
taxes made possible by such wealth-pro-
ducing projects can the necessary reve-
nue be derived.

The combined transmission mileage
running out of the two existing Columbia
River generating plants amounted to
3,021 circuit miles as of January 31, 1947,
To move the scheduled power to the
Grand Coulee plant will require the fol-
lowing transmission mileages on the
dates shown:

Total
Date: : cireuit miles
une 80, 1940 o o iooooC 3,360
Lo e 5 | et U e S OIS 3,785
Ce VL AR ] i e R 4,227
fi o ik €]y SRR 4, 584

For this same period the present sub-
station capacity amounts to 2,359,883
kilowatts. This substation capacity
must be increased 93 percent to match
Exklle approved generating capacity sched-

[-F
Unless the transmission facilities are
kept in step with the generation sched-
ules, revenues will be lost in the amount
of $2,100,000 per generator unit per year,
and the loads in the shortage areas will
not he met.

Anyone who can add figures, Mr,
President, can multiply $2,100,000 per
generator per year and demonstrate to

\
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his own satisfaction how economically
wasteful and unsound a postponement of
the construction of these plants for the
installation of these generators actually
is. My 12-year-old daughter would not
make the mathematical miscalculations
which the opponents of these projects
are making, Their figures simply do not
add up to anything but a result showing
false economy.
EATE EFFECT

Unfortunately, as I have pointed out
earlier in these remarks, a large amount
of misinformation has been put out rela-
tive to proposed elevation of the $17.50
per kilowatt year Columbia River whole-
sale power rate. Evidently these pro-
posals were brought forward on the
theory that the Columbia Basin was
drawing industry away from other sec-
tions of the country. There is no justi-
fication for such a thesis, as the indus-
trial facts speak for themselves. All of
the industry established in the Northwest
during the past 8 years has been new
industry, based entirely on the avail-
ability of resources. If this industry were
not located in the Northwest it would
be located outside of the United States.
Again, such proposals cannot bhe justi-
fied on the grounds of insufficiency of
revenues. The revenue facts that I have
presented are sufficient to form a true
appraisal.

If power and resource developments
are curtailed in the Northwest we must
look for the following effects:

First. A continued depletion of our na-
tional resource base through the lack of
production of critical chemical and met-
allurgical products.

Second. The creation of a brake on all
industry in other sections, as the basic
Northwest materials now go to many sec-
tions of the country for fabrication.

Third. A movement of this type of
American industry to foreign lands.
Scandinavia, South America, and Can-
ada are particularly attractive for this
type of industry.

Mr. President, from the standpoint of
the prosperity and economic welfare of
the American people, I do not like the
idea of having large American business
concerns establishing branch concerns in
Scandinavia, in Canada, and in South
America, where they can obtain cheap
power by the development of hydroelec-
tric resources there, simply because the
Congress of the United States is so short-
sighted and so devoted to a penny-wise
and pound-foolish policy that it is not
willing to proceed now to develop these
electric power resources in our own
country.

There now exists about 11,500,000 kilo-
watts of high-class, undeveloped hydro
power in Canada, about half being in the
eastern section and the balance in British
Columbia, which is across the line from
the Pacific Northwest. The South Amer-
ican potential hydro powers are all of
large proportions and can be developed
at a very low cost.

If we allow any such eventuality to
mafure we will be working against the
best interests of this country from the
standpoint of defense, national position,
and maximum employment for all of our
own workers.
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In these remarks I have, in the limited
time available, pointed out the funda-
mentals of our national-resource prob-
lem. We cannot afford to allow soil ero-
sion and resource depletion to continue
without tragic effects on our national
position, our national security, and our
national ecanomy. Therefore the repair
plans for these foundations should be
quickly developed, closely examined, and
then executed.

Mr, President, I close with the same
premise with which I started. I am
willing in this debate, and on this issue,
as I am in every debate, on every issue,
to let the facts speak for themselves.
The facts do not support the policy in-
herent in the recommendation of the
minority views. The facts, from the
standpoint of national security, from the
standpoint of developing our expanding
economy, and from the standpoint of
giving the American people the most
vital material they need for increasing
their standard of living, namely, electric
power, support my argument that we
should proceed now to construct these
projects as quickly as possible, and
should appropriate the necessary funds
with which to do it.

I am willing to accept the issue raised
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tartl.
The issue involves the question of weigh-
ing the importance of different public
expenditures. On that issue I say that
the importance of these projects is so
great and so vital from the standpoint
of our security, our economy, and the
welfare of our people, that they call for
a “must” vote in the Senate of the United
States on the part of those who seek to
promote the general welfare of all our
people. They call for a rejection of the
theory that these projects should be put
on the shelf until we are faced with the
danger of a depression. They call for a
renewed faith and confidence in the vi-
tality and expanding potentialities of
our capitalistic economy. They call for
economic, social, and political foresight.
They call for a rejection of the minority
report on this bill and for a vote against
the motion to recommit the recommen-
dations of the majority report.

The Republican Party in the Senate
cannot justify holding back the earliest
possible completion of these much-
needed power, flood-control, reclama-
tion, and river and harbor developments.

Mr. President, I ask to have printed in
the body of the Recorp following my re-
marks a letter from Mr. George H.
Palmer, president and publisher of Ma-
rine News, under date of April 30, 1948,

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

MarINE NEWS,
New York, N. Y., April 30, 1948,
The Honorable Wayne MogsE,
Ifm'ted States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear SENATOR: We have read the mi-
nority report on the civil function, Depart-
ment of the Army, appropriation bill, which
was reported to the Senate on April 23. We
were surprised at the severe criticism of the
Army engineers contained in this minority
report, particularly the statement that:

“Good and bad, important and inconse-
quential, large and small, the Army engi-
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neers submitted their requests to the com-
mittee, and offered their justifications with
a stralght face.”

We believe that this criticism is unfair
and unwarranted.

As you know, all river-and harbor projects
are thoroughly examined by the Corps of
Engineers bhoth as to the actual physical
construction and as to their economic sound=-
ness. No project is approved by the engi-
neers the benefits of which will not in their
opinion provide _or maintenance, amortiza-
tion, and interest on the original cost.
When a project has been approved it is
recommended to the Publie Works Com-
mittee of the House of Representatives, who,
after hearings have been held by a subcoms-
mittee, either Include the project in an
authorization bill or disapprove it. It seems
to us that no project which has gone through
this procedure can be either *“bad” or
“inconsequential.”

The minority report also infers that the
Army engineers have failed to distinguish
between the various classes of projects and
have disregarded the importance of the proj-
ects and the completion-time element. We
belleve, on the contrary, that the engineers
always make a careful study of the relative
importance of projects before they make
their request for funds to the Director of
the Budget.

The United States Army engineers are
probably the finest body of engineers to be
found anywhere in the world. Their ability
and integrity is unquestioned. Many mem-
bers of the corps made splendid records as
commanding officers in high places during
the recent world war. Because of the war
river and harbor improvement during the
past several years has not kept abreast of
other development. We believe that the
funds recommended for river and harbor
improvement by the Senate Appropriations
Committee are necessary and justified.

Very truly yours,
GEORGE H. PALMER,
President and Publisher,

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM—HAWAITIAN
STATEHOOD BILL

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, twice
this afternoon I attempted to obtain
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate concludes its work today it recess un-
til tomorrow at noon. Both times ob-
jection was made by the distinguished
Senator from California [Mr. Knxow-
1anp]. I did not know what he had in
mind, and he did not know what I had
in mind, but I think we now each under-
stand what the other intended.

At any rate, there seems to be a ques-
tion as to just when the motion which
the Senator from California has made to
discharge the committee from further
consideration of the Hawaiian statehood
bill should be taken up. During the able
address of the Senator from Oregon ne-
gotiations have been in progress, and I
think a compromise has been reached.
The Senator had been assured by the
acting majority leader that a motion
would be made to adjourn on Friday, so
that the question might be taken up in
the morning hour on Monday.

The Senator from California feels very
strongly about the bill, and believes that
every day means something in its behalf.
He is of the opinion that it ought to be
brought up sooner. I believe I state the
situation correctly. The Senator has
agreed that a morning hour will be had
by adjournment at the conclusion of con-
sideration of the civil functions appro-
priations bill. Is that correct?
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Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, re=
serving the right to object, so that I may
make a brief statement, I think the Sen-
ator from Nebraska, the acting majority
leader, has correctly stated the situation.

If I may state a little background, the
junior Senator from California felt that
he had a definite understanding that
there would be a morning hour last Mon-
day. I appreciate the fact that although
I had that assurance from the able Sena-
tor from Nebraska, he ran into some
problems of his own because of the press
of legislative business.

With time running out, and with the
general understanding that an adjourn-
ment about the 19th of June will be at-
tempted, every day counts in the matter
of statehood for Hawaii. For that
Teason I was not willing to agree to
postpone for another week the start of
the debate on the question of statehood
for Hawaii. Therefore I withheld my
consent from the unanimous consent re-
quest that when the Senate concludes its
business today it take a recess, because
the only way we can have a morning
hour is by adjournment. It had been
my intention to raise the question of a
quorum. If no quorum were available
of course the only thing the Senate
could do would be to adjourn tonight.

However, I wish to be cooperative with
the leadership, as I have always tried to
do during the time I have been a Mem-
ber of the Senate.

With the understanding, which has
been joined in by other Senators, that
at the conclusion of action on the civil
funections appropriations bill the Senate
will take an adjournment rather than
a recess, and with the further under-
standing that we shall proceed diligently
with the civil-functions bill and not con-
tinue to lay it aside for something else,
I will withdraw my objection so that
the Senator from Nebraska may make
his motion or submit his reguest.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President,
in order that we may clearly understand
the question of procedure, do I cor-
rectly understand that as soon as the
civil functions appropriations bill has
been disposed of an adjournment will
thereupon immediately be taken, re-
gardless of the day or the time?

Mr. ENOWLAND. I have no objec-
tion to running through until the end
of the day, if it is finished tomorrow, or
running through until tomorrow night.
However, it is the understanding that at
the conclusion of consideration of the
civil-functions bill and such other mis-
cellaneous matters as may be taken up,
there is to be an adjournment of the
Senate, which will give us a morning
hour, in order that my motion may be
presented to the Senate. That will take
only 2 hours out of the day in any event.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I have only

one suggestion to make to Senators in-

volved in this dispute, and that is that I
do not see anything to be gained by a
2-hour discussion. What will happen is
that the motion will be brought up and
debated until 2 o'clock, and then it will
automatically go on the calendar. Ican-
not see why we cannot agree by unani-
mous consent to place it on the calendar,
Then the Senator can move fo bring it
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up at any time if he can obtain the floor
for that purpose.

Mr, ENOWLAND. That is what I am
afraid of.

Mr, TAFT. But even if the Senator
succeeds, his motion will be debated for 2
hours, and at 2 o’clock it will automati-
cally go on the calendar. I am suggest-
ing that the Senator can achieve that
result by unanimous consent, without the
necessity for 2 hours of debate. That is
my only suggestion.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, let me
say to the distinguished Senator from
Ohio that that proposal has been made
and thoroughly discussed with the junior
Senator from California. Now I shall let
the junior Senator from California speak
for himself.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr, President, in
view of the suggestion made by the Sen-
ator from Ohio, and in order to clarify
the record, I think it should be made
perfectly plain why I do not approve of
that procedure.

The first great difficulty which the
statehood for Hawaii bill has encoun-
tered is that, frankly, it is bottled up, by
a vote of 7 to 5, in a committee which has
no desire to let it out.

The second point is that I believe that,
if the attention of the public can be fo-
cused upon this subject, there will be suf~
ficient support in the country, and I be-
lieve there will be sufficient support in
the United States Senate, if the question
can be brought to a vote, to get the bill
out of committee,

I am hopeful that the proponents of
statehood will not take more than ap-
proximately half of the 2-hour period,
and that the opponents will then state
on the floor of the Senate their objec-
tions to the proposal and to statehood for
Hawaii. One of the great difficulties
which the prospective forty-ninth State
faces is that it is being whispered against.
Charges are being made which I do not
think can be sustained.

Those who oppose statehood for Ha-
waii have a perfectly legitimate right to
their position, because everyone has a
right to take whatever position he wishes
on the question. But I want the argu-
ments to be made on the floor of the Sen-
te rather than in anonymous letters or in
statements which I do not think can be
sustained, and which are highly detri-
mental to the people of Hawaii.

Mr, TAFT. Mr. President, it seems fo
me that the Senator can have that de-
bate at any time on any bill. If he
wishes to take the time, I do not object.
I am anxious to have the question sef-
tled as quickly as possible. So far as I
am concerned, I am in favor of the bill.
I doubt whether I would be in favor of
taking it away from a committee of the
Senate.

I am interested in saving the 2 hours
of debate. We are pressed for time. If
we are to get away from here by the 19th
of June, we shall have to speed up action
beyond anything we have done up to
date. We have for consideration the
civil-functions bill, the displaced-per-
sons bill, the Army bill, the long-term
agricultural program, and many addi-
tional appropriation bills, We must
move very rapidly. In fact, it seems to
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me that we ought to begin very shortly
to meet at 11 o'clock and sit through
regularly until 6, or even begin night
sessions, and ask committees more or
less to suspend operations on additional
bills. We shall have practically every-
thing of importance on the calendar
within a short time, and I should like to
save all the time possible. Any Member
of the Senate who insists on having time
in which to present his arguments will
get such time; there is no way to prevent
a Senator from having that opportunity.

So if the Senator insists on proceeding
as he has indicated, it is perfectly proper
for him to do so and to have that time,
and he can have it. But we shall have
the same debate over again when the
motion to take the hill from the com-
mittee comes up, I am sure.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, if the
Senator from Nebraska will yield to me,
I should like to offer a suggestion. The
question which will be before the Senate
will be a motion to discharge the com-
mittee from the further consideration
of the bill. A vote on the motion to dis-
charge the committee from the further
consideration does not necessarily indi-
cate how any Senator will vote on the
bill itself when it is before the Senate.
I would have to be very strongly per-
suaded that a committee had been neg-
ligent in the perfornmiance of its duty be-
fore I would vote to take a hbill from it.
I would wish to listen to all the argu-
ments on that subject; but certainly my
vote on the motion to discharge the com-
mittee from further consideration would
be no indication of how I would vote on
the bill when it was before the Senate.

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. ENOWLAND. I merely wish to
say that when we are dealing with the
bill as a practical matter—and that is
what the bill relative to Hawaiian state-
hood is—it should be pointed out that the
bill passed the House last year, and the
Senate committee has had it since that
time, There have been five congres-
sional investigations of this matter.
Hawail has been a Territory for 40 years
and has been under the American flag
for 50 years. If Hawaii is to succeed in
having the Congress pass at this session
or during the Eightieth Congress the bill
looking toward statehood for Hawaii, in
my judgment, the only way that Hawaii
can have any possibility of obtaining
statehood is by having the bill with-
drawn from further consideration by the
committee, because the bill is bottled up
in the committee by a vote of 7 to 5, and
in the committee there is a very clear
intention not to release the bill.

I realize that some Senators are very
loath to vote to discharge a committee
from the further consideration of a bill,
I am sure that in my 7 years in the Cali-
fornia Legislature and in my 3 years in
this body I have been very reluctant to
vote to withdraw a bill from a commit-
tee. But I say that the only way by
which Hawaii will have a practical
chance to be admitted as the forty-ninth
State—which is what the President of
the United States and the Secretary of
the Interior have recommended, and
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what the five congressional committees
which have studied the question have
rendered favorable reports on—is by
having the Senate cast a favorable vote
on my motion.

Once the bill is before the Senate and
on the floor, the Senate—which is the
body which will have to pass on this
question—will be given an opportunity
to consider it. When it is on the floor
of the Senate, of course, each Senator
should look into all the arguments pro
and con, and finally should make up his
mind whether he wishes to vote in favor
of statehood for Hawaii.

But if a Senator votes against the
motion to have the committee dis-
charged from the further consideration
of the bill and to have the bill brought
up on the floor of the Senate, such a vote
will be against statehood for Hawaii.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, I would
wish to hear from the committee before
m%king up my mind as to how I would
vote,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Cali-
fornia this question: If in the negotia-
tions tomorrow the committee would
agree to have the bill placed on the cal-
endar, would that satisfy the Senator
from California, in respect to his motion
and his intention to have a morning
hour? -

Mr. ENOWLAND. Yes: I would be
very happy to have that done.

Mr, TAFT. Mr. President, the com-~
mittee certainly would not agree to do
that. The committee might agree to
have the motion put on the calendar—
but not the bill,

Mr. WHERRY. I did not mean that
the committee might agree to have the
bill placed on the'calendar. I meant the
committee might agree to have the mo-
tion placed on the calendar. '

Mr. ENOWLAND. No, that would
not be satisfactory, for the reason I have
already stated. There is no question
that under the very loose rules of the
Senate, those of us on this floor—and
there are many of us—who favor state-
hood for Hawaii could take time during
the discussion of any bill which was being
considered by the Senate to discuss for
a very long period of time the question
of Hawaiian statehood. But we do not
wish to do that. I merely wish to have
the proponents have a reasonable length
of time to present their views and then
have the opponents have a reasonable
length of time to present their views.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, inad-
vertently I used the word “bill” instead
of the word “motion”; but I wanted the
Senator from California to state for the
REecorp the reasons why he would not
wish to have the motion placed on the
calendar, even if the committee would
agree to have that done.

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. BREWSTER. I am a little puz-
zled by the tactics of the Senator from
California. As I understand, he hopes
to obtain 2 hours for the discussion of
this matter, 1 hour to be used by the pro-
ponents and the other hour to be used
by the opposition, during which time the
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bill or the objections to it would be dis-
cussed, But what assurance does the
Senator have that the opposition would
discuss the bill, rather than the best way
of making New England clam chowder,
or some other subject?

Mr. ENOWLAND. Of course, we have
no assurance as to that.

Mr. BREWSTER. How is the Senator
going to get the reluctant dragons to
discuss it?

Mr. ENOWLAND. But assuming that
they have valid reasons or objections
against statehood for Hawaii, and assum-
ing that we are trying in every reason-
able way possible to bring this issue to
a head—which is our intention—we have
this course in mind.

Mr. WHERRY, Mr. President, I may
say that I have seen the time in the
Senate when BSenators discussed the
question of approving the Journal,
rather than the motion or other matter
before the Senate. Anything may hap-
pen here.

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

Mr., WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. Reserving the right fo
object, I should like to make sure that I
understand the unanimous-consent re-
quest.

Mr. WHERRY., There is no such re-
quest.

Mr. MORSE Then I should like to
ask a question. Suppose the suggestion
that the Senate adjourn were adopted,
and suppose the Senate debated the civil
functions appropriations bill through to
the end of Thursday afternoon, let us
say. Would that mean that the Senate
would then take an adjournment until
Monday, with no session on Friday?

Mr. WHERRY. No. The Senator
has made quite plain that there is no
objection to continuing the session on
Thursday until a reasonable hour, but
that at the conclusion of the session on
Thursday a motion to adjourn would be
madey so that there would be a morning
hotr on Friday, instead of on Monday.

Is not that the course which is agree-
able to the Senator from California?

Mr. ENOWLAND. Absolutely.

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

Mr. WHERRY, I am glad to yield.

Mr. GURNEY. Ithink we are getting
our days mixed up. I believe this is
Tuesday.

Mr. WHERRY. Of course.

Mr. GURNEY. It is my understand-
ing, speaking only relative to the eivil
functions appropriations bill—because I
wish to be sure that it is the order of
business on Wednesday, and also the
order of business on Thursday—in case
action on the bill is not finished on
Wednesday——

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, for the
REecorp let me say that regardless of what
days have been mentioned, I think I can
assure the chairman of the subcommit-
tee, once again, that it is the intention
to conclude action on the civil functions
appropriations bill before anything else

displaces it, whether it be on Tuesday,

Wednesday, Thursday, or Friday.
Mr. GURNEY. I thank the Senator.

Mr, WHERRY, So that the Recorp
may be further clarified let me state that
it now is the intention of the acting ma-
jority leader at the conclusion of the
Senate session on the day when action on
the civil functions appropriations bill is
completed, whether that be Tuesday,
Wednesday, Thursday, or Friday, to move
an adjournment, so that there will be a
morning hour the day following, when
the Senator from California can take up
in the morning hour his motion to dis-
charge the committee from the further
go]nsideration of the Hawaiian statehood

ill,

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

Mr. WHERRY. First, I should like to
ask whether that is the clear understand-
ing of all Senators involved.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Now will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. WHERRY. Yes.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Will the Sena-
tor add one more sentence? 1Is it the in-~
tention of the acting majority leader to

have the Senate take up the displaced- °

persons bill after the civil functions ap-
propriations bill is disposed of, if there
is an opportunity to do that later in the
affernoon of the day when the civil
functions appropriations bill is disposed
of, and then to follow the displaced-per-
sons bill with the selective-service bill?

Mr. WHERRY. The intention, as I
have announced it several times on the
floor of the Senate, is to have the Senate
conclude action on the civil functions
appropriations bill first. After that is
done, it is the intention to have the dis-
placed-persons bill made the unfinished
business. After action on that bill is
concluded, it is the intention to have
the national security bill come up. I
may add that after the displaced-persons
bill and after the national security bill
are disposed of, I think it would be in
order to have the Senate take up a con-
ference report, or it might be that the
Senate would even desire to take up an
appropriation bill. That decision will be
up to the Senate itself.

But the unfinished business will be the
broposed legislation which has been
spoken of, and it will be taken up in the
order stated.

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. BROOEKS. I simply wish to ob-
serve that the agricultural appropriation
bill has been reported by the full com=-
mittee.

Mr, WHERRY. That is correct.

Mr. BROOKS. And it is awaiting an
opportunity for consideration by the
Senate. I believe that at the first op-
portunity we should move for its con-
sideration, so that it can be acted on
and go to conference, and be in confer-
ence while other matters are being dis-
cussed in the Senate.

Mr., WHERRY. That is correct. I
think the point is well taken, and I
think it would be good procedure to do
as the Senator has suggested, because
no time would be lost if we were to pro-
ceed in that way. But I think the Sen-
ate should clearly understand what the
unfinished business is to be,
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Mr, ATKEN, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, WHERRY. I yield.

Mr, AIKEN. I may say that what the
Senator from Illinois has just said with
regard to the agricultural appropriation
bill might also be said with regard to
the long-range agricultural program bill.

Mr. WHERRY. Yes

Mr. AIEKEN. If it appears that the
Members of the Senate are reconciled in
their views on that bill, so that in a very
short time the bill might be passed, and
then might go to the House of Repre-
sentatives, which is waiting for it, I would
hope that would be done. However, if
it appears that several days will be re-
quired for the consideration of that hill
in the Senate, I would not ask that it
gave preference over the armed services

ill.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, let me
restate, as has been announced previ-
ously, that the proposed legislation im=-
mediately before the Senate and in pros-
pect will be the legislation previously
mentioned: First, the civil-functions bill;
second, the displaced-persons bill; and
third, the national security bill.

Mr. President, I made another an-
nouncement this afternoon. It will be
found in the REcorp, but it might be of
interest to Senators who did not hear the
announcement for me to say that it is
intended, if it meets with the approval of
the Senate, when the session is concluded
on Friday, May 28, to recess or adjourn,
whichever motion is made, until the fol-
lowing Tuesday, the reason being that
Memorial Day comes on Sunday. It will
be followed by a legal holiday on Monday,
May 31, which we desire to observe.
The Senate will therefore recess or ad-
journ from Friday May 28, until Tuesday

noon, June 1.
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is
the pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. WHERRY, Mr. President, it ap-
pearing that the Senate has concluded
its work for today, I move that a recess
be taken until tomorrow, Wednesday, at
noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6
o'clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednes-
day, May 19, 1948, at 12 o’clock noon.

NOMINATIONS

+ Executive nominations received by the
Senate May 18 (legislative day of May
10), 1948:
POSTMASTERS

The following-named persons to be post-

masters:
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Roy M. North, Washington, D. C., in place

of V. C. Burke, transferred.

INDIANA

Omer D. Hendricks, Hartford City, Ind.,

in place of Jack Dolan, resigned.
IOWA

George W. Kunzman, Douds, Iowa, in place
of M. R. Doud, resigned.

William R, Wilson, Hampton, Iowa, in
place of R. A, Fox, resigned.

Mary C. Burns, Neola, Iowa, In place of
Grace Ryan, resigned.

William J. Newcomb, Willilamsburg, Towa,
in place of W. J. Cash, removed.
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LOUISIANA
Bernard Buras, Buras, La., In place of J. C.
Ballay, retired.
MARYLAND
William Paul Graham, Mardela Springs,
Md., in place of C. E. Hopkins, retired.
MASSACHUSETTS
Daniel G. Dowd, North Amherst, Mass., in
place of Danlel Ottinger, retired.
MICHIGAN
Carl W. Pulkkila, Ewen, Mich., in place of
J. A, Campbell, resigned.
NEVADA
Renee C. Gibson, Beatty, Nev. in place
of C. E. Merkel, resigned.
Edward L. Gregory, Goldfield,
place of N. W. Wills, removed.
NEW HAMPSHIRE
. James H. O'Connell, Fremont, N. H, in
place of M. A. Willey, retired,
NEW JERSEY
John F. Leahy, Sea Girt, N. J., in place of
J. 8. Devlin, deceased.
Julius B. Scott, Somerdale, N. J., in place
of P, F. Whelan, Jr,, transferred.
Carl L. Roof, Stillwater, N. J., in place of
C. M. Garris, retired. i
NEW MEXICO
Calixto Garela, Central, N. Mex,, in place
of J. A. Walsh, resigned.
» NEW YORK
Sister M. Leontine, Stella Niagara, N. Y.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1947,
PUERTO RICO
Georgina M. Lamas, Roosevelt, P. R.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1946.
TEXAS
Albert N. Pike, Iredell, Tex. in place of
C. R. Conley, resigned.
Timmie A. George, Laulse, Tex., in place
of W. H. Bruns, deceased.
VERMONT
Eatherine L, Moore, Cavendish, Vt, in
place of A. C. Gibson, deceased.
VIRGINIA
Harry W. Easterly, Lebanon, Va., in place
of H. H. Dickenson, removed.

Nev.,, in

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate May 18 (legislative day of
May 10), 1948:

WAR ASSETS ADMINISTRATION

Jess Larson, to be War Assets Administra-
tor.

Rear Adm. Paul L. Mather, United States
Navy, retired, to be Assoclate War Assets Ad-
ministrator.

GOVERNOR OF THE PANAMA CANAL

Brig. Gen. Francis K, Newcomer, United
Btates Army, to be Governor of the Panama
Canal.

IN THE ARMY
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED
STATES

Brig. Gen. John Steward Bragdon, Army of
the United States, to be assistant to the Chief
of Engineers, United States Army, for a pe-
riod of 4 years, effective on date of appolnt-
ment, and for appointment to the grade of
brigadier general in the Regular Army of the
United States,

Maj. Gen. Louis Aleck Cralg to be the In-
spector General, United States Army, for a
period of 4 years, effective on date of ap-
pointment.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES

To be lieutenant colonel
Ernest A, Brav, MC Eiasead

To be major
Karl A, Youngstrom, MC, EEaasd.
To be captains

Rollin C. Avenell, DC,
Henry C. Porris, MC,
Walter J. Grant, MC,
Franklin G, Hoffman, MC,
James B, Joyce, DC,
Willlam W. Senn, DC,
James L. Schricker, Jr., MC,
Fletcher W. Streck, MC
Leo 8. Szakalun, MC,
Richard 8. Waldman, DC, B

To be jfirst lieutenants

Robert E. Crompton, MC
Paul A. Ervin, Jr., MC, E
Samuel C. Gallup, MC,
Martin B. Giffen, MC,
James L. Hansen, MC, Eiaaaesd.
Frederick G. Harris, MC
Payne 8. Harrls, MC,
James N, Harten, MC,
Thomas B. Hauschild, MC,
Frank Hladky, Jr., MC,
Robert L. Johnson, M
Robert L, Koenig, MC,
James E. Lancaster, DC
Arthur E. Levy, MC,
Robert C. MacDuffee, MC,
Btephen G. May, MC, E

William H. Meroney III, MC,
Harry J. Misch, MC,
Francis D. O'Brien, MC,
Ralph H. Potter, Jr., M
Robert K. Quinnell, MC,
Donald H. Robinson, MC,
Ernest A. Sarao, MC,
Palmer H. Warren, MC,
Ralph D. Wright, MC, E
Thomas C. Wright, MC,

Paul C, Yessler, MC, BEEEE
To be second lieutenants

Earl H. Borcheller Clinton A. Drury, Jr.
Albert N. Abelson Eugene M. Dutchak
Eugene K. Andreasen Charles W. Edwards
John F, Archer Earl E. Emerson, Jr.
Edward J. Arlinghaus Irving Feldman
Thomas ¥. Awalt Robert J. Fiscella
Guy A. Baber, Jr. Thomas C. Fischer
Andrew W. Baird Harley B. Fisk, Jr.
George M. Barrack, Jr, James R. Flannery
Bam L. Barth Joe A. Font
Rutland D. Beard, Jr. Edward F. Foster
Donald J. Beckwith Reinhart C. Gauerke
Richard A. Benefield Owen J. Giblin
Robert B. Bernstorf Warren A, Gilbert, Jr.
George W. Bickerstaff John P. Gilman
George H. Bickley George W. Gordon
Colon R. Britt, Jr. Douglas M. Graham
Willlam E. Brockmeier Edward Greer
Joseph W. Brouillette,Sidney C. Guthrie
Jr. M. B. Guyton
Bobby C. Bush Spencer V. Halgren
Thomas E. Cantrell Elton F. Hammond, Jr.
Marco J. Caraccia Albert H. Hanger
Robert E. Carlson Clifton S. Harris, Jr.
Murray L. Carroll Walter R. Harrison, Jr.
Esper K. Chandler Thomas J. Heller
Willlam W. Chandler Benjamin C. Hilliard
John W. Chism Charles B. Hinson
Byron R. Clark William R. Huft
William P. Clay Harold Hutcherson
Ray W. Coffey Clarence H. Jackson
Bamuel N. Cohen James A. Jeffers
Charles C, Collins William F. Jester
William I, Compton Charles M. Johnson
James Corey Ivor R, Jones
George L. Cross Edward S. Karon
Harrison P. Crowell Roy D. Eaylor
Victor R. Cullens Oliver T. Eelly
William J, Cummings Clayton A. Eemp
Charles T. deLorimier Ernest L. Eerley
Albert P. Dempsey, Jr, John H. Elein, Jr,
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Joseph Enight
Irvin S. Eramer
Donald K. Euehl
George 8. Eukuchek
John E. Lambert
Robert D. Lambourne
Delbert E. Lane
Arthur L. Laughry
Francis Lebaron
Henry H. Lentz
Francis E, Lougee
Jose H. Lowry
Benjamin E. Lumpkin,
Jr.
John R. Manning
James S. Martin
William R. Massey
Wesley J. Matson
William D. McLean
Homer C. McNamara,
Jr.
Donald C. Mead, Jr.
James O. Melton
Robert W. Merchant
Carl J. Merck
Francis Meredith, Jr.
Malachl M. Mills
Guy E. Mitchell, Jr,
Robert D. Monical
Victor O. Morris
John E. Mulhern
Harry F, Mumma
Robert A. Munford
Paul E. Myers
Norman J. Newman
John M. Nolan
Edward H. O'Donnell
Carlo J. Ortenzi
Robert L. Patterson
Trevor J. Perry
Galen W, Pike
Harvey D. Piper
Martin L, Pitts, Jr.
David D. Powell
Leonard L. Preston
Robert M. Quinlan
William R, Ramsey
John M. Reardon
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James B. Reed
Rolfe Robertson
William B. Roth
James J. Rubash
Louls G. SBandkaut
Tommy F. Satterfield
Henry A. Schenk
Robert C. Echindling
Robert G. Schmitt
Paul E. Schwab
Robert D. Sheppard,
Jr.
Thomas P. Shiely
Cyril Sidun
Orvis H. Skolos
Forest J. Smith, Jr.
Melvin Smith
John E. Steinke
Lorenzo E. Stephenson
John W. Stevenson
Julian R. Story
Robert P. Story
Donald L. Synolds
Hunter G. Taft
Jerrol E. Taylor
Mack Taylor, Jr.
Willlam M. Taylor
Richard H. Timmins
George R, Truex, Jr.
Blaine E. Twitchell
Jack C. Utley
Clifton F. Vincent
Louis H. Wagner
John E. Walden Il
Andrew J. Waldrop
Joseph L. Walker, Jr.
Paul A. Watkins
Robert W. Webb
James 8. Weeks
John M, Welch
Hal D. White
Charles Wiersch
Robert T. Wilkerson
Th;odore C. Williams,
T.
Charles L. Worley, Jr.
Charles B. Wylle
Walter E. Yerkes

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR AIR FORCE OF THE
UNITED STATES

To be second lieutenants in the Regular Air
Force of the United States

Avan T. Adams
Robert L. Adams
Carl W. Ballard
Melvin R. Bandle
Lester Banks
Herbert B. Barentine
Arnold G. Barker, Jr.
Harold L. Bellairs
Donal D. Bloodgood
John H, Bost
Manuel Bracete, Jr.
Ray B. Bressler, Jr.
Paul L. Briand, Jr.
Pat D. Brinson
Charles Buhman, Jr.

Robert L. Lieberman
John H. Lomax
Howard B, Long, Jr.
Frank C. Longwell
Owen L. Lova

Brice E. Lytle .
Edward A, Malone, Jr.
Robert E. McGee
John A, Middleton ITI
Clay H. Miller, Jr,
Robert B. Monier
Earl M. Monroe
William W, Mullally
James W, Newberry
Alan H. Noyes

Richard W. BurkholderWilliam H. O'Bryan,

Warren F. Chrisman
George H. Christena
William N. Cornett
George A, Crane, Jr.
Benjamin B. Davis
Victor M. Davis, Jr.
William E. Donlon, Jr.
Lawrence A. Doyle
Rudolph W. Ebacher
Shirley J. Eby
William H. Field
Harrell D. Foitik
Richard Foster

Carl R. Frear, Jr.
Joseph E. Hammond
Raymon W. Harlow
Robert L, Harrison
Gerald L. Hendryx, Jr.
William A. Hofacker
Clarence T. Jane
Robert P. Keller
Ulysses 8. Knotts, Jr,

Jr.
Robert H. Papy, Jr.
Michael N. Parker
Virgil P. Perkins, Jr.
Lennox I, Petree
Laverne W. Poland
Donald A. Preble
Charles A. Rodenber-

ger
Wesley K, Sasaki
Robert A. Schlapper
Bennett E. 8Smith
James A. Snell
Marlowe B. Sorge
Maynard D. Stewart
Francis R. Stokes
Stanley L. Sturgill
Phillip R. Tatnall
Jacques K. Tetrick
John C. Thompson
Willlam J. Thorpe
Richard R. Tibbetts
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William A. Toombs, Joe E. Webb
Jr. Frank R. Willlams

James 8. Tucker Harry L. Wytock
Paul J. Vlcan Joe E. Zollinger
PROMOTIONS IN THE UNITED STATES ATE FORCE
{Note.—Those officers whose names are pre-
ceded by the symbol (X ) are subject to ex-
amination required by law. All others have
been examined and found qualified for pro-
motion.)
To be first lieutenants, with rank from
May 1, 1948
John Edward Lineberger, AO50377.
Rudolph Junior Schweizer, AO56527.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from
May 2, 1948
William Claude Weldon, Jr., AO56528.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from
May 3, 1948

M. L. Buchanan, AO56530.
X Clayton Darrell Mode, AO38456.
Bryan Roscce Jolley, AOb6529.
To be first Heutenants, with rank from
May 4, 1948
Walter Brooks Badger, AO56533,
Frank Mann, Jr., AO50378.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
7, 1948
Floyd Harrison Trogdon, AQ50381.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
8, 1948
John William Trezise, AO50382.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
9, 1948
Clarencé -James Douglas, Jr,, AO56534.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
10, 1948
Jewel Neal Craft, AO56536.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
11, 1948
Walter Scott Crum, AOS50383.
John Malcolm Netterblad, AOS50384.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
, 1948
Joseph Michael Eristoff, AO56538,
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
3!
James Fred Gruben, AOS50387.
John Joseph Burgmeier, AO50388.
Harold Wendell Petree, AO56539.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
14, 1948
John Boyd Flalg, AO50390.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
16, 1948
Donald Eugene Dano, AO50391,
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
17, 1948
Ellis Leroy Fisher, AO38461.
Robert Allen Novotny, AO56541.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
81
LeRoy Perry Hansen, AO41333,
Russell Lamar Lewis, AO56542.
Willlam Everett Davis, Jr., AO41332.
William Danfel Johnston, Jr., AO50393.
Frederick Warburton Joy, Jr., AO50304,
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
9, 1948
Philip James Crossman, AO56544.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
20, 1948
Andrew Raymond Reeves, Jr., AO38462.

To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
. 8
Robert Charles Tomlinson, AO38464.
Nils Nelson, AO56545.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
23, 1948
Robert Dale Miller, AO38485.
Spencer Crosby Savage, AO565486.

» Francis Harold Potter, AO384686,
¥ Cullen Bryant Morgan, AO38467,
X Alma Lord Potter, AO50399.
XJerry Willlam Tom, AO38468.
Benjamin Wilder Coolidge, AOS56547.
Hoyt Cecil Bethell, AO56548.
X James Russell Lowell, AO38469.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
23, 1948
Smith Lorenzo Von Fossen, AO56552.
Marlin Clyde Howard, AO56549,
Martin Luther Stutts, AO38470.
Eenneth Omar Wofford, AO56550,
Charles Herbert Proctor, AO56553.
Robert Marion Denny, AOS56555.
William Orville Lighty, AO56556.
Robert Wendell Dodson, AD56551.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
24, 1948

Vernon Alfred Lindvig, AO56557.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
25, 1948
Eeith Gordon Robison, AO56558.
To be first lieutenant, with rank from May
26, 1948
Donald Raymond Butterfield, AO56559.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
30, 1948
Lyle Albin Wykert, AO50404,
Douglas James Nelson, AOG0405.
To be first lieutenants, with rank from May
31, 1948
Hewitt Eldridge Lovelace, Jr., AO50406.
James Stuart Schofield, A056561,
IN THE Navy
To be a rear admiral, for temporary and
Permanent appointment in the Civil Engi-
neer Corps
Capt, Willlam M. Angas
To be a rear admiral, jor temporary appoint-
ment in the Civil Engineer Corps
Capt. Andrew Q. Bisset
To be lieutenant commanders, for permanent
appointment in the Supply Corps
Wendell C. Thompson
Harold D. Werner
To be lieutenants, for permanent appoint-
ment in the Supply Corps
Ian M. Laird
Lewis L. Poynter .
To be lieutenant (junior grade), for perma-
nent appointment in the Supply Corps
William C. Williams
To be ensigns, for permanent appointment in
the Supply Corps
Daniel J. Clements, Jr,
David (N) Dooling
To be ensign, for permdhent appointment in
the Civil Engineer Corps
Fritz H. Hediger

- To be ensigns with rank from June 4, 1948

Paul F. Abel George M. Bates
William Abromitis, Richard W. Bates
Jr, Joseph R. Bavle
Richard C. Adams David A. Beadling
Augustine A. Richard L. Beatty
Albanese Jerry T. Becker

Donald R. Behrens
Harry E. Belfiower, Jr,

Thomas E. Alexander
Benjamin G. Allen

Hoyt E. Allen Gegory McC. Bell, Jr.
Robert C. Allen Herbert P. Benton III
Walter L. Alt Levon Berberian, Jr.

Gordon A. Anderson
Roy C. Anderson
William 8. Mac L.
Arnold
Edward M. Axtell, Jr.
William R. Ayers Walter T. Blakney
Robert P. Barber Floyd H. Blizard
William H. Barnes IIRichard V. Bodmer
Russell Bartmes, Jr. Louis J. Boland
William H. Barton, Jr.Philip H. Bolger
Willlam R. Bartow Eugene S. Bowers
Jack Baruch Franklin L. Bowersox

Floyd E. Bergeaux
Robert E. Berggren
Benjamin W. Bevis
Oral J. Bilderback
Patrick P, Billingsley
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Claiborne 8. Bradley

Charles R. Braley, Jr.

Ralph W. Brown, Jr.
James S. Brunson
Paul G. Bryant
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Raymond I. Gornik

Jack L. Gracey

Morris R. Grady

Warren C, Graham,
Jr.

Douglas G. BuchananFrederick H. Gralow

Beaumont M. Buck
Robert G. Buechler
Norwood W,
Bullington, Jr.
Ronald 8. Burton

Ernest J, Gray
Harold Gurman
Donald B. Hall
Norman L. Halladay
Albert B, Hallman

James E. Callahan, Jr.David R. Hamlin

James H. H.
Carrington

Charles C. Carter, Jr.

Ernest C. Castle

Nicholas A.
Castruccio

John D. Caylor

William D.
Chandler 8d

Edwin Mac M.
Chapline

Roger A. Chapman

Robert W. Hanby, Jr.
Eevin Hanlon
Harley S. Harrls, Jr.
Wade H, Harris
David L. Hartshorn
Charles E. Hathaway
Douglas B. Hatmaker
Stanley R. Hawe
Edward B. Hebden IT
Leonard M. Hendrix
Albert G. Henry, Jr,
John D. Herlihy, Jr.

Thomas P. Cheesman Lawrence C. Hernan-

Robert 8. Chew, Jr.

Matthew A. Chiara

Michael L. Childress

William T. Chipman,
Jr.

Robert G. Claitor

dez, Jr.
Charles W. Hines
William R. Hintz
Richard B. Hodson
Hugh 8. Holder
Tennyson J. Hull III

Wyndham 8. Clark, Jr.Harvey E. Humphrey

Richard J, Clas
John D, Clithero
Richard A. Cochran
James N. Comerford
Jack H. Conable
Robert C. Conolly IT
Albert E. Conord,
Charles P. Coulter
Jack Cowden
Howard 8. Crosby
James B, Crosby, Jr.
John R. Crumpton,
Jr.
Thomas W. Cuddy
Daniel W, Cullivan
Eradley L. Daley
Bennie V. Damberg
James E. Davenport,
Jr.
John M. Davis
John DeGoede
Daniel T. Deibler
Leonard V. Delling
Dean D. DeWitt
George W. Dittmann
William D. Dittmar
Claude E. Dorris
Laurens Dorsey
Benjamin 8. Dowd,
Jr.

Norman L, Duncan
Robert D. Duncan

Robert D. Hunting-
ton, Jr.
David A. Hurt, Jr.
Karl H, Huss, Jr.
William G. Ikard IT
James M. Ivey, Jr.
Frederick D, Jackson,
Jr.
John W. James
Alan L. Jansen
Leonard A. Jay, Jr.
John L. Jensen, Jr.
Francis C. Johnson
Henry B. Johnson
William E. Johnston
Harry L. Jones
William A. Eanaka-
nui, Jr.
Jack C. Kays
William H. Keen
Eenneth Kelty
Robert E. Kenyon
Harry N. Key, Jr.
Thomas F. Kilduff, Jr.
Robert E. King
Burton H. Kleinman
Herbert 8. Kline
John W. Klinefelter
Edward L. Eorb
Seymour L. Eunin
Frederick R. Lafferty,
Jr.

Richard T. Duncan, Jr Arthur Landis, Jr,

James W. Dupree, Jr.

William F. Easterlin,
Jr.

Rex C. Eaton, Jr.

Dewey A. Ellis, Jr.

Gordon R. Engel

Leland F. Estes

John Evasovich

Charles M. Lane

Charles H. Langton

William J. Lauben-
dorfer

Jason P, Law

Paul D. Lawler

Hugh O. Lea

Robert L. Lee, Jr.

John L. Everngam, Jr,Willlam W. Lee; Jr.

Emil M. Eyler

Edgar 8. Levy, Jr.

William R. Pisher, Jr. William W. Lewis, Jr.

Edward B. Fleming
John A. Fletcher II
Francis C. Fogarty
Donald D. Foulds
Andrew L. Frahler
Ian N. Fraser
Edward Frothing-
ham, Jr.

Wallace 5. Gabriel
Stanton B. Garner

Herbert K. Gates, Jr.

Aubrey L. Loeffler
Hubert B. Loheed
John R. Lowdenslager
Robert B, Lyle
Arthur L. Markel
Marvin D. Marsh
George W, Marshall
Paul V. Martenson
Thomas E. Matia
Frank E. Matthews
Elmer A. McCallum,

Sidney W. Gaylord, Jr. Jr.

George E. Goodwin
Hugh H. Goodwin,
Jr

William L, McClure
John K. McConeghy,

i Jr.
Ralph T. Goodwin, Jr,John W, McCord
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Milton C. McFarland
Robert 8. McGihon
Andrew McIntyre
Donald A. McIver
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Robert A. Schultz

Robert E.
Schwoeffermann

Richard U, Scott

Russell R, McKechnieRobert H, Searle
Marvin “M” McKinley,Ruell A. Searson

Jr,

Henry T. SBettle, Jr.

Edward F. McLaugh-Charles A. Sheehan

lin, Jr.

Peter N. Sherrill

John R. McMahon, Jr.Jack N. Sherwood

Robert H. Meenan
Robert E. Melhorn
James I. Mellencamp
Murray Menkes
Charles Mertz 3d
Edward W. Meyers
Howard B. Moore
James R. Moore, Jr,
Roderick B. Moore
Sumner K. Moore
Willlam V. Moore
Donald R. Morris
Eugene C, Moss
Peter R. Moureau
Leonard W. Mulbry
James E. Myrick
Robert R. Neely, Jr.
Frederick L. Nelson
Richard E. Nicholson
Eugene J. Noblet
Dan R. Nolen

Albert F.Shimmel
Richard E. Shimshak
Jack R. Silvey
‘William N. Small
Harold F. Smith, Jr,
Robert C. Smith, Jr.
Nicholas W. Smusyn
Thomas C. Spalding
Wilburn A. Speer, Jr.
Richard H. Sprince
Richard J. 8pringe
Edward F. Stacy
Thomas E. Stanley
Don R. Stephens
Charles G. Strahley
Hart R. Stringfellow,
Jr.
Richard Struyk
Robert T. Styer
George H. Sullivan, Jr.
Edward P. Supancic

Robert P, NottinghamFrancis J. Suttill, Jr.

Thomas H. Nugent, Jr
John L. Oberrieder
Mark J. O'Friel
Robert W. O'Reilly
Frank W, Orr, Jr.
Edward J. Ortlieb
Gerald L. Palmer, Jr,
Benjamin H. Pester
John D, Peterson

.Joseph P. Tagliente

Robert McE. Tatum
Boone C, Taylor

Karl R. Thiele

Albert J. Thompson
David R. Thornhill
Frank 8. Tiernan
Herbert N. Townsend
Eenneth M. Treadwell

James E. Peterson, Jr.Howard A. True

William C. Plerson
Ray C. Pittman

Alonzo M. Poteet, Jr.

Delton B. Pruner
Robert O. Pyle, Jr.
Paul L, Quinn
Charles E. Ransom, Jr,
Hugh B. Rardin
Walter L. Rees
Harvey E. Rennacker
Earl F. Resch

Edwin C. Rice

Ward P. Riggins, Jr.
Guy W. Riggs

Enight M. Robbins
Harold L. Robiner
Rufo W, Robinson
Edward B. Rogers, Jr.
Joseph P. Rogers, Jr.
Willilam A. Rogers, Jr.
Donald 8. Ross
Ernest H. Ross, Jr.
Terry A. Ross
Andrew T. Roulston

John C. Tsiknas
Robert W. Van Eirk,
Jr.
Carlos C. Villarreal
John E. Vinsel
Quentin W. Wagenfield
Robert E. Wainright
Daniel P. Walchko
James F. Ward II
William Wegner
Elbért N. Wells
James K. Welsh, Jr.
Richard O. Wheeler
John F. White, Jr.
Joseph P, White
Warren P. White
Charles A. Whitmore,
Jr.
Gilbert Wilkes III
Stanwix M, Williams
Joseph A. Wilson
Thomas B. Wilson, Jr.
Thomas Woods IL
David L. Wright

Richard B. Rubenstein George 5. Wright

John A. Russell
William F. Sallada
William G. Sawyer
"Albert R. Schofield, Jr.

Robert E. Wurlitzer
Ellis M. Zacharias, Jr.
Jack P. Zimmerman

To be ensigns in the Supply Corps from
June 4, 1948

Edmund 8. ArmstrongDudley Holstein

William H, Borchert
William G. Brendle
John W, Bruner
Don:ld H. Corson, Jr.
James A. Cox
William F. Doddy

Eenneth W. Dunwody,

Jr.
William H. Evans, Jr.
John P. Gaffigan

Howard N. Eay
William N. Langone
Charles L. Lewis
Harold B. Lipschutz
Edward A. McManus
Eennedy Niland
James H. Smeds
David M. Smith
Edgar N. Smith
Morris M. Smith

Robert L. Ghormley,Charles L. Suit III

Jr.
Lewis E. Gleason
Richard I. Henderson

Robert C, Vance
Eenneth B, Webster
Marvin A. Weir

To be ensigns in the Civil Engineer Corps
from June 4, 1948
Robert G. Carroll Robert 8. Lee, Jr.
James C. Day, Jr. George A. Leighton,
Sydney W. Dunn, Jr. Jr.
Richard M. Fluss Henry Remsen
George L. Hoffman  Colonel J. S8hook, Jr.
Charles B. Hogan
IN THE MARINE CORPS
APPOINTMENTS

William T. Clement to temporary grade of
major general.

Louls E. Woods to permanent grade of
major general.

William L. McKittrick to permanent grade
of brigadier general.

Manuel F. Castro to second lieutenant,

Harry B. Liversedge to temporary grade of
brigadier general.

To be permanent commissioned warrant
officers to rank with but after second lieu-
tenants

Philip J. Costello
Harry E. Detwiler
Hubert H. Dunlap
Roy L. Green
Roy E. Hagerdon
Ecdgar C. Hughes
John G, Johnson
IN THE Navy
To be ensigns from June 1948
Robert W. Corey James P. Kilgariff
Robert J. Cutler Justus A. Mueller
Raymond R. Demrick Franklin C. Paschal,
James H. Foxgrover Jr.
Robert J. Harlow Clyde A. Reaves, Jr.
Romeo D. Hinkston Harlan C. Snyder
Leslie C. Hofto Thomas C. Trafzer
Frederick W. Holler,
Jr.

To be ensign in the Supply Corps of the

Navy from the 4ih day of June 1948

Philip A. Amidon

To be ensigns in the Civil Engineer Corps of
the Navy from June 4, 1948
Ray W. Foreaker, Jr.
Charles W. Gulick, Jr.
Nicholas F. Troug

To be ensign in the Civil Engineer Corps, in
lieu of ensign in the Civil Engineer Corps
as previously nominated, to correct spell-
ing of name
Francis W. Day

To be ensigns in the Nurse Corps of the Navy

Betty J. Alexander Charlotte R. Plerce

Virginia M. Cardillo Gloria V. Rapp

Josephine A. Franks Dorothy M. Riotte

Lois W. Gass Anita J. Smith

Mary E. Hagan Mary F. Sullivan

Lois C. McCuller & Bernice Szostak

John W. Mace
Clarence B. McKinstry
Edwin C. Reppenhagen
Percy W. Robbins
Charles Seller
Reuben 8. Stoner

To be commander in the Medical Corps of

the Navy

Greydon G. Boyd

To be lieutenant commander in the Medical
Corps of the Navy

Donald G. MacKinnon

To be lieutenant in the Medical Corps of the
Navy

Arvin T. Henderson

To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the
Medical Corps of the Navy

Kenneth 8. Axelsen ErnestF. Wallner, Jr.
John J, Carroll James H, Watts, Jr,

Donald E. Lloyd John H. Young
‘Wallace 8. Sekul

To be commanders in the Dental Corps of the
Navy

James R. Justice
Niels H, Martin

To be lieutenant commander in the Dental
Corps of the Navy

Norman D. Hines

May 18 .

To bé lieutenants in the Dental Corps of the
Navy
Wallace 5. Andrews George E, Dudley
Hewitt J. Beauvais, Jr. Martin R. Hamilton
Joseph J. Bonello
To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the
Dental Corps of the Navy
Anthony P. Glammus- James A, Mitchell
80 Daniel M. Roach
Walter J, Erumbeck
PueLic HEALTH SERVICE
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR CORPS OF THE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
To be senior surgeons (equivalent to the
Army rank of lieutenant colonel), effective
date of acceptance
Henry R. O'Brien
A. Willlam Regglo 3
To be dental surgeon (eguivalent to the
Army rank of major), effective date of
acceptance
Arthur G. Malucky
To be senior assistant surgeons (equivalent to
the Army rank of captain), effective date
of acceptance

John L. Lewis, Jr. Alvin L, Cain

Ralph Alperin Willilam W. Richards
William Weingarten Walter J, Lear
Holman R. Wherritt  John P, Risley
Stanley H. Moulton  Vaso L. Purlia

Edgar A, Swartz Milo O. Blade

To be assistant surgeons (eguivalent to the
Army rank of first lieutenant), effective
date of acceptance

Paul Fremont-Smith Sidney Shindell

David L. Rodgers Raymond W. Herr-
Robert M. Paine mann

é»mzlrelnc; Fs‘lt%birz William H. Baker
arlyle F. Stou Ha 2k - 4
e Il;rsr R. H. Nicholas

1
Charles O. Metzmaker g Altschul

Arthur D, Fisher . Keith H. Frankhauser

David H. Solomon
Norman G. Hepper Edward B. Lehmann

James V. Woodworth Ra;ph 8, Paffenbarger,
T

Leonard J, Ganser
Charles M, Gillikin Jobn W. Cashman

Daniel M. Enerson Robert A. Sammons

Arthur 8. Keats Alan F. Thometz

Wendell L. Pierce Lewis W. Moore

Robert F. Wettingfeld Delmo A, Paris

To be senior assistant dental surgeons (equiv-
alent to the Army rank of captain), effec-
tive date of acceptance
Edward J. Driscoll
Charles J. Gillooly

To be assistant dental surgeons (equivalent
to the Army rank of first lieutenant),
effective date of acceptance

William J. Braye Frank W. Nelson

Edmond G. Vanden  Robert W. Anderson
Bosche Tyler C. Folsom, Jr.

To be dietitian (equivalent to the Army rank
of major), effective date of acceptance
Fonda L. Dickson

To be senior assistant nurse officers (equiv-"
alent to the Army rank of captain), effec-
tive date of acceptance

Sylvia Ginsberg K. Barbara Dormin

Anne M. Lefingwell Helen N. Buzan

M. Dolores Howley

To be assistant nurse officers (equivalent to
the Army rank of first lieutenant), effec-
tive date of acceptance

Patricia B. Geiser

Frances Moskowitz

Helen M. Ely

M. Elizabeth Leeds

Enid L. Taylor.

M. Bouser
Ruth D. Buckley
Phyllis B. Kyte
Mary Jean Yardley
Eatherine L. Broyles
Mary A. French Beatrice E. Nichols
Dorothy G. Young Loretta D. Banks
To be junior assistant nurse officer (equiva-

lent to the Army rank of second lieuten-
ant), effective date of acceptance
Norma Russell
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
. Tuespay, May 18, 1948

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following ,

prayer:

Heavenly Father, for days of health,
for nights of quiet rest, for the bounty
of Thy goodness, and for all Thy bless-
ings bestowed for our need, we give Thee
thanks, We praise Thee for our coun-
try, our schools, our homes, and for all
the opportunities which make us grow
into self-reliant manhood.

For all who do not share these bless-
ings, we ask Thy merciful goodness to
abide with them; give to those who suffer
that peace which nothing can outweary,
because their minds are stayed on Thee.
Pray for the peace of Jerusalem: they
shall prosper that love Thee. Peace be
within Thy walls and prosperity within
Thy palaces. In the name of Him who
gave His life for all mankind. . Amen.

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

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills of
‘the House of the following titles:

On May 14, 1948:

H.R.1853. An act for the relief of Edward
W. Bigger; and

H.R. 5262, An act to authorize the sale of
individual Indlan lands acquired under the
act of June 18, 1934, and under the act of
June 26, 1936.

On May 17, 1948;

H.R.345. An act for the relief of Ollie Mc-
Neill and Ester B. McNeill;

H. R. 1953. An act for the relief of John F.
Reeves; and

H.R.3189. An act for the relief of Joe
Parry, a minor,

On May 18, 1948:

H.R.1189. An act to establish the meth-
ods of advancement for post-office employees
(rural carriers) in the field service;

H.R. 1562. An act to increase temporarily
the amount of Federal aid to State or Terri-
torial homes for the support of disabled sol-
diers and sailors of the United States;

H.R.4129. An act for the relief of Jerline
Floyd Givens, and the legal guardian of Wil-
Jliam Earl Searight, a minor; and

H. R. 5085. An act to authorize the attend-
ance of the United States Marine Band at
the Elghty-second National Encampment of
the Grand Army of the Republic to be held
in Grand Rapids, Mich., Beptember 26 to 30,
1648,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE "

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a concurrent resolution of
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 200. Concurrent resolution
authorizing the Clerk of the House t0 make
corrections in the enrollment of H. R. 3350,

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H. R, 3566) entitled “An act to
amend subsection (¢) of section 19 of the
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Immigration Act of 1917, as amended,
and for other purposes’; requests a con-
ference with the House on the disagree=
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
appoints Mr. WiLEY, Mr. REVERCOMB, and
Mr. EasTLAND to be the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to the
bill (H. R. 4236) entitled “An act to
amend the Civil Service Act to remove
certain discrimination with respect to
the appointment of persons having any
physical handicap to positions in the
classified civil service”; requests a con-
ference with the House on fhe disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
appoints Mr. Laxnger, Mr. Buck, and Mr,
CHavEZ to be the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. SCHWABE of Oklahoma asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp in
two instances and include extraneous
matter.

Mr. SCHWABE of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Appendix of the
Recorp and include an article entitled
“Doctor, My Statistics Feel Funny.” I
am informed by the Public Printer that
this will exceed two pages of the REcoOrD
and will cost $159.75, but I ask that it be
printed notwithstanding that fact.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
notwithstanding the cost, the extension
may be made. }

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp and include ex-
traneous matter.

Mr. COLE of Missouri asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the REcorp in three instances, in each
to include a radio address by Jack Beall
entitled “Communism.”

Mr. TWYMAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include two
editorials.

Mr. HORAN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a newspaper account
of the McMillin case.

Mr. COLE of Kansas asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Recorp and include a speech he
made to the convention of the First Dis-
trict Young Republicans.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the REcorp in
three instances and include a résumé of
South Dakota veterans’ laws, two edi-
torials on an Iwo Jima hero, and a table
prepared by the Legislative Reference
Service on the cost of the foreign-aid
program.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that on
Thursday next, after disposition of mat-
ters on the Speaker’s desk and at the
conclusion of any special orders hereto-
fore entered, I may be permitted to ad-
dress the House for 45 minutes.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. HAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that my colleague the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr, Towe] be
excused from attendance of the House
all of this week on account of death in
his family.

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

There was no objection.

PROPOSAL TO SQUANDER OUR
FATS AND OILS

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York? 3

There was no objection.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
we are indebted to our colleagues on the
Select Committee on Foreign Aid for the
very illuminating study of European
trade patterns prepared with the assist-
ance of the United States Tariff Com-
mission and other organizations.

I found some mighty interesting fig-
ures on page 3. There we find some of
the fats and oils estimates of the Bevin
committee's Paris report. This commit=-
tee estimated that Norway would need to
import 99,000,000 pounds of fats and oils.
The Tariff Commission studied this sit=-
uation and came up with a report that
Norway would have no need to import
fats and oils. In fact, the Commission
found that Norway should have an ex-
portable surplus of 280,000,000 pounds.

For the small agricultural counfry of
Denmark, with a population of only a lit-
tle over 4,000,000 persons, the Paris Con-
ference reported an import requirement
of 440,000,000 pounds of fats and oils, or
more than 100 pounds per person. When
the Tariff Commission analyzed the fat
and oil situation of Denmark, it found
this dairy raising country should have a
suﬂ;plus of 100,000,000 pounds of fats and
oils. \

It is probably only human nature to
ask for more than you need. Just think
how much profit there would be in dis-
posing of millions of pounds of un-
needed fats and oils. I cannot help bug
wonder if all the requirements are not
similarly padded. We can only hope that
the Appropriations Committee will seru-
tinize these figures carefully.

There are not many items with higher
prices today than the fats and oils which
every family needs to keep clean and
properly fed. We owe it to our constitu-
ents to see that no supplies are shipped
abroad unless they are absolutely needed
for the relief or recovery of the recipi-
ents, and, by recovery, I do not mean the
shipment of goods which can be re- ~
exported for unearned income. There
must be no squandering of our resources
if we are to keep our prices within rea-
sonable bounds.




5986 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. HOEVEN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include an article appearing
in Nation's Business, May 1948.

Mr. MUHLENBERG asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the REcorp and include the text of a
hill, H. R. 6525, which he introduced.

Mr. LEFEVRE asked and was given
permission o extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article appear-
ing in the New York Sunday Herald
Tribune.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp in two instances;
to include in one an article appearing in
the Philadelphia Inquirer and in the
other an article on crime prevention by
Nochem S. Winnet.

Mr. OWENS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include excerpts appearing
in the Chicago Tribune May 17.

DEWEY AND STASSEN DEBATE

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, last eve-
ning you may have had the opportunity
to listen to the two young giants who are
aspiring to the Presidency of the United
States. If so, you would have observed
that the one who had the affirmative of
the issue, That the Communist Party
should be outlawed,” did not state how
that could be successfully accomplished
under our Constitution, but limited his
remarks to an approval of that portion
of the so-called Mundt bill which would
prohibit the establishment in this coun-
try of a totalitarian dictatorship under
the control of a foreign nation by any
person or group of persons. He very
properly stated that the other portions
of the bill with reference to restrictions
upon individual actions should be modi-
fied. His opponent, who had the nega-
tive of the issue, then very cleverly
brought forth that the Mundt bill did not
attempt to outlaw the Communist Party,
and while he intimated that the present
laws would accomplish the main objec-
tive sought by the passage of that bill,
he did not disclose his position there-
on in any way. It is unfortunate that
neither aspirant possesses the frankness
and candor that has been exhibited by
Members of Congress who are known to
desire occupancy in the well-known
house at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue. It
surely appears that active participation
and leadership in Congress constitutes
the best proving ground for the test of
the knowledge, capability, and trust-
worthiness of one who would occupy that
exalted position.

VETERANS' HOMESTEAD HOUSING BILL
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-

dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, some members have questioned
whether individual home units can be
constructed under the recently reported
veterans’ homestead bill, which is an
amendment to the Servicemen's Read-
justment Act of 1944, The answer is
emphatically yes. Not only can they be
constructed by the individual associa-
tions, but I believe they will be con-
structed at a price much below that of
current offerings.

It will work something like this: The
veteran—urban or rural—will ask his
association to build a house for him;
the house will be built according to his
plans and specifications; the association
will carry the necessary charges and ar-
range for the construction loan, and all
the other necessary expenses until the
house is completed. Thus, the house
will be built according to the desires of
the individual veteran; he will have the
saving resulting from group building,
and will not have to borrow money for a
construction loan. I submit these are
very real advantages and savings for the
individual veteran purchaser.

When he has accepted the house, the
veteran then must obtain his financing
the same as any other veteran who
wishes to participate under the GI hill of
rights—under present law the interest
rate cannot exceed 4 percent for such
financing and by purchasing through an
association the loan could be amortized
over a 32-year period. This feature is
one of the strongest parts of the veterans’
homestead housing bill.

EXTENSION CF REMARKS

Mr. VURSELL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. DEANE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp in two instances and include
newspaper statements.

Mr. COOPER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in two instances on the Recipro-
cal Trade Agreements Act, and in one
to include an-article entitled “The Trade
Agreement Act Must Be Renewed,” by
Hon. W. Averell Harriman, Secretary of
Commerce, from the Democratic Digest
of April 1948, and in the other to include
a copy of a letter dated May 4, 1948, ad-
dressed to the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means by Mr. Gerard
Swope, chairman, Citizens Committee for
Reciprocal World Trade, enclosing a
statement by Hon. Cordell Hull in sup-
port of the renewal of the Reciprocal
Trade Agreements Act.

STATE OF ISRAEL

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
lcans were as amazed as was the rest of
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the world when President Truman turned
another political somersault and recog-
nized the abortive state of Israel. On the
front page of the New York Times of
Sunday, a British Foreign Office spokes-
man is quoted as saying:

There is no need to hurry * * * there
is no election in this country until 1950,

Even foreigners know that our Presi-
dent has delivered another body blow to
United Nations and has probably jeopard-
ized the peace of the world, primarily to
secure the votes of some 3,000,000 Jews
in the city of New York. We have made
fools of ourselves again. Does anybody
know what our fdreign policy is? Can
any nation trust in our sincerity? Are
we to continue to play Dr. Jekyll and Mr.
Hyde in foreign affairs? Have we be-
come morally and spiritually bankrupt?
A nation can recover from Pearl Harbors,
terrible as they may be. A nation can-
not recover from a complete loss of honor
and integrity. We are surrendering to
communism in one-half of the world
ghile pretending to fight it in the other

alf.

Unless America awakens at once, her.

best sons will soon be spilling their inno-
cent blood in the sands of the un-Holy
Land. Americans should cry out against
the political prostitution that is bringing
us upon such evil days.

FOOD-CONSERVATION PROGRAM

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I
desire to call to the attention of the
Members to a phase of the food-conser-
vation program of the Department of
Agriculture. This program is a simple
approach to encourage voluntary meas-
ures on the part of consumers which
will conserve food and, at the same time,
stabilize or help reduce the cost of living.
I want to emphasize that so far the plan
is merely an experimental test, and is in
response to a statute enacted last year in
which the Department was called upon
to encourage voluntary measures which
will increase our utilization of food.

I am proud of the fact that the Depart-
ment has selected Pennsylvania for this

test, and the selection of York and Lan-

caster is a compliment to those commu-
nities. One reason for this was the fact
that the people living there have an
established reputation for their ability
to carefully manage food, and also a
reputation of sturdy, practical, Ameri-
canism, and thrift.

As of now 1,500 retail food stores are
cooperating, and after the first week’s
trial, the local chairman of the commu-
nities had this to say, among other
things:

It gives us great satisfaction to report the
apparent success of this test. This is most

gratifying to the men in the food supply
business.

Further quoting from these chairmen:

It also helps farmers by providing a more
stable market for their produce. Our farm-
ers in York and Lancaster can he assisted
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directly by finding a bigger market for their
produce, especially those in plentiful supply.

If the Dutch farmers of Pennsylvania,
the consumers, known to be frugal and
economical in their food consumption,
and the conservative retail food stores
businessmen all approve of the plan after
further continuing tests, it can then be
expanded to other communities through-
out the country which desire it.

The Congress was wise to pass the act.
The Agriculture Department is to be
commended for adopting a test program,
and Pennsylvania and the Lancaster and
York areas are to be congratulated on
being selected for this wholesome attack
on the shortage of food supplies. I
might add that the Department esti-
mates that a family’s food budget can
be cut by at least 10 percent, and perhaps
as much as 30 percent on meat costs
alone.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ELEIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

PRESIDENT TRUMAN RECOGNIZES ISRAEL

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

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York,

There was no cbjection.

Mr, KLEIN. Mr. Speaker, I take the
floor at this time to commend and con-
gratulate the President of the United
States on his great, honorable, and
statesmanlike deed in recognizing the
new Jewish state of Israel. I think he
has gained the gratitude of a majority of
the people in this country, regardless of
race, religion, or creed because he is
recognizing a state which is a true de-
mocracy and which eventually will be
developed into one of the really great
democracies in that part of the world,
where democracy is all too rare. I would
like as well to congratulate the new Presi-
dent of Israel, Dr. Chaim Weizmann, and
Mr, David Ben-Gurion, Moshe Shertok,
and all those other men and women who
through the years, with blood, sweat, and
tears, brought about the realization of a
Jewish state—which the Jews of the
world have been awaiting for over 2,000
years. We hope the new Jewish state
will grow and prosper, just as America
did from its birth in 1776, and will even-
tually become one of the great democ-
racies, just as our beloved country has
grown to become the greatest democracy
in the world.

Mr. Speaker, without in any way de-
tracting from the nobility of the Presi-
dent’s prompt action and without depre-
ciating the gratitude we feel, I must
point out that there remains much to be
done before this new nation, struggling
for stability in a hostile world, can stand
alone.

Before anything else, the defenseless
Jews in Israel must have weapons of
defense.

The one-sided arms embargo fo the
Middle East, which I am convinced was
imposed by State and National Defense
Department officials opposed to the
President’s policies, must be lifted. It
has operated to keep the Jews without
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weapons, while the Arabs are armed by
the British.

The new state will need funds with
which to operate, and the simplest and
best way is to obtain loans and credits
from the United States.

I hope that Members of the House will
lend to this project every possible sup-
port. Such credits will be safe and
sound investments from every point of

view—social, economic, political, and
financial.
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

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

There was no objection?

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Spesker, President
Truman's recognition of the new Repub-
lic of Israel could hardly be called a body
blow to the United Nations as was
charged by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. GosseErr]. On the contrary, that
statesmanlike decision gave flesh and
blood and sinew to the body of the United
Nations decision, that historic decision of
November 29 last, which declared for the
partition of Palestine. Israel's cup of
happiness was overflowing on Saturday
when the declaration of independence
was sounded by the voice of Premier
David Ben-Gurion from Tel-Aviv, and
rejoicing reached fever pitch with the
announcement of the President that the
new de facto state had been recognized.
That action of the President was quite
consistent with American tradition.
How could we, who have so zealously
guarded and protected our independence
for over 150 years, deny that independ-
ence to the Jews who sought it for 2,000
years? Indeed, the decision of the Presi-
dent was as refreshing as a cool breeze in
the heat of summer, and his recognition
will be followed by the recognition of
many more nations. There will indeed
be a queue of nations gladly be-
stowing recognition of the new state
composed of a brave people. I hope the
President will follow up his recognition
with the according to Israel of belliger-
ent rights to the end that the arms em-
bargo be lifted, so that these valiant
people will be given the wherewithal to
defend themselves against unlawful
marauders and guerillas from neighbor-
ing Arab states.

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

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp and include a speech
he delivered at Memphis, Tenn.

PRESIDENT TRUMAN RECOGNIZES
ISRAEL

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr, HOLIFIELD, Mr. Speaker, I too,
want to add my congratulations and
words of commendation to the President
of the United States for his prompt and
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speedy recognition of the new demo-
cratic state in the Middle East, Israel.
This recognition has been bought by the
blood of patriotic men who have served in
the wastes of North Africa in World War
II fighting the Nazis under Rommel. It
was bought by the blood of Jewish volun-
teers who fought on the side of the allies
against the Turks in World War I. The
Jewish people of Palestine were the allies
of the democracies, both in World War
I and World War II, and in the recog-
nition of Israel, we have fulfilled the
pledge which was given in the League of
Nations mandate that the Jews should
have a national home eventually in
Palestine. I confidently believe that we
have fulfilled the promise contained in
holy writ and a sacred prophecy has
come true, that again Palestine would
be given to the Jews, and that they would
have a land of their own. We can look
forward to cooperation from the new
state of Israel in the fight against com-
munism, because anyone who knows any-
thing about Zionism knows that it is a
religious movement. It is a movement of
people who believe in the God of Abra-
ham, Isaac, and Jacob. It is not athe-
istic. It is a movement which believes
also in political democracy. Therefore,
we will Have their cooperation in any
possible war of the future.

The SPEAKER. The time of the
gentleman from California [Mr. HorI-
FIELD] has expired,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. GROSS asked and was granted
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article from the
Pennsylvania Farmer entitled, “Cure for
Communism,” by J. A. Boak.

Mr. POULSON asked and was granted
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include an editorial.

Mr, HAND asked and was granted per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article on labor
unions.

Mr. JONES of Washington asked and
was granted permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include a letter
from a constituent from the city of
Seattle supporting the Mundt bill.

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin asked and
was granted permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp and include a letter
from Milton H. Button, director of the
Department of Agriculture of the State
of Wisconsin, addressed to Senator
Mrmrigin, chairman of the Senate
Finance Committee.

SAVING FOOD

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Gross]?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS, Mr. Speaker, referring
to the remarks of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. EBERHARTER] concern-
ing the food-saving plan now in progress
in York and Lancaster Counties, Pa., the
Department told me last week that every
farmer’s stall in the markets would have
one of their placards on display in the
Saturday markets, I went into the
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markets and did not find a single one
there. The people ought to know that
the Department has five or six men up
there in the district, and will keep them
there for 2 weeks, to make a report on
the progress of their food-saving pro-
gram, and tkat the report was written
before they ever started the program.
If I write a report it will be quite dif-
ferent from one already written down in
the Department.

In the chain stores where the cards
appeared, urging the people to make the
best buys, they are featuring such things
as California produets, citrus fruit, and
S0 on.

They do not mention Pennsylvania
apples, which are home grown and priced
off the market. They are not doing a
thing to help agriculture or to help the
housewives. They are featuring certain
commodities in large supply not at re-
duced prices. Some of the commodities
are cheap because they are the cheap
kind. They are simply trying to unload
a lot of surpluses which have been cre-
ated by subsidies paid to certain farmers.
And the same price supports continue
which mean greater production next
year for the taxpayers to pay for. The
whole thing is phony and it ought to be
exposed. One of my local newspapers
has asked the Associated Press to get
them the story from this end. He was
given the story, which was a statement
of fact, but when it appeared in his paper
it was greatly distorted., They were un-
ethical enough to change the Associated
Press story before printing it. The De-
partment agents, now vacationing in
York and Lancaster, should be doing pro-
ductive labor.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gross]
has expired.

_COMMUNISM

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to call to the attention of
the membership a letter which I have
inserted in the Appendix from Mr, Mil~-
ton H. Button, director of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture of the State of Wis-
consin, which I think the Members will
find interesting and educational.

In the remainder of my 1 minute I
would like to bring to you a poem which
appeared in one of the newspapers in
my district. An amateur poet wrote it,
I am sure, but it is intefesting.

HI, JOE
Oh, the Commies are a funny lot
And capable of every stunt.

But if you want to get them hot
Just mention that guy, MUNDT.

One enviable trick they have is this—
They double talk from both the corners
Of their mouths, while in between they hiss;
Simultaneously being  revilers and
mourners.

Our Constitution they agree,
Is old, out dated, mythical.

They scorn it to a high degree
In terms that seem unethical,
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But when the going's getting tough—
What is their cry? It's quite conventional.
Yes, when MuxpT or others make it rough,
The Commies yell, “Unconstitutionall”
—Allay Tea.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-~
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Davis] has
expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, HILL asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REecorp and include
therein an address by Dr. Warren H.
Leonard, of Denver, Colo., on agricul-
tural problems in the administration of
the Marshall plan in Europe.

AIR POWER

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, it was
highly gratifying to me when the Con-
gress recognized in its recent actions
the overwhelming necessity for this
country to have a powerful air force.
The momentuous decision in passing the
70-group air forces bill marks a major
milestone of progress in building a
modern bulwark of defense for this
country.

Air power is our first line of defense—
and our last. There can be no substi-
tute to being powerful defensively in the
air. In the present necessity, there can
be no middle ground and no compromise,
We cannot gamble with the security of
this Nation. To do so, is to flirt with
disaster.

In passing this important measure,
Congress has translated the determina-
tion of this country to remain secure
from attack into forceful action to as-
sure that protection.

This so-called peace that we are try-
ing to enjoy after 4 years of war is a
timid and precarious peace. It is an
unhealthy peace. We cannot say that
we have moved away from the lighted
keg—or that the fuse to the dynamite
has been snuffed out.

Even with the usual secrecy that sur-
rounds any nation's preparations for
military action, we have already been
appraised of some of the steps which
others are taking in a purely militaristic
way. We can assume that there is much
more going on about which we do not
have specific information.

We know that we are not the only
nation who is attempting to build the
atom bomb, and we can only hope that
their industry along that line is not be-
ing blessed with a great degree of prog-
ress. When the war ended, the people
of this country were ready to forge its
swords into plowshares and believed that
other nations held similar hopes of last-
ing peace. Toward that end, we allowed
our powerful air force to be virtually
scuttled, so that there is-little left to
reflect its past glory, and what is left is
almost obsolete. In Russia, because its
course was clearly and unmistakably one
of aggression, and in larger and larger
doses, air power was not allowed to dis-
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integrate. Indeed, it seems to have been

Jncreased. In other military fields we

have been told that Russia is continuing
to build a strong war machine.

As we go about our daily jobs we should
never forget that this great Nation has
enemies. These enemies would not hesi-
tate to bring death to millions in this
country.

We can prevent this by one means, and
one means only. The prevention is na-
tional preparedness. Our national de-
fenses, both for our military forces and
for our civilians, must be so strong that
no nation on earth would dare point a
hostile finger. A strong air force is a
major step in that direction.

We cannot build an air force overnight.
It takes years to put a plane in the air.
Despite the thrilling spectacle of the
mighty planes our Air Force put into the
skies during the war, we did not have a
single craft that was not started before
we got into the conflict. It can readily
be seen how urgent is the necessity to act
immediately in order to feel safe 5 years
from now. -

Congress has acted with forethought
in voting out the bill to set up a 70-group
air force. We have been told that a
force of that size is too big for our needs.
But only 4,200 planes will be built under
this measure. When I thinlz of the
warning that has been given to us by
President Truman’s Air Policy Commis-
sion, I am inclined to think we are being
too economical even with 70 groups. The
Commission, I am sure you will reeall,
warned some time ago that this country
would be in serious danger of an atomic
attack after December 31, 1952, less than
5 years away. That Commission has
also warned that this country will need
a starter atom defense air force of more
ihan 20,000 planes of the most modern

ype.

Under such a prospect, how can this
country fail to provide an air arm of at
least reasonable strength. It has been
said that this T0-group air force would
be the cheapest insurance that this coun-
try can buy. I agree 100 percent and
fervently hope that this Nation will con-
tinue to stay awake to the dangers that
exist in the world and will face them
squarely and with determination to keep
ourselves strong while we pray for peace.
We cannot afford complacency.

THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS AND
RUSSIAN PUBLICATIONS

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I have long
been critical of the Library of Congress,
and my criticism has been based upon
the fact that they do not render proper
service to Members of Congress, but they
do enormous numbers of other things
that should not be done. My criticism
has resulted from my own careful review
of their works.

They have just started, in April of
1948, a new publication entitled “Monthly
List of Russian Accessions.” I have that
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document here before me listing about
400 different volumes that they have
taken on, That will be very convenient
for the Commies to examine. Is not that
nice? When the Congress is trying to
meet its responsibilities to maintain the
United States and has under considera-
tion a bill like the Mundt bill to keep
them in line, keep them from doing
damage, to have that creature of the
Congress cutting this kind of caper.

Frankly, I am unable to read it, be-
cause I do not understand Russian, but
I am calling it to the attention of the
House in the hope that some of our nu-
merous Russian scholars here on the
floor will give it a quick reading and ad-
vise me as to whether or not they con-
sider it of value to the membership.

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

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

There was no objection. :

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
shall not take the full minute.

In the light of the remarks that have
just been made by the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations, may I
make the suggestion to him that his com-
mittee recommend to the House the ap-
propriation of a reasonable amount of
money to provide for the burning of the
books. That would be in consonance
both with the Mundt bill and with the
remarks made by the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations.

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I can
understand the confusion of the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Taser], which
he manifests over the Russian language
pamphlets issued by the Library of Con-
gress. There are many other reasons
why he should be confused.

Having read Candidate TaArT's speech
night before last advocating the sending
of an armed force to Palestine, which
seemed to have the ring of Onward Chris-
tian Soldiers; having read the exchange
of interviews between Henry Wallace and
Joe Stalin on international affairs; and
having witnessed the mental somersaults
which the President turned overnight in
recognizing Palestine, I too became
confused.

That confusion was intensified last
night as I listened to the oratorical dog-
fall between Gov. Thomas E. Dewey, of
New York, and ex-Gov. Harold Stassen,
of Minnesota. When debate wound up
you could not tell Dewey’s moustache
from Stassen’s eyebrows.

Having gone through all that I can ap-
preciate the confusion of my distin-
guished friend from New York [Mr.
TABER].

Of course, this Russian language docu-
ment issued by“the Library of Congress
adds to that cofifusion.

XCIV—-=378
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It all reminds me of the words of a
very able colored preacher down at home,
who went off to a regional church meet-
ing and came back with some long words
in his vocabulary. One was “status quo.”
He got up and told the congregation that
he was glad to find everything in “status
quo.” It disturbed the congregation to
hear him using such language, and after
the service one of the brethern took him
aside and asked him: “Pahson, what does
this here thing status quo mean?”

“Well,” said the preacher, “that is the
kind of language we educated preachers
use. What it really means is, you is in
a helluvafix.”

I just want to say to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Taeer] that with
these communistic documents published
in Russia and coming out of the Library
of Congress, together with what has hap-
pened in the last 48 hours, all adds up to
the fact that we are getting into a
“helluvafix.”

ISRAEL

Mr. ISACSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

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

There was no cbjection.

Mr. ISACSON. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day night I stcod on the lawn of the
Jewish Agency in Washington. And, as
the hands of time crept beyond the hour
of 6, heralding the new day of May 15 in
Israel, a proud new flag fluttered forth
from the gleaming white building. It
was the flag of Israel, the blue and the
white and the Mogen Dovid.

And as the brave new flag furled out
into the breeze proclaiming the new
Jewish state, joyously we burst into the
Hatikvah. The Jewish state, dream of
twenty centuries, was a reality.

A few moments later came the second
fateful news: The new state of Israel had
been recognized by our Government.

Now the celebration really began; there
was dancing and singing and everywhere
could be heard the word “Mazeltov,
Magzeltov.”

Yes, Mazeltov.

Mazeltov to the heroic defenders of the
Yishov whose courage and gallantry and
sacrifice defy even now the combined
armies of Transjordan and Egypt and
Syria and all the other Arab nations
which would infest Israel like a devastat-
ing pestilence.

Mazeltov to the thousands of Jews in-
terned as displaced persons in concentra-
tion camps in Europe, the skeletal rem-
nants of our proud people who survived
the crematoria and lime pits of the Nazi
terror.

Magzeltov to the delegates of the United
Nations, the delegates of Poland and Nor-
way and Guatemala and the Soviet Union
who never for a single moment wavered
in their steadfast support of the partition
plan which created the basis for the
Jewish state.

- Mazeltov to you, the people of America,
Jew and Christian, white and black. For
it was you by your united and determined
outery against the infamy of betrayal
who forced our country to honor its
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pledged word. It was ydu who defeated
the treacherous, traitorous, and treason-
able fcrces who would have sold our
national honor as well as world peace
for a few barrels of Arab oil.

Mazeltov for all, yes. But me must keep
on fighting. This is no time to relax our
vigilance.

For myself I shall continue my fight
until the American embargo against the
shipment of arms to Israel is lifted, until
the Security Council notifies the Arab
League that it will not tolerate any inva-
sion of Israel, until the whole truth of
what is happening in Palestine is made
known.

To that end, it is generally known that
I have received my passport to go to
Palestine. The British did not grant me
a visa, I am applying for that visa to
the new provisional government of Is-
rael.

I salute the new Jewish state.

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

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Speaker, the
President’s recognition of the provisional
government of Palestine as the de facto
government on May 14 represents not
only a major contribution to the cause cf
Hebrew freedom and national self-de-
termination, but is a most encouraging
forward step toward world peace. I am
firmly convinced that this step is in com-
plete accordance with America’s tradi-
tional foreign policy, and with the ideals
of the United Nations, and I take this
opportunity to commend the President
and to declare my full support of this
decision. I am confident that this deci-
sive, positive action taken by President
Truman has the support of the over-
whelming majority of the American
people, as well as the millions of people
the world over, who today pray and
hope for peace.

However, the Jewish people’s struggle
for national independence is not over.
The Arab armies of Egypt, Transjor-
dan, Syria, and Iraq are attacking, and
the new state of Israel is today fighting
for its life. Artillery shells and bombs
are falling in the city of Jerusalem, and

-the army of Israel is fighting in defense

of the Holy Land on many fronts. Posi-
tive steps by the United States and the
United Nations to implement the estab-
lishment of the new state are now in
order,

In my opinion, the next logical steps
needed to guarantee the continued exist=-
ence of Israel should be:

First. The United States should imme-
diately exchange diplomatic representa-
tives with Israel, and urge all nations
which have extended recognition to do
the same;

Second. The United States should lift
the arms embargo against Israel to per-
mit the new state to purchase arms for
the purpose of equipping its ariny to
check Arab aggression;

Third. The United States should grant
financial assistance and credit to Israel
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for the purcha$e of arms, and for the
economic reconstruction and develop-
ment of that country; and

Fourth, The United States represent-
atives to the Security Council of the
United Nations should exert all possible
influence to cbtain a UN decision to halt
Arab attacks. The Security Council
should declare the aggressive warfare of
the Arab states to be a breach of the
peace and a threat to world peace. If
necessary, UN sanctions should. be ap-
plied, even to the extent of using force to
expel Arab armies from the soil of Israel.

It is my hope that actions along these
lines may soon be forthcoming. Such
steps would be the logical sequence of
United States recognition of Israel, and
our new policy on Palestine. Such steps
are necessary to enable the long-suffer-
ing Jewish people to long-last realize
their goal of national independence.

MR, PRESIDENT, MANY, MANY THANES

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, on May
16, in the city of New York, we cele-
prated I-Am-An-American Day. In
connection with that celebration the
Reverend William C. Kernan had this
to say:

In the face of so much Communist propa-
ganda designed to make us disparage all
things American, we need, on this “I-Am-
An-American Day,” the encouragement
which arises from realizing how mightily
America has wrought for human freedom in
the past, how bravely and effectively Amer=
ica fights for freedom in this living present.

Mr. Speaker, in consonance with those
remarks, I take this time to congratulate
our President for his speedy action in
recognizing a new democracy in the Mid-
dle East, the Republic of Israel, which I
am sure will go far toward spreading
democracy through that part of the
world and will also be a. credit to the
democracies of the world.

Similarly, I cannot let this moment go

by without extolling the courage of our
President in promptly after recognizing
the new state, instructing our delegation
to the United Nations to urge upon the
UN immediate action looking toward
the restoration of peace in the Middle
East.
_ I am confident that our President will
follow these two courageous steps with
a third, to wit, the lifting of the em-
bargo on arms to the Republic of Israel,
so that it may aid the UN in restoring
peace.

Mr. President, on behalf of one-half
million people living in my congressional
district—many, many thanks.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. MULTER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp in three in-
stances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. SMATHERS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the

Appendix of the Recorp and include a
poem,

Mr. HEFFERNAN (at the request of
Mr. CELLER) was given permission to ex-
tend his remarks in the RECORD.

INTERNATIONAL INDUSTRIAL
EXPOSITION

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s desk House Joint Resolu-
tion 384 and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

“The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

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

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the joint resolution, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That all articles which shall
be imported from foreign countries for the
purpose of exhibition at the International
Industrial Exposition, Inc., an international
exposition, to be held at Atlantic City, N. J,
{from June 26 to September 11, 1948, inclu-
give, by the International Industrial Exposi-
tion, Inc., a ecorporation, or for use in con-
structing, installing, or maintaining foreign
exhibits at the said exhibition, upon which
articles there shall be a tariff or customs
duty, shall be admitted without payment of
such tariff, customs duty, fees, or charges
under such regulations as the Secretary of
the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be
lawful at any time during or within 3 months
after the close of the sald exposition to sell
within the area of the exposition any articles
provided for herein, subject to such regula-
tions for the security of the revenue and for
the collection of import duties as the Secre-
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Pro=-
vided, That all such articles, when with-
drawn for consumption or use'in the United
Btates, shall be subject to the dutles, if any,
imposed upon such articles by the revenue
laws in force at the date of their withdrawal;
and on such articles which shall have suf=-
fered diminution or deterloration from in-
cidental handling or exposure, the duties, if
payable, shall be assessed according to the
appraised value at the time of- withdrawal
from entry hereunder for consumption or
entry under the general tariff law: Provided
further, That imported articles provided for
herein shall not be subject to any marking
requirements of the general tariff laws, ex-
cept when such articles are withdrawn for
consumption or use in the United States, in
which case they shall not be released from
customs custody until properly marked, but
no additional duty shall be assessed because
such articles were not sufficiently marked
when imported into the United States: Pro-
vided further, That at any time during or
within 3 months after the close of the ex-
position, any article entered hereunder may
be abandoned to the Government or de-
stroyed under customs supervision, where-
upon any duties on such article shall be re-
mitted: Provided jfurther, That articles
which have been admitted without payment
of duty for exhibition under any tariff law
and which have remained in continuous cus=-
tody or under a customs exhibition bond and
imported articles in bonded warehouses un-
der the general tariff law may be accorded
the privilege of transfer to and entry for
exhibition at the said exposition under such
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury
shall prescribe: And provided further, That
the International Industrial Exposition,
Inc., a corporation, shall be deemed, for cus-
toms purposes only, to be the sole consignee
of all merchandise imported under the pro-
visions of this Act, and that the actual and
necessary customs charges for labor, services,
and other expenses in connection with the
entry, ezamination, appraisement, release,
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or custody, together with the mnecessary
charges for salaries of customs officers and
employees in connection with the super-
vision, custody of, and accounting for,
articles imported under the provisions of this
act, shall be reimbursed by the International
Industrial Exposition, Inc., a corporation, to
the Government of the United States under
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary
of the Treasury, and that receipts from
such relmbursements shall be deposited as
refunds to the appropriation from which
paid, in the manner provided for in section
524, Tariff Act of 1920, as amended (U, 8. C.
1940 edition, title 19, sec. 1624).,

: The House joint resolution was agreed
0.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

TEMPORARY FREE IMPORTATION OF
LEAD

Mr. REED of New York, Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent for the immedi-
ate consideration of the bill (H. R. 6489)
to provide for the temporary free im-
portation of lead.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the import
duties imposed under paragraphs 391 and 892
of title I of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended,
on lead-bearing ores, flue dust, and mattes
of all kinds, lead bulllon or base bullion,
lead in pigs and bars, .lead dross, reclaimed
lead, scrap lead, antimonial lead, and anti-
monial scrap lead shall not apply with re-
spect to imports entered for consumption or
withdrawn from warehouse for consumption
during the period beginning with the day
following the date of the enactment of this
a;; and ending with the close of June 30,
1049,

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

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr, MacKINNON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include extraneous matter.

Mr. PHILBIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an address he de-
livered recently in Boston.

Mr, BECKWORTH asked and was giv-
en permission to extend his remarks in
the RECORD,

PUBLIC SAFETY

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 1878) to
amend the immigration laws to deny ad-
mission to the United States of persons
who may be coming here for the purpose
of engaging in activities which will en-
danger the public safety of the United
States, with Senate amendments there-
to, and concur in the Senate amend-
ments. .

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Line 7, strike out “persons" and insert
“aliens.”

Amend the title so as to read as follows:
“An act to amend the immigration laws to
deny admission to the Unifed States of aliens
who may be coming here I;m the purpose of
engaging in activities which will endanger
the public safety of the United Btates.”
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Maine?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in,

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

NATIONALITY ACT OF 1840

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 5193) to
amend the Nationality Act of 1940, with
Senate amendments thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, lines 6 and 7, strike out "“is serving
Ol'."

Page 1, line 9, strike out “World War II"
and insert “during a period beginning Sep-
tember 1, 1939, and ending December 31,
1046.” .

Page 2, line 8, strike out “are serving or.”

Page 3, strike out lines 6, 7, and 8.

Page 3, strike out lines 9 to 12, inclusive.

Page 3, line 13, strike out “(6)" and in-
sert 1-{4) »

Page 3, line 20, strike out “(7)" and insert
11(5) .

Page 4, line 2, strike out *“(5)" and insert
“(4) >

Page 4, line 6, strike out “is serving or.”

Page 4, line 8, strike out “World War II"
and insert “during a period beginning Sep-
temﬁber 1, 1939, and ending December 31,
1046."

“{gfg'e 4, line 9, strike out “(8)" and insert

Page 4, line 15, strike out “World War II"
and insert “during a period beginning Sep-
El;abfr 1, 19389, and ending December 31,

Page 4, line 17, strike out “(9)” and in-
sert “(7)."”

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

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

WORES AGEN
. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the

Speaker’s desk the bhill (H. R. 3219) to
authorize the Federal Works Adminis-
trator or official of the Federal Works
Agency duly authorized by him to ap-
point special policemen for duty upon
Federal property under the jurisdiction
of the Federal Works Agency, and for
other purposes, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert “That the Federal Works Administra-
tor or officials of the Federal Works Agency
duly authorized by him may appoint uni-
formed guards of sald Agency as special
policemen without additional compensation
for duty in connection with the policing of
public buildings and other areas under the
Jurisdiction of the Federal Works Agency.
Such special policemen shall have the same
powers as sheriffs and constables upon such
Federal property to enforce the laws enacted
for the protection of persons and property,
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and to prevent breaches of the peace, to
suppress affrays or unlawful assemblies, and
to enforce any rules and regulations made
and promulgated by the Administrator or
such duly authorized officials of the Federal
Works Agency for the property under their
jurisdiction: Provided, That the jurisdiction
and policing powers of such special police-
men shall not extend to the service of civil
process and shall be restricted to Federal
property over which the United States has
acquired exclusive or concurrent criminal
jurisdiction.

“Sec. 2. The Federal Works Administra-
tor or officials of the Federal Works Agency
duly authorized by him are hereby authorized
to make all needful rules and regulations
for the Government of the Federal property
under their charge and control, and to annex
to such rules and regulations such reason-
able penalties, within the limits prescribed
in section 4 of this act, as will insure their
enforcement: Provided, That such rules and
regulations shall be posted and kept posted
in a conspicuous place on such Federal
property.

“Sec. 8. Upon the application of the head
of any department or agency of the United
States having property of the United States
under its administration and control and
over which the United States has acquired
exclusive or concurrent criminal jurisdiction,
the Federal Works Administrator or officials
of the Federal Works Agency duly authorized
by him are authorized to detail any such
special policemen for the protection of such
property and if he deems it desirable, to ex-
tend to such property the applicability of
any such regulations and to enforce the same
as herein set forth; and the Federal Works
Administrator or official of the Federal Works
Agency duly authorized by him, whenever it
is deemed economical and in the public in-
terest, may utilize the facilitles and services
of existing Federal law-enforcement agencles,
and, with the consent of any State or local
agency, the facilities and services of such
State or local law-enforcement agencies.

“Sec. 4. Whoever shall violate any rule or
regulation promulgated pursuant to section
2 of this act shall be fined not more than
$50 or imprisoned not more than 30 days,
or both.”

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

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PUEBLIC AIRPORT IN ALASEA

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3510) to
authorize the construction, protection,
operation, and maintenance of a public
airport in the Territory of Alaska, with
Senate amendments thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendments. _

° The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, line 5, after “operate”, insert “im-
prove.”

Page 1, line 6, after “Alaska”, insert “a
public airport.”

Page 1, lines 6 and 7, strike out “such place

as he may deem most appropriate” and insert
“or near Anchorage and.”

Page 1, line 7, after “airport”, insert “at or
near Fairbanks.”

Page 2, line 9, after “maintenance”, in-
gert “improvement.”

Page 2, line 10, strike out all after “sald"”
down to and including “acres” in line 12
and insert “airports.”
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Page 2, line 20, strike out “airport” and
insert “airports.”

Page 2, after line 20, insert:

“The Administrator is authorized to con-
struct any public highways or bridges from
the cities of -Anchorage and Falrbanks to
whatever airport locations may be selected.
Upon completion said highways and bridges
shall be transferred to the Territory of Alaska
without charge and thereafter be maintained
by the Territory.” .

Page 2, line 22, after “maintenance”, in-
sert “improvement.”

Page 2, line 23, strike out “airport” and
insert “airports.”

Page 3, line 9, strike out "“airport” and in-
sert “airports.”

Page 3, line 10, strike out “airport” and
insert “airports.”

Page 3, line 13, strike out “airport” and
Insert “airports.”

Page 3, line 14, sirike out “airport” and
insert “airports.”

Page 4, line 5, after “maintenance”, insert
“improvement.”

Page 4, line 6, strike out “airport” and in-
sert “airports.”

Page 4, line 18, strike out *$8,000,000" and
insert “$13,000,000."

Page 4, line 22, after “maintenance”, in-
sert “improvement.”

Page 5, line 1, strike out “airport” and in-
sert “airports.”

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to
authorize the construction, protection, op-
eration, and maintenance of public airports
in the Territory of Alaska.”

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

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in,

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

BRETTON WOODS AGREEMENTS ACT—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 656)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the President
of the United States, which was read,
and, together with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with section 4 (b) (6)
of the Bretton Woods Agreements Act,
there is transmitted herewith the first
special report on the operations and
policies of the International Monetary
Fund and the International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development, cover-
ing the first 2 years of operations of these
institutions.

Harry S. TRUMAN.
THE WHITE HoUsSE, May 17, 1948.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
today, following any special orders here~
tofore entered, I may be permitted to ad-
dress the House for 15 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

CONSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent
Calendar day. The Clerk will call the
first bill on the Consent Calendar.
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AIR MAIL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2588)
requiring all mails consigned to an air-
port from a post office or branch, or from
an airport to a post office: or branch,
within a radius of 35 miles of a city in
which there has been established a
Government-owned vehicle service, to
be delivered by Government-owned
motor vehicles.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I
understand that a rule has been granted
on this bill. Therefore, I ask unanimous
consent that it be passed over without
prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

AMENDING NATIONALITY ACT OF 1940

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2286)
to amend the Nationality Act of 1940.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

PURCHASE OF AUTOMOEBILES BY CER-
TAIN DISAELED VETERANS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4007)
to authorize payments by the Adminis-
trator of Veterans’ Affairs on the pur-
chase of automobiles or other convey-
ances by certain disabled veterans, and
for other purposes.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

AMENDING SECTION 332 (A) OF THE
NATIONALITY ACT OF 1940

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5886)
‘to amend section 332 (a) of the Na-
tionality Act of 1940.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the bill
be passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection,

ARKANSAS-MISSISSIPPIL
COMMISSION

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 3915)
to increase the size of the Arkansas-
Mississippi Bridge Commission, and for
other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the first sentence
of the second paragraph of section 7 of the
act entitled “An Act creating the Arkansas-
Mississippt Bridge Commission; defining the
authority, power, and duties of said Com-
mission; and authorizing sald Commission
and its successors and assigns to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Miesissippl River at or near Friar Point,
Miss,, and Helena, Ark., and for other pur-
poses,” approved May 17, 1929 (53 Stat. 747),
as amended, 1s amended to read as follows:

“The present Commission of 6 members
ghall remain intact and, in addition thereto,
the Secretary of Agriculture shall appeint
12 members, 6 of whom shall be residents

BRIDGE
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and citizens of the State of Mississippl,
and 6 residents and citizens of the State of
Arkansas.”

Bec. 2. The times for commencing and
completing the construction of such bridge
are hereby further extended 1 and 3 years,
respectively, from the date of the enactment
of this act. !

Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or re-
peal this act is hereby expressly reserved.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all of section 1 and insert in
lieu thereof the following:

“That the second paragraph of section 7
of the act entitled *An act creating the
Arkansas-Mississippi Bridge Commission;
defining the authority, power, and duties of
sald Commission; and authorizing said Com-
mission and its successors and assigns to
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
across the Missisippl River at or near Friar
Point, Miss., and Helena, Ark., and for other
purposes’, approved May 17, 1939 (53 Stat.
747), as amended, is hereby amended to pro-
vide that ‘Federal Works Administrator’
shall be substituted for ‘Secretary of Agri-
culture’ wherever the latter term appears in
said paragraph and that the membership of
the Commission created by section 7 of said
act shall be increased to 18 by the appoint-
ment of 12 additional members, 6 of sald
additional members to be residents and citi-
zens of the State of Mississippl, and the
other 6 to be residents and citizens of the
State of Arkansas.”

The committee
agreed to.

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

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT
COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES IN
CERTAIN CASES

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 127)
to amend the Judicial Code in respect
to the original jurisdiction of the district
courts of the United States in certain
cases, and for other purposes.

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

There was no objection.

EXPERIMENT STATION IN APPALACHIAN
REGION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5153)
to provide for the establishment and
operation of an experiment station in
the Appalachian region for research on
the production, refining, transportation,
and use of petroleum and natural gas.

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

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Reserving the
right to object, Mr. Speaker, on May 3

amendment was

this bill was passed over on the calendar -

without prejudice. I understand the
doubts of the gentleman who asked that
it be passed over have now been satisfied
by an amendment drawn by the author
of the bhill, the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr, GrirriTHS], and I shall offer that
amendment at the proper time.

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

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Interior, acting through the United States
Bureau of Mines, is authorized and directed
to establish, equip, and maintain an experi-
ment station in the Appalachian region to
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conduct researches and investigations on the
production, refining, transportation, and use
of petroleum and natural gas. Such station
shall be planned as a center for information
and assistance in matters pertaining to con-
serving resources for national defense; to the
more efficient production, processing and re-
fining, and utilization of petroleum and natu-
ral gas in the Appalachian region; and other
matters relating to problems of the petroleum
and natural-gas industries,

Bec. 2, For the purposes of this act the Sec-
retary is authorized and directed to cooperate
with other departments or agencles of the
Federal Government, States, and State agen-
cles and institutions, counties, municipali-
ties, business or other organizations, cor=-
porations, associations, universities, sclen-
tific societies, and individuals, upon such
terms’ and conditions as he may prescribe,

‘The Secretary, acting through the United

States Bureau of Mines, may receive and ac-
cept money and property, real or personal, or
interests therein, and services, as a gift, be-
quest, or contribution. Any money so re-
celved shall be deposited in the Treasury of
the United States in a special fund or funds
for disbursement by the Bureau of Mines,
and shall remain available for the purposes
for which received and accepted until ex-
pended.

SEc. 3. In order to carry out the purposes
of this act there is hereby authorized to be
appropriated, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
(a) 81,000,000 for the erection and equipment
of a building or bulldings, including plumb-
ing, lighting, heating, general service, and
experimental equipment and apparatus, the
necessary roads, walks, and ground improve-
ment, and land for the site of the station if
the land is not donated; and (b) $500,000
annually for the maintenance and operation
of the experiment station, including personal
services, supplies, equipment, and expenses
of travel and subslstence,

Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. Speaker, I
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CUNNINGHAM :
On page 1, strilte out the entire section 1, be-
ginning on line 1, and substitute the fol-
lowing:

“Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior, acting through the TUnlted
States Bureau of Mines, is authorized and
directed to establish, equip, and maintain an
experiment station in the Appalachian
region to conduct researches and investiga-
tions on the production, refining, transpor-
tation, and use of petroleum and natural gas
produced in such region. Such station shall
ke planned as a center for information and
assistance in matters pertaining to conserv-
ing petroleum, natural gas, or their products
for national defense, to aid the more efficient
production, processing and refining, and
utilization of petroleum and natural gas, and
other matters relating to problems of the
petroleum and natural-gas industries in the
Appalachian region.”

The amendment was agreed to.

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

COLORADO RIVER DEVELOPMENT FUND

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5801)
to provide for the distribution among
the States of Colorado, New Mexico,
Utah, and Wyoming of the receipts of
the Colorado River Development Fund
for use in the fiscal years 1949 to 1955,
inclusive, on a basis which is as nearly
equal as practicable and, to make avail-
able other funds for the investigation
and construction of projects in any of
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the States of the Colorado River Basin
in addition to appropriation for said
purposes from the Colorado River Devel-
opment Fund,

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

, Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 (d) of
the Boulder Canyon Project Adjustment Act
(U. 8. C., 1940 edition, title 43, sec. 618a (d))
is hereby amended to read as follows:

“{d) Transfer, subject to the provisions
of section 3 hereof, from the Colorado River
Dam Fund to a special fund in the Treasury,
hereby established and designated the ‘Colo-
rado River Development Fund’, of the sum
of $500,000 for the year of operation ending
May 31, 1938, and the like sum of £500,000
for each year of operation thereafter, until
and including the year of operation ending
May 31, 1987, The transfer of the said sum
of $500,000 for each year of operation shall
be made on or before July 31 next following
the close of the year of operation for which
it is made: Provided, That any such transfer
for any year of operation which shall have
eaded at the time this section 2.(d) shall
become effective shall be made, without
interest, from revenues received in the Colo-
rado River Dam Fund, as expeditiously as
administration of this act will permit, and
without readvances from the general funds
of the Treasury. Receipts of the Colorado
River Development Fund for the years of
operation ending in 1938, 1939, and 1940
(or in the event of reduced receipts during
any of said years, due to adjustments under
section 3 hereof, then the first receipts of
said fund up to $1,500,000), are authorized
to be appropriated only for the continua-
tlon and extension, under the direction of
the Secretary, of studies and investigations
by the Bureau of Reclamation for the formu-
lation of a comprehensive plan for the utili-
zation of waters of the Colorado River system
for irrigation, electrical power, and other
purposes, in the States of the upper division
and the States of the lower division, includ-
ing studles of quantity and quality of water
and all other relevant factors. The next
such recelipts up to and including the receipts
for the year of operation ending in 1955
are authorized to be appropriated only for
the investigation and construction of proj-
ects for such utilization in and equitably
distributed among the four States of the
upper division: Provided, however, That in
view of distributions heretofore made, and
in order to expedite the development and
utilization of water projects within all of
the States of the upper division, the dis-
tribution of such funds for use in the fiscal
years 1948 to 1955, inclusive, shall be on a
basis which is as nearly equal as practicable.
Such receipts for the years of operation end-
ing in 1956 to 1987, inclusive, are authorized
to be appropriated for the investigation and
construction of projects for such utilization
in and equitably distributed among the
States of the upper division and the States
of the lower division. The terms ‘Colorado
River system’, ‘States of the upper division’,
and ‘States of the lower division' as so
used shall have the respective meanings
defined in the Colorado River compact men-
tioned in the project act. Such projects
shall be only such as are found by the
Secretary to be physically feasible, eco-
nomically justified, and consistent with such
formulation of a comprehensive plan.
Nothing in this act shall be construed so
as to prevent the authorization and con-
struction of any such projects prior to the
completion of said plan of comprehensive
development; nor shall this act be construed
as affecting the right of any State to proceed
independently of this act or its provisions
with the investigation or construction of
any project or projects. Transfers under
this section 2 (d) shall be deemed con-
tractual obligations of the United States,
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subject to the provisions of section 8 of
this act.”

Sec. 2. The availability of appropriations
from the Colorado River development fund
for the investigation and construction of
projects in any of the States of the Colorado
River Basin shall not be held to forbid-the
expenditure of other funds for those pur-
poses in any of those States where such funds
are otherwise available therefor.

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

COMPENSATING SWITZERLAND FOR
WORLD WAR II DAMAGES

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1605) to
provide for the payment of a sum not to
exceed $12,000,000 to the Swiss Govern-
ment as partial compensation for damage
inflicted on Swiss territory during World
War II by the United States armed forces
in violation of neutral rights, and au-
thorizing appropriations therefor.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over
without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

AMENDING RECLAMATION PROJECT ACT
OF 1939

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3194)
to amend the Reclamation Project Act
of 1939.

Mr. POULSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection?

LANGLADE COUNTY, WIS.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6113)
to transfer certain land in Langlade
County, Wis., to the United States Forest
Service.

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

Be it enacted, ete.,, That upon the written
consent of the majority of directors, Wiscon-
sin Rural Rehabilitation Corporation, the
Becretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to
convey, grant, transfer, and quitelaim forth-
with to the United States, for subsequent
administration as a part of the Nicolet Na-
tional Forest and subject to the rules and
regulations applicable to national-forest
lands acquired under the act of March 1,
1911 (36 Stat. 961), as amended, all right,
title, claim, interest, equity, and estate in
and to the following-described lands admin-
istered by the Secretary as trustee, under
an agreement of transfer dated May 16, 1937,
with the Wisconsin Rural Rehabilitation
Corporation, and situated in the county of
Langlade, Btate of Wisconsin, together with
the improvements thereon and the rights
and the appurtenances thereunto belong-
ing or appertaining: Township 33 north,
range 9 east, fourth principal meridian, sec-
tion 16, northwest quarter, north half north-
east quarter, southwest quarter northeast
quarter, and north half south half; section
17, northeast guarter; section 22, east half
northwest quarter,

Bec. 2. The Chief of the Forest Service is
hereby directed to utilize, Insofar as prac-
ticable, the property transferred pursuant
to this act as an experimental and demon-
stration forest. Such use is found to be in
the general interest of rural rehabilitation.
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Sec. 3. Any such transfer shall not be
deemed to impose any liability upon the Sec-
retary of Agriculture with respect to his ob-
ligation under such agreement to transfer of
May 16, 1937.

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

AMENDING TITLE I OF BANKHEAD-JONES
FARM TENANT ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6114)
to amend title I of the Bankhead-Jones
Farm Tenant Act, as amended, so as to
increase the interest rate on title I loans,
to provide for the redemption of non-
delinquent insured mortgages, to author-
ize advances for the preservation and
protection of the insured loan security,
and for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the following sec-
tions of title I of the Bankhead-Jones Farm
Tenant Act, as amended, are hereby amended
as follows:

Sec. 1. Amend subsection (b) (2) of sec-
tion 3 to read:

“{2) provide for the payment of interest
on the unpald balance of the loan at the
rate of 4 percent per annum;”,

Sec. 2. Amend subsection (c) (4) of sec-
tion 12 to read:

“{4) the mortgage instruments shall com-
ply with section 3 (b), except that the base
rate of interest shall be 3 percent per an-
num;”,

Bec. 3. Amend subsection (e) (1) of sec-
tion 12 to read:

“The Secretary shall collect from the mort-
gagor for mortgage insurance an annual
charge at the rate of 1 percent of the out-
standing principal obligation of the mort-
gage; the initial charge shall be collected
simultaneously with the Insurance of the
mortgage and shall cover the period from the
date of loan closing to the date of the first
installment payable on the loan; the next
and each succeeding charge shall be com-
puted on the outstanding principal obliga-
tion remaining unpaid after the due date
of each installment payable on the loan, and
shall be payable on or before the next suc-
ceeding due date of an installment of prin=-
cipal and Interest. If the principal obliga-
tion of the mortgage is paid in full in less
than 5 years after the time when the
mortgage was entered into, the Becretary
may require payment by the mortgagor of
the entire annual charge computed for the
year then current, and an additional charge
equal to the annual charge for such year.
The Secretary may modify existing contracts
50 as to require future payments thereunder
in accordance with the provisions of this
section.”

Bec. 4. Amend subsection (f) of section
12 by striking out subsections (2) and (3),
and Inserting in lieu thereof the following
new subsections (2), (3), and (4).

“(2) If the mortgagor has failed to pay
to the Secretary the full amount of any in-
stallment on or before the due date thereof,
the Secretary shall pay promptly the un-
paid amount of such installment of prin-
cipal and interest to the mortgagee, less the
amount of any previous prepayments ex-
cept payments from proceeds from the vol-
untary or involuntary sale of any part of
the mortgaged property or from royalties from
leases under which the value of the security
is depreciated.

“{3) If the mortgagor falls to pay any
amounts due for taxes, special assessments,
water rates, and other amounts which may
become liens prior to the mortgage, and any




5994

amounts due for property insurance pre-
miums, such amounts may be paid by the
Becretary, either before or after assignment
of the insured mortgage to the SBecretary for
the account of the mortgagor as provided in
paragraph (4) below.

“(4) Payments by the Secretary under
paragraphs (2) and (3) shall be advanced out
of the funds for the account of the mort-
gagor. Such advances shall be repaid to the
fund out of the first available collections
received from the mortgagor. Such advances
shall bear interest at the rate fixed in the
insured mortgage payable out of any subse-
quent collections, and, until repaid, the ad-
vance and interest thereon shall be added to
subsequent installments.”

Sec. 5. Amend section 12 by adding at the
end thereof the following new subsection (}).

“(§) The Secretary is authorized to enter
into agreements from time to time with the
holder of a mortgage heretofore or here-
after insured under this title that any holder
thereof, at the holder's option, shall be en-
titled, upon assignment of such mortgage to
the Secretary within 1 year after the expira-
tion of a period fixed by such agreement, to
have the mortgage purchased by the Secre-
tary even though the mortgage is not then in
default, provided the initial fixed period shall
be not less than 5 years from the date of the
insured mortgage. Such assignment shall
be accomplished in the same manner and the
value of such mortgage shall l}e_detarmined
on the same basis as provided by section 13

' for mortgages in default. The Secretary may
purchase any such mortgage with moneys in
the fund and may sell it at its value likewise
determined in accordance with section 13 at
the time he sells it, and reinsure it, if neces-
sary, or he may retain it for the account of
the fund until the indebtedness is discharged
through refinancing by the mortgagor, by
foreclosure, or otherwise. The value of all
such mortgages retained for the fund as here-
in provided shall not be included in com-
puting the aggregate amount of mortgage ob-
ligations that may be insured in any one
fiscal year, as provided in section 12 (b).
If there should not be sufficient cash in the
fund to enable the Secretary to make pay-
ments to purchase mortgages as provided in
this subsection, in order to obtain funds to
make such payments notes may be issued
and purchased in the same manner as pro-
vided in section 13.”

Sec. 6. Amend subsection (a) of section 14
by adding at the end thereof the following
sentence: “Expenses and fees incident to
foreclosure may be advanced out of the
fund for the account of the mortgagor.”

BSec. 7. Amend subsection (b) of section 14
to read:

“(b) Amounts realized under section 51 on

account of property which was subject to an
insured mortgage shall be deposited in the
fund. Amounts payable by the Secretary
under section 50 with respect to such prop-
erty, and any necessary costs and expendi-
tures for the operation, preservation, and
protection of such property, shall be paid out
of the fund.,”

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

AMENDING VETERANS' PREFERENCE ACT
OF 1944 y

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5508)
to amend the Veterans' Preference Act
of 1944 to extend the benefits of such Act
to certain mothers of veterans.

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

Be it enacted, efc., That (a) clause (5) of
section 2 of the Veterans' Preference Act of
1944, as amended, is amended by striking
out "and were widows at the time of the
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death or disability of their ex-serviceman
gon or ex-servicewoman daughter.”

(b) Clause (6) of section 2 of such Act, as
amended, is amended by striking out “(B)
the mother was divorced or legally separated
from the father of sald ex-serviceman son or
ex-servicewoman daughter, and (C) said ex-
serviceman son or ex-servicewoman daughter
is the only child of sald mother”, and insert-
ing in lieu thereof “and (B) the mother was
divorced or legally separated from the father
of said ex-serviceman son or ex-servicewoman
daughter.”.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 1 strike out beginning with line
7 through line 14 and insert the following:

*(b) Clause (6) of section 2 of such Act,
as amended, is amended by striking out
‘(B) The mother was divorced or legally
separated from the father of said ex-service-
man son or ex-servicewoman daughter, and
(C) said ex-serviceman son or ex-service-
woman daughter is the only child of said
mother,” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘(B)
The mother was divorced or separated from
the father of said ex-serviceman son or ex-
servicewoman daughter, and (C) the mother
has not remarrled."”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

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

AMENDING SECTION 82 (a) (2) OF THE
TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5960)
to amend section 32 (a) (2) of the Trad-
ing With the Enemy Ac:t.

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

Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
object.

AMENDING THE TRADING WITH THE
ENEMY ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6116)
Ro amend the Trading With the Enemy

ct.

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

Be it enacted, etc.,, That section 33 of the
Trading With the Enemy Act (40 Stat. 411),
as amended, is hereby further amended to
read as follows:

“Sec. 33. No return may be made pur-
suant to section 9 or 32 unless notice of claim
bhas been filed: (a) in the case of any prop-
erty or interest acquired by the United
States prior to December 18, 1941, by August
9, 1848; or (b) in the case of any property
or interest acquired by the United Stafes on
or after December 18, 1841, by July 31, 19409,
or 2 years from the vesting of the property
or interest in respect of which the claim
is made, whichever is later. No suit pur-
suant to section 9§ may be instituted after
August 9, 1948, or after the expiration of
2 years from the date of the seizure by or
vesting in the Allen Property Custodian, as
the case may be, of the property or interest
in respect of which relief is sought, which-
ever is later, but in computing such 2 years
there shall be excluded any period during
which there was pending a suit or claim for
return ”pursuant to section 9 or 32 (a)

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 2, line 8, after the comma insert
“whichever is later.”

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

INLAND WATERWAYS CORP.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5318)
to provide for the continuation of the
transportation services of the Inland
Waterways Corp., for the disposition of
its property and other interests, and for
other purposes.

Mr. DEANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
North Carolina?

There was no objection.

POSTAL SERVICE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4964)
to preserve seniority rights of 10-point
preference eligibles in the postal service
transferring from the position of letter
carrier to clerk or from the position of
clerk to letter carrier.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) any letter
carrier or clerk in the postal service entitled
as a preference eligible to 10 points under
the Veterans' Preference Act of 1944, as
amended, in addition to his earned rating
who, on or after the date of enactment of this
act, transfers from the position of letter car-
rier to that of clerk or from the position of
clerk to that of letter carrier, as the case
may be, shall not incur loss of sentority by
reason of such transfer if, within 20 days
after such transfer, he presents to the Civil
Service Commission evidence satisfactory to
the Commission that su¢h transfer was neces-
sitated principally by reason of a disability
which he received on active duty in the armed
forces of the United States.

(b) Any such letter carrier or clerk who,
prior to the date of enactment of this act,
has transferred from the position of letter
carrier to that of clerk or from the position
of clerk to that of letter carrier, as the case
may be, and has incurred loss of seniority
by reason of such transfer, shall be restored
the seniority to which he would have been
entitled if such transfer had not occurred if
he presents to the Civil Service Commission
evidence satisfactory to the Commission that
such transfer was necessitated principally by
reason of a disability which he received on
ﬁi\; duty in the armed forces of the United

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 2, after line 15, add the following:

“(e) No regular employee shall be reduced
to substitute status to accord the benefits of
this act to another employee.”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.

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

PROMOTING MINING OF POTASH ON
PUBLIC DOMAIN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1050) to
amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
mote the mining of potash on the public
domain,” approved February 7, 1947, so
as to provide for the disposition of the
rentals and royalties from leases issued
or renewed under the aect entitled “An
act to authorize exploration for and dis-
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gosig!.ion of potassium,” approved October
, 1917,

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, 1
believe a rule has been granted on this
bill, and it is now on the calendar.
Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

COMPENSATING HOLDERS OF GRAZING
PERMITS

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1874)
authorizing the head of the department
or agency using the public domain for
national-defense purposes to compensate
holders of grazing permits and licenses
for losses sustained by reason of such
use of public lands for national-defense
purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etec.,, That the act of July
9, 1942 (56 Stat. 654, 43 U. 8. C., sec 315p),
is amended by inserting the words “or na-
tional defense” between the word “war” and
the word “purposes” wherever the latter two
words appear in that act.

Sec. 2. This amendment is to take effect
as of July 25, 1947.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

DEL NORTE COUNTY, CALIF.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4874)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue patent to the county of Del Norte,
State of California, to Pelican Rock in
gr?gfcent City Harbor, Del Norte County,

alif,

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Interior is hereby authorized to issue pat-
ent to the county of Del Norte, State of Call-
fornia, to Pelican Rock, containing about
1 acre, located northerly from Whaler Island
in Crescent City Harbor, Del Norte County,
Calif., for the purposes of a public wharf or

_for such other purposes as it may be of use
in the construction, maintenance, and opera-
tlon of Crescent City Harbor, De] Norte
County, Callf.

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is
hereby directed to take such action as may
be necessary to carry out the purposes of this
act.

With the following committee amend-
ment;

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert in lieu thereof the following:

“That all the right, title, and interest of
the United States in and to the island known
as Pelican Rock, containing an estimated
area of about 1 acre, and situated in the
Pacific Ocean in the northern portion of sec-
tion 33, township 16 north, range 1 west,
Humboldt meridian, California, approxi-
mately a quarter of a mile north of Whaler
Island, shown to be located in latitude 41
degrees 44 minutes 40 seconds north, and
Yongitude 124 degrees 11 minutes 10 seconds
west, on United States Coast and Geodetic
Survey Chart entitled ‘St. George Reef and
Crescent City, Calif.’ 18 hereby conveyed
to the County of Del Norte, State of Cali-
fornia, for the purpose of a public wharf
or for such other purposes as it may be of use
in the construction, maintenance, and op-
eration of Crescent City Harbor."”
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The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed. ‘

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to transfer Pelican Rock in Cres-
cent City Harbor, Del Norte County,
Calif., to that county.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS IN OELAHOMA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5071)
to extend the public-land laws of the
United States to certain lands, consist-
ing of islands, situated in the Red River
in Oklahoma.

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

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the public-land
laws of the United States be, and the same are
hereby, extended to the public lands in that
part of the Red River between the medial
line and the south bank of the river, in Okla-
homa, between the ninety-eighth meridian
and the east boundary of the territory estab-

lished as Greer County by the act of May .

4, 1896 (29 Stat. 113): Provided, That such
lands shall not be subject to disposttion, set=
tlement, or occupation until after the same
have been classified and opened to entry,
and other disposal by the Secretary of the
Interior according to law.

Bec. 2. The Secretary of the lnterlor is
hereby authorized to recognize equitable
claims to such lands based on settlement
made prior to January 1, 1934, and all home-
stead entrles of such lands, the allowance
of which was erroneous because the lands
were not subject to entry, and all suspended
entries and applications to make final proof,
are hereby validated if otherwise regular.

Sec. 3. Patents on nonmineral entries, se-
lections, or locations of such lands shall con-
tain a reservation to the United States of all
minerals therein, together with the right to
prospect for, mine, and remove the same
under applicable laws relating to such min-
erals: Provided, That the proeceeds accruing
to the United States from leases of the oil
and gas deposits in such lands shall continue
to be disposed of as provided by existing law,

BSec. 4. Except as to existing valld rights,
the act of March 4, 1923 (42 Stat. 1448) is
hereby repealed.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On page 2, line 5, insert “and directed.”

Page 2, line 10, after the word “regular”,
insert “as of the date of the regular applica-
tion.”

Page 2, line 12, strike out all of section 3,
and page 2, line 20, strike out “4" and insert
‘13‘IJ

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

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

SURPLUS GOVERNMENT LANDS IN THE
STATES OF GEORGIA AND TENNESSEE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5936)

to provide for the addition of certain

surplus Government lands to the Chicka-
mauga and Chattanooga National Mili-
tary Park, in the States of Georgia and
Tennessee, and for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That, effective upon
publication of notice, as hereinafter provided,
there shall be added to the Chickamauga
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and Chattanooga National Military Park, a
strip of land, comprising not more than 100

acres, lying generally north of the present

south line of Fort Oglethorpe and westward
from the southeast corner thereof. The
exact boundaries of the area added to the
park shall be agreed upon by the Adminis-
trator, War Assets Administration, and the
Director of the National Park Service.

When the boundaries of the aforesaid area
have been agreed upon, the War Assets Ad-
ministration shall furnish to the National
Park Service a legal description of the lands
to be added to the park, together with a map
showing the boundaries and the acreage of
the area.

Upon the receipt by the National Park
Bervice of such legal description and map
of the area, public notice that such lands are
to become a part of the Chickamauga and
Chattanooga National Military Park, effective
on the date of publication of such notice,
shall be given in the Federal Register.

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

FORT VANCOUVER NATIONAL MONUMENT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5957)
to provide for the establishment of the
Fort Vancouver National Monument, in
the State of Washington, to include the
site of the old Hudson’s Bay Co. stockade,
and for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purpose
of establishing a Federal area of national
historical importance for the benefit of the
people of the United States, to be known as
the "Fort Vancouver National Monument,”
the Administrator of the War Assets Ad-
ministration and the Secretary of the Army
are authorized to transfer to the Secretary
of the Interlor, without exchange of funds,
administrative jurisdiction over such feder-
ally owned lands and other property, real
or personal, under their jurisdiction, includ-
ing the site of the old Hudson's Bay Co.
stockade in the State of Washington, as they
shall find to be surplus to the needs of their
respective agencies, such properties to be
selected, with their approval, by the Secre-
tary of the Interlor for inclusion within the
national monument.

Sec. 2. The total area of the national
monument as established or as enlarged by
transfers pursuant to this act shall not ex-
ceed 125 acres. Establishment of the monu-
ment shall be effective, upon publication in
the Federal Register of notice of such estab-
lishment, following the transfer to the Sec-
retary of the Interior of administrative juris-
diction over such lands as the Secretary of
the Interior shall deem to be sufficient for
purposes of establishing the national monu-
ment. Additional lands may be added to
the monument in accordance with the pro-
cedure prescribed in sectlon 1 hereof, gov-
erning surplus properties, or by donation,
subject to the maximum acreage limita-
tion prescribed by this act, upon publica-
tion of notice thereof in the Federal Register.

8ec. 3. The administration, protection, and
development of the aforesaid national monu-
ment shall be exercised under the direction
of the Secretary of the Interior by the Na-
tional Park Service, subject to the provisions
of the act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535),
entitled “An act to establish a Natlonal Park
Service, and for other purposes,” as amended.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 10, strike out “125” and insert
"90."
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The committee amendment was agreed

to.

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

ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR GRAZING
AND RELATED PURPOSES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6073)
to provide for the acquisition of lands for
grazing and related purposes.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That paragraph (a) of
section 8 of the act of June 28, 1034 (48 Stat.
1269, 1272), as amended by the act of June
26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1976; 43 U. 8. C., sec. 315¢),
is hereby amended to read as follows: “That
where such action will promote the purposes
of a district or facilitate the administration
of the public lands, the SBecretary is author-
ized to accept on behalf of the United States
any lands within or without the exterlor
boundaries of a grazing district as a gift.”

Sec, 2. The last sentence of section 9 of
the act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269, 1273),
is hereby amended by substituting for the
words “the district” the following: “lands
within or without the exterior boundaries of

a grazing district.”

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

EXTENSION OF LEASES OF CERTAIN LAND
IN THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6229)
to authorize the extension of leases of cer-
tain land in the Territory of Hawadii.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That where a lessee of
water-front lands in the Territory of Hawall
under lease on April 1, 1946, has spent sub-
stantial sums in repairing or replacing im-
provements on such lands damaged or de-
stroyed by the tidal wave of that date, then
notwithstanding any provision of the Organie
Act of Hawaii (31 Stat. 141), as amended, or
of the laws of the Territory of Hawalii, the
Commissioner of Public Lands of the Terri-
tory of Hawail, at the request of the lessee,
in his discretion may extend the term of the
lease at the original rental: Provided, That
no lease is extended beyond March 81, 1967.

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

MINERAL LEASING ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6302)
to amend the Mineral Leasing Act of
February 25, 1920, to permit the exercise
tl)g certain options on or before August 8,

50.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the second proviso
of section 27 of the act entitled “An act to
promote the mining of coal, phosphate, ofl,
oil shale, gas, and sodium on the public do-
main,” approved February 26, 1920, as amend-
ed (U. 8. C., 1846 ed., title 30, sec. 184), is
hereby amended by striking out “within 2
years after the passage of this act” and in-
serting in lieu thereof “on or before August 8,
1850."

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to recon-:

sider was laid on the table,
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CONTRACT OF PURCHASE OF CERTAIN
LANDS AND MINERAL DEPOSITS FROM
CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NATIONS
OF INDIANS

The Clerk called the next business,
House Joint Resolution 363, providing
for the ratification by Congress of a con-
tract for the purchase of certain lands
and mineral deposits by the United
States from the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations of Indians.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

Mr. EEAN. Mr. Speaker, the amount
involved is too great for the Consent Cal-
endar, and therefore I object.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman reserve the right to chject?

Mr. KEAN. I reserve the right.

Mr. ALBERT. This particular legisla-
tion is approval of a contract pursuant to
a previous authorization granted in 1944,
I just wondered whether the same objec-
tion would obtain under those circum-

stances.
Mr. KEAN. It would. I object.

AMENDING SECTION 303 (E) OF THE
INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6078)
to amend section 303 (e) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act, as amended.

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

Be it enacted, etc.,, That subsection (e) of
section 303 of the Interstate Commerce Act,
as amended, is amended to read as follows:

“(e) (1) Notwithstanding any provision
of this part the Commission may, by order,
from time to time, upon application, or upon
its own initiative without application, ex-
empt from the requirements of this part the
transportation of passengers hetween points
in the United States by way of a foreign port
or ports, upon a finding that application of
such requirements thereto is not necessary
to carry out the national transportation pol-
icy declared in this act.

“(2) It is hereby declared to be the policy
of Congress to exclude from the provisions
of this part, in addition to the transpor-
tation otherwise excluded under this section,
transportation by contract carriers by water
which, by reason of the inherent nature of
the commodities transported, their require-
ment of special equipment or their shipment
in bulk, is not actually and substantially
competitive with transportation by any com-
mon carrier subject to this part or part I or
part II. Upon application of a carrier, made
in such manner and form as the Commis-
slon may by regulations prescribe, the Com=-
mission shall, subject to such reasonable
conditions and limitations as the Commis-
sion may prescribe, by order exempt from the
provisions of this part such of the transpor-
tation engaged in by such carrier as it finds
necessary to carry out the policy above de-
clared. A carrier (other than a carrier sub-
ject, at the time this part takes effect, to the
provisions of the Intercoagtal Shipping Act,
1923, as amended) making such application
prior to January 1, 1841, shall be exempt
from the provisions of this part until a final
determination has been made upon such ap-
plication if such carrier or a predecessor in
interest was in bona fide operation as a con-
tract carrler by water on January 1, 1940,
over the route or routes or between the ports
with respect to which application is made
and has so operated since that time (or, if
engaged in furnishing seasonal service only,
was in bona fide operation during the sea=
sonal period prior to or including such date,
for operations of the character in question)

May 18

except, in either event, for interruptions of
service over which such carrier or its prede-
cessor in interest had no control,”

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

GETTYSBURG NATIONAL CEMETERY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4688)
to enlarge the Gettysburg National
Cemetery.

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

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
acquire, on behalf of the United States, by
purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the
following-described land in the Borough of
Gettysburg, Adams County, Pa.:

Beginning at a point at the corner of South
Washington Street (also known as Taney-
town Road) and the United States Govern-
ment National Cemetery; thence along sald
street north 114 degrees west 356 feet to a
point; thence north 57 degrees east 321 feet
to a point at the corner of lands of Paul H.
Eetterman; thence north 57 degrees west
1794y feet to a point at corner of lands of
Paul H. Eetterman on Stelnwehr Avenue;
thence along Steinwehr Avenue north 383
degrees east 179 feet to a point at corner of
lands of Thomas J. Winebrenner and Bon;
thence south 35 degrees east 236/ feet to a
point at corner of lands of Emma Noel estate;
thence north 59 degrees east 137 feet to a
point at corner of lands of Emma Noel estate
and lands of Harry Koch; thence south 30
degrees east 129{; feet to a point; thence
north 67 degrees east 200 feet to a point on
Baltimore Street; thence south 30 degrees
east along Baltimore Street 50 feet to a point
at corner of lands of Margaret E. Kissinger;
thence south 57 degrees west 312 feet to a
point; thence south 30 degrees east 120% feet
to a point along the north side of United
States Government National Cemetery;
thence along same south 57 degrees west 616
feet to a point, the place of beginning. Con-
talning 5 acres and 4 perches, more or less.

EEec. 2. The land acquired pursuant to the
first sectlon of this act shall constitute a
part of the Gettysburg National Cemetery
and shall be reserved for the burial of World
War I and World War II veterans and such
other persons as may be entitled to inter-
ment in national cemieterles.

Sec. 3. There is authorized to be appro-
priated not to exceed the sum of $10,000 to
carry out the purposes of this act,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 2, line 25, strike out the words
“beginning. Containing” and insert “be-
ginning, containing."

i The committee amendment was agreed
0.

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

TO AUTHCRIZE THE COAST GUARD TO
ESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN AIDS TO
NAVIGATION

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1853) to
authorize the Coast Guard to establish,
maintain, and operate aids fo navigation.

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

Be it enacted, efe., That in order to guide
navigation and to prevent disasters, col-
lisions, and wrecks of vessels and aircraft, the
Coast Guard is authorized to establish,
maintain, and operate within the United
BStates, its Territories and possessions, and
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beyond the territorial jurisdiction of the
United States at places where naval or mili-
tary bases of the United States are or may
be located, and elsewhere—

(a) aids to maritime navigation required
to gerve the needs of the armed forces or of
the commerce of the United States;

(b) ailds to air navigation required to
serve the needs of the armed forces of the
United States as requested by the Secretary
of the appropriate department within the
National Military Establishment; and

(c) Loran stations (1) required to serve
the needs of the armed forces of the United
States; or (2) required to serve the needs of
the maritime commerce = the United States;
or (3) required to serve the needs of the air
commerce of the United Btates as deter-
mined by the Administrator of- Civil Aero-
nautics. ’

The Coast Guard in establishing, main-
taining, or operating any alds to air naviga-
tion herein provided shall solicit the co-
operation of the Administrator of Civil Aero-
nautics to the end that the personnel and
facilities of the Civil Aeronautics Adminis-~
tration will be utilized to the fullest possi-
ble advantage. Before locating and oper-
ating any such aid on military or naval bases
or regions, the consent of the Secretary of the
Army, the Secretary of the Navy, or the Sec-
retary of the Air Force, as the case may be,
shall first be obtained. No such aid shall be
located within the territorial jurisdiction of
any foreign country without the consent of
the government thereof, Nothing in this
act shall be deemed to limit the authority
granted by the provisions of section 77 of the
act of January 12, 1805 (28 Stat. 621), or by
section 5 (f) of the Alr Commerce Act of
1926 (49 U, 8. C. 175), or by title IIT of Civil
Aeronautics Act of 1938, as amended (49
U. 8. C. 451 and the following).

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enactiug clause and
insert: “That in order to aid navigation and
to prevent disasters, collisions, and wrecks of
vessels and alrcraft, the Coast Guard is au-
thorized to establish, maintain, and oper-
ate— :

“{a) aids to maritime navigation required
to serve the needs of the armed forces or of
the commerce of the United States;

“(b) alds to air navigation required to
serve the needs of the armed forces of the
United States as requested by the Secretary
of the appropriate Department within the
National Military Establishment; and

“{c) Loran statlions (1) required to serve
the needs of the armed forces of the United
States; or (2) required to serve the needs of
the maritime commerce of the United States;
or (3) required to serve the needs of the air
commerce of the United States.

*“Sec. 2. Such alds to navigation other than
Loran stations shall be established and oper-
ated only within the United States, its Terri-
tories and possessions, and beyond the terri-
torial jurisdiction of the United States at
places where naval or military bases of the
United States are or may be located, and at
other places where such aids to navigation
have been established bn the date of the
enactment of this act.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AUTHORIZING THE COAST GUARD TO
OPERATE AND MAINTAIN OCEAN
STATIONS R
The Clerk called the bill (S. 2122) to

authorize the Caast Guard to operate

and maintain ocean stations.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, the cost of
this bill is too great for the Consent Cal-

endar. Therefore, I object.
INTERNATIONAL AIR-TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6407)
to encourage the development of an in-
ternational air-transportation system
adapted to the needs of the foreign com-
merce of the United States, of the postal
service, and of the national defense, and
for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etc.—

SHORT TITLE

EecTION 1. This act may be cited as the
“International Aviation Facilities Act.”

DEFINITIONS

Sec, 2. For the purpcses of this act:

(1) The term “Alr Coordinating Commit-
tee” means the committee established by
Executive Order No. 9781, dated September
19, 1646, or guch successor agency or agencles
as may exerclse the sume or equivalent pow-
ers whether created by Executive order or
legislative enactment.

{2) The term “airport property” means any
property, real or personal, or any interest
therein, used or useful, directly or indirectly,
in connection with the administration, opera-
tion, or maintenance of an airport, including
but not limited to (1) land; (2) runways,
strips, taxiways, and parking aprons; (3)
buildings, structures, Iimprovements, and
facilities, whether or not used in connection
with the landing and take-off of aircraft; and
(4) equipment (including parts and compo-
nents thereof), furniture, vehicles, and sup-
plies,

(3) The term “airway property” means any
property, real or personal, or any interest
therein, used or useful, directly or indirectly,
in connection with the administration, oper-
ation, or maintenance of any ground installa-
tion, facility, or equipment (including parts
and components thereof) necessary or desir-
able for the orderly and safe operation of air
traflic, including but not limited to air navi-
gation, air-traffic control, airways, communi-
cations, and meteorological facilities.

(4) The term “foreign territory” means any
area of land or water over which no nation or
a nation other than the United States exer-
cises the incidents of sovereignty (including
territory of undetermined sovereignty and
the high seas), any area of land or water
temporarily under military occupation by the
United States, and any area of land or water
occupied or administered by the United States
or any other nation under any international
agreement.

ESTABLISHMENT AND OFERATION, IN FOREIGN
TERRITORY, OF FACILITIES RELATED TO AVIA-
TION

SEc. 3. After consultation with the Air Co-
ordinating Committee and subject to concur-
rence of the Secretary of State, and with due
regard for the objectives of the International
Civil Aviation Organization, the Administra-
tor of Civil Aeronautics (hereinafter referred
to as the “Administrator”) and the Chief of
the Weather Bureau of th2 Department of
Commerce, within their respective fields, are
authorized, by contract or otherwise, when-
ever funds therefor have been specifically ap-
propriated by the Congress, to acquire, estab-
lish, and construct alrport property and air-
way property in foreign territory, and to con-
duct related services.

TRAINING OF POREIEN NATIONALS IN AERONAUTI-
CAL AND B\ILATED SUBJECTS

SEc. 4. Subject to the concurrence of the

Becretary of State, the Administrator and
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the Chief of the Weather Bureau, within
their respective fields, are authorized within
or outside the United States to train foreign
nationals directly, or in conjunction with
any other United States Government agency,
or through any United States public or pri-
vate agency (including any State or munici-
pal educational institution), or through any
international organization, in aeronautical
and related subjects essential to the orderly
and safe operation of civil aircraft.

ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS FOR FACILITIES SUPFLIED
OR SERVICES FPERFOERMED FOR A FOREIGN GOV=
ERNMENT OR AN INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION

SEc. 5. The Administrator and the Chief of
the Weather Bureau, respectively, are au-
thorized to accept, on behalf of the United
States, funds from any foreign government or
from any international organization as pay-
ment for any facilities supplied or services
performed for such government or interna-
tional organization by the Administrator or
the Chief of the Weather Bureau, either
directly or indirectly, under authority of this
act or of the Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938,
as amended, Including the operation of air-
port property and airway property in such
countries, the training of foreign nationals,
the rendering of technical assistance and ad-
vice to such countries, and the performance
of other similar services. Funds so received
may be credited (A) to appropriations cur-
rent. at the time the expenditures are to be
or have been paid, (B) to appropriations cur-
rent at the time such amounts are received,
or (C) in part as provided under clause (A)
and in part as provided under clause (B).

TRANSFER OF AIRFORT PROPERTY OR AIRWAY PROP-
ERTY TO A FOREIGN GOVERNMENT OR AN INTER~-
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION
Sec. 6. With the unanimous approval of the

Alr Coordinating Committee, the Administra-
tor or the Chief of the Weather Bureau, as
the case may be, upon request of the foreign
government involved or of any international
organization, may transfer any airport prop-
erty or alrway property operated and main-
talned by him within foreign territory, pur-
suant to the provisions of this act, to the
foreign government involved or to any inter-
national organization. The Administrator or
the Chlef of the Weather Bureau, as the case
may be, is authorized to make such transfer
upon such terms and conditions as he deems
proper, including provision for receiving, on
behalf of the United States, such payment or
other consideration for the property so trans-
ferred as may be agreed upon through nego-
tiations with the foreign government or iu-
ternational organization involved.

FACILITIES, SERVICE, AND FROFERTY IN THE CANAL
ZONE AND IN THE REPUBLIC OF PANAMA

Bec. 7. (a) Subject to the approval of the
Secretary of Defense, the Administrator is
authorized to provide air navigation, com-
munications, and air traffic control facilities
and service in the Canal Zone and the Re-
public of Panama and to do all things neces-
sary in connection with the operation and
meaintenance thereof.

(b) In exercising and performing his pow-
ers and duties under this section, the Ad-
ministrator shall do so consistently with any
obligation assumed by the United States in
any {reaty, convention, or agreement that
mey be In force between the United States
and the Republic of Panama.

(c) Any department of the National Mili-
tary Establishment is authorized in its dis-
cretion to transfer without charge therefor
to the Administrator any alrport property or
alrway property or other real or personal
property which (1) is located in the Canal
Zone or the Republic of Panama, and (2) 1s
determined by the Administrator to be, or
likely to become, useful in carrying out the
purposes of this act.

(d) The authority conferred by this suction
may be exercised without regard to sections
3 and 8 (a) of this act.
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TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FROPERTY FROM THE NA-
TIONAL MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT TO THE AD-
MINISTRATOR OR THE WEATHER BUREAU

SEec. 8. (a) When considered consistent with
the needs of national defense, and subject to
such conditions, if any, as may be agreed
upon in specifi¢ cases between the parties, any
department of the National Military Estab-
lishment is authorized to transfer at its dis-
cretion to the Administrator, without charge
therefor, sirport property and airway prop-
erty, exclusive of meteorological facilities, in-
stalled by or in the possession of such de-
partment in territory (including Alaska) out-~
slde the continental limits of the United
States, which such department has found to
be no longer reguired exclusively for military
purposes and which in the opinion of the Ad-
ministrator are, or are likely to 9ecome,
necessary for carrying out the purposes of
this act. Transfer of property in foreign ter-
ritory shall be made hereunder only after
consultation with the Air Coordinating Com-
mittee.

(b) When considered consistent with the
needs of national defense, and subject to such
conditions, if any, as may be agréed upon in
specific cases between the parties, any de-
partment of the National Military Establish-
ment is authorizged to transfer at its discre-
tlon to the Chief of the Weather Bureau
without charge therefor, meteorological facil-
ities installed by or in the possession of such
department in territory (including Alaska)
outside the continental limits of the United
States, which such department has found to
be no longer required exclusively for mili-
tary purposes, and which, in the opinion of
the Chief of the Weather Bureau are, or are
likely to become, necessary for carrying out
the purposes of this act. Transfer of prop-
erty In foreign territory shall be made here-
under only after consultation with the Air
Coordinating Committee.

(c) All property transferred to the Depart-
ment of Commerce under the provisions of
Executive Order 9709, dated March 29, 1946,
and Executive Order 9797, dated November
6, 1946, and which is in the possession of the
Department of Commerce on the date of the
enactment of this act shall be considered as
property transferred pursuant to this zection.
AUTHORITY TO RETAKE PROPERTY TRANSFERRED

UNDER SECTION 7 OR B

SeEc. 9. When necessary to meet military
requirements, as determined by the Secre-
tary of the department which made the
transfer, such department is authorized im-
mediately to retake any property transferred
under section 7 or section 8, together with
any improvements or additions made thereto:
Provided, That the Secretary of such depart-
ment, upon the recommendation of the Ad-
ministrator or the Chief of the Weather Bu-
real, as the case may be, is authoriged in any
case to waive any right or privilege conferred
or reserved by this section. In the event
property is retaken which incorporates im-
provements or additions not made at Govern-
ment expense, reasonable compensation shall
be paid to the person or persons who made
such improvements or additions, or to their
successors in interest. The Secretary of the
department which made the transfer, or his
duly authorized representative, shall deter-
mine, for purposes of this section, what is
reasonable compensation for such improve-
ments or additions.

POWERS OF ADMINISTRATOR AND CHIEF OF
WEATHER BUREAU WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN
AIRPORT PROFERTY AND AIRWAY PROFERTY
BeC. 10, (a) With regard to airport prop-

erty and airway property in territory (in-

cluding Alaska) outside the continental lim-

its of the United States which he has ac-

quired pursuant to this act or any other
provislon of law, the Administrator is em-
powered and directed to do and perform, by
contract or otherwise, all acts and things
necessary or incident to thelr consolidation,
operation, protection, maintenance, improve-
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ment, and administration, including but not
limited to the power (1) to adapt, from time
to time, such properties to the needs of civil
aeronautics by construction, installation, re=-
engineering, relocation, or otherwise; (2) to
make and amend such reasonable rules and
regulations as he may deem necessary to the
proper exercise of the powers granted by this
section; (3) to lease under such conditions
as he may deem proper and for such pericds
as may be desirable (not to exceed 20 years)
gpace or property for purposes essential or
appropriate to their consolidation, operation,
protection, and administration under this
act; (4) to contract for, or to provide direct-
1y for, the sale ol fuel, oll, equipment, food
and supplies, hotel accommodations, and
other facilities and services necessary or de-
sirable for the operation and administration
of such properties; (5) to make just and rea-
sonable charges for aeronautical services {in-
cluding fees for use of navigational ailds,
communication services, landing Tfacilities,
and similar services); and (6) to acquire, by
purchase or otherwise, real or personal prop-
erty, or interest: thérein, which he may con-
sider necessary for the purposes of this sec-
tion. Any person who knowingly and will-
fully violates any rule or regulation issued by
the Administrator under clause (2) of this
sectlon, if such viclation is committed in any
area under the civil jurisdicton of the United
States, shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall be
subject to a fine of not more than $500 or to
imprisonment not exceeding 6 months, or to
both such fine and imprisonment.

{b) With regard to meteorologieal facili-
ties in territory (including Alaska) outside
the continental limits of the United States
which he has acquired pursuant to this act
or any other provision of law, the Chief of
the Weather Bureau is vested with all powers
to consolidate, operate, protect, maintain,
improve, and administer granted the Ad-
ministrator by subsection (a) with respect to
facilities the latter has acquired,

() All funds received under this section,
as a result of direct sale or charge by the
Administrator or the Chief of the Weather
Bureau and which, in the judgment of the
Administrator or the Chief of the Weather
Bureau, as the case may be, are eguivalent
to the cost, including handling charges, of
the fuel, oil, equipment, food, supplies, serv-
ices, shelter, or other assistance or services
sold or furnished shall be credited to the
appropriation from which the cost thereof
was pald, and the balance, if any, shall be
credited to miscellaneous receipts.

UTILIZATION OF FACILITIES AND SERVICES OF
OTHER GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Bec. 11. The Administrator and the Chief
of the Weather Bureau are authorized and
directed, in carrying out the provisions of
this act, insofar as they find it practicable,
to arrange for the use of appropriate facili-
ties or services of other United States Gov-
ernment agencies, and to reimburse any such
agency for such service out of funds appro-
priated to the Civil Aeronautics Adminis-
tration or the Weather Bureau, as the case
may be, to the end that personnel and facili-
ties of existing United States Government
agencles shall be utilized to the fullest pos-
sible advantage and not be unnecessarily
duplicated.

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIATIONS
Sec. 12. There are hereby authorized to

be appropriated such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the provisions of this act.

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

EXCHANGE OF WILDLIFE-REFUGE LANDS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6030)
to authorize the exchange of wildlife-
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refuge lands within the State of Wash-
ington,

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized, in his discretion,
at any time within 10 years from the date of
the approval of this act, to accept from the
State of Washington on behalf of the United
States title to any lands in the State of
Washington which he deems chiefly valuable
for wildlife refuge purposes, and which are
equivalent in value to the lands of the United
States within the Skagit National Wildlife
Refuge, and in exchange therefor to convey
by deed on behalf of the United States to the
State of Washington the said lands of the
United States in the Skagit National Wild-
life Refuge.

SEC. 2. Any lands acquired by the Becre-
tary of the Interior under the terms of this
act, if located within or adjacent to an exist-
ing wildlife refuge or reservation, me-
diately shall become & part of such refuge
or reservation and shall be administered
under the laws and regulations applicable
thereto, and, if not so located, may be ad-
ministered as a migratory-waterfowl man-
agement area, refuge, reservation, or breeding
ground in accordance with the provisions of
the act of August 14, 1946 (60 Stat. 1080),
and acts supplementary thereto.

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

COMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF THE COAST
AND GEODETIC SURVEY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6204)
to extend to commissioned officers of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey the provisions
of the Armed Forces Leave Act of 1946.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of August
9, 1046 (60 Stat. 963), as now or hereafter
amended, relating to the granting of annual
leave and compensation for leave accumu-
lated in excess of 60 days on August 31, 1948,
shall apply to commissioned officers of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey to the same extent
and with the same relative conditions as are
provided therein for commissioned officers of
the armed forces: Provided, That the term
“Secretary” as used in such act shall mean,
in the case of commissioned officers of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey, the Secretary of
Commerce: And provided further, That in
any case in which a commissioned officer of
the Coast and Geodetic Survey on active
duty on September 1, 1946, excepting officers
on terminal leave on that date, had to his
credit on August 81, 1846, accumulated or
accrued leave aggregating in excess of 60
days, such leave in excess of 60 days not sub-
sequently taken shall be settled and compen-
sated for in cash on the basis of the rate of
pay and allowances applicable to such officer
on August 31, 1946, if application is made
therefor to the Secretary of Commerce within
1 year after the date of approval of this act,

SeC. 2. Funds appropriated by the act of
August 8, 1946 (Public Law 663, 79th Cong.),
to enable the President to carry out the pro-
visions of the Armed Forces Leave Act of
1946, are hereby made avallable for carrying
out the provisions of this act and may be
allotted to the Department of Commerce by
transfer to and merger with appropriations
thereof or otherwise, in such amounts as may
be determined by the Director of the Budget.

Sec. 8, The provisions of this act shall be
effective from August 9, 1946,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,
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CHANGES IN TIME OF HOLDING COURT
IN CERTAIN DIVISIONS IN THE EAST-
ERN AND WESTERN DISTRICTS OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 5106)
to provide for changes in‘the time of
holding court in certain divisions in the
eastern and western districts of South
Carolina.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That section 105 of the
Judicial Code, as amended (U. 8. C., 1840 ed,,
title 28, sec. 186), is hereby amended to read
as follows:

“Sec. 105. The State of South Carolina is
divided into two districts to be known as
the eastern and western districts of South
Carolina.

“The western district shall include the
territory embraced on the 1st day of July
1910 in the counties of Abbeville, Anderson,
Cherokee, Chester, Edgefield, Fairfield, Green-
ville, Greenwood, Lancaster, Laurens, New-
berry, Oconee, Pickens, Saluda, Bpartanburg,
Union, and York.

“The westemn district of South Carolina is
divided into five divisions, to be known as
the Anderson, Greenville, Greenwood, Rock
Hill, and Spartanburg divisions. The Ander-
son division shall include the territory em-
braced in the counties of Anderson, Oconee,
and Pickens. The Greenville division shall
include the territory embraced in the coun-
ties of Greenville and Laurens. The Green-
wood division shall include the territory em-
braced in the counties of Abbeville, Edgefleld,
Greenwood, McCormick, Newberry, and Sa-
luda. The Rock Hill division shall include
the territory embraced in the counties of
Chester, Fairfield, Lancaster, and York. The
Spartanburg division shall include the terri-
tory embraced in the counties of Cherokee,
Spartanburg, and Union, The terms of the
district court for the Anderson division shall
be held at Anderson, for the Greenville divi-
slon at Greenville, for the Greenwood divi-
slon at Greenwood, for the Rock Hill divislon
at Rock Hill, and for the Spartanburg divi-
sion at Spartanburg. Terms of the district
court for the western district shall be held
at Anderson on the second Monday in May
and the third Monday in November; at
Spartanburg on the first Monday in April
and the first Monday in October; at Green-
wood on the third Monday in May and the
first Monday in December; at Rock Hill on
the second Monday in March and the fourth
Monday in September; and at Greenville on
the third Monday in February and the fourth
Monday in October.

“The eastern district shall include the ter-
ritory embraced on the 1st day of July 1910
in the countfes of Alken, Bamberg, Barnwell,
Beaufort, Berkeley, Calhoun, Charleston,
Chesterfield, Clarendon, Colleton, Darlington,
Dillon, Dorchester, Florence, Georgetown,
Hampton, Horry, EKershaw, Lee, Lexington,
Marion, Marlboro, Orangeburg, Richland,
Sumter, and Williamsburg.

“The eastern district of South Carolina is
divided into five divisions, to be known as the
Aiken, Charleston, Columbia, Florence, and
Orangeburg divisions. The Aiken division
shall include the territory embraced in the
counties of Alken, Allendale, Barnwell, and
Hampton. The Charleston division shall in-
clude the territory embraced in the counties
of Beaufort, Berkeley, Charleston, Clarendon,
Colleton, Dorchester, Georgetown, and Jasper.
The Columbia division shall include the ter-
ritory embraced in the counties of Kershaw,
Lee, Lexington, Richland, and Sumter. The
Florence division shall include the territory
embraced in the counties of Chesterfield,
Darlington, Dillon, Florence, Horry, Marion,
Marlboro, and Willlamsburg. The Orange-
burg division shall include the territory em-
braced in the counties of Calhoun, Bamberg,
and Orangeburg. The terms of the district
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court for the Aiken division shall be held at
Alken, for the Charleston division at Charles-
ton, for the Columblia division at Columbia,
for the Florence division at Florence, and for
the Orangeburg diviion at Orangeburg.

“Terms of the district court for the east-
ern district shall be held at Aiken on the
fourth Monday in March and the third Mon-
day in September; at Charleston on the third
Monday in January, the second Monday in
May, and the second Monday in October; at
Columbia on the third Monday in February,
the third Monday in June, and the fourth
Monday in October; at Florence on the fourth
Monday in April and the first Monday in
December; and at Orangeburg on the second
Monday in April and the third Monday in
November: Provided, That facilities for hold-
ing court at Crangeburg are furnished free
of expense to the United States. The office
of the clerk of the district court for the west-
ern district shall be at Greenville and the
office of the clerk of the district court for the
eastern district shall be at Charleston.

“All eriminal cases shall be tried in the
division in which the offense was comniitted,
unless upon proper showing the venue would
be changed by the judge from one division
to another, and this change be made only
upon afiidavits and motion made in open
court after 4 days' notice to the adverse
party.” ;

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 10, strike out “1910" and in-
gert in lieu thereof “1947.”

Page 2, line 2, insert “McCormack”, after
the name “Laurens.”

Page 3, line 8, strike out “1910” and insert
in lieu thereof “1947."

Page 3, line 9, insert “Allendale”, after the
name “Aiken.”

Page 3, line 11, insert “Jasper”, at the end
of the line,

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Bryson:

On page 3, line 1, strike out the word
“gsecond” and insert in lieu thereof the word
“third.”

On page 3, line 4, strike out the word
“third” and insert in lieu thereof the word
“second.”

On page 4, line 15, strike out the word
“third” and insert in lieu thereof the word
“first.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
South Carolina is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BRYSON. Mr, Speaker——

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BRYSON. I yield.

Mr. KEAN. I may say to the gentle-
man from South Carolina that it is a
little unusual to have an amendment of-
fered after we have let a bill go through.
Usually the Members will come to the
objectors and tell them that they are
going to offer such-and-such an amend-
ment so the objectors can decide whether
they want to let the bill come up by
unanimous consent.

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I may say
to the gentleman from New Jersey that
I spoke to two Members of his commit-
tee. I am sorry I did not speak to him.

Mr, KEAN. All right.

Mr. BRYSON. I may say to the gen-
tleman that we have three Federal judges
in our State, one of them known as a
floating judge. There are two Federal
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districts. This is just a rearrangement
of the time of holding court in the dif-
ferent districts. It involves no additional
cost whatever,

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

EXCHANGE OF CERTAIN LANDS WITHIN
CHOFAWAMSIC FPARK

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 6246)
to authorize the transfer of certain Fed-
eral lands within the Chopawamsic Park
to the Secretary of the Navy, the addi-
tion of lands surplus to the Department
of the Army to this park, the acquisition
of additional lands needed to round oub
the boundaries of this park, to change the
name of said park to Prince William
Forest Park, and for other purposes.

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

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
to transfer to the Secretary of the Navy con-
trol and jurisdiction over those parcels of
land within the Chopawamsic Park, known
hereafter as the Prince Willilam Forest Park,
a part of the park system of the National
Capital and its environs by act of Congress
of August 13, 1940 (54 Stat. 785), comprising
approximately 5,000 acres, 1ying south of the
Joplin Road and contiguous to the marine
base at Quantico, Va., with the exception of
approximately 4 acres at the intersection of
roads 626 and 620, which land contains the
fire tower, upon assurance that the Secretary
of the Navy will guarantee the potability and
the undamaged source of water of the South
Branch of Quantico Creek to the lands lying
east of route 619, now or hereafter acquired
for the Chopawamsic Park: Provided, how-
ever, That the transfer of jurisdiction herein
authorized shall not be effectuated until
funds have been made available by the Con-
gress for the acquisition of the lands referred
to in section 3 of this act.

Bec. 2, That all of the lands that were
formerly acquired by the War Department
and that are now surplus to the needs of
the Department of the Army within and ad-
Jacent to the Chopawamsic Park, comprising
approximately 1,13862i; acres, are hereby
added to and made a part of that park, and
shall be subject to all the laws, rules, and
regulations applicable thereto.

8ec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary of the Navy be, and they
are hereby, authorized to acquire on behalf
of the United States, by donation or pur-
chase, lands adjoining or contiguous to the
Chopawamsic Park, in the State of Virgnia,
as may be necessary for the proper rounding
out of the boundaries of that park, but not
exceeding 1,500 acres. The title to real prop-
erty acquired pursuant this this act shall be
satisfactory to the Attorney General of the
United States. All property acquired by the
United States pursuant to this act shall be-
come a part of the Chopawamsic Park upon
acceptance of title thereto, and shall be sub-
ject to all laws, rules, and regulations ap-
plicable thereto.

Bec. 4. There are authorized to be appro-
priated such sums as may be necessary to
carry out the provisions of section 3 of this
act.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 3, line 11, strike out the word “are™
and insert in leu thereof the word “is';
strike out the word “such’ and insert in lieu
thereof the word “not.”
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Page 3, line 12, strike out the words “sums
as may be necessary” and insert in lieu
thereof the words “to exceed the sum of
$10,000.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

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

MILEAGE ALLOWANCE FOR UNITED
STATES MARSHALS |

The Clerk called the bill (S. 692) to
authorize a mileage allowance of 7 cents
per mile for United States marshals and
their deputies for travel on official busi-
ness.

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

Mr. KEEAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

TITLE 3 OF UNITED STATES CODE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6412)
to codify and enact into law title 3 of the
United States Code, entitled “The Presi-
dent.”

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

Be it enacted, ete., That title 3 of the
Unlted States Code, entitled “The President,”
is codified and enacted into positive law and
may be cited as “3 U. 8. C., § —," as follows:

TiTLE 3—THE PRESIDENT
Sec.
1. Presidential elections and vacancies. 1
2. Ofiice and compensation of President. 101
3. Protection of the President; the White

ced e et T S S AR M 201
CHAPTER 1—PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS AND
VACANCIES

. Time of appointing electors.

. Failure to make choice on prescribed day.

Number of electors. ;

. Vacancies in electoral college.

. Determination of controversy as to ap-

pointment of electors.

. Credentials of electors; transmission to
Secretary of State and to Congress;
public inspection.

. Meeting and vote of electors.

. Manner of voting.

. Certificates of votes for President and

Vice President. .

10. Sealing and endorsing certificates.

11. Disposition of certificates.

12. Failure of certificates of electors to reach
President of Senate or Secretary of
State; demand on State for certificate.

13, Same; demand on district judge for cer-
tificate.

14, Forfeiture for messenger's neglect of duty,

15. Counting electoral votes in Congress.

16. Same; seats for officers and Members of
two Houses In joint meeting.

17. S8ame; limit of debate in each House.

18, Same; parllamentary procedure at joint
meeting.

19, Vacancy in Offices of both President and
Vice President; officers eligible to act.

20. Resignation or refusal of office,

CHAFTER 1—PRESIDENTIAL ELFCTIONS AND
VacanciEs
TIME OF APPOINTING ELECTORS

§ 1, The electors of President and Vice
President shall be appointed, in each State,
on the Tuesday next after the first Monday
in November, in every fourth year succeed-
ing every election of a President and Vice
President.
FAILURE TO MAKE CHOICE ON PRESCRIBED DAY

§ 2. Whenever any State has held an elec-
tion for the purpose of choosing electors, and
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has failed to make a choice on the day pre-
scribed by law, the electors may be appointed
on a subsequent day in such a manner as
the legislature of such State may direct.

NUMBER OF ELECTORS

§ 3. The number of electors shall be equal
to the number of Senators and Representa-
tives to which the several States are by law
entitled at the time when the President and
Vice President to be chosen come into office;
except, that where no apportionment of Rep-
resentatives has been made after any enumer-
ation, at the time of choosing electors, the
number of electors shall be according to the
then existing apportionment of Senators and
Representatives.

VACANCIES IN ELECTORAL COLLEGE

§ 4. Each State may, by law, provide for
the filling of any vacancies which may occur
in its college of electors when such college
meets to give its electoral vote.

DETERMINATION OF CONTROVERSY AS TO APPOINT=-
MENT OF ELECTORS

§ 5. If any State shall have provided, by
laws enacted priar to the day fixed for the
appointment of the electors, for its final de-
termination of any controversy or contest
concerning the appointment of all or any
of the electors of such State, by judicial or
other methods or procedures, and such de-
termination shall have been made at least
6 days before the time fixed for the meeting
of the electors, such determination made pur-
suant to such law so existing on said day,
and made at least 6 days prior to saild time
of meeting of the electors, shall be conclusive,
and shall govern in the counting of the elec-
toral votes as provided in the Comstitution,
and as hereinafter regulated, so far as the
ascertainment of the electors appointed by
such State is concerned.

CREDENTIALS OF ELECTORS, TRANSMISSION TO
BECRETARY OF STATE AND TO CONGRESS; PUBLIC
INSPECTION

§ 6. It shall be the duty of the executives
of each State, as soon as practicable after the
conclusion of the appointment of the electors
in such State by the final asCertainment,
under and in pursuance of the laws of such
State providing for such ascertainment, to
communicate by registered mail under the
geal of the State to the Secretary of State of
the United States a certificate of such ascer-
talnment of the electors appointed, setting
forth the names of such electors and the can-
vass or other ascertalnment under the laws
of such State of the number of votes given
or cast for each person for whose appoint-
ment any and all votes have been given or
cast; and it shall also thereupon be the duty
of the executive of each State to deliver to
the electors of such State, on or before the
day on which they are required by section 7
of this title to meet, six duplicate-originals
of the same certificate under the seal of the
Btate; and if there shall have been any final
determination in a State in the manner pro-
vided for by law of a controversy or contest
concerning the appointment of all or any of
the electors of such State, it shall be the
duty of the executive of such State, as soon
as practicable after such determination, to
communicate under the seal of the State to
the Secretary of State of the United States
a certificate of such determination in form
and manner as the same shall have been
made; and the certificate or certificates so
received by the Secretary of State shall be
preserved by him for 1 year and shall be a
part of the public records of his office and
shall be open to public inspection; and the
Becretary of State of the United States at
the first meeting of Congress thereafter shall
transmit to the two Houses of Congress coples
in full of each and every such certificate so
received at the State Department.
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MEETING AND VOTE OF ELECTORS

§7. The electors of President and Vice
President of each State shall meet and give
their votes on the first Monday after the
second Wednesday in December next follow-
ing their appointment at such place in each
g:ate as the legislature of such State shal)

rect.

MANNER OF VOTING
§ 8. The electors shall vote for President

and Vice President, respectively, in the man-
ner directed by the Constitution.

CERTIFICATES OF VOTES FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE
* PRESIDENT

§9. The electors shall make and sign sir
certificates of all the votes given by them,
each of which certificates shall contain two
distinet lists, one of the votes for President
and the other of the votes for Vice President,
and shall annex to each of the certificates one
of the lists of the electors which shall have
been furnished to them by direction of the
executive of the State.

SEALING AND ENDORSING CERTIFICATES

§ 10. The electors shall seal up the certifi-
cates so made by them, and certify upon each
that the lists of all the votes of such State
given for President, and of all the votes given
for Vice President, are contained therein.

DISPOSITION OF CERTIFICATES

§ 11. The electors shall dispose of the cer-
tificates so made by them and the lists at-
tached thereto in the following manner:

First. They shall forthwith forward by
registered mail one of the same to the Presi-
dent of the Senate at the seat of govern-
ment,

Becond. Two of the same shall be delivered
to the secretary of state of the State, one
of which shall be held subject to the order
of the President of the Senate, the other to
be preserved by him for 1 year and shall
be a part of the public records of his ofiice
and shall be open to public inspection.

Third. On the day thereafter they shall for-
ward by registered mail two of such certifi-
cates and lists to the Secretary of State at
the seat of government, one of which shall
be held subject to the order of the President
of the Senate. The other shall be preserved
by the Secretary of State for 1 year and
shall be a part of the public records of his
office and shall be open to public inspection.

Fourth, They shall forthwith cause the
other of the certificates and lists to be de-
livered to the judge of the district in which
the electors shall have assembled.

FAILURE OF CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORS TO REACH
FRESIDENT OF SENATE OR SECRETARY OF STATE;
DEMAND ON STATE FOR CERTIFICATE
§ 12, When no certificate of vote and list

mentioned in sections 9 and 11.of this title
from any State shall have been received by
the President of the Seffate or by the Sec-
retary of State by the fourth Wednesday in
December, after the meeting of the electors
shall have been held, the President of the
Senate or, if he be absent from the seat of
government, the Secretary of State shall re-
quest, by the most expeditious method avail-
able, the secretary of state of the State to
send up the certificate and list lodged with
him by the electors of such State; and 1t
shall be his duty upon receipt of such request
immediately to transmit same by registered
mail to the President of the Senate at the
seat of government.

SAME; DEMAND ON DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
CERTIFICATE

§13. When no certificates of votes ITrom
any State shall have been recelved at the
seat of government on the fourth Wednesday
in December, after the meeting of the elec-
tors shall have been held, the President of
the Senate or, if he be absent from the seat
of government, the Secretary of Btate shall
send a special messenger to the district judge
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in whose custody one certificate of votes from
that State has been lodged, and such judge
sghall forthwith transmit that list by the
hand of such messenger to the seat of gov-
ernment. j

FORFEITURE FOR MESSENGER'S NEGLECT OF DUTY

§ 14. Every person who, having been ap-
pointed, pursuant to section 13 of this title,
to deliver the certificates of the votes of the
electors to the President of the Senate, and
having accepted such appointment, shall
neglect to perform the services required from
him, shall forfeit the sum of $1,000.

COUNTING ELECTORAL VOTES IN CONGRESS

§ 15. Congress shall be in session on the
6th day of January succeeding every meet-
ing of the electors. The Senate and House
of Representatives shall meet in the Hall of
the House of Representatives at the hour of
1 o'clock in the afternoon on that day, and
the President of the SBenate shall be their pre-
siding officer. Two tellers shall be previ-
ously appointed on the part of the Senate
and two on the part of the House of Repre-
sentatives, to whom shall be handed, as they
are opened by the President of the Senate,
all the certificates and papers purporting to
be certificates of the electoral votes, which
certificates and papers shall be opened, pre-
sented, and acted upon in the alphabetical
order of the States, beginning with the let-
ter A; and said tellers, having then read the
same in the presence and hearing of the two
Houses, shall make a list of the votes as they
shall appear from the sald certificates; and
the votes having been ascertained and
counted according to the rules in this sub-
chapter provided, the result of the same
shall be delivered to the President of the
Benate, who shall thereupon announce the
state of the vote, which announcement shall
be deemed a sufficient declaration of the per-
sons, if any, elected President and Vice Pres-
ident of the United States, and, together with
a list of the votes, be entered on the Jour-
nals of the two Houses. Upon such reading
of any such certificate or paper, the Presi-
dent of the Senate shall call for objections, if
any, Every objection shall be made in writ-
ing, and shall state clearly and concisely,
and without argument, the ground thereof,
and shall be signed by at least one Senator
and one Member of the House of Representa-
tives before the same shall be received.
When all objections so made to any vote or
paper from a State ghall have been received
and read, the Senate shall thereupon with-
draw, and such objections shall be submitted
to the Senate for its decislon; and the
Speaker of the House of Representatives
shall, in like manner, submit such objections
to the House of Representatives for its deci-
slon; and no electoral vote or votes from any
State which shall have been regularly given
by electors whose appointment has been law-
fully certified to according to section 6 of
this title from which but one return has been
received shall be rejected, but the two Houses
concurrently may reject the vote or votes
when they agree that such vote or votes have
not been so regularly given by electors whose
appointment has been so certified. If more
than one return or paper purporting to be a
return from a State shall have been received
by the President of the Senate, those votes,
and those only, shall be counted which shall
have been regularly given by the electors
who are shown by the determination men=-
tioned in section 5 of this title to have been
appointed, if the determination in said sec-
tion provided for shall have been made, or
by such successors or substitutes, in case of
a vacancy in the board of electors so ascer-
tained, as have been appointed to fill such
vacancy in the mode provided by the laws
of the State; but in case there shall arise the
guestion which of two or more of such State
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authorities determining what electors have
been appointed, as mentioned in section 5
of this title, is the lawful tribunal of such
State, the votes regularly given of those
electors, and those only, of such State shall

be counted whose title as electors the two .

Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently
decide is supported by the decision of such
State so authorized by its law; and in such
case of more than one return or paper pur=
porting to be a return from a State, if there
shall have been no such determination of
the question in the State aforesaid, then
those votes, and those only, shall be counted
which the two Houses shall concurrently
decide were cast by law{ul electors appointed
in accordance with the laws of the State,
unless the two Houses, acting separately,
shall concurrently decide such Votes not to
be the lawful votes of the legally appointed
electors of such State. But if the two Houses
ghall disagree in respect of the counting of
such votes, then, and in that case, the votes
of the electors whose appointment shall have
been certified by the executive of the State,
under the seal thereof, shall be counted.
When the two Houses have voted, they shall
immediately again meet, and the presiding
officer shall then announce the decision of
the questions submitted. No votes or papers
from any other State shall be acted upon
until the objections previously made to the
votes or papers from any State shall have
been finally disposed of.

SAME, SEATS FOR OFFICERS AND MEMBERS OF
TWO HOUSES IN JOINT MEETING

§ 16. At such joint meeting of the two
Houses seats shall be provided as follows:
For the President of the Senate, the Speak-
er's chair; for the Speaker, immediately upon
his left; the Senators, in the body of the
Hall upon the right of the presiding officer;
for the Representatives, in the body of the
Hall not provided for the Senators; for the
tellers, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk
of the House of Representatives at the Clerk’s
desk; for the other officers of the two Houses,
in front of the Clerk’s desk and upon each
side of the Speaker's platform. BSuch joint
meeting shall not be dissolved until the
count of electoral votes shall be completed
and the result declared; and no recess shall
be taken unless a'question shall have arisen
in regard to counting any such votes, or oth-
erwise under this subchapter, in which case
it shall be competent for either House, act-
ing separately, in the manner hereinbefore
provided, to .direct a recess of such House
not beyond the next calendar day, Sunday
excepted at the hour of 10 o'clock in the
forenoon. But if the counting of the elec-
toral votes and the declaration of the result
shall not have been completed before the

-fifth calendar day next after such first meet-

ing of the two Houses, no further or other
recess shall be taken by elther House.

BAME; LIMIT OF DEBATE IN EACH HOUSE

§ 17. When the two Houses separate to de-
clde upon an objection that may have been
made to the counting of any electoral vote or
votes from any State, or other question aris-
ing in the matter, each Senator and Repre-
sentative may speak to such objection or
question 6 minutes, and not more than once;
but after such debate shall have lasted 2
hours it shall be the duty of the presiding
officer of each House to put the main ques-
tion without further debate.

SAME; PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE AT JOINT
MEETING

§ 18. While the two Houses shall be in
meeting as provided in this subchapter, the
President of the  Senate shall have power
to preserve order; and no debate shall be
allowed and no question shall be put by the
presiding officer except to either House on
a motion to withdraw.
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VACANCY IN OFFICES OF BOTH PRESIDENT AND

VICE PRESIDENT; OFFICERS ELIGIBLE TO ACT

§ 19, (a) (1) If, by reason of death, resig-
nation, removal from office, inability, or fail-
ure to qualify, there is nelther a President
nor Vice President to discharge the powers
and duties of the office of President, then
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
shall, upon his resignation as Speaker and
as Representative in Congress, act as Presi-
dent.

(2) The same rule shall apply in the case

- of the death, resignation, removal from office,

or inability of an individual acting as Presi=
dent under this subsection.

(b) If, at the time when under subsection
(a) of this section a Speaker is to begin the
discharge of the powers and duties of the
office of President, there is no Speaker, or the
Speaker fails to qualify as Acting President,
then the President pro tempore of the Sen-
ate shall, upon his resignation as President
pro tempore and as Senator, act as President.

(c) An individual acting as President un-
der subsection (a) or subsection (b) of this
section shall continue to act until the expi-
ration of the then current Presidential term,
except that—

(1) if his discharge of the powers and
duties of the office is founded in whole or in
part on the failure of both the President-
elect and the Vice-President-elect to qualify,
then he shall act only until a President or
Vice President qualifies; and

(2) if his discharge of the powers and
duties of the office is founded in whole or in
part on the inability of the President or Vice
President, then he shall act only until the
removal of the disability of one of such indi-
viduals.

(d) (1) If, by reason of death, resignation,
removal from “office, inability, or fallure to
qualify, there is no President pro tempore to
act as President under subsection (b) of this
section, then the officer of the United States
who is highest on the following list, and who
is not under disability to discharge the pow-
ers and duties of the office of President shall
act as President: Secretary of State, Secre=-
tary of the Treasury, Secretary of Defense,
Attorney General, Postmaster General, Secre-
tary of the Interior, Secretary of Agriculture,
Becretary of Commerce, Secretary of Labor.

(2) An‘individual acting as President un-
der this subsection shall continue so to do
until the expiration of the then current Presi-
dential term, but not after a qualified and
prior-entitled individual is able to act, ex-
cept that the removal of the disability of an
individual higher on the list contained in
paragraph (1) of this subsection or the abil-
ity to qualify on the part of an individual
higher on such list shall not terminate his
service, . \ :

(3) The taking of the oath of office by an
individual specified in the list in paragraph
(1) of this subsection shall be held to con-
stitute his resignation from the office by vir=-
tue of the holding of which he qualifies to
act as President.

(e) Bubsections (a), (b), and (d) of this
section shall apply only to such officers as are
eligible to the office of President under the
Constitution. Subsection (d) of this section
shall apply only to officers appointed, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate,
prior to the time of the death, resignation,
removal from office, inability, or failure to
qualify, of the President pro tempore, and
only to officers not under impeachment by
the House of Representatives at the time the
powers and duties of the office of President
devolve upon them.

(f) During the period that any individual
acts as President under this section, his
compensation shall be at the rate then_ pro-
vided by law In the case of the President.
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RESIGNATION OR REFUSAL OF OFFICE

§ 20. The only evidence of a refusal to ac-
cept, or of a resignation of the office of Presi-
dent or Vice President, shall be an instru-
ment in writing, declaring the same, and sub-
seribed by the person refusing to accept or
resigning, as the case may be, and delivered
into the office of the Secretary of State.

CHAPTER 2—OFFICE AND COMPENSATION OF

PRESIDENT
Sec.
101. Commencement of term of office.
102, Salary.

103, Traveling expenses.

104. Salary of the Vice President.

105. Secretary to President; compensation,

106. Administrative assistants.

107. Detail of employees of executive depart-
ments to office of President.

108. Accommodations for vehicles,

109. Public property in and belonging to
Executive Mansion.

110. Furniture for White House.

111. Office of Government Reports in the Ex-
ecutive Office of the President; annual
appropriation; salary of Director.

COMMENCEMENT OF TERM OF OFFICE

§ 101. The term of 4 years for which a Pres-
ident and Vice President shall be elected,
shall, In all cases, commence on the 20th day
of January next succeeding the day on which
the votes of the electors have been given.

SALARY

§ 102, The President shall receive in full
for his services during the term for which
he shall have been elected the sum of $75,000

a year, to be paid monthly, and shall be en-

titled to the use of the furniture and other

effects belonging to the United States and
kept In the Executive Mansion,

TRAVELING EXFENSES

§ 103. There may be expended for or on
account of the traveling expenses of the
President of the United States such sum as
Congress may from time to time appropriate,
not exceeding $40,000 per annum, such sum
when appropriated to be expended in the
discretion of the President and accounted
for on his certificate solely.

SALARY OF THE VICE PRESIDENT

§ 104, The Vice President shall receive in
full for his services during the term for which
he shall have been elected the sum of 20,000
& year, to be pald monthly.

SECRETARY TO THE FRESIDENT; COMPENSATION

§ 105. The compensation for the position
of Becretary to the President shall be at the
rate of $10,000 per annum, .

ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANTS

§ 106, The President is authorized to ap-
point not to exceed six administrative assist-
ants and to fix the compensation of each
at the rate of not more than $10,000 per
annum, Each such administrative assist-
ant shall perform such duties as the Presi-
dent may prescribe.

DETAIL OF EMPLOYEES OF EXECUTIVE DEPART=~
MENTS TO OFFICE OF PRESIDENT
§ 107. Employees of the executive depart-
ments and independent establishments of
the executive branch of the Government
may be detailed from time to time to the
White House Office for temporary assistance.
ACCOMMODATIONS FOR VEHICLES
§ 108. The Quartermaster General of the
Army shall provide suitable accommeodations
for the horses, carriages, and other vehicles
of the President and of the Executive Office,
in the stables maintained in the District of
Columbia by and for the use of his depart-
ment.
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PURBLIC PROPERTY IN AND BELONGING TO
EXECUTIVE MANSION

§ 109. The steward, housekeeper, or such
other employee of the Executive Mansion as
the President may designate, shall, under
the directlon of the President, have the
charge and custody of and be responsible for
the plate, furniture, and public property
therein, and shall, before entering upon the
duties of the office, give bond for the faith-
ful discharge thereof, said bond to be in
the sum of $10,000, and to be approved by
the Director of the National Park Service.
A complete inventory, in proper books, shall
be made annually in the month of June,
under the direction of the Director of the
National Park Service, of all the public prop-
erty in and belonging to the Executive Man-
silon, showing when purchased, its cost, con-
dition, and final dispostilon. This inven-
tory shall be submitted to the President for
his approval, and shall then be kept for
reference in the office of the Director of the
National Park Service, which shall furnish
a copy thereof to the steward, housekeeper,
or other employees responsible for the
property.

FURNITURE FOR WHITE HOUSE

§ 110. All furniture purchased for the use
of the President's House shall be, as far as
practicable, of domestic manufacture. With
a view to conserving in the White House the
best specimens of the early American furni-
ture and furnishings, and for the purpose
of maintaining the interior of the White
House in keeping with its original design,
the Director of the National Park Service
is authorized and directed, with the approval
of the President, to accept donations of
furniture and furnishings for use in the
White House, all such articles thus donated
to become the property of the United States
and to be accounted for as such. The said
Director of the National Park Service is
further authorized and directed, with the
approval of the President, to appoint a tem-
porary committee composed of one repre-
sentative of the American Federation of
Arts, one representative of the National
Commission of Fine Arts, one representative
of the National Academy of Design, one
member of the American Institute of Archi-
tects, and five members representing the
public at large; the said committee to have
Iull power to select and pass on the articles
in question and to recommend the same for
acceptance,

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT REPORTS IN THE EXECU=-
TIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT; ANNUAL AP-
PROPRIATION; SALARY OF DIRECTOR

§ 111, There is authorized to be appropri-
ated annually to the Office of Government
Reports in the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent a sum not exceeding $1,500,000 in order
to (a) provide a central clearinghouse
through which individual citizens, organiza-
tlons of citizens, and State or local govern-
mental bodies may transmit inquiries and
complaints and receive advice and informa-
tion; (b) assist the President in dealing with
special problems requiring the clearance of
information between the Federal Govern-
ment and SBtate and local governments and
private institutions; (c) collect and distrib-
ute information concerning the purposes and
activities of executive departments and agen=
cies for the use of the Congress, administra-
tive officials, and the public; and (d) keep the
President currently informed of the opinions,
desires, and complaints of citizens and groups
of cltizens and of State and local govern-
ments with respect to the work of Federal
ngencies: Provided, That, in the expenditure
of such funds, section 5 of title 41 shall not
be construed to apply to ‘any purchase or
service where the aggregate amount involved
does not exceed $50: Provided further, That
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the President may fix the salary of the Direc~
tor of the Office of Government Reports at a
rate of not more than $10,000 per annum,

CHAPTER 3—PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT;
THE WHITE HOoUSE POLICE

Bee.

201. Protection of President and family au-
thorized.

202. White House police; establishment, con-
trol, and supervision; privileges, pow-
ers, and duties.

203. Personnel; appointment; vacancies,

204. Grades, salaries, and transfers of ap-
pointees.

205. Appointment in accordance with civil-

service laws.

206. Privileges of civil-service appoinfees,

207, Participation in police and firemen's re=

lief fund. E
Refunds to members appointed from
United States Park Police force.
Appropriation to carry out provisions,

FROTECTION OF PRESIDENT AND FAMILY
AUTHORIZED

§ 201, The protection of the person of the
President and the members of his immediate
family and of the person chosen to be Presi-
dent of the United States is authorized.
WHITE HOUSE POLICE; ESTABLISHMENT, CONTROL,

AND SUPERVISION; PRIVILEGES, FOWERS, AND
~ DUTIES

§ 202. There is hereby created and estab-
lished for the protection of the Executive
Mansion and grounds in the District of
Columbia a permanent police force, to be
known as the “White House Police.” Such
force shall be under the control and direct
supervision of the Chlef of the Becret Serv-
ice Division. The members of such force
shall possess privileges and powers and per-
form duties similar to those of the members
of the Metropolitan Police of the District of
Columbia, and such additional privileges
and duties as the Chief of the Secret Service
Division may prescribe, J

PERSONNEL, AFPOINTMENT, AND VACANCIES

§203. (a) The White House Police force
shall consist of such number of officers, with
grades corresponding to similar officers of
the Metropolitan Police force, and of such
number of privates, with grade correspond-
ing to that of private of the highest grade
in the Metropolitan Police force, as may be
necessary, but not exceeding 110 in num-
ber. Members of the White House Police
shall be appointed from the members of
the Metropolitan Police force and the United
States Park Police force from lists furnished
by the officers in charge of such forces.
Vacancies shall be filled in the same manner.

(b) Any vacancy in the Metropolitan
Police force or in the United States Park
Police force caused by appointments to the
White House Police force shall be filled in
the manner provided by law,

GRADES, SALARIES, AND TRANSFERS OF APPOINTEES

§204. (a) No person shall be appointed
& member of the White House Police force
at a grade lower than the grade held by him
as a member of the Metropolitan Police force
or of the United States Park Police force at
the time of his appointment.

(B) A member of the White House Palice
force shall receive a salary at the rate pro-
vided for the corresponding grade in the
Metropolitan Police force, and he shall be
furnished with uniforms and other neces-
sary equipment similar to the uniforms and
equipment furnished the United States Park
Police, and he shall be entitled to the same
leave allowances as a member of the United
States Park Police force.

(¢) Any member of the White House Police
force appointed thereto from the Metro-
politan Police force or the United States
Park Police force may be transferred to the

208,
209.
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organization of which he was a member at
the time of such appointment.

APPOINTMENT IN ACCORDANCE WITH CIVIL=
SERVICE LAWS

§ 205. In addition to appointment from
members of the Metropolitan Police force
and the United States Park Police force, as
provided in section 203 (a) of this title,
members of the White House Police force
may be appointed, and vacancies in such
force filled, in accordance with the provisions
of the civil-service laws and the regulations
issued pursuant thereto.

PRIVILEGES OF CIVIL~-SERVICE APPOINTEES

§ 206. Members appointed pursuant to sec-
tion 205 of this title shall be entitled to the
same privileges as to salary, grade, uniforms,
equipment, transfer, leave, relief funds, re-
tirement, and refunds as members appointed
from the Metropolitan Police force and the
United States Park Police force.

PARTICIPATION IN FOLICE AND FIREMEN'S RELIEF
FUND

§207. (a) A member of the United States
Park Police force appointed to the White
House Police force shall be included within
the provisions of section 12 of the act en=
titled “An act making appropriations to pro=-
vide for the expenses of the government of
the Distriet of Columbia for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1917, and for other purposes,"”
approved September 1, 1916, as amended,
upon payment into the policemen and fire-
men’s relief fund, District of Columbia, of an
amount equal to 114 percent of the total
basic salary received by him since September
1, 1916, as a member of such United States
Park Police force and as a watchman of the
United States in any public square or reserva-
tion of the District of Columbia.

(b) For the purposes of retirement under
such act, service with the United States Park
Police force and service as a watchman of the
United States in any public square or reserva=
tion of the District of Columbia shall be
deemed service with the White House Police
force.

(¢) Any member of the Metropolitan Police
force appointed to the White House Police
force shall continue to be subject to the pro-
visions of sectlon 12 of such act, and ap=-
pointment of such member to the White
House Police force or transfer of such mem=-
ber to his former organization shall not affect
any right, privilege, or duty of such member
under the provisions of such section of such
act,

REFUNDS TO MEMBERS APPOINTED FROM UNITED
STATES PARK POLICE FORCE

§ 208. A member of the United States Park
Police force appointed to the White House
Police force shall be paid a refund as pro=-
vided for In section 724 of title 5, and upon
transfer to the United States Park Police
force he shall be paid a refund from the
policemen and firemen’s relief fund of all
money paid by him as salary deductions into
such fund, and he shall be reinstated and
included within the provisions of sections
691, €93, 608, T07, 709-715, T16-719, T20-725,
727-729, and T30 of title 6 upon payment to
the Secretary of the Treasury of an amount
equal to the amount refunded to him, at the
time of such appointment, under the provi-
sions of section 724 of title 5, plus an amount
equal to 215 percent of the total basic salary
recelved by him during the perlod of his
service as a member of the White House
Police force. For the purposes of retirement
under sections 691, 693, 698, 707, T09-715,
716-719, T20-725, 727-729, and 730 of title 5,
service with the White House Police force
shall be deemed service with the TUnited
States Park Police force.

APPROFRIATION TO CARRY OUT PROVISIONS

§ 209, There is authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury
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not otherwise appropriated, such sums as
may be necessary to carry out the provisions
of sections 202-204, 207, and 208 of this title.

Sec. 2. The provisions of title 3, “The Pres-
ident,” set out in section 1 of this act, shall
be construed as a continuation of existing law
and no loss of rights, interruption of juris-
diction, nor prejudice to matters pending on
the effective date of this act shall result from
its enactment.

Sec. 3. The sections or parts thereof of the
Revised Statutes or Statutes at Large enu-
merated in the following schedule are here=-
by repealed. Any rights or liabilities now
existing under such sections or parts thereof
shall not be affected by this repeal.

U. 8. Code
Revised Statutes
Title Bection
Bection:
b . O T R i N 3| L
132 3|2
133 8|3
R SR S SR AR R 3|4,
D o e o e ke 3|8
138 3 | 9, nota,
139 3 .
140. 3 | 11, not.
141 3 | 13, note.
143 3 | 14, note.
144 3 | 15, note.
145 3| 186,
151 3|23
152 oo 8| 41,
153 3| 42,
154, 3 | 44,
1820 3| 49,
183212 3 | 50, note,
1833 ¢, 3 | 51, note.
Statutes at
TLarge U. 8. Code
[~
Date E E E _g:
e}
2l 3 |5 & |B| 3
o @ - B~ B w
1887—Feb. 8...| 90| 1,2,8, | 24| 373-375| 3| 5Snote, 8
4,5, 7 note
o 7 17-20.
1888—0Oct. 19..{1216] 1, 2....| 25| 613] 3| 11 note,
12
note,
3
note,
1006—June 23.. 34 454) 3| 43
1007—Feb. 26.. 34 093] 3| 44,
1009—Mar. 4__. 35 850 3| 42,
1810—June 25..| 36 773| 3| 48,
1911—Mar, 4. 36 0 1404| 3| 47.
1013—June 23. 38 123 3] 53,
1922—June 12.. 42 B 336| 3| 46.
Sept. 14. 42) B41-843| 3| 61-65,66
o
1023—Feb, 13.. 42 $1227) 8| 46,
1924—June 7... 43 521 3| 46,
1925—Feb. 28.. 43 1001| 3| 49,
1925—Mar, 3-- 43/91198, 1199| 3| 46,
Mar. 4. 43 101301 3| 44.
1926—Apr. 22_. 44 1305 3| 45.
Apr. 22.. 44 8305 3| 46.
1927—Feb, 11.. 44 81069] 3| 46.
1928—May 16.. 45 8573 3| 46.
May 20.. 45| 045-047| 38| 5a, Ta,
Q'ar
11a,
11h,
11e,
1920—Feb. 20.. 3| 46.
1930—Apr. 19_. 3| 46,
May 14.. 3 61823.
1831—Feb. 23_. 3| 46.
1932—June 30... 2| 46
1833—June 16.. a| 46,
1934—Mar. 28.. 3| 46,
June 5...| 3 3| 5a, 11b,
1le, 17,
41,
1935—Feb. 2... 3| 46.
May 28.. 3| 62.
1036—Mar, 19__| 15 3| 46.
1937—June 28_.| & 3| 46,
1938—May 23.. 3| 46,
1039—Mar, 16.. 3| 46,
Apr. 3... 8! 45a.

Footnotes at end of table.
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ﬂ'ﬁﬂr‘;ﬁ at U. 8. Code
=
Date ‘E g g §
al 3 [ & |2]| 3
& =] =
o|l & (5| & |[B] =
1840—Apr, 8_.. 112 3| 486,
Apr, 22.. 156 3| 62,
1841—Apr. 5... 1243 3| 46,
1942—June 27.. 123920 3| 46.
Oct. 9. _. 778| 3| 62a, 62b,
1943—June 26.. 12 160) 3| 46,
1944—June 27.. 12361 3| 46,
1045—May 3__. 1068 3| 46,
1946—Mar, 28.. B4l 3| 46,
Aug. 2. 811 3| 43.
Aug.2... 850| 3] 44,
1947—June 9. .. 132 3| 62,
July 18.. 380, 381 3| 24,
July 26_. 500( 3| 24,
July 30_. 12585 3| 46,

1 All provisions not heretofore affected or modified by
sct Jan. 19, 1886, ch. 4, see, 3, 24 Stat. 2.

2 Only the words, “the President’s House,"” appearing
in this section.

i Only the word, “Extension’ following the words,
“Architect of the bapit.c]:" and the words, “and the
President’s House,” appearing in this section,

4 Only the words, “the Vice President of the United
Btates", appearing in this section.

t Only the words, “and after the 3d of Mareh,
1009, the compensation of the President of the United
Btates shall be $75,000 per annum', in the eighth full

ph appearing on this page.

¢ Only the following paragraph appearing on this
page: “The Quartermaster General of the Army shall
provide suitabl dations for the horses, car-
riages, and other vehicles of the President and of the
Executive Office, in the stables maintained in the Dis-
trict of Columbia bgsand for the use of his department.”

T Only the words, “which protection is herealter
authorized,” in the first paragraph appearing on this

e
m*o:uy the proviso in the first ?aragraph under the
heading, “Office of the President”, appearing on this

page.

¥ Only the proviso in the first ];)amgraph under the
heading, “Office of the President”, on page 1188, said
}:urgﬂuso commencing on page 1198, and ending on page

1 Only the quoted words, “the Vice President of the
United States,”, a;;xpea:ing in the provisions amending
act Feb, 1907, ch, 1635, sec. 4, 34 Stat. 093,

11 Only the following words: “and on and after July
1, 1926, the compensation for such position shall be at
the rate of $10,000 per annum”, in the first paragraph
um{gli the heading, *“Office of the President”, appearing
on this page.

u On[y the proviso in the first paragraph under the
heading, “The White House Office”, appearing on this

page.

13 Only the second proviso in the paragraph under the
heading, “The White House Office’”’, sald proviso ap-
pearing on this page.

1 Only the words, “and the Viece President of the
United States", appearing in subsection (a) of section (01,

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the
bill H. R. 6412, to codify and enact into
law title 3 of the United States Code, en~
titled “The President,” has been favor=
ably reported to the House by unanimous
vote of the Committee on the Judiciary,
as part of a comprehensive plan to enact
the entire 50 titles of the code as legal
evidence of the law. I wish to emphasize
that this bill is not intended to make any
substantive changes in existing law. As
in the case of the bills enacting titles 1,
4, 6, 9, and 17, all of which have become
law during this Congress, the sections of
the present title of the code which are
still in force and effect are reenacted
without change. These provisions are
derived from numerous sections of the
Revised Statutes and Statutes at Large,
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as amended. This bill repeals, without
prejudice to existing rights or obligations,
the many separate enactments which are
incorporated in the proposed title thereby
making it entirely unnecessary to have
recourse to scores of volumes of the Stat-
utes at Large and the Revised Statutes to
determine the present status of the law.

As you know, title 3 of the United States
Code in its existing form is only prima
facie evidence of the law—the only legal
evidence being in the Revised Statutes
and the Statutes at Large. When this
bill is enacted title 3 will be legal evidence
and there will then be only one primary
source of the laws on the subject. The
title will thereafter be amended directly
whenever amendmenf is desirable or
necessary, and greater certainty and
clarity will prevail—to say nothing of
the convenience in finding the law in one
place instead of scores of places.

The committee amendments to the bill
are intended to eliminate provisions
which are now obsolete and which should
not be reenacted.

REASONS FOR THE AMENDMENTS

Section 111, relating to the Office of
Government Reports, was based upon
the act of June 9, 1941, authorizing an
annual appropriation for the Office of
Government Reports. This Office was
consolidated with the Office of War In-
formation which was subsequently abol-
ished by Executive Order 9608. There-
after, Executive Order 9809 of December
12, 1946, reestablished the Office of Gov-
ernment Reports, but no appropriation
was made for such office in the Inde-
pendent Offices Appropriation Act of
1948, and the conference committee on
that bill recommended that the office be
liguidated. The amendment therefore
would eliminate this section from the
proposed title 3 of the United States Code
as obsolete.

The amendment which strikes out sub-
section (a) of section 207 is intended to
restate the law as it exists today. Sub-
-section (a) is obsolete in view of section 5
of the act of July 1, 1930, which provides
that there should be deducted for the
benefit of the policemen and firemen’s
relief fund 315 percent of the monthly
pay of each member of the United States
Park Police and White House police
force. It is understood that all the pres-
ent White House policemen who were re-
cruited from the Park Police force are, in
fact, subject to this provision.

The amendment to subsection (b) of
section 207 is in the nature of a clarify-
ing amendment and to restate the law as
it exists today by eliminating the provi-
sions relating to watchmen of the United
States in public squares of the District of
Columbia, inasmuch as such designation
was changed by section 3 of the act of
December 5, 1919,

The amendment eliminating section
208 from the bill is intended to restate
title 3 by eliminating obsolete provisions.
It is believed that section 5 of the act of
September 14, 1922, has been superseded
and made obsolete by subsequent legisla-
tion which removed United States park
police from the coverage of the civil-
service retirement law and made them
subject to section 12 of the act of Sep-
tember 1, 1916, as amended. See, in this
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connection, sections 7 and 8 of the act of
May 27, 1924—Forty-third United States
Statutes, page 176—and section 5 of the
act of July 1, 1930—Forty-sixth United
States Statutes, page 840.

Mr. Speaker, I urge favorable action by
the House on this bill.

The Clerk read the committee amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 16, strike out the last two lines of the
chapter analysis reading:

“111. Office of Government Reports in the
Executive Office of the President, annual ap-
propriation; salary of Director.” p

Strike out section 111 commencing on page
20, line 8, and ending on page 21, line 8.

Page 21, strike out the line in the chapter
analysis reading:

“208. Refunds to members appointed from
United States Park Police force.

Strike out “209” in the next line and insert
in lieu thereo:. "“208."

Page 24, strike out lines 9 through 21; and
on line 22, strike out “(b)" and insert in lieu
thereof “§ 207. (a)” and strike out the words
“such act” and insert in lieu thereof: “Sec-
tion 12 of the act entitled ‘An act making ap-
propriations to provide for the expense of
the government of the District of Columbia
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and
for other purposes,’ approved September 1,
1916, as amended.”

Line 23, strike out the words “and service
as a watchman of the United States in any
public square or reservation of the District
of Columbia."”

Page 25, line 4, strike out “(c)” and insert
in lieu thereof “(b).”

Strike out section 208 appearing on pages
E;ﬂ%.nfl 26, and renumber section 209 to read

Page 28, in the tabulation of Statutes at
Large to be repealed, strike out the seventh
line reading “"June @ * * * 189 * * =
b5 247,248 3 54"

The committee amendmenis
agreed to.

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

CHOCTAW COAL & RAILWAY CO,

The.Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5891)
to repeal an act approved August 24, 1894,
entitled “An act to authorize the pur-
chasers of the property and franchises of
the Choctaw Coal & Railway Co. to organ-
ize a corporation, and to confer upon
the same all the powers, privileges, and
franchises vested in that company,” and
all acts amendatory thereof and supple-
mental thereto.

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

Whereas Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf Rail-
road Co., a corporation created under and by
virtue of the act approved August 24, 1804,
having become insolvent, and title to all of
its railways and other properties, and owner=
ship of all of its shares of capital stock, hav-
ing passed to and become vested in Chicago,
Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Co., a cor-
poration of the State of Delaware, and all of
its indebtedness discharged, by virtue of and
pursuant to consummation order and final
decree entered by the District Court of the
United States for the Northern Distriet of
Illinois, Eastern Division, on December 30,
1947: Therefore

Be it enacted, etec., That the act approved
August 24, 1894, entitled "An act to authorlze
the purchasers of the property and fran=
chises of the Choctaw Coal & Railway Co. to
organize a corporation and to confer upon
the same all the powers, privileges, and fran-

were
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chises vested in that company” (28 Stat. L.
502), and all acts amendatory thereof and
supplementary thereto, be, and the same are
hereby, repealed; and all the rights, powers,
immunities, privileges, and franchises, which
have been heretofore granted to or conferred
upon Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf Rallroad
Co. by any act or acts of Congress shall be,
and the same are, terminated.

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

PAY READJUSTMENT ACT OF 1942

The Clerk called the bill (8. 657) to
amend the Pay Readjustment Act of
1942, as amended, so as to authorize cred-
iting of service as a cadet, midshipman,
or aviation cadet for pay purposes, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. KEAN. Mr, Speaker, I object.

TRANSPORTATION FOR CERTAIN GOV-
ERNMENT PERSONNEL

The Clerk called the bill (S, 1525) to
provide for furnishing transportation for
certain Government and other personnel,
and for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the
Becretary of the Army, the Secretary of the
Navy, or the Secretary of the Air Force shall
determine that the effective conduct of the
affairs of his department requires assured
and adequate transportation facilities to and
from their places of employment for per-
sonnel attached to or employed by such de-
partment including, during any period of
war, personnel attached to or employed by
private plants engaged in the manufacture of
material for such departments, he is hereby
authorized in the absence of adequate private
or other facilities to provide such transpor-
tatlon, by motor vehicle or water carrler,
subject, however, to the following provisions
and conditions:

1. The equipment required to provide such
transportation facilities may be either pur-
chased, leased, or chartered for operation by
the Department of the Army, the Department
of the Navy, or the Department of the Air
Force, and when so obtained may be main-
tained and operated either by enlisted per-
sonnel, civil employees of the Department of
the Army, the Department of the Navy, or the
Department of the Air Force or by private
personnel under contract with such depart-
ments. Eguipment so obtained may also be
leased or chartered to private or public car-
riers for operation under such terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary of the Army, the
Secretary of the Navy, or the Secretary of
the Air Force, or such official within their
respective "departments as they may desig-
nate, shall determine necessary and advisable
under the existing circumstances: Provided,
That any equipment purchased, leased, or
operated by authority of this act shall have
a seating capacity of 12 or more passengers,

2, That in each case where transportation
facilities are provided hereunder, reason-
able rates of fare for the service furnished
shall be established and charged under such
regulations as the Secretary of ‘the Army,
the Secretary of the Navy, or the Secretary
of the Air Force shall prescribe; the receipts
from such fares, and the proceeds from the
leasing or chartering of any equipment as
provided in the foregoing paragraph, shall
be deposited in the Treasury of the United
Btates to the credit of miscellaneous re-
ceipts.
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8. The facilities and service authorized
hereunder shall be utilized only for the
transportation of personnel heretofore enum-
erated and for the purpose heretofore stated,
under such rules and regulations as may be
prescribed by authority of the Secretary of
the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, or the
Secretary of the Alr Force: Provided, how-
ever, That where the equipment and faecili-
ties herein provided for are pooled under
lease or charter agreements, the reciprocal
use of Government-owned and private-owned
equipment shall be deemed to be within the
intent of this paragraph,

4. The authority herein granted the Sec-
retary of the Army, the Secretary of the
Navy, and the Becretary of the Air Force
shall be exercised in each case only after a
determination by the Secretary of the Army,
the Secretary of the Navy, or the Secretary
of the Air Force, or such official within their
respective departments as they may desig-
nate, as the case may be, that existing
private and other facilities are not and can-
not be rendered adequate by other means,
that reasonable effort has been made to
induce operators of private facilities to pro-
vide the necessary service, and that fits
exercise will result in the most efliclent
method of supplying transportation to the
personnel concerned and a proper utiliza-
tion of transportation facilities.

B8ec. 2. It shall be the duty of the Secre-
tary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy,
and the Secretary of the Air Force, respec-
tively, to file with the Congress, within sixty
days after the end ‘of the fiscal year a sum-
marized report of the exercise of the au-
thority herein granted, which report shall
include (1) location, nature, and size of the
activity for which transportation facilities
were provided; (2) type, amount, and orig-
inal cost of equipment furnished; (3) out-
line of lease or charter for rented or re-
ciprocally used equipment with total costs
for period of use or operation; (4) citation
of authority of the Secretary of the Army,
the Secretary of the Navy, or the Secretary
of the Air Force under which exercised; and
(6) for each activity for which transporta-
tion facilities were provided, the maximum
number of motor vehicles or water carriers
used, the total miles operated, the total
revenue from fares or proceeds from the
leasing or chartering of equipment, the op-
erating and maintenance expense, deprecia-
tion, gross cost, and net cost.

8ec. 3. The act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for furnishing transportation for cer-
tain Government and other personnel neces-
gary for the effective prosecution of the war,
and for other purposes,” approved December
1, 1942 (56 Stat. 1024), as amended by sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 1 of the act
of April 9, 1946 (60 Stat. 86), is hereby re-
pealed.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 9, after the werd “war”, in-
sert “or national emergency declared by the
Congress or the President.”

The commitiee amendment was agreed
to. ;
The bill was ordered to be read a
third time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table,

EXCHANGING CERTAIN PROPERTY WITH
THE CITY OF EEARNEY, NEER.

The Clerk ealled the bill (H, R. 5181)
to authorize the Secretary of the Army
to exchange certain property with the
city of Kearney, Nebr.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-~
imous consent to substitute an identical
Senate bill (8. 2077) for the House bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

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

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

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Army is hereby authorized to convey ap-
proximately seventeen acres of land and im-
provements thereon owned by the United
Btates in Buffalo County, Nebr,, lying in the
south half southeast quarter section 27,
township 9 north, range 15 west of the sixth
prineipal meridian, and the Government-
owned improvements located on land leased
from the city of EKearney, Nebr., in said sec-
tion 27 constructed by the Army for an auto-
motive equipment repair shop, to the city
of Eearney, Nebr., in exchange for apprexi-
mately four hundred and forty-two and
seventy-four one-hundredths acres of land
in Buffalo County, Nebr., described as a tract
of land situated in section 27, township 9
north, range 15 west, more particularly de-
scribed as follows: Beginning at the north-
east corner of section 27; thence south along
the east section line two thousand eight
hundred and thirty-five feet, more or less;
thence in a westerly direction one thousand
slx hundred and seventy-five feet, more or
less; thence in a southwesterly direction one
thousand two hundred and eighty-five feet,
more or less; thence south parallel to the
east line of sectlon 27 eight hundred and
seventy-five feet, more or less; thence west
and parallel to the south line of section 27
two thousand five hundred and seventy feet,
more or less; thence north along the west
line of section 27 four thousand four hun-
dred and sixty feet, more or less, to the
northwest corner of section 27; thence east
five thousand two hundred and eighty feet,
more or less, along the north line of section
27 to place of beginning, which is to be con-
veyed to the United States by the city of
Kearney, Nebr., as a part of the Eearney
Army Air Field, Nebr, 1

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed.

A similar House bill (H. R. 5181) was
laid on the table.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AMENDING PARAGRAFH 1007 OF
TARIFF ACT OF 1930

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5608)
to amend paragraph 1007 of the Tariff
Act of 1930.

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

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to know what this bill does.

Mr. GOODWIN. Mr. Speaker, this bill
is intended to correct an inequity in the
present tariff on linen fire hose. It af-
fects five manufacturers in this country,
one in my own district, two in New York
City, one in California, and one in New
Jersey. It will enable these domestic
producers to compete with imports on a
more reasonable basis.

The Tariff Commission tells us that
it is the usual tariff practice to impose
a higher rate of duty on a finished prod-
uct than on the commodity which prin-
cipally goes into its manufacture. At
the present time there is no such differ-
ential as to linen fire hose,
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The ad valorem equivalent of the tariff
on the finished product today is about 30
percent. The tariff on the principal raw
material component, plied yarn is 30 per-
cent ad valorem.

I believe it is considered good tiarift
practice to have a differential of fromi 10
percent to 15 percent ad valorem in favor
of the finished product to take care of
the substantially higher cost of domestic
manufacture.

This bill will provide a differential of
about 10 percent ad valorem. This prod-
uct, linen fire hose, is used largely by con=
servation and forestry divisions of gov-
ernment, both Federal, and State, for
fire-fighting. It is also used in apart-
ment houses, hotels, hospitals, depart-
ment stores, and public buildings, It is
the type of unlined fire hose used exten=-
sively by transportation companies as
well as the Army, Navy, and Maritime
Commission,

While the industry affected by this bill
is not a large one, it is important for the
national security.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. The rate
will be 40 percent ad valorem if this bill
is passed? -

Mr. GOODWIN. Forty percent ad
valorem. .

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

FREE IMPORTATION OF EVERGREEN
TREES .

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 5612)
to provide for the free importation of
evergreen Christmas trees. .

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

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., Mr,
Speaker, I object.

FREE IMPORTATION OF SALT BRINE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5641)
to provide for the free importation of
salt brine.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That paragraph 1766
of the Tariff Act of 1930 is amended by insert-
ing before the period at the end thereof a
semicolon and the following: “salt brine con-
taining not less than 15 percent nor more
than 28 percent of sodium chloride.”

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

EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT,
‘ALAMEDA, CALIF.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5642)
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to
grant to the East Bay Municipal Utility
District, an agency of the State of Cali-
fornia, an easement for the construction
and operation of a water main in and
under certain Government-owned lands
comprising a part of the United States
naval air station, Alameda, Calif.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr, EEAN. Mr. Speaker, I'ask unani-
mous consent to substitute an identical
Senate bill, 8. 2233, for the House bill.

. The Clerk read the title of the Senate
ill.

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

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to
grant and convey to the East Bay Municipal
Utility Distriet, an agency of the State of
California, without cost to the sald utility
district, and subject to such terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary of the Navy may
deem proper, a perpetual easement for the
construction, maintenance, operation, re-
newal, replacement, and repair of a water-
pipe line or lines within a strip of land 10
feet wide extending a distance of 739.91 feet
along the eastern boundary of lands com-
poising a part of the United States naval alr
station, Alameda, Calif., contiguous to Web-
ster Street, metes and bounds description of
which is on file in the Navy Department.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed.

A similar House hill (H. R. 5642) was
laid on the table.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PERMITTING CERTAIN RELATIVES TO
RECEIVE BENEFITS OF ARMED FORCES
LEAVE BONDS OF DECEASED VETERANS

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 5758)
to amend further the Armed Forces
Leave Act of 1946, as amended, to per-
mit certain payments to be made to sur-
viving brothers and sisters, and nieces
and nephews, of deceased members and
former members of the armed forces.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 2 and 6
of the Armed Forces Leave Act of 1946, as
amended, are hereby amended as follows:

(a) Bection 2. At the end thereof add a
new paragraph as follows:

“(h) The terms ‘brother’ and ‘sister’ in-
clude brothers and sisters of the half blood
as well as those of the whole blood, step-
brothers and stepsisters, and brothers and
sisters through adoption.”
! (b) Section 6. In paragraph (2) of sub-

section (a) delete “to such holder's surviv-
ing spouse and children, if any, in equal
shares, and if such holder leaves no sur-
viving spouse or child or children, then in
equal shares to such holder’s surviving par-
ents, if any”, and insert in lleu thereof the
following:

“(1) to such holder's surviving spouse and
children, it any, in equal shares;

“(i1) if such holder leaves no surviving

spouse or child or children, then in equal
shores to such holder’s surviving parents, if
any;
“(iil) if such holder leaves no surviving
spouse, child, or parent, then in equal shares
to such holder's surviving brothers and sis-
ters, if any; and

*“(iv) if such holder leaves no surviving
spouse, child, parent, brother, or sister, then
in equal shares to the surviving child or
children, if any, of such holder’s deceased
brothers and sisters.”

(c) Section 6. In subsection (b) delete
*To such member's or former member's sur-
viving spouse and children, if any, in equal
shares; and if such member or former mems-
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ber leaves no surviving spouse or child or
children, then in equal shares to his sur-
vivin), parents, if any”, and insert in lieu
thereof the following:

“(1) to such member's or former mem-
ber's surviving spouse and children, if any,
in equal shares;

“(i1) if such member or former member
leaves no surviving spouse or child or chil-
dren, then in equal shares to such member's
or former member's surviving parents, if
any;

“(ii1) if such member or former member
leaves no surviving spouse, child, or parent,
then in equal shares to such member's or
former member's surviving brothers and
sisters, If any; and

“(iv) if such. member or former mem-
ber leaves no surviving spouse, child, par-
ent, brother, or sister, then in equal shares
to the surviving child or children, if any,
of such member's or former member's de-
ceased brothers and sisters.”

Bec. 2. A sum equal to the amount of any
bond or check heretofore covered into the
general fund of the Treasury, for lack of
survivors pursuant to section 6, paragraph
(2), of subsection (a), of the Armed Forces
Leave Act, shall be payable, upon request,
to any survivor entitled thereto under the
provisions of said section 6, paragraph (2)
of subsection (a), as amended by this act.

Sec. 3. The provisions of this act shall be
effective from August 9, 1946.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 3, line 24, after the colon insert the
following: “Provided, That in any case where
payment under the provisions of section 6,
paragraph 2 of subsection (a) has been re-
fused to a person not a survivor, as defined
by the Armed Forces Leave Act of 1946 as
heretofore in force, and the bond has nct
been retired or the proceeds of the check
been paid into the general fund, payment
shall be made upon application by those per=-
sons. now entitled to payment under the
provisions of section 6, paragraph 2 of sub-
section (a) as amended by this act.”

The committee
agreed to.

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

CONTINUE SUSPENSION OF IMPORT
DUTIES ON SCRAP METAL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6242)
to continue until the close of -June 30,
1949, the present suspension of import
duties on scrap iron, scrap steel, and
nonferrous metal scrap.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of March
13, 1942, entitled “An act to suspend the
effectiveness during the existing national
emergency of tariff duties on scrap irun,
scrap steel, and nonferrous metal scrap,”
as amended (Public Law 497, 77th Cong.; 56
Stat. 171; Public Law 284, 80th Cong.), is
hereby amended by striking out *June 20,
1948" and inserting in lieu thereof “June 30,
lm.li

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

AMENDING PARAGRAPH 813 OF THE
TARIFF ACT OF 1930
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5965)
to amend paragraph 813 of the Tariff
Act of 1930.

amendment was

May 18

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

Be il enacted, ete, That paragraph 813 of
schedule 8 of the Tariff Act of 1930 is amended
to read as follows:

“PAR. 813. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this act, the duties imposed on
beverages in this schedule which are subject
also to Internal revenue taxes shall be im-
posed only on the guantities subject to such
taxes."”

Sec. 2. The amendment made by the first
sectlon of this act shall be effective as to
such merchandise entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on and
after the thirtieth day after the date of the
enactment of this act and shall apply to
entries and withdrawals before that date
which have not become final by operation
of law.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, strike out all of section 2 and insert:

“SEec. 2. This amendment shall be effective
as to all such merchandise entered, or with-
drawn from warehouse, for consumption on
or after the day following the date of the
enactment of this act and shall apply also to
any such merchandise entered or withdrawn
before that day with respect to which the
liquidation of the entry or withdrawal, the
exaction, or the decision as to dutiable
quantity has not become final by reason of
section 514, Tariff Act of 1930."

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

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

AMEND SECTION 24 OF THE FEDERAL
FOWER ACT

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1305) to
amend section 24 of the Federal Power
Act so as to provide that the States may
apply for reservation of portions of
power sites released for entry, location,
or selection to the States for highway
purposes.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That sectlon 24 of the
Federal Power Act, as amended, is amended
by inserting before the period at the end of
the first proviso thereof a colon and the fol-
lowing new proviso: “Provided further, That
before any lands applied for, or heretofore or
hereafter reserved, or classified as power
sites, are declared open to location, entry, or
selection by the Secretary of the Interior,
notice of intention to make such declaration
shall be given to the Governor of the State
within which such lands are located, and
such State shall have 90 days from the date
of such notice within which to file, under
any statute or regulation applicable thereto,
an application for the reservation to the
State, or any political subdivision thereof,
of any lands required as a right-of-way for
& public highway or as a source of materials
for the construction and maintenance of
such highways, and a copy of such applica-
tion shall be filed with the Federal Power
Commission; and any location, entry, or se-
lection of such lands, or subsequent patent
thereof, shall be subject to any rights granted
the State pursuant to such application.”

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OVER
PROBATIONERS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2766)
to amend section 2 of an act, entitled “An
act to provide for the establishment of a
probation system in the United States
courts, except in. the District of Co-
lumbia,” approved March 4, 1925, as
amended (18 U. 5. C. 725).

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

Be it enacted, eic., That section 2 of an
act, entitled “An act to provide for the estab-

. lishment of a probation system In the United
Btates courts, except In the District of
Columbia,” approved March 4, 1925, as
amended (18 U. 8. C. 725), is hereby amended
to read as follows:

“Sec, 2, When directed by the court, the
probation officer shall report to the court,
with a statement of the conduct of the
probationer while on probation, The court
may thereupon discharge the probationer
from further supervision and may terminate
the proceedings against him, or may extend
the probation, as shall seem advisable.

“Whenever during the period of his proba-
tion, a probationer heretofore or hereafter
placed on probation, goes from the district
in which he is being supervised to another
district, jurisdiction over him may be trans-
ferred, in the discretion of the court, from
the court for the district from which he goes
to the court for the other district, with the
concurrence of the latter court. Thereupon
the court for the district to which jurisdie-
tion is transferred shall have all power with
respect to the probationer that was previously
possessed by the court for the district from
which the transfer is made. This process un-
der the same conditions may be repeated
whenever during the period of his probation
the probationer goes from the district in
which he is being supervised to another dis-
trict.

“At any time within the probation period
the probation officer may for cause arrest the
probationer wherever found, without a war-
rant, or the court for the district in which
the probationer is being supervised may issue
a warrant for his arrest. Such warrant may
be executed by either the probation officer
or the United States marshal of either the
district in which the probationer is being
supervised or of any district in which the
probationer shall be found. If the proba-
tioner shall be so arrested in a district other
than that in which he 1s being supervised,
he shall be returned to the district out of
which such warrant shall have been issued,
unless jurisdiction over him is transferred as
above provided to the district in which he is
found, and in that case he shall be detained
pending further proceedings in such district.
As speedily as possible after arrest the pro-
bationer shall be taken before the court for
the district having jurisdiction over him,
At any time after the probation period, but
within the maximum period of probation
permitted by section 1 of this act, the court
for the district in which the defendant was
last being supervised, may issue a warrant
and cause the defendant to be arrested and
brought before the court, Thereupon the
court may revoke the probation or the
suspension of sentence. If there was no
previous sentence, the court upon the revo-
cation of probation may impose any sen-
tence which might originally have been im-
posed. If there was a previous sentence, the
court may confirm it or set it aside and im-
pose a new sentence not longer than the
previous sentence."

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. REEVES: Page 2,
line 14, after the word “made"”, change the
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period to a comma and add the following:
“except that the period of probation shall
not be changed without the consent of the
sentencing court.”

The amendment was agreed to.

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

EXTEND MATURITY DATE OF CERTAIN
BRIDGE BONDS !

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3402)
to extend the authorized maturity date
of certain bridge revenue bonds to be
issued in connection with the refunding
of the acquisition cost of the bridge
across the Missouri River at Rulo, Nebr.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the first sentence
of section 5 (e) of the act entitled “An act
to authorize the construction of certain
bridges and to extend the times for com-
mencing and/or completing the construction
of other bridges over the navigable waters
of the United States,” approved March 4,
1933, is amended by striking out “20 years"
and inserting in lieu thereof “30 years.”

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 8, after the comma, insert: “as
it relates to the bridge across the Missourl
River at Rulo, Nebr.”

Page 3, line 1, after the word “years”, insert
a semicolon and the following: “and the
second sentence of section 5 (e) of said act
is amended by striking out the language ‘or
the rates of toll shall thereafter be so ad-
Justed as to provide a fund of not to exceed
the amount necessary for the proper mainte-
nance, repair, and operation of the bridge
and its approaches under economical man=-
agement.'”

The committee amendments were
agreed to. )

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

TRANSFER ARMY VESSEL “HYGIENE"
TO ALASEA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3883)
to authorize and direct the Secretary of
War to transfer to the Territory of
Alaska the title to the Army vessel
Hygiene,

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

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of
War is hereby authorized and directed to
transfer to the Territory of Alaska the title
of the United States to a certain Army vessel,
known as the Hygiene, listed in the records
of the War Department as Army vessel FS-35,
and which the War Department has hereto-
fore made avallable on a temporary basis for
use by the Alaska Territorial Health Service,
The transfer of said vessel shall be without
charge to the Territory of Alaska,

‘With the following committee amend-
ments:
Page 1, line 3, strike out “War” and insert

“the Army.”

Page 1, line 6 strike out “War and after
the word “Department” insert “of the
Army.”

Page 1, line 7, strike out *“War” and after
the word “Department” insert “of the Army.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to authorize and direct the Secre-
tary of the Army to transfer to the Terri-
tory of Alaska the title to the Army vessel
Hygiene.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

DELEGATION OF CERTAIN POWERS 'TO
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4032)
to amend certain provision of law re-
lating to the naval service so as to au-
thorize the delegation to the Secretary
of the Navy of certain discretionary
powers vested in the President of the
United States.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, reserving the right to object, I would
like to ask the author of the bill relative
to the delegation of authority to the
Secretary of the Navy. I understand
that the Armed Services Committee has
been holding hearings on the Executive
order that permits the retired admirals
and others to have three or four assist-
ants for life. Does this bill go to the
heart of that matter, or is this another
approach to it? I am hesitant about
giving the Secretary of the Navy or the
President some additional powers that
might add three or four more assistants
for those people who are retired from
military service. I would like to have
an explanation of the bill before I permit
it to be considered.

Hearing no explanation, Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4114) to
amend the Public Health Service Act to
permit certain expenditures, and for
other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That section 301 (d) of
the Public Health Service Act, as amrended
(42 U, 8. C. 241 (d)), is amended by chang-
ing the semicolon at the end thereof to a
comma and adding: “"and include in the
grants for any such project grants of peni-
cillin and other antiblotic compounds for
use in such project;”.

SEc. 2. (a) Paragraph (a) of section 321 of
such act (42 U. 8. C. 248 (a)) 1s amended to
read as follows:

“{a) Control, manage, and operate all in-
stitutions, hospitals, and stations of the Serv-
ice, including minor repairs and mainte-
nance and provide for the care, treatment,
and hospitalization of patients, including the
furnishing of prosthetic and orthopedic de-
vices, and tobacco; and from time to time,
with the approval of the President, select
suitable sites for and establish such addi-
tional institutions, hospitals, and stations in
the States and possessions of the United
States as in his judgment are necessary to
enable the Service to discharge its functions
and duties;”.

(b) Subsection (d) of such section (42
U. 8. C. 248 (d)) is amended by striking out
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the period at the end of such subsection and
inserting the following in lieu thereof: “, and
for the payment of expenses of preparing and
transporting the remains of, or the payment
of reasonable burial expenses for, any patient
dying in a hospital or station.”

SEC. 3. Bubsection (e) of section 322 of such
act 42 U. 8. C. 249 (e)) is amended by in-
serting after the phrase “Persons entitled to
care and treatment under subsection (a) of
this section” the words “and persons whose
care and treatment is authorized by sub-
section (¢).”

SEc., 4. Section 831 of such act (42 U. 8. C.
2566) is amended by adding at the end there-
of the following new sentence: “Such funds
shall also be available, subject to regulations,
for transportation of recovered indigent leper
patients to their homes within the conti-
nental United States, including subsistence
allowance while traveling.”

Sec. 5. Subsection (b) of section 344 of
such act (42 U. 8. C. 260 (b)) is amended
by adding at the end thereof the following
new sentence: “Appropriations available for
the care and treatment of addicts admitted
to a hospital of the Service under this sec-
tion shall be available, subject to regula-
tions, for paying the cost of transportation
to any place within the continental United
States, including subsistence allowance while
traveling, for any such addict who is dis-
charged as cured.”

SEC. 6. Section 504 of such act (42 U. 8. C.
222) is amended by adding at the end there-
of the following new sentence: “Funds avail-
able for the operation of such hospitals, in-
stitutions, and stations of the Service shall
also be available for expenditure to meet
court costs and other expenses incident to
proceedings for the commitment, to St.
Elizabeths Hospital or to any hospital, insti-
tution, or station of the Service, of any men-
tally incompetent person entitled to treat-
ment by the Service.”

Sec. 7. Section 509 of such act (42 U. 8. C.
227) is amended to read as follows:

““Sec. 508. Appropriations for carrying out
the purposes of this act shall be available for
expenditure for personal services and rent at
the seat of Government; books of reference,
periodicals, and exhibits; printing and bind-
ing; transporting in Government-owned
automotive equipment, to and from school,
children of personnel who have quarters for
themselves and their families at stations de-
termined by the Surgeon General to be iso-
lated stations; expenses incurred in pursuing,
identifying, and returning prisoners who
escape from any hospital, institution, or sta-
tion of the Service or from the custody of any
officer or employee of the Bervice, including
rewards for the capture of such prisoners;
furnishing, repairing, and cleaning such
wearing apparel as may be prescribed by the
Surgeon General for use by employees in the
performance of their official dutles; reime-
bursing officers and employees, subject to
regulations of the Administrator, for the cost
of repairing or replacing their personal be-
longings damaged or destroyed by patients
while such officers or employees are engaged
in the performance of their official duties;
and maintenance of buildings of the National
Institute of Health.”

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 2, strike out lines 11 to 186, inclusive,
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“(b) Such section is further amended by
strking out the word ‘and’ at the end of
paragraph (c), by striking out the period
at the end of paragraph (d) and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘; and,’ and by inserting after
paragraph (d) the following new paragraph:

“*(e) Provide, to the extent the Surgeon
General determines that other public or
private funds are not available therefor, for
the payment of expenses of repairing and
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transporting the remains of, or the payment
of reasonable burial expenses for, any patient
dying in a hospital or station'.”

Page 3, line 21, strike out *“such” and
Insert “indigent.”

Page 4, line 3, after "expenses”, insert
“of the Service."

The committee
agreed to.

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

AMENDMENT OF GENERAL BRIDGE ACT
OF 1946

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4190)
to amend the General Bridge Act of 19486,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. EELN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that a similar Senate bill
(S. 1651) be considered in lieu of the
House bill.

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

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the General Bridge
Act of 1946 be, and the same is hereby,
amended by striking out section 508 thereof
and by inserting in lieu of said section a
new section to be designated as section 506
and to read as follows:

“Sec. 506. If tolls are charged for the use
of an interstate bridge constructed or taken
over or acquired by a State or States or by
any municipality or other political subdivi-
sion or public agency thereof, under the
provisions of this title, the rates of toll shall
be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient
to pay for the reasonable cost of maintain-
ing, repairing, and operating the bridge and
its approaches under economical manage-
ment, and to provide a sinking fund sufficient
to amortize the amount paid therefor, in-
cluding reasonable interest and financing
cost, as soon as possible under reasonable
charges, but within a period of not to exceed
30 wears from the date of completing or
acquiring the same. After a sinking fund
sufficlent for such amortization shall have
been so provided, such bridge shall there-
after be maintained and operated free of
tolls. An accurate record of the amount paid
for acquiring the bridge and its approaches,
the actual expenditures for maintaining,
repairing, and operating the same, and of
the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and
shall be available for the information of all
persons interested.”

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

A similar House bill (H. R. 4190) was
laid on the table.

ALLOTMENTS TO STATES FOR CONSTRUC=-
TION OF HOSPITALS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4816)
to amend section 624 of the Public Health
Service Act so as to provide a minimum
allotment of $250,000 to each State for
the construction of hospitals,

Mr. EEAN. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over
without prejudice.

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

There was no objection,

amendments were

May 18

DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS SAND AT FORT
STORY, VA.

The Clerk called the hill (H. R. 5283)
to provide for the disposal of surplus sand
at Fort Story, Va.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding
any other provision of law, the Secretary of
the Army is hereby authorized and em-=-
powered to dispose of surplus sand on Gov=-
ernment-owned lands at Fort Story, Va., by
sale, upon such terms and conditions as are
deemed advisable by him.

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

DEFENSE HOMES CORPORATION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5509)
to authorize Defense Homes Corporation
to convey to Howard University certain
lands in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes.

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

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Reserving
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, may 1
ask the committee having charge of the
bill with regard to the progress they are
making on a bill to take care of the
school and buildings for the Booker T.
Washington group. I understand this
bill was substituted for one to transfer
this property to the Booker T. Washing-
ton Memorial. Is any work being done
now to take care of that organization?

Mr. DONDERO. I will yield to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McGREGOR]
to speak for the committee on that
martter.

Mr. McGREGOR. As the gentleman
knows, two bills were introduced, one by
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
Mirter] to transfer Carver and Slowe
Halls to the Booker T. Washington
Birthplace Memorial, and one by the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
McCormack] to transfer the ownership
of the property to Howard University.
These two buildings were constructed a
number of years ago for one specific pur-
pose, to provide housing for the colored
workers of the District of Columbia.

We went into this matter very care-
fully because we felt we wanted to do
everything we possibly could for the
Booker T. Washington Memorial, as we
recognized the splendid work they are
doing, but we also recognized that How-
ard University is, after all, what might
be considered a Federal institution, and
we are providing money for its upkeep.
After careful examination we felt that
the Booker T. Washington Birthplace
Memorial would find it practically im-
possible to recondition Slowe and Carver
Halls for their particular use. We have
met with representatives of the District
government. We thought we had it
ironed out, as the gentleman from
Nebraska knows. However, since that
time we have found that the parking
units are going right through that area.
We now have another meeting scheduled
with them, which we hope will be within
the next 10 days or 2 weeks, so that we
will have facilities to give some aid to the
Booker T. Washington Memorial,
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The reason we are seeking to pass this
bill today is that the Defense Homes Cor-
poration ceases to exist on June 30, which
means that time is of the essence, and it
is necessary that some kind of legisla-
tion be passed so that the Defense Homes
Corporation will know what to do with
Carver and Slowe Halls. 1 feel we are
making progress on the gentleman’s re-
quest to give some aid to the Booker T.
Washington Memorial, because we all
recognize the splendid work they are
doing.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska., As the
gentleman knows, the Booker T. Wash-
ington group is doing a splendid work

and taking care of some 95 percent -

of the colored people who are not able to
go to universities. I realize there are
going to be some problems that will have
to be worked out between the Defense
Homes Corporation and the Commission-
ers of the city of Washington. I would
think it would be a fine thing if this bill
could be passed over without prejudice,
in order to bring those two bills along
together, because you may have to com-
promise some differences between the
District Commissioners and the Defense
Homes Corporation. Therefore, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

MOUNT VERNON MEMORIAL HIGHWAY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5842)
to provide for the acquisition of addi-
tional land along the Mount Vernon Me-
morial Highway in exchange for certain
dredging privileges, and for other pur-
poses,

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be re-
committed to the Committee on Public
Works for further consideration and
hearings.

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

There was no objection.

REENTRY PERMITS TO CERTAIN ALIENS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5922)
relating to the issuance of reentry per-
mits to certain aliens.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (b)
of section 10 of the act of May 26, 1924 (43
Stat. 158; U. S. C., title 8, sec. 210 (b)), is
amended to read as follows:

*{b) If the Commissioner of Immigration
and Naturalization finds (1) that the alien
has been legally admitted to the United
States, or (2) that the alien has been legally
admitted to the United States between July
1, 1924, and July 5, 1932, both dates inclusive,
under clause (6) of section 3, and has con-
tinually resided in the United States since
such entry, and that the application is made
in good fath, he chall, with the approval of
the Attorney General, issue tre permit,
specifying therein the length of time, not ex-
ceeding 1 year, during which it shall be valid.
The permit shall be in such form as shall be
by regulations prescribed and shall have per-
manently attached thereto the photograph
of the alien to whom issued, together with
such other matter as may be deemed neces-
sary for the complete identification of the
alien,”
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With the following committee amend-
ment:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause and
substitute therefor the following:

“That section 10 of the Immigration Act of
May 26, 1924 (43 Stat. 158-169; 8 U, 8. C, 210
(a)-210 (f)), is hereby amended by adding
a new subsection, to be known as subsection
(g), and to read as follows:

“‘(g) An alien lawfully admitted to the
United States, pursuant to clause 6, section 3
of this act, between July 1, 1924, and July 5,
1932, both dates inclusive, who since entry
has maintained the status required of him
at the time of his admission and who desires
to visit abroad and return to the United
States to resume the status existing at time
of his departure for such visit, may apply to
the Commissioner of Immigration and Nat-
uralization for a Treaty Merchants Return
Permit which may be issued by the Com-
missioner, with the approval of the Attorney
General, if he finds that the applicant is
entitled thereto. Such a permit shall, in the
possession of the persons to whom issued, be
accepted in lieu of any visa otherwise re-
quired from nonimmigrants under this act or
section 30 of the Alien Registration Act of
1940 (54 Stat. 673; 8 U. S. C. 451). Each per-
mit shall be valid for a period therein desig-
nated not exceeding 1 year, but may be ex-
tended for good cause shown to the satisfac-
tion of the Commissioner of Immigration
and Naturalization for a period or periods
not exceeding 6 months each. For the is-
suance of any such permit or any extension
thereof there shall be paid to the Commis-
sioner of Immigration and Naturalization a
fee of $3 which shall be covered into the
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. The
necessary forms and other requirements to
effect the purposes of this subsection shall
be prescribed by regulations of the Commis-
sioner of Immigration and Naturalization,
with the approval of the Attormey General.
Bubsection (e) shall be applicable to this
subsection.'”

i The committee amendment was agreed
0.

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

EXTENDING PROVISIONS OF TITLE VI OF
THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE ACT TO
THE VIRGIN ISLANDS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5889)
to extend the provisions of title VI of the
Public Health Service Act to the Virgin
Islands.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that this bill be passed
over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

NATIONAL ARCHIVES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6293)
to amend the act of June 19, 1934, pro-
viding for the establishment of the Na-
tional Archives, so as to provide that
certain fees collected by the Archivist
shall be available for disbursement in
the interest of the National Archives.

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

Mr., PHILLIPS of California. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this bill covers a matter in which the
Committee on Appropriations has some
concern. Until the Commitee on Appro-
priations can investigate, I ask unani-
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mous consent that the bill be passed over
without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

AMENDING TITLE VI OF THE PUBLIC
HEALTH SERVICE ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6339)
to amend the provisions of title VI of
the Public Health Service Act relating
to standards of maintenance and opera-
ggln for hospitals receiving aid under that

e.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (d)
of section 623 of the Public Health Service
Act, as amended, is amended to read:

“(d) If any State, prior to July 1, 1948,
has not enacted legislation providing that
compliance with minimum standards of
maintenance and operation shall be required
prior to that date (or, at the option of the
State, required within such time after enact-
ment of the legislation as the Surgeon Gen-
eral finds reasonable) in the case of hos-
pitals which shall have received Federal gid
under this title,. such State shall not be
entitled to any further allotments under
section 624 until such time as such State
has enacted such legislation. Upon enact-
ment of such legislation after July 1, 1948,
the prohibition in this subsection against
further allotments to such State under this
part shall no Ionger be effective and such
State shall, subject to the other requirements
of this part, be entitled to allotments under
section 624 for the fiscal year in which such
legislation is enacted and for the preceding
fiscal year."

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

ST. ELIZABETHS HOSPITAL

The Clerk ®alled the bill (H. R. 6289)
to provide for the veoluntary admission
and ireatment of mental patients at St.
Elizabeths Hospital.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the Superin-
tendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital may re-
ceive therein as a boarder and patient any
adult person who appears to the Superin-
tendent to be in need of mental care and
treatment in a mental hospital, and who
makes written application therefor and who
is determined by the Superintendent to be
mentally competent to make such applica-
tion; and any person, under the age of 21
years, who appears to the Superintendent to
be in need of mental care and treatment in
& mental hospital, and whose parent, legal
guardian, or other legal representative
makes written application on behalf of such
minor: Provided, That no such person shall
be received as a boarder and patient in St.
Elizabeths Hospital under authority of this
act unless the certification provided for in
subsection (b) of this section shall have been
made with respect to him: Provided further,
That no person shall be permitted to remain
in such hospital as boarder and patient after
the need for his treatment at a mental hos-
pital has ceased: And provided jurther, That
no person shall be permitted to remaih in
such hospital as a boarder and patient after
the Superintendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital
or his authorized representative has been
notified that the certification provided for in
subsection (b) has been revoked.

(b) Upon request therefor by the Super-
intendent of 8St. Elizabeths Hospital, the
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Board of Public Welfare, if it finds that any
person with respeet to whom the applica-
tion described in subsection (&) has been
made was a resident of and domiciled within
the District of Columbia for 1 year next pre-
ceding the time of such application, shall
certify to the Superintendent that it will re-
imburse St. Elizabeths Hospital the cost of
caring for such person as provided in section
3 of this act; except that if the Board finds
that such person, or any other person legally
responsible for his care, is able to pay all or
any part of the cost of such care, the Board
shall not be required to make a certification
unless it has, pursuant to section 3, made an
agreement satisfactory to it for payment to
the District of Columbia of the cost of such
care or such part of such cost.

Sec. 2. Any person received at St. Eliza-
beths Hospital for mental care and treatment
under section 1 of this act shall not be de-
tained there more than 3 days after having
given written notice to the Superintendent
thereof requesting his release, or, in the case
of any such person who is under the age of
21 years, more than 3 days after he or his
parent, legal guardian, or other legal repre-
sentative gives such notice: Provided, That
(a) if within such 3-day period there shall
be filed in the District Court of the United
States for the District of Columbia a petition
with respect to such person, as provided by
the act entitled “An Act to provide for in-
sanity proceedings in the District of Colum-
bia,” approved August 9, 1939, or (b) if an
authorized representative of the Board of
Public Welfare, upon receipt of a notice
signed by the Superintendent of St. Eliza-
beths Hospital or his authorized representa-
tive stating that in his opinion said person
is of unsound mind and should not be al-
lowed to remain at liberty or go unrestrained,
shall within such 3-day period file a verified
petition for a writ de lunatico inquirendo, or
for an order of commitment, accompanied
by the aforesaid notice, in the said District
Court, alleging upon information and belief
that such person is of unsound mind and
should not be allowed to remain at liberty
or go unrestrained, such person shall be de-
tained by the Superintendent of St. Eliza-
beths Hospital until a final judgment is en-
tered by the court upon any¥ such petition
and any petition filed in accordance with
clause (b) of this proviso, accompanied by
the aforesald notice, shall forthwith be re-
ferred by the court to the Commission on
Mental Health, which said petition and no-
tice shall be sufficient to initiate proceedings
before said Commission. Pending the hear-
ing upon the petition, such person need not
be sent to Gallinger Hospital for observation
and treatment, but shall be detained in St.
Elizabeths Hospital for observation and
treatment,

Sec. 8. The cost of board, medical care, and
treatment furnished under this act shall be a
charge upon the District of Columbia and
shall be paid by the District of Columbia to
St. Elizabeths Hospital. The District of Co-
lumbia is authorized to make such agreement
as it deems necessary with any patient seek-
ing board, medical care, and treatment under
this act, or any other person or persons legal-
1y responsible therefor, for payment to the
District of Columbia of the cost of such
board, medical care, and treatment, or for the
payment of a part of such cost; and is further
authorized to take appropriate steps by legal
action or otherwise to enforce such agree-
ment or, in the absence of an agreement, to
recover such cost of board, medical care, and
treatment, or any part thereof, from the
patient or from any person or persons legally
liable therefor, The District of Columbia
shall not be charged with the cost of board,
medical care, and treatment furnished for
any boarder and patient with respect to
whom the certification required under sec-
tion 1 of this act shall have been revoked by
the Board of Public Welfare, and the said
Board is authorized to order revocation of
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any such certificatibn: (a) When any person
fails to make any pgyment under any agree-
ment entered into under this act for the cost
of board, medical care, and treatment; or
(b) when, after a boarder and patient has
been admitted to such hospital under a cer-
tification, without any agreement having
been entered into for his care and treatment,
the sald Board determines, upon evidence
satisfactory to it, that such boarder and
patient is able, or other persons legally liable
for his care are financially able, to bear all or
part of such cost; or (¢) when such certifica-
tion has been made erroneously: Provided,
That revocation of such certification shall not
take effect until a copy of the order of revoca-
tion shall have been served upon the Super-
intendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital or his
authorized representative,

S£c. 4. The Superintendent of St. Eliza-
beths Hospital, with the approval of the Fed-
eral SBecurity Administrator, is authorized to
prescribe such regulations as he shall deem
necessary to carry out the provisions of this
act relating to the hospital.

Sec. 5. The Commissioners of the District
of Columbia are authorized to prescribe such
regulations as they shall deem necessary to
carry out the provisions of this act relating
to the Board of Public Welfare and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

BEc, 6 This act shall become effective 60
days after enactment,

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

CANADIAN FISHING VESSELS AT ALASEKAN
PORTS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6110)
to permit the landing of halibut by Ca-
nadian fishing vessels to Alaskan ports,
and for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, etc.,, That notwithstanding
the provisions of section 4311 of the Revised
Statutes (46 U. 8. C. 251), Canadian fishing
vessels engaged in the North Paclfic halibut
fishery only shall be permitted to land their
catches of halibut and sable fish (black cod)
in ports of entry in Alaska, upon compliance
with applicable customs laws, during any
period prior to January 1, 1950, in which the
Becretary of State finds and so notifies the
Secretary of the Treasury that United States
fishing vessels engaged in the North Pacific
halibut fishery only are granted comparable
privileges in ports of British Columbia.

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

DONATING SURPLUS PROPERTY FOR
EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES BY ARMED
SERVICES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5882)
to authorize the Secretary of the Army,
the Secretary of the Navy, and the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to donate excess
and surplus property for educational
purposes.

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

Be it enacted, efc.,, That the Secretary of
the Army, Secretary of the Navy, and Secre-
tary of the Air Force are hereby authorized
in their discretion to donate for educational
purposes in the States, Territorles, and
possessions without cost, except for costs of
packing, transportation, and delivery, such
facilities, equipment, materials, books, and
other supplies as may be obsolete or no
longer needed by the Army, Navy, or Ailr
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Force and which the United States Commis-
Education, Federal Security
Agency, may consider usable for educational
purposes.

Sec. 2. All property which the Secretary
of the Army, Secretary of the Navy, or Sec-
retary of the Air Force may so donate, shall
be allocated on the basis of needs and utili-
zation of the United States Commissioner of
Education for transfer by the owning agency
directly to schools, colleges, or universities
or to State departments of education, for
distribution by the State to tax-supported
schools, colleges, and universities and other
nonprofit schools, colleges, and universities
which have been held exempt from taxation
under section 101 (6) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code; except in any State where an-
other agency is designated by State law for
such purposes such transfer shall be made to
g::lc:re agency for such distribution within the

ate.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 10, after the word “which",
insert the words "“any such Secretary or.”

Page 2, line 5, after the word “donate”,
insert a comma followed by the words “except
that donated in accordance with section 3
hereof.”

Page 2, line 6, strike out the word “of"”
before the word “the” and insert in lieu
thereof the word "by.”

Page 2, add the following new section to
the bill:

“Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Army, the
Becretary of the Navy, or the Secretary of
the Air Force may donate such of the prop-
erty specified in section 1 hereof as they con-
sider usable for educational purposes to those
educational activities that are of special in-
terest to the armed services, such as maritime
academies or military, naval, air force, or
coast guard preparatory schools.”

The committee amendments
agreed to.

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

AMENDING STANDARD TIME ACT OF
MARCH 19, 1918

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6318)
to amend Section 3 of the Standard Time
Act of March 19, 1918, as amended, re-
lating to the placing of a certain portion
of the State of Idaho in the third time
Zone,

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

Be il enacted, ete., That section 3 of the
act entitled “An act to save daylight and to
provide standard time for the United States"”,
approved March 19, 1918, as amended (U.8.C.,
1940 ed., title 15, sec. 264), which provides
for placing a certain portion of the State
of Idaho in the third time zone is hereby
amended by adding the following: “Provided,
That the Union Pacific Railroad Co. may use
Pocatello as the point at which it changes
from mountain time to Pacific time and vice
versa, and may conduct all its operations on
its maln and branch lines west of Pocatello
on Pacific time.”

Skc. 2. This act shall take effect at 2 o’clock
antemeridian of the second Monday follow-
ing the date of its enactment.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 8, strike out “adding” and in-
sert “striking out the period at the end
thereof and inserting a colon and.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

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

STUDY OF CLAMS

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1979) au-
thorizing and directing the Fish and
Wildlife Service of the Department of
the Interior to undertake certain studies
of the soft-shell and hard-shell clams.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Fish and Wild-
life Service of the Department of the Interior
is hereby authorized and directed to under-
take, in cooperation with appropriate State
and interstate agencies in accordance with
the provisions of the act of August 14, 1946
(60 Stat. 1080), comprehensive studies of the
softshell clam, Mya arenaria, and the hard-
shell clam, Venus mercenaria, with particular
respect to the blology, propagation, and
methods of cultivation of such clams. Such
Service shall from time to time recommend
appropriate measures for (1) arresting deple-
tion in existing productive beds; (2) restor-
ing to production beds formerly productive
but now barren or unusable; (3) developing
new areas which may be found suitable; (4)
improving methods and techniques of dig-
ging, transplanting, and handling; and (5)
otherwise increasing uction and improv-
ing the quality of such clams for the benefit
of both producers and consumers.

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated, for the 5-year period beginning
July 1, 1948, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$250,000 to carry out the studies of the soft-
shell clam and the sum of $250,000 to carry
out the studies of the hard-shell clam.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXEMPTION FROM ESTATE TAX OF
NATIONAL SERVICE LIFE INSURANCE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6275)
to exempt from estate tax national serv-
ice life insurance and United States Gov-
ernment life insurance in certain cases.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That section 811 of the
Internal Revenue Code (relating to deter-
mination of gross estate) is amended by
adding at the end thereof a new subsection
to read as follows:

“(m) Government life insurance: In de-
termining the value of the gross estate of a
decedent dying after December 6, 1941, while
in active service as a member of the mili-
tary or naval forces of the United States or
of any of the other United Nations, there

shall not be included amounts receivable by ~

the executor or any other beneficiary as na-
tional service life insurance or United States
Government life insurance under policies
upon the life of the decedent.”

SEc. 2. Refunds: If the refund of any over-
payment resulting from the application of
the amendment made by section 1 of this act
is prevented on the date of the enactment of
this act, or within 1 year from such date, by
the operation of any law or rule of law (other
than section 8761 of the Internal Revenue
Code, relating to compromises), such refund
may, nevertheless, be made if claim therefor
is filed within 1 year from the date of the
enactment of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.
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COURSES OF INSTRUCTION AT UNITED
STATES NAVAL ACADEMY AND UNITED
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY

The Clerk called the bill (S, 1723) to
amend the acts authorizing the courses of
instruction at the United States Naval
Academy and the United States Military
Academy to be given to a limited number
of persons from the American Republics
so0 as to permit such courses of instruc-
tion to be given to Canadians,

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the first and second
sentences of the act of July 14, 1941 (Public
Law 168, 77th Cong., 1st sess; 55 Stat. 589),
is amended by inserting in the first sen-
tence after the phrase “(other than the
United)"” the words “and Canada” and by
inserting in the second sentence after the
words “of such Republics” the words “and
Canada” so that the first and second sen-
tences as so amended will read as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby
authorized to permit, upon designation of
the President of the United States, not ex-
ceeding 20 persons at a time from the Ameri-

can Republics (other than the United States) -

and Canada to receive instruction at the
United States Naval Academy at Annapolis,
Md. Not more than three persons from
any of such Republics and Canada shall re-
ceive instruction under authority of this act
at the same time.”

Sec. 2. The first and second sentences of
section 1 of the act of June 26, 1946 (Public
Law 447, 79th Cong., 2d sess.; 60 Stat. 311),
is amended by inserting in the first sentence
after the phrase “(other than the United
States) " the words “and Canada"” and by in-
serting in the second sentence after the
words “of .such republics” the words “and
Canada"” so that the first and second sen-
tences as so amended will read as follows:

“That the BSecretary of War is hereby
authorized to permit, upon designation of the
President of the United States, not exceed-
ing 20 persons at a time from the American
Republics (other than the United States) and
Canada to receive instruction at the United
States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y.
Not more than three persons from any one of
such republics and Canada shall receive in-
struction under authority of this act at the
same time.”

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 2, line 20, strike out “War” and
insert “the Army."

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR
AERONAUTICS

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1571) to
promote the national defense by increas-
ing the membership of the National
Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, and
for other purposes.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That the eighth para-
graph following the caption “Pay, miscel-
laneous” in the act entitled “An act making
appropriations for the naval service for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1915 (38
Stat. 930; U. 8. C., title 49, sec. 241), as
amended, 1= hereby amended to read as
follows:

amendment was
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“NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR
AERONAUTICS

. *"(a) There is hereby established a National
Advisory Committee for Aeronauties (herein-
after referred to as the ‘Committee’) to he
composed of not more than 17 members ap-
pointed by the President. Members shall
serve as such without compensation, and
shall include two representatives of the De-
partment of the Air Force; two representa-
tives of the Department of the Navy, from
the office in charge of naval aeronautics; two
representatives of the Civil Aeronautics Au-
thority; one representative of the Smith-
sonian Institution; one representative of the
United States Weather Bureau; one repre-
sentative of the National Bureau of Stand-
ards; the chairman of the Research and De-
velopment Board of the National Military
Establishment; and not more than seven
other members selected from persons ac-
quainted with the needs of aeronautical
science, either civil or military, or skilled in
aeronautical engineering or its allied
sciences. Unless otherwise provided by law,
each member not representing a Government
department or agency shall be appointed for
a term of 5 years from the date of the expira-
tion of the term of the member whom he
succeeds, except that any member appointed
to fill a vacarcy occurring prior to the expira-
tion of a term shall be appointed for the
unexpired term of the member whom he
succeeds.

“(b) Under such rules and regulations
as shall be formulated by the committee,
with the approval of the President for the
conduct of its work, it shall be the duty of the
committee (1) to supervise and direct the
scientific study of the problems of flight with
a view to their practical solution, (2) to de-

. termine the problems which chould be ex-

perimentally attacked, and to discuss their
solvtion and their application to practical
questions, and (3) to direct and conduct re-
search and experiment in seronautics in the
Langley Aeronautical Laboratory, the Ames
Aeronautical Laboratory, the Flight Propul-
sion Research Laboratory, and in such other
laboratory or laboratories as may, In whole
or in part, be placed under the direction of
the committee.

*(c) An annual report to the Congress shall
be submitted by the committee through the
President, including an itemized statement
of expenditures.”

Bec. 2. Each member of the National Ad-
visory Committee for Aeronautics not repre-
senting a Government department or agency
who may be appointed initially to fill any
vacancy created by the increase in the mem-
bership of the committee authorized by the
amendment made by the first section of this
act shall serve under such appointment for a
term expiring December 1, 1850.

SEc. 8. The following parts of acts are here-
by repealed:

(a) That portion of the ninth paragraph
following the caption “Pay, miscellaneous,"
in the act entitled “An act making appropria-
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1916, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 3, 1915 (38 Stat. 930;
U. 8. C., title 49, sec. 243), which reads as
follows: “: Provided, That an annual report
to the Congress shall be submitted through
the President, including an itemizZed state-
ment of expenditures.” :

(b) That portion of the paragraph follow-
ing the caption “National Advisory Com-~-
mittee for Aeronautics,” in the act entitled
“An act making appropriations for sundry
civil expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and for
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1918 (40
Stat. 650; U. S. C., title 49, sec. 242), which
reads as follows: “: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of War is authorized and directed to
furnish office space to the National Advisory
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Committee for Aeronautics in governmental
buildings occupied Ly the Signal Corps.”

(c) That portion of the first paragraph
following the caption “National Advisory
Committee for Aeronautics,” in the act en-
titled “An act making appropriations for the
executive office and sundry independent ex-
ecutive bureaus, boards, commissions, and
offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927,
and for other purposes,” approved April 22,
1926 (44 Stat. 314; U. 8. C,, title 49, sec. 244),
which reads as follows: *, hereafter to be
known as the Langley Memorial Aeronautical
Laboratory.”

The bill was ordered fo be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER. This concludes the
bills eligible for call on the Consent Cal-
endar.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to return to Calendar No.
540 (H. R. 5886), to amend section 332
(a) of the Nationality Act of 1940.

The gentleman from New York [Mr,
MarcaNTONIO] objected. He now ad-
vises me he has studied the bill further
and has no objection to the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the first para-
graph of section 332 (a) of the Nationality
Act of 1940, approved October 14, 1940 (54
Stat, 1154; 8 U, 8. C. 732), is hereby amended
to read as follows: |

“Sgc. 332. (a) An applicant for natural-
ization shall, not less than two nor more
than 7 years after such declaration of in-
tention has been made, make and file in the
office of the clerk of a naturalization court,
in duplicate, a sworn petition in writing,
signed by the applicant in the applicant’s
own handwriting if physically able to write,
and duly verified by witnesses, which peti-
tion shall contain substantially the follow-
ing averments by such applicant.”

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

AMENDING CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF LAW
RELATING TO NAVAL SERVICE

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the House re-
turn to Calendar No. 611, H. R. 4032, to
amend certain provisions of law relating
to the naval service so as to authorize the
delegation to the Secretary of the Navy
of certain discretionary powers vested
in the President of the United States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

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

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [Mr, MILLER]
asked that this bill go over .without
prejudice. I understand he is now satis-
fied.

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

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr, Speak-
er, reserving the right to object, when I
objected a few moments ago, I asked for

an explanation of the bill, but it was not
forthcoming. Since then there has been
an explanation of the bill. The question
that I had raised relative to retired ad-
mirals and generals having personnel as-
signed to them I understand is being
worked out in the Armed Services Com-
mittee, I will await with a great deal of
interest their report and what they have
been able to accomplish,

This bill does not go to that provi-
sion of the Executive which assigns mili-
tary personnel to retired generals or
admirals.

I ask that my original objection be re-
moved.

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

Be it enacted, etc,, That the following acts
or parts of acts are hereby amended by
striking out the word “President,” wherever
it appears, and substituting in lieu thereof
the words “Secretary of the Navy”:

(a) Sectlon 1443, Revised Statutes (34
U. 8. C, 881);

(b) Section 1453, Revised Statutes (34
U. 8. C. 417);

(c) Section 1454, Revised Statutes (34
U. 8. C. 418);

(d) The last sentence of the second pro-
viso of the second paragraph under the head-
ing “Pay of the Navy” of the act of May 13,
1908, as it appears on page 128, volume 35,
of the Statutes at Large (34 U. 8. C. 383).

Sec. 2. Section 2 of the act of March 4, 1925
(43 stat. 1270, 3¢ U. 8 C. 1017), is hereby
amended by changing the final period to a
colon and adding the following: “Provided
further, That all authority hereby vested In
the President shall hereafter be exercised by
the Secretary of the Navy with respect to
commissioned officers, warrant officers, and
enlisted personnel of the Navy and Marine
Corps.”

Sec. 8, Subsection (a) of section 8 of the
act of June 23, 1938 (52 Stat. 946), as
amended by the act of October 14, 1840 (54
Stat, 1174; 34 U. S. C. 204 (a) ), is hereby fur-
ther amended by striking out the following:
*, as directed by the President.”

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 2, line 13, strike out lines 13, 14,
15, 16, and 17.

The committee amendment was agreed
to

"I‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to re-

consider was laid on the table.

DISPOSITION OF THE RENTALS AND
ROYALTIES FROM LEASES ISSUED OR
RENEWED

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to return to
Calendar No. 555, providing for the con-
sideration of S. 1050 to amend the act
entitled “An act to promote the mining of
potash on the public domain,” approved
February 7, 1927, so as to provide for the
disposition of the rentals and royalties
from leases issued or renewed under the
act entitled “An act to authorize explora-
tion for and disposition of potassium,”
approved October 2, 1917.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Colo-
rado?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That section 6 of the
act entitled “An act to promote the mining
of potash on the public domain,” approved
February 7, 1927, is amended by adding at
the end thereof the following new sentence:

“All money received from royalties and
rentals from any lease lssued or renewed
under the provisions of the act entitled ‘An
act to authorize exploration for and dis-
positio:: of potassium,’ approved October 2,
1917, shall be paid into, reserved, and appro-
priated as follows: 5214 percent to the Rec-
lamation Fund, 10 percent to the Treasury
of the United States as miscellaneous re-
ceipts, and 37}, percent shall be paid by the
Secretary of the Treasury, after the expira-
tion of each flscal year, to the State within
the boundaries of which the leased lands or
deposits are or were located, such money to
be used by such State or subdivision thereof
for the construction and maintenance of
public roads or for the support of schools or
other public educational institutions, as the
legislature of the State may direct.”

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PHILLIPS of California asked and
was granted permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the REcorD
and to include an editorial on the Colo-
rado River.

Mr, McDONOUGH asked and was
granted permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp in two instances
and to include a statement in each one
and a resolution in one instance.

NEW STATE OF ISRAEL

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REecorbp,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to take this opportunity to publicly
thank the President of the United
States, Harry S. Truman, for his decisive
and immediate action in recognition of
the new State of Israel.

It marks an abrupt reversal of pre-
vious policy, but it was a logical and nec-
essary answer to the circumstances at
the dramatic moment it was made.
Thus, in the end and after many fum-
blings and back-steppings, it marked the
middle chapter of the story, our Govern-
ment has returned to the same premises
which motivated its strong support of
the resolution for partition which was
approved by the General Assembly of the
United Nations last November 29. Parti-
tion is now a reality.

My sincere hopes are now for the
adoption of House Joint Resolution No.
362, which I introduced on March 31,
1948, to provide for the exportation of
arms, munitions, and implements of war
from the United States to Palestine.
Certainly they are entitled to the where-
withal with which to defend themselves.
The die is cast; there is no turning back
now. We must recognize the present
realities and meet them as they arise.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HOLIFIELD asked and was grant-
ed permission to extend his remarks in
the REcorp and attach thereto a list of
veteran's bills passed by the Eightieth
Congress,

Mr. SADOWSKI asked and was grant-
ed permission to extend hz remarks in
the REcorp and include a statement by
the mayor of Detroit on the housing sit-
uation.

Mr. JOHNSON of California and Mr.
DINGELL asked and were given per-
mission to extend their remarks in the
Appendix of the RECORD,

Mr. TRIMBLE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp and include ex-
traneous matter.

Mr. HARRIS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the ReEcorp and include an
editorial entitled “Would Make Segre-
gation Constitutional.”

Mr. CHADWICK asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include an
address delivered by the gentlenman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCoNNELL] ab
exercises held yesterday at the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania.

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Private Cal-
endar day. The Clerk will call the first
individual bill on the calendar.

GEORGE HAMPTON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3984)
for the relief of George Hampton.

The Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent. that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

SYLVIA M. MISETICH

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. T44)
for the relief of Sylvia M. Misetich.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Sylvia M. Misetich,
of Portland, Oreg., the sum of $7,500, in full
satisfaction of her claims against the United
Btates for compensation for personal injuries
sustained by her, and for reimbursement of
hospital, medical, and other expenses in-
curred by her, as a result of infection from a
vaccination for smallpox administered to her
pursuant to orders of her supervisor at the
Portland subport of embarkation, Portland,
Oreg., on January 10, 1944: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act

. in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered In
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out *“$7,500” and
insert in lieu thereof “$5,000."
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer
an amendment to the committee amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, DoLLIVER to the
committee amendment: Page 1, line 6, strike
out u(;;iﬁooo and insert in lleu thereof
"$4> ."

The amendment to the committee
amendment was agreed to.

The committee amendment as amended
was agreed to.

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

WILLIAM NALLY

The Clerk called the hill (H. R. 4566)
for the relief of William Nally.

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

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Administrator
of Veterans' Affairs is authorized and directed
to pay to Willlam Nally, New York City, the
proceeds of National Bervice Life Insurance
Policy No. 10,171,649 issued to Ferdinand Ley,
late private, Company A, Three Hundred and
Nineteenth Medical Detachment, United
States Army, who was killed in action in
Luxemburg, on February 21, 1945. Although
the said William Nally was designated by the
insured as beneficiary of such policy, his
claim for payment thereunder was disallowed
by the Veterans' Administration on the
ground that he did not stand in loco parentis
to the insured within the meaning of the
National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940,
as amended, because such relationship did
not have its inception during the minority
of the insured.

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

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN
SHOSHONE RECLAMATION PROJECT,
WYOMING

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1771) au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to convey certain lands in Powell Town-
site, Wyo., Shoshone reclamation project,
Wyoming, to the James S. McDonald
Post 5054, Veterans of Foreign Wars,
Powell, Wyo.

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

Mr. POTTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill may be passed
over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

JAMES P. LOVE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5151)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue to James P. Love a patent to
certain lands in the State of Mississippi.

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

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Becretary of
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to issue to James P. Love, a
patent in fee to the following-described land,
to wit: Lot 10, section 26, township 16 north,
range 1 west, Choctaw merldian, Holmes
County, Miss., containing 721; acres more
or less; Provided, however, That the issuance
of such patent shall operate only as a con-
veyance of all the right, title, and interest of
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the United States In and to the land de-
scribed herein, but shall not affect any valid
adverse rights of third parties should any
such rights exist.

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

TRANSFERS OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS
IN COUNTY OF EKAUAI, T. H, FOR
SCHOOL PURPOSES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6252)
to authorize the issuance of a land patent
to certain public lands, situated in the
county of Kauai, T. H., for school pur-
poses.

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

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Commissioner
of Public Lands of the Territory of Hawaii
with the consent of the Governor of said
Territory of Hawali be authorized to issue a
land patent to the Roman Catholic bishop
of Honolulu, a corporation sole, covering
the following described lands: Lots 118, 119,
120, and 122, Eekaha House lots, Walmea,
county of Kauai, T. H.; sald lands to be used
for school purposes.

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

MRS. HARRY A. LIGHT

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 4587)
for the relief of Mrs. Harry A. Light
(formerly Mrs. Elsie Purvey).

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

Be it enacted, etc., That notwiths
the provisions of the eleventh category of
sectlon 3 of the Immigration Act of 1917 (8
U.8.C. 138 (e) ), Mrs. Harry A. Light (former-
ly Mrs. Elsie Purvey), the wife of a citizen
of the United States who served honorably in
the armed forces of the United States during
World War II, may be admitted to the United
States for permanent residence under the
act approved December 28, 1945 (Public Law
271, T9th Cong.), if she is found otherwise
admissible under the provisions of the im-
migration laws.

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

LOWE WAY YUEN AND DANG CHEE

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1365) for
the relief of Lowe Way Yuen and Dang
Chee.

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

Be it enacted, etec., That in the administra-
tion of the immigration and naturalization
laws Lowe Way Yuen and Dang Chee (also
known as Ellen Ding), who were admitted
into the United States on October 12, 1939,
for a temporary stay and who are the mother
and sister, respectively, of Hon W. Dang, a
citizen and honorably discharged veteran of
the armed forces of the United States, shall
be deemed to have been lawfully admitted
into the United States for permanent resi-
dence as of October 12, 1939,

Sec. 2. Upon the enactment of this act, the
Secretary of State is authorized and directed
to instruct the proper quota-control officer
to deduct two numbers from the nonprefer-
ence category of the first available Chinese
immigration quota.
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The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GUY CHENG

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1483) for
the relief of Guy Cheng.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administra-
tion of the immigration and naturalization
laws, Guy Cheng, of Charlotte, Vt., shall be
held and considered to have been lawiully
admitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of his last entry into
the United States, upon payment of the re-
quired visa fee and head tax. Upon enact-
ment of this act the Secretary of State shall
instruet the proper quota-control officer to
deduct one number from the nonpreference
category of the first avallable immigration
quota for nationals of China.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GUDRUN M. ERICSSON

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1729) for
the relief of Gudrun M. Ericsson.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

EASEMENT OVER CERTAIN LANDS AD-
JACENT TO THE FORT MYERS AIRFIELD
(FLA.)

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5836)
to authorize the Secretary of the Army
or his duly authorized representative to
quitclaim a perpetual easement over
certain lands adjacent to the Fort Myers
Army Airfield, Fla.

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

Be it enacted, That the Becretary of the
Army, or his duly authorized representative,
be, and is hereby authorized and empowered
under such terms as he may deem advisable,
to quitelaim to the Inter-County Telephone
& Telegraph Co., its successors and assigns,
all of the right, title, and interest of the
United States of America in and to a certain
perpetual right-of-way, and easement ac-
quired by the United States in four and
forty-two one-hundredths acres of land,
more or less, for the location, construction,
operation, maintenance, and patrol of a
telephone line and telephone facilities, and
for the construction and maintenance of a
road necessary for the patrol of the telephone
line and facilities, in, over, and across lands
in the vicinity of the Fort Myers Army Air-
field, Florida.

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

PATRICIA SCHWARTZ AND BESSIE
SCHWARTZ

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5716)
to record the lawful admission to the
United States for permanent residence of
Patricia Schwartz and Bessie Schwartz.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is authorized and directed to discon-
tinue any exclusion proceedings and to cancel
the outstanding warrants of deportation
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issued in the cases of Patricia Schwartz and
Bessie Schwartz., From and after the date of
enactment of this act, the aforementioned
aliens shall not again be subject to exclu-
sion by reason of the same facts upon which
such exclusion proceedings were commenced
or such orders of deportation have issued.

Sec. 2. In the administration of the im-
migration laws, the aforesaid aliens shall be
considered as having been lawfully admitted
for permanent residence as of May 9, 1947,
the date of their arrival into the United
States, upon the payment of the required
head taxes.

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

ALEX BAIL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6220)
for the relief of Alex Bail.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is authorized and directed to cancel
forthwith any outstanding warrant of arrest,
order of deportation, warrant of deportation,
and bond in the case of Alex Bail, and is
directed not to issue any further warrants
or orders in the case of the allen based upon
such alien’s membership in the Communist
Party prior to the enactment of this act.

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

DIONISIO R. TREVINO

The Clerk called the bill (8. 188) for
the relief of Dionisio R. Trevino.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is directed to cancel forthwith any
warrant of arrest, order of deportation, war-
rant of deportation, and bond, if any, in the
case of Dionisio R. Trevino, and is directed
not to issue any such further warrants or
orders in the case of such alien' insofar as
any such further warrants or orders are based
upon the same grounds as the warrants or
orders required by this act to be canceled.
For the purposes of the immigration and
naturalization laws, the sald Dionisic R.
Trevino, who arrived at Brooklyn, N. Y., on
or about April 25, 1934, as a seaman on
the steamship Mave Mar, which he deserted
on or about April 25, 1934, shall, upon the
payment of the required head tax, be held
and considered to have been lawfully ad-
mitted to the United States for permanent
residence at such place and on such date.
Upon the enactment of this act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota-
control officer to deduct one number from
the Spanish quota of the first year that such
quota becomes available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

FRANCISCO GAMBOA GIOCOECHEA

The Clerk called the bill (S. 511) for
the relief of Francisco Gamboa Giocoe-
chea.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is authorized and directed to cancel the
outstanding warrant and order of deporta-
tion, and bond, if any, issued pursuant to
sections 18 and 14, of the Immigration Act of
May 24, 1924 (U, 8. C,, title 8, secs. 213 and
214, In the case of Francisco Gamboa Gio-
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coechea of Cascade, Idaho, any provision of
existing law to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. From and after the date of enactment
of this act, the said Francisco Gamboa Gio-
coechea shall not again be subject to de-
portation by reason of the same facts upon
which such warrant and order have issued.

Bec. 2. In the administration of the im-
migration and naturalization laws, Francisco
Gamboa Glocoechea, of Cascade, Idaho, shall
be held and considered to have been lawfully
admitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of March 6, 1927, upon the pay-
ment by him of the visa fee of $10 and the
head tax of §8. Upon the enactment of this
act, the Secretary of State is authorized and
directed to instruct the proper quota-con-
trol officer to deduct one number from the
nonpreference category of the first available
Spanish immigration quota.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERFECTO M. BIASON AND JOAN EIASON

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1451) for
the relief of Perfecto M. Biason and Joan
Biason.

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

Be it enacted, ete., That in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws, Perfecto M. Biason and his daugh-
ter, Joan Biason, shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
date of their last entry into the Unlted States,
upon payment of th2 required visa fee and
head tax. Upon the enactment of this act
the BSecretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct two
numbers from the Philippine quota of the
first year that openings are available in such
guota.

Sgc. 2. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Attorney General is author-
ized and directed to discontinue any deporta-
tion proceedings and to cancel any outstand=
ing warrant of arrest, order of deportation,
and bond, which may have been issued, in the
case of Perfecto M. Biason and Joan Biason.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

LEO HAMERMANN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1637) for
the relief of Leo Hamermann.

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

Be it enacted, etc., That in the adminis-
tration of the Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion laws the Attorney General is hereby
authorized and directed to record.the lawful
admission for permanent residence of Leo
Hamermann. Upon the enactment of this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper guota-control officer to deduct one
number from the appropriate quota for the
first year that such quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

OMNIBUS PRIVATE CLAIMS BILL

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call
the first omnibus bill on the Private Cal-
endar.

FIRST OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, EIGHTIETH
CONGRESS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5055)
for the relief of sundry claimants, and
for other purposes.
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:
Be it enacted, etc.,

Title I—(H. R, 354, For the rellef of Dixie
Margarine Co., a Tennessee corporation, of
Memphis, Tenn.) By Mr. Davis of Ten-
nessee
That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-

thorized and directed to pay, out of any

money in the Treasury not otherwise appro=-
priated, to the Dixle Margarine Co., & corpo=-
ration organized and existing under the laws
of the State of Tennessee, the sum of $87,412,
in full satisfaction of its claim against the

United States for refund of capital illegally

exacted by the Commissioner of Internal

Revenue, under the guise of taxes and

licenses, for the period from March 1823 to

November 28, 1925, the statutory period for

refund of said illegally collected moneys hav-

ing expired prior to the date of a decision
of the United States Supreme Court that
sald moneys had been illegally collected as
taxes on the product manufactured, and it
also having been held by both the United

States Court of Claims and the Sixth Circuit

Court of Appeals that relief must be from the

Congress and not from the courts:

With the following committee amend-
ment: .

Page 2, line 10, after the word “courts”,
insert the following: “Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or received by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this clalm, and the same
ghall be unlawful, any eontract to the con=-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.”

Mr. POTTS. Mr. Speaker, & parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr, POTTS. Mr. Speaker, is this the
proper time in discussion of the bill when
a motion should be offered to strike out
this title?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman s
correct. First we will dispose of the
committee amendement.

The question is on the committee
amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed

to. ;

Mr. POTTS. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment to strike out the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Porrs moves to strike out title I of
the bill.

Mr. POTTS. Mr. Speaker, this is a
simple case, but I think it is important
because what we do on this particular
title is going to set a precedent for many
of the other titles that we are going to
consider today, and which will involve
many hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars, so that I think we ought to give
this particular title a little consideration.

In and of itself, after the committee
amendment is adopted, this title will
allot some seventy-odd thousand dollars
to a taxpayer. The facts of the case are
not difficult and they are not hard to un-
derstand, This particular title provides
for the repayment to a taxpayer of the
sum of $70,000 and, as I tried to point out,
the same principle is involved in a num-
ber of the other titles in this bill so that
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actually many hundreds of thousands of
dollars are going to be disposed of on
what you decide here today on this one
title.

The facts of the case are very simple.
An oleomargarine manufacturer paid
some taxes away back in 1932, and he
thought that he was right in paying those
taxes. After a while he got a different
opinion. He brought suit in the court to
collect those taxes and he lost out all the
way on this proposition on the principle
that the statute of limitation had run
against his claim. Now, there is not a
lawyer in the House who will not tell you
that the statute of limitation, as it ap-
plies in the law to claims between indi-
viduals, or as to crimes, is a very laudible

‘provision of law. The statute of limita-

tions has for its effect the settling of
claims that have been in existence for a
long time. These people decided that
they did not want to do anything about
it, and everything was all right until it
got to the point where they decided, for
extraneous reasons, or any reason at all
after a long period of time, that they
wanted to prosecute.

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

Mr. POTTS. I yield fo the gentleman
from Tennessee,

Mr. COOPER. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s kindness in yielding. This case
arises from the city of Memphis, not in
the district which I have the honor to
represent. But, my recollection is that
this company was required to pay these
taxes, and later the Supreme Court held
that the tax was invalid and did not ap-
ply, and then the statute of limitations
had run, and they were unable to re-
cover in a suit to get their money back
because the statute of limitations had
run, although the court had held that

they did not owe the money. It looks to .

me like a matter of merit.

Mr. POTTS. It is not quite as simple
as that. Cases have been tried where
similar taxes had been ruled invalid, but
not in this particular case. This case
came up after those other cases were dis-
posed of and after the statute had run
here, and the particular case was de-
cided by the court on the statute of limi-
tations alone.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, it is my recollection
and understanding that only by reason
of the application of the statute of limi-
tations were -those people deprived of
the money that the court said they were
entitled to.

Mr. POTTS. No. The court never
ruled on the merits of this case.

Mr. COOPER. And the fact that they
were not able to get their money back
caused this company to go broke,

Mr, POTTS. That is not quite so, be-
cause that particular point was not liti-
gated in this case. The court merely said
that the statute of limitations had run.
‘We all know that in some cases the Gov-
ernment has benefited by the statute of
limitations, and in other cases it has lost.
It equalizes itself out, and the same ap-
plies to individuals.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr, POTTS. I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is it not true that in
this case and in other similar cases the
claimant was derelict in bringing his
suit in order to recover the tax which was
wrongfully paid?

Mr. POTTS. He was happy about pay-
ing the tax until he found out that some-
body else decided that perhaps a refund
could be obtained. :

Mr. DOLEIVER. He is trying to gain
from the Congress what he could not gain
from the courts.

Mr. POTTS. That is exactly it.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

Mr. Speaker, the bill seeks the re-
fund of $87,412 which the United States

-Supreme Court has said in a test case

the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
collected arbitrarily, capriciously, and
without warrant and was an exaction in
the guise of a tax. The Government
has disputed tax claims against the
Dixie Margarine Co. in the sum of $16,-
775.60. It has been agreed these should
be offset, leaving a net amount sought
hereby of $70,636.40.

After the test case above referred to,
the Commission voluntarily refunded to
the Dixie Margarine Co. in 1932 the sum
of $241,819.64, but refused to refund the
$87,412 paid in the period of time which
was more than 4 years prior to the re-
fund.

Suit was instituted in the Court of
Claims, and that court in 1935 held:

The facts show that the plaintiff has paid,
beyond the statutory period for refunds,
amounts it should not have paid but this
court has no jurisdiction to entertain a suit
for the recovery of these amounts. Any re-
lief to which the plaintiff may be entitled
must come from the Congress,

In 1939 a bill was introduced, being
H. R. 7426, Seventy-sixth Congress, First
Session, and 8. 2917. The Committee on
Claims refused to hold hearings on mat-
ters which the President had a policy of
vetoing and then the war came along.
Suit was filed by the Dixie Margarine
Co. against the deputy collector of in-
ternal revenue in the District Court, and
sought equitable relief even though the
legal remedy was barred by the statute of
limitations. In 1943 the Sixth Circuit
Court of Appeals held that the courts
were bound by the limitation and said
“as pointed out in the decision of the
Court of Claims, relief must be had from
the Congress and not from the courts.”
In the intervening years bills similar to
the 1939 bill were introduced in this Con-
gress but were never brought out for de-
bate. The bill introduced in the Seventy-
ninth Congress was approved by the
Committee on Claims but was never
enacted into law.

Thus, it clearly appears that this com-
pany has not slept upon its rights but
it has been striving in the courts and in
Congress to get that which belongs to it.

The present bill when introduced was
referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary and by it to a subcommittee. This
was done because of the reorganization
of Congress abolishing the Committee on
Claims but this claim is not one of those
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contemplated by the reorganization since
it far antedates that action by this body.

The Supreme Court of the United
States, the Court of Claims, and the
Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals have all
held that this money should be refunded
to the Dixie Margarine Co.; the courts
have held that it was an illegal exaction
in the guise of a tax and that the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue in exact-
ing the money was arbitrary, capricious,
and oppressive. The Cowt of Claims
and the court of appeals have both held
that they would order a return of the
money but for the fact that the Congress
of the United States raised a bar of 4
years beyond which the taxpayer cannot
go, and both of said courts have invited
the Dixie Margarine Co. to come to Con-
gress for relief, The courts are power=-
less to grant relief. Congress raised the
bar of the 4-year limitation on the right
to recover this money.

In this connection it should be noted
that the 4-year bar applies to taxes and
the courts have held this claim to be in
the nature of a claim for taxes. There
is a very definite distinetion. The Su-
preme Court has held that the money
collected from the Dixie Margarine Co.
was not taxes but was “an exaction in
the guise of a tax.” Congress raised the
bar to the remedy which now prevents
the enforcement of the right belonging
to the Dixie Margarine Co. as it has
been construed by the courts, and Con-
gress has the legal power to remove this
bar to the enforcement of the right.
Aside from the legal power to do so, on
every tenet and precept of equity and
fair dealing this Congress owes the duty
to the taxpayer to right the wrong done
by an official of the United States Gov-
ernment in regard to his illegal acts
under a law passed by this Congress. It
is the legal and equitable correct func-
tion of Congress to grant the relief
sought.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Porrs].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. Porrs) there
were—ayes 23, noes 41.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present
and make the point of order that a quo-
rum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

The Doorkeeper will close the doors;
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken: and there
were—yeas 127, nays 221, not voting 83,
as follows:

[Roll No. 66]
YEAS—127

Allen, 111, Brehm Dawson, Utah
Andersen, Brophy Dolliver

H. Carl Buck Dondero
Andresen, Buffett Ellis

August H. Burke Elston
Arends Busbey Engel, Mich,
Arnold Butler Foote
Barrett Case, 8. Dak, Fuller
Bates, Mass. Chiperfield Gamble
Bender Church Gearhart
Bennett, Mich. Clason Gillette
Bennett, Mo. Clevenger Goff
Bishop Cole, N. Y. Goodwin
Blackney Cotton Grant, Ind.
Bradley Davis, Wis. Griffiths

Gross Lemke
Gwinn, N. Y. Lodge
Hagen Love
Hall, MecCowen
Edwin Arthur McCulloch
Halleck McDonough
Hand MeDowell
Harness, Ind. McMahon
Harvey McMillen, IlL
Herter Mack
Hill Macy
Hoeven Martin, Iowa
Holmes Mason
Horan Miller, Md.
Hull Miller, Nebr.
Jackson, Callf. Murray, Wis.
Jenison Nixon
Jenkins, Ohlo Nodar
Jensen Norblad
Johnson, Il O'Konski
Johnson, Ind. Phillips, Calif.
Jones, Wash. Plumliey
Jonkman Potter
Kean Potts
Kersten, Wis. Poulson
Kilburn Reed, N. Y.
Kunkel Rees
Landis Rich
LeCompte Riehlman
NAYS—221
Abernethy Gathings
Albert Gavin
Allen, La. Gordon
Andrews, Ala. Gore
Andrews, N. Y. Gorski
Angell Gossett
Auchincloss Graham
Bakewell Grant, Ala.
Banta Gregory
Barden Gwynne, Iowa
Bates, Ky. Hale
Battle Hall
Beckworth Leonard W.
Bland Hardy
Blatnik Harless, Arlz.
Boggs, Del. Harris
Bolton Harrlson
Bonner Havenner
Brown, Ga. Hays
Brown, Ohlo  Hedrick
Bryson Heselton
Buchanan Hess
Buckley Hinshaw
Burleson Hobbs
Byrnes, Wis. Holifield
Camp Hope
Canfield Huber
Cannon Isacson
Carson Javits
Case, N. J. Jenkins, Pa.
Celler Jennings
Chadwick Johnson, Calif.
Chelf Jones, Ala.
Chenoweth Jones, N. C.
Cole, Eans, Judd
Cole, Mo. Karsten, Mo.
Colmer Keating
Combs ‘Kee
Cooley Kelley
Cooper Kerr
Corbett Kilday
Courtney Klein
Cox Lanham
Cravens Larcade
Crawford Lea
Crosser LeFevre
Crow Lesinski
Cunningham Lewis, Ky.
Curtis Lewis, Ohio
Dague Lucas
Davis, Ga. Lusk
Davis, Tenn. Lyle
Deane Lynch
Delaney McConnell
Devitt McCormack
Dingell McGarvey
Domengeaux  MecGregor
Donohue MacKinnon
Douglas Madden
Durham Mahon
Eaton Maloney
Eberharter Manasco
Elliott Mansfield
Ellsworth Marcantonio
Elsaesser Mathews
Evins Meade, Ky.
Fallon Meade, Md.
Felghan Merrow
Fenton Meyer
Fernandez Michener
Flannagan Miller, Conn.
Fogarty Mills
Forand Morgan
Garmatz Morris
Gary Morrison
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Robertson
Rogers, Mass,
Ross

Russell

St. George
Schwabe, Mo.
Schwabe, Okla.
Scrivner
Seely-Brown
Simpson, I11.
Smith, Eans,
Smith, Ohio
Smith, Wis.
Snyder
Stefan
Stevenson
Sundstrom
Taber

Talle

Taylor
Twyman

Vail

Vorys
Weichel
Wigglesworth
Wolcott
Woodruff

Morton
Muhlenberg
Multer
Murdock
Murray, Tenn.
Nicholson
Norton
O'Brien
Oowens

Pace

Patman

Peden
Peterson
Philbin
Phillips, Tenn.
Pickett

" Poage

Powell
Preston
Price, Fla.
Price, I1l.
Priest
Rains
Ramey
Rankin
Rayburn
Redden
Reed, Il
Reeves
Regan
Richards
Rivers
Rizley
Rockwell
Rogers, Fla.
Rohrbough
Rooney
Badowski
Sanborn
Sarbacher
Basscer
Scott, Hardle
Scott,

Hugh D., Jr.
Shafer
Sikes
Smathers
Smith, Va.
Somers
Spence
Btanley
Stratton
Teague
Thomas, Tex.
Tibbott
Tollefson
Trimble
Van Zandt
Vinson
Vursell
Wadsworth
Welch
Wheeler
Whitten
Whittington
Williams
Wilson, Ind.
‘Wilson, Tex.
Winstead
Wolverton
Wood

Worley
Youngblood
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NOT VOTING—83
Abbitt Fulton Miller, Calif.
Allen, Calif, Gallagher Mitchell
Anderson, Callf. Gillle Monroney
Beall Granger Mundt
Bell Hart Norrell
Bloom Hartley O'Hara p
Boggs, La. Hébert O'Toole
Boykin Heflernan Passman
Bramblett Hendricks Patterson
Brooks Hofiman Pieifer
Bulwinkle Jackson, Wash. Ploeser
Byrne, N. Y. Jarman Riley
Carroll Johnson, Okla. Sabath
Chapman Johnson, Tex. Sadlak
Clark Eearney Scoblick
Clippinger Eearns Sheppard
Coffin Eeefe Short
Coudert Kefauver Simpson, Pa.
Dawson, Il1. Kennedy Smith, Maine
D’Ewart Keogh Stigler
Dirksen King Stockman
Dorn Eirwan Thomas, N, J.
Doughton Knutson Thompson
Engle, Calif. Lane Towe
Fellows Latham Walter
Fisher Lichtenwalter West
Fletcher Ludlow Whitaker
Folger McMillan, 8. C.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

General pairs until further notice:

Mr. Towe with Mr. Bell.

Mr. Simpson of Pennsylvania with Mr.
Jackson of Washington.

Mr, Lichtenwalter with Mr. Hébert.

Mrs, Smith of Maine with Mr, Folger.

Mr. D'Ewart with Mr. Hart.

Mr. Bramblett with Mr. Passman.

Mr. Kearns with Mr. Carroll.

Mr. Mundt with Mr. Boggs of Louisiana.

Mr. Mitchell with Mr. Eennedy.

Mr. Short with Mr. Kefauver.

Mr. Patterson with Mr. Walter.

Mr. Hoffman with Mr. Riley.

Mr. Ploeser with Mr. Dorn.

Mr. Latham with Mr. Chapman.

Mr. Kearney with Mr. King.

Mr. Enutson with Mr, Engel of California.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

The Clerk read as follows:

Title II—(H. R. 385. For the relief of Reginald
Mitchell.) By Mr. HINSHAW

That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, to Reginald Mitchell, of North
Hollywood, Calif., the sum of $106.85, in full
satisfaction of his claim against the United
States for compensation for property damage
sustained by him, as a result of an accident
which occurred when a United States Army
vehicle collided with another automobile
and pushed it into the rear of the automobile
which he was driving, at the intersection of
East Seventh Street and Maple Street, in
Los Angeles, Calif., on November 10, 1844:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account

of services rendered in connection with this -

claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000,
Title IIT—(H. R. 813. For the relief of J. Don
Alexander.) By Mr. CHENOWETH
That the Secretary of the Treasury be,
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to J. Don Alexander,
of Colorado Springs, Colo., the sum of $16,-
72041, in full settlement of all claims against
the United States by the said J. Don Alexan-
der on account of an erroneous payment of
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income tax for the year 1920 in the above
amount covering the capital net gain from
the sale of 9,000 shares of stock in the Alexan-
der Industries, Inc.,, which stock was later,
in the case of Alexander against Theleman
in the United States circuit court of appeals
(69 F. (2d), p. 610), held to be the property
of the corporation and not of the said J. Don
Alexander: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer
an amendment which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Doriiver moves to strike out all of
title III.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, in
view of the vote that has just been taken
by roll call, perhaps anything I shall
say now is utterly futile. But I for one
am not going to stand by and see the
statute of limitations eliminated by the
House of Representatives by a roll call
vote without the House knowing what it
is doing. You have just voted $87,000,
less about $16,000 to a bankrupt mar-
garine corporation in the State of Ten-
nessee,

Now, this bill is to repay $16,000 to an
individual in the State of Colorado.

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

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, I do not yield.
You will have your time.

It seems to me that we ought to know
where we are going in ignoring and
flouting the statute of limitations which
we ourselves have put upon the statute
books of this country. The result will
be, we are going to be swamped with a
flood of this kind of legislation.

Now, about the facts in this case: The
bill provides for the payment of over
$16,000 to the claimant as a tax on net
gain on 9,000 shares of stock which the
claimant is supposed to have owned and
claimed that he did own at the time the
tax was paid. It was subsequently de-
termined that he did not own the stock
at all when the transaction was made,
and it was found, and correctly so, that
therefore, as an original matter, no tax
was due. However, before he got around
to claiming the tax refund or perhaps
before he could claim the tax refund,
the statute of limitations had expired
and he was barred from refund of those
taxes. Now he is here asking the Con-
gress to appropriate this money to re-
fund that tax to him.

The Treasury Department opposes the
bill because it says it grants special re-
lief in the case of taXes erroneously col-
lected, the refund of which is not claimed
in the time and in the manner required
by law, and thus constitutes a diserim-
ination against other taxpayers simi-
Jarly situated, and would create a bad
precedent which might encourage other
taxpayers to seek relief in the same
manner,
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Now, it is your responsibility to vote
up or down this amendment. If you wish
to refund this tax to this individual,
that is your responsibility. As far as I
am concerned, I propose to vote for the
amendment, to see to it that we abide by
some rational method of refunding taxes.

As I said a moment ago, in view of the
vote just taken for the margarine com-
pany in Tennessee, it may be that you
will vote to give the gentleman from Col-
orado Springs the money as well. It
looks as though first we look after the
Democrats and then the Republicans.

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

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1 yield.

Mr. MATHEWS. Is it a fact that the
taxpayers could not or just did not bring
his suit in time?

Mr. DOLLIVER. As I understand it,
he did not. i

Mr. MATHEWS. Then, why is this
bill here?

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is what I would
like to know.

The SPEAEKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

I am sure the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. DorLriver] wants to be entirely fair
in this matter, He referred to the claim-
ant in this matter as being a bankrupt
individual. I hasten to correct that im-
pression., Mr. J. Don Alexander is a
highly respected and substantial citizen
of Colorado Springs. He is president of
one of the largest industries in that area.

In this case the issue is very simple.
The United States Government has er-
roneously collected from Mr. Alexander
the sum of $16,720.41 on an income-tax
payment. The only defense for retain-
ing this money is that Mr. Alexander
failed to make application for a refund
in time. The House Judiciary Commit-
tee found that Mr. Alexander was en-
titled to a refund of this money, which is
the amount of income taxes Mr. Alexan-
der paid to the United States Govern-
ment as a capital gains tax on certain
stock which he thought he owned, but
which the court later decided belonged
to the corporation.

The stock involved was in the Alex-
ander Industries, Inc., a Colorado corpo-
ration, with its principal office and place
of business in Colorado Springs. In the
year 1929 a sale of 9,000 shares of stock
in this corporation was made. The sale
price was $135,257. The Government
found that the cost of these shares to
Alexander was .1637 cents per share, and

after deducting the $1,493.76 was the.

original cost arrived at a capital net gain
of $133,763.24, on which Mr. Alexander
paid a tax of $16,720.41.

This corporation became involved in
bankruptcy proceedings and Mr. Alex-
ander filed a claim for the amount due
him arising through a loan of the pro-
ceeds of the sale of his stock. The ref-
eree in bankruptcy refused to allow this
claim, and ruled that there was no in-
debtedness, in that the stock sold was
unissued stock of the corporation. The
trial court approved the findings of the
referee and the case was appealed to the
cireuit court of appeals, This court
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found in the case of Alexander v. Thele-
man (69 F. (2d) p. 610), that this stock,
upon which Mr. Alexander had paid per-
sonal income tax, was not his personal
stock, but had been loaned to him by the
company, and that he was to have been
repaid in stock. This case was decided
on March 26, 1934, and a petition.for
rehearing denied on April 30, 1934. Mr.
Alexander attempted to take the case to
the Supreme Court of the United States,
but a petition for writ of certiorari was
denied on October 8, 1934.

Prior to this decision of the circuit
court of appeals, Mr. Alexander had as-
sumed that the determination of his
1929 income tax had been correct, and
that for income-tax purposes he had
realized a capital net gain from the sale
of this stock. The court held that Mr.
Alexander was to have received shares
of stock from the corporation in ex-
change for the 9,000 shares which he
sold, Consequently, there was no gain
or loss in the transaction and the tax
was erroneously assessed and paid. As
a result of this decision Mr. Alexander
had neither his stock nor the money. He
is now seeking to obtain a refund of
$16,720.41, which is the amount he paid
by mistake.

This explains why Mr. Alexander did
not make application for a refund in
time to comply with the statute of limi-
tations. His case was not finally deter-
mined until 1934, which was a couple of
years after the 2-year statutory period.
Had the court found in his faver he
would have owed the tax in question.

In other words, the United States Gov-
ernment, through the Collector of In-
ternal Revenue, does not deny that the
Government erroneously collected this
money. They admit that Mr, Alexander
did not owe the Government this tax.
However, they say Mr. Alexander did
not make claim for a refund within the
2-year period as provided by the statute
of limitations, and therefore contend
they have no authority whatever to make
this refund. I fully agree with the posi-
tion taken by the Collector of Internal
Revenue that under the existing statute
they are not authorized to pay this
money back to Mr, Alexander. The only
recourse he has is to appeal to the Con-
gress of the United States through the
bill that is before us. It is conceded that
the money would have been returned to
him had he filed his application in time
to comply with the statute. He did file
his claim as soon as he learned that the
court had decided the stock did not be-
long to him, and that he had paid these
taxes b'v mistake,

Mr. =Speaker, I realize that we must
have statutes of limitation, but I also
feel that equity should be done in these
cases. I submit that the United States
Government has no right to withhold this
money from Mr, Alexander, which was
paid in good faith, but by mistake, as ad-
mitted by all.

This case was not decided in the circuit
court of appeals until 1934. This tax
was paid for the year 1929. Up to the
time the final decision was rendered in
the eircuit court of appeals this tax-
payer thought he was the owner of the
stock, and on that assumption he paid
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the capital gains tax on the same.
Finally the circuit court of appeals held
that he did not own the stock, but that
it belonged to the corporation. As a re-
sult he paid a capital gains tax on stock
that he did not own.

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

Mr, CHENOWETH, 1 yield.

Mr, JENNINGS. So this taxpayer had
no ground upon which to base a claim
for relief until the statute of limitations
had run.

Mr. CHENOWETH. That is correct.

Mr. JENNINGS. And is it not a prin-
ciple of law that if a man is discharged
in bankruptcy and relieved from the pay-
ment of a debt, that if he subsequently
promises to pay the debt, a moral ob-
ligation will sustain a suit upon that
barred claim? In other words, I am
getting to the equities of the thing. If a
man has a moral obligation to pay a
debt, even though its payment may be
barred by the statute of limitation, or
even though he may be discharged in
bankruptey, his moral obligation will
sustain his new promise to pay, and you
can make him pay it.

Mr. CHENOWETH. I appreciate the
observations of the distinguished gentle-
man from Tennessee. I may say that I
had the pleasure and honor of serving
with him for a period of 6 years on the
Committee on Claims. I consider him
one of the best-informed Members of the
House on private claims and the theory
of such legislation.

Mr. JENNINGS. If the gentleman will
permit another statement, an honest
man's debt is never barred by the statute
of limitations, is it?

Mr. CHENOWETH. I agree with the
gentleman. I submit that the United
States Government owes Mr. Alexander
this money and that it should be paid to
him. I hope the amendment will be re-
jected, so that this bill may pass.

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

The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Ipwa to strike out title
I

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr, DOLLIVER)
there were—ayes 24, noes 76.

So the motion to strike out title IIT
was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Title IV—(H. R. 2696. For the rellef of Otto
Kraus, receiver of the Neafie & Levy Ship
and Engine Bullding Co.) By Mr.
Hucr D. ScorTt, JR.

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay,
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, to Otto Kraus, recelver
of the Neafie & Levy Ship and Engine Build-

.ing Co., the sum of $103,821.56, in full set-
tlement of all claims against the United

Btates for the difference between the actual

cost of the construction of three torpedo-

boat destroyers and the amount paid by
the United States under the contract en-
tered into for the building of sald boats, as
found by the Court of Claims on January

8, 1940, and reported in Senate Document

No. 161, Seventy-sixth Congress, third ses-

slon: Provided, That no part of the amount

appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per=
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to
or received by any agent or attorney on ac-
count of services rendered in connection
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with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr, Speaker, I offer
a motion to strike out this title.
The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. DoLLIVER moves to strike out all of
title IV.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I am
glad that this is not a refund-tax case,
because I know how the membership
is going to vote on that. This is some-
thing else, and entirely different.

Mr. Speaker, this is a claim that origi-
nated during the Spanish-American War
in 1898 and is the claim of a receiver
of the Neafie & Levy Ship & Engine
Building Co. for loss alleged to have been
sustained on three contracts entered into
on October 1, 1898, for the construction
of three torpedo-boat destroyers.

A Senate resolution in 1910 referred
this matter to the Court of Claims. Ac-
cording to the memorandum I have,
finally, in 1940, the Court of Claims
handed down a decision that the com-
pany suffered this loss through no fault
of its own.

In reporting this bill the Committee
on the Judiciary emphasizes that some
other companies had reimbursement.
Well, again, I can only refer to my own
sense of responsibility in reference to
this kind of a claim. It is 50 years old.
Whoever had charge of it certainly has
slept on his rights. If there was a claim
in 1898 it certainly should have been
settled by 1908, Now, 50 years later,
they come to this Congress and ask for
$103,000-plus which -arose out of this
transaction of over 50 years ago. There
is not a court I know of but what would
call that kind of a claim stale and out-
lawed and would not consider it.

Accordingly, it seems quite unreason-
able to me to believe that the Congress
ought to pay $103,821.56 of the taxpayers’
money to a receiver of a bankrupt cor-
poration for a loss alleged to have been
sustained in 1898.

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

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. POTTS. Is this not another case
where the funds are being paid to a
bankrupt estate and that the taxpayer
himself is not interested, but, rather,
those who will get the funds for the
bankrupt estate?

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman is
entirely correct.

Mr. COLE of Missouri.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOLLIVER, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr, COLE of Missouri. Does the gen-
tleman from Iowa believe that the stat-
ute of limitations runs while a case is
pending in court?

Mr. DOLLIVER. No.

Mr. COLE of Missouri. I understood
the gentleman to say that the case was
in’‘court from 1910 to 1940.

Mr. DOLLIVER. The decision was
rendered in 1940, and it was referred to
the Court of Claims in 1910.

Mr. Speaker,
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Mr. COLE of Missouri, The gentleman
does not contend that the claimant was
lax in pursuing this claim while it was
pending in the courts, does he?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; I would say that
he was lax in pursuing his claim when
he had a claim in court 30 years.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HUGH D, SCOTT, JR. Will not
the gentleman agree that it is a fact that
this money will be paid to the receiver
for the benefit of subcontractors and ma-
terialmen whose rights to the money are
not denied? They performed the work
and are entitled to the money, but it has
been held up in the courts for 30 years.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no informa-
tion on that score. I do not know what
becomes of the money. I only know
where it is coming from. If you vote for
the amendment to strike ouf this title,
you are going to save the taxpayers
$103,000. If you vote against it, why you
are going to take $103,000 out of the tax-
payers’ pockets which we, on the objec-
tors committee, have tried to save for the
taxpayers, and pay it to the receiver of a
bankrupt corporation.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in opposition to the motion and
I ask unanimous consent that I may yield
my time to the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Reeves], a member of the com-
mittee.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, I am
entirely in sympathy with the purpose of
the gentleman from Iowa to save money
for the taxpayers. But I hardly think
that most Members of this House are so
intent on doing so that tHey would con-
sciously reject a meritorious claim against
the United States.

Rejection of this claim by passage of
the pending motion to strike out title IV
would result in a substantial and uncon-
scionable injustice. The Claims Sub-
committee of the Judiciary Committee,
on which I am privileged to serve, con-
ducted a hearing on the matter and gave
thorough consideration to the merits of
the case.

The claim is for actual “out of pocket”
cash losses incurred by the Neafie &
Levy Co. in the construction of three
torpedo-boat destroyers for the Navy
Department. These vessels were the
first torpedo-boat destroyers designed
and constructed by the United States
Government and were experimental in a
large measure. The losses and increased
costs to the company were due to, first,
delay in obtaining the deliveries of steel,
resulting in wage and price increases;
second, substantial changes by the Navy
in the designs and displacement of the
vessels; and, third, the unprecedented
and unpredictable number of trial runs
required by the Navy.

As the committee’s report shows, several
shipbuilding companies entered into con-
tracts with the Navy Department at the
same time for the construction of vessels
of the same type, and all the companies
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suffered losses similar to those of this
claimant. All the companies, including
the Neafie & Levy Co., appealed at once
to the Navy Department for settlement,
but the Navy referred them to Congress
for relief. The Congress finally, in 1910,
referred all of the claims to the Court of
Claims, not for judgmentis, but to make
findings of fact in each case and report
the same back to the Congress.

In the Neafie & Levy case, the court
delayed its decision for 30 years and in
1940 reported to the Congress that the
actual losses of the company, exclusive of
any item of profit, were $103,821.56 and
that such losses had been occasioned by
the changes required by the Navy Depart-
ment and other causes which neither the
company nor the Navy Department could
have anticipated at the time of making
the contract. The court further found
that compensation to which plaintiff
might be entitled rests entirely in the dis-
cretion of the Congress.

The other two companies which suf-
fered similar losses in the construction of

. torpedo-boat destroyers under the same
Navy program were reimbursed for their
losses by private acts of Congress, after
the Court of Claims reported such losses
to Congress.

- Mr. McCORMACK., Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. REEVES. 1 yield tothe gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I ask the gentle-
man if my recollection is correct, that the
facts involved in this bill are the same
as were involved in the Lawley bill that
I introduced, which passed this House
and passed the other body and became a
law in 193672

Mr. REEVES. They are exactly the
same.

Mr. McCORMACK. One other com-
pany, as I remember, the Fall River Co.,
was also involved, and that bill went
through in 1926, or thereabouts.

Mr. REEVES. That is exactly correct.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I introduced a
bill in behalf of one of them, and after
a complete investigation I was satisfied
as to the equities. It seems to me that
this bill is based upon the same set of
facts, and it ought to receive the same
justice by this House as was given in con-
nection with the other two companies.

Mr. REEVES. In 1926 the Fore River
Ship & Engine Building Co. was reim-
bursed $106,521.12 for losses in building
twa torpedo-boat destroyers.

In 1936 the George Lawley & Son Corp.
was reimbursed $92,781 for losses in
building two torpedo-boat destroyers.

The pending claim of Neafie & Levy,
which was not reported to the Congress
by the Court of Claims until March 11,
1940, is for $103,821.56 for losses in build-
ing three torpedo-boat destroyers.

Enactment of the present bill, there-

fore, will accord to this claimant the-

same equitable treatment as has been
granted to the other two companies. It
will also conform to the fairly well-de-
fined policy of the Congress to reimburse
Government contractors who have per-
formed work and furnished materials, of
which the Government has received the
use and benefit, but who nevertheless,
due to conditions beyond their control
and which could not have been antici-
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pated, have suffered losses in the per-
formance of their contracts.

It is conceded that the claim is not a
legal claim in a juridical sense. If it
were, claimant could have secured a
judgment in the Court of Claims and
would not now be before the Congress
asking for relief.

The Navy Department decided it was
not possible under the law to make ad-
justments in any of these three cases,
even though the Department conceded
that such adjustments should be made.
There was no recourse, therefore, except
for the companies to come to Congress
for relief. It is because these were not
legal claims that Congress referred
them to the Court of Claims for inves-
tigation and directed the court not to
render judgment but to find the facts
and determine the amount of the losses
and report the same to the Congress.
The Court of Claims had no power to
render judgments for the claimants, but
could only report the facts and find the
amounts of the losses, and this title of
the omnibus bill is based directly on its
findings.

The objection that the company and
its receiver are guilty of laches is en=-
tirely unfounded, because, as already
stated, claim was promptly filed with the
Navy Department. The fact is that while
all these claims were referred by the
Congress to the Court of Claims in 1910,
the court did not report back its findings
to Congress in this case until 1940. In
other words, the court disposed of the
other claims first, and as they were con-
secutively reported to Congress they were
paid. Since the findings of the Court of
Claims were filed in 1940, this claimant
has been altogether diligent in its efforts
to secure relief from the Congress.

The objection of laches was made
against the Fore River and Lawley claims
at the times they were before the House,
This body considered these objections
unfounded and with the concurrence of
the other body authorized payment of
those claims.

To state the case very simply, the
three contractors were all in precisely
the same position. Two of them have
been fully compensated for their losses,
and it is my conviction that the House
has an obligation to insure that the third
sole remaining contractor shall be
equally treated and fairly compensated.
The Government has received the use
and benefit of these vessels, and this
claimant should be paid in full just as
the other companies have been paid. No
interest is included in the amount of the
proposed award.

I therefore urge that the motion to
strike title IV from the bill be defeated.

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

Mr. REEVES. 1yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. REDDEN. May I ask the gentle-
man what caused all the delay? I have
not heard any explanation of that.

Mr. REEVES. Congress held up the
matter from 1900 to 1910. If was not
quite sure how to handle it. Bills were
introduced in successive Congresses dur-
ing that period. Then it was referred to
the Court of Claims for findings, and the
Court of Claims delayed its findings for
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30 years. It came up in 1940 with find-
ings which support in every respect the
facts which are set up in this bill and
the award which is proposed to be made.
There is obvious equity in the claim, and
there has been no laches.

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

Mr. REEVES. I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER, May I ask the genh-
tleman if he thinks the House is justified
in making another mistake, having made
two mistakes on the same set of facts?

Mr. REEVES. I think it is the gentle-
man from Iowa who has made the mis-
take. There is no doubt about the merit
of the bill and the House will make no
mistake by voting down his amendment.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REEVES. Iyield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Does not
the gentleman think the equities in this
case are on the part of the receiver, when
he remembers that the taxpayers of this
country had the benefit of the use of
those two destroyers throughout two
wars, the Spanish-American War and
the First World War, and the subcon-
tractors and the material men still have
not been paid?

Mr. REEVES.
eminently correct.

The SPEAEKER. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. DoOLLIVER)
there were—ayes 30, noes 66.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Title V—(H. R. 1296. For the relief of Cohen,
Goldman & Co., Inc.) By Mr. Coudert
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and

he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay

to Cohen, Goldman & Co., Inc,, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $19,030.20, in full settle-
ment of all claims against the Government

growing out of contracts Nos. 1325, 1645, 2209,

8220, and 4519N, and contracts supplemen-

tary thereto, for the manufacture during

1917 and 1918 of overcoats and uniforms for

the United States Army.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 5, line 22, after “Army"” inkert a colon
and the following: “Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or received by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.”

. The committee amendment was agreed
0.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the omnibus bill.

The bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

The gentleman is

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McCORMACK asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the REcorp and include a speech.
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Mr. KEATING asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an address delivered
by Hon. Joun C. BUTLER.

Mr. HAVENNER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include a letter from a con-
stituent.

Mr. BUCHANAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REcorp and include a letter.

Mr. MADDEN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include some newspaper
articles.

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES CONTROL
BILL, 1948

Mr. NIXON. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House resolve itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union for the further considera-
tion of the bill (H, R, 5852) to combat
un-American activities by requiring the
registration of Communist-front or-
ganizations, 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 H. R. 5852, with Mr.
WapsworTH in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-
tee rose on last Friday, general debate
having been concluded, the first section
was read for amendment.

THE MUNIT BILL IS A WEAPON OF NATIONAL
DEFENSE

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

Mr. Chairman, about 10 years ago, the
House of Representatives established the
Committee on Un-American Activities,
first as a special committee and—since
1945—as a permanent committee,

Its purpose is to inquire into and in-
vestigate the activities and machinations
of subversive elements in the United
States. It isthe only agency of our Gov-
ernment to which a Member of Congress
can turn for information regarding indi-
viduals and groups whose loyalty to our
Nation is questioned.

This is in no way to be construed as a
reflection upon the Federal Bureau of
Investigation or its work in this field. It
is one of the most efficient agencies of its
kind in the world; but, under the law
creating the FBI, it is not at liberty to di-
vulge all information and is subject to
the Department of Justice, under which
it operates.

The Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities has done most excellent work,
and every loyal American owes it a debt
of gratitude. It has been the target for
much abuse, criticism, and persecution.
The strongest reason for its continued
existence is the enemies it has made.

Every Communist or other enemy of
our country wants this committee de-
stroyed.

The membership of the Committee on
Un-American Activities is composed of
outstanding, loyal Americans. They and
their predecessors are men who do not
flinch from subtle and cruel slander.
They are steadfast in their duty to their
country. I pay deserved tribute to each
and every member of the committee for
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the service they have rendered the cause
of freedom throughout the world and es-
pecially here at home.

After a decade of painstaking effort
and diligence, the committee has pre-
sented to the House a bill, H. R. 5852, to
protect our freedom and way of life. No
right-thinking, sane American can shut
his eyes any longer to the danger of com-
munism within our gates.

What is communism? “It is an evil
and malignant way of life,” says J. Ed-
gar Hoover, Director of the FBI. It is
based on brute force, fear and terror.
Communists have infiltrated every ac-
tivity of American life. They are traitors
to our country and wolves in sheep's
clothing,

Nearly 20 years ago Russia gave notice,
and I quote:

The world-wide nature of our program
iz not mere talk but an all-embracing and
blood-soaked reality. Our ultimate aim is
world-wide communism.

When a neighbor gives you notice that
he intends to destroy you, your home and
family, your religious belief, and your
Government, and do it with force and
bloodshed, you are an exception if you
do not take measures to resist that
threat, even unto death. You have no
choice.

The bill hefore us is one of those meas-
ures. It ought to have the enthusiastic
support of every Member of Congress.
The Communist opposition to it is the
best argument for it.

The Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities has found that the Communist
movement in the United States is for-
eign-controlled and that its activities are
carried on by secret and conspiratorial
methods. They claim that they are a
political party; we know they are not.
Political parties in the United States are
‘not controlled by foreign governments.

We have a right under our Constitu-
tion to protect ourselves. The Com-
munists say this bill would nullify the
Bill of Rights. What is the Bill of Rights?
It is freedom of speech, freedom of the
press, freedom of assembly, and freedom
of religion. They propose to destroy
every one of such freedoms. They pro-
pose to destroy our Constitution; yet
they vociferously oppose this legislation
on the ground that we are destroying
such freedoms. Such nonsense would
be humorous if it were not so tragic.
They know, and we all know, that the
freedoms guaranteed under our Bill of
Rights do not exist under the atheistic
creed of communism.,

On April 3, 1947, I introduced a bill,
H. R. 2948, the purpose of which is to
safeguard the sovereignty and welfare of
the people of the United States. It con-
tains a provision requiring any agency,
political or otherwise, whose origin is di-
rectly or indirectly of foreign inspira-
tion and whose object is the overthrow
of the Government of the United States,
to register with the Secretary of State.
I am gratified that the Committee on
Un-American Activities has embodied
that principle in the pending measure
known as the Mundt bill.

I said at the beginning that Commu-
nists and other subversive elements had
infiltrated into every activity of America.
Not even the churches and schools have
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been immune from their attack. The
Federal Government here in Washington
has been especially fertile soil for plant-
ing their seed. Their presence in key
positions and influential posts has been
particularly galling to loyal citizens
everywhere. Members of Congress have
protested with some effect.

For a number of years, I have exerted
every effort to turn the spotlight on these
termites and remove them from the Gov-
ernment. My efforts have been rewarded
with some success.

The extent to which Communists and
Communist sympathizers got into the
very heart of our Nation is evidenced by
the fact that they were able not only to
obtain secret and highly confidential in-
formation from the records of our Gov-
ernment in time of war but were able to
getually steal the records and transport
them to a distan?® city.

The story of the Russien spy ring as it
operated in Canada during the war and
at a time when Canada was the friend
and ally of Russia is undisputed evidence
of the treachery of the Moscow Govern-
ment. It demonstrates the ruthlessness
of godless and unprincipled communism.

So clever are some of these agents of
the Kremlin that they have been able to
hoodwink and deceive loyalty boards and
the Civil Service Commission into giving
them a clean bill of health for employ-
ment within our Government. I can
give cases and names.

A recent case is that of George Shaw
Wheeler, whose record I exposed in a
speech before the House of Representa-
tives last July. As a result of my efforts,
this man was compelled to resign from
his position with our American military
government in Germany. Where is he
now? He was received with open arms
and a warm welcome by the Communist-
dominated government of Czechoslo-
vakia and made an instructor in the
technical high school in Prague, in that
country.

The world is dividing into two camps:
freedom versus communism; Christian
civilization versus paganism; righteous-
ness and justice versus force and vio-
lence.

That “eternal vigilance is the price of
liberty” may be a trite saying; but, not
since the founding of our Republic, has
liberty been so seriously threatened as it
is today. Ifs light has been going out all
over the world. Here in our land alone
does the lamp of freedom still shine as a
beacon light of hope to a distressed and
saddened world.

Communism is the greatest menace
and the worst threat to Christian civili-
zation the world has ever seen. It has,
thus far, blocked all efforts to world
peace. Its purpose is to enslave the
earth.

I shall vote for the Mundt bill as a
weapon of national defense and that we
Americans may continue to sing, “My
country ’tis of thee, sweet land of
liberty.”

The Clerk read as follows:

NECESSITY FOR LEGISLATION

SEec. 2. As a result of evidence adduced be-
fore various committees of the Senate and
House of Representatives, Congress hereby
finds that—

(1) The system of government known as
totalitarian dictatorship is characterized by
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the existence of a single political party,
organized on a dictatorial rather than a
democratic basis, and by an identity between
such party and its policles and the govern-
ment and governmental policies of the coun-
try in which it exists, such identity being so
close that the party and the government itself
are for all practical purposes indistinguish-
able,

(2) The establishment of a totalitarian dic-
tatorship in any country results in the de-
struction of free democratic institutions, the
ruthless suppression of all opposition to the
party in power, the complete subordination
- of the rights of individuals to the state, the
denial of fundamental rights and liberties
which are characteristic of a democratic or
representative form of government, such as
freedom of speech, of the press, of assembly,
and of religious worship, and results in the
maintenance of control over the people
through fear, terrorism, and brutality.

(8) There exists a world Communist move-
ment which, in its origins, its development,
and its present practice, is a world-wide
revolutionary political movement whose pur-
pose it is, by treachery, deceit, infiltration
into other groups (governmental and other-
wise), espionage, sabotage, terrorism, and any
other means deemed necessary, to establish a
Communist totalitarian dictatorship in all
the countries of the world through the me-
dium of a single world-wide Communist
political organization,

(4) The direction and control of the world
Communist movement is vested in and exer-
cised by the Communist dictatorship of a
foreign country.

(6) The Communist dictatorship of such
foreign country, in exercising such direction
and control and in furthering the purposes
of the world Communist movement, estab-
lishes or causes the establishment of, and
utilizes, in various countries, political organ-
izations which are acknowledged by such
Communist dictatorship as being constituent
elements of the world Communist move-
ment; and such political organizations are
not free and independent organizations, but
are mere sections of a single world-wide
Communist organization and are controlled,
directed, and subject to the discipline of the
Communist dictatorship of such foreign
country.

(6) The political organizations so estab-
lished and utilized in various countries, act-
ing under such control, direction, and disci-
pline, endeavor to carry out the objectives
of the world Communist movement by bring-
ing about the overthrow of existing govern-
ments and setting up Communist totali-
tarian dictatorships which will be subservi-
ent to the most powerful existing Commu-~
nist totalitarian dictatorship, and among the
methods commonly used to accomplish this
end in any particular country are (A) the
disruption of trade and commerce, (B) the
inciting of economic, social, and racial strife
and conflict, (C) the dissemination of propa-
ganda calculated to undermine established
government and institutions, and (D) cor-
rupting officials of the government and se-
curing the appointment of their agents and
sympathizers to offices and positions in the
government, :

(7) In carrying on the activities referred
to in paragraph (6), such political organiza-
tions in various countries are organized on
a secret, conspiratorial basis and operate to
a substantial extent through organizations,
commonly known as “Communist fronts,”
which in most instances are created and
maintained, or used, in such manner as to
coneceal the facts as to their true character
and purposes and their membership. One
result of this method of operation is that
such political organizations are able to ob-
tain financial and other support from per=
sons who would not extend such support
if they knew the true purposes of, and the
actual nature of the control and influence
exerted upon, such “Communist fronts.”
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(8) Due to the nature and scope of the
world Communist movement, with the ex-
istence of affiliated constituent elements
working toward common objectives in vari-
ous countries of the world, travel of mem=
bers, representatives, and agents from coun=-
try to country is essential for purposes of
communication and for the carrying on of
activities to further the purposes of the
movement.

(9) In the United States those individuals
who knowingly and willfully participate in
the world Communist movement, when they
so participate, in effect repudiate their al-
legiance to the United States and in effect
transfer their allegiance to the foreign coun-
try in which is vested the direction and con=-
trol of the world Communist movement;
and, in countries other than the United
States, those individuals who knowingly and
willfully participate in such Communist
movement similarly repudiate their alle-
glance to the countries of which they are
nationals in favor of such foreign Commu-
nist country.

(10) In pursuance of communism’s stated
objectives the most powerful existing Com-
munist dictatorship has, by the traditional
Communist methods referred to above, and
in accordance with carefully conceived plans,
already caused the establishment in numer-
ous foreign countries, against the will of
the people of those countries, of ruthless
Communist totalitarian dictatorships, and
threatens to establish similar dictatorships
in still other countries,

(11) The recent successes of Communist
methods in other countries and the nature
and control of the world Communist move-
ment itself present a clear and present
danger to the security of the United States
and to the existénce of free American insti-
tutions and make it necessary that Con-
gress enact appropriate  legislation recog-
nizing the existence of such world-wide con-
spiracy and designed to prevent it from
accomplishing its purpose in the United
States.

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

Mr. Chairman, Mayor William
O'Dwyer, a liberal Democrat and one of
the greatest mayors the city of New
York has ever had, recently issued a
statement in opposition to this bill, for
which he was criticized by the Catholic
‘War Veterans, of which he is a member.
I would like at this time to read to the
House Mayor O'Dwyer's reply to that
criticism. It is dated May 15, 1948, and
reads as follows:

City oF NEw YORK,
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR,
May 15, 1948.
Mr. ANTHONY H. FORBES,
New York Athletic Club,
New York City.

My Dear Sir: Although your telegram
criticizing my stand on the Subversive Con-
trol Act of 1948, H. R. 5852, assumes to
speak on behalf of all the Catholic war vet-
erans, I cannot belleve that they would want
to deny me the right to my opinion on a
matter of public legislation, even when such
opinion does not coincide with their views.
However, I am glad to explain my opposition
to the Mundt bill. In doing so, I prefer to
reason rather than dispute with you.

To begin with, in approaching this bill, I
do so as a citizen deeply interested in our
American democracy, particularly at this
time, when the democratic way of life is
challenged as never before. Viewing it in
that light, I am firmly convinced that the
bill is destructive of our fundamental right
to discuss and criticize, freely, and openly,
all political questions and all political insti-
tutions—a right that is so clearly interwoven
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with our other liberties that without it
despotism or anarchy must result.

Our Supreme Court has expressed that
right in these words: “* * * if there is
any fixed star in our constitutional constel-
lation, it is that no official, high or petty,
can prescribe what shall be orthodox in poli-
tics, nationalism, religion, or other matters
of opinion, or force citizens to confess, by
word or act, their faith therein.”

We already have laws that punish treason
and other criminal acts against the security
or safety of the Government; laws against in-
dividual acts or conspiracies to overthrow
the Government; and laws that require the
registration of agents of foreign governments
and of foreign principals. But this bill pro-
vides a dangerous short-cut to thought con-
trol and police-state regulation. It empow-
ers a Government officer to interpret and
censor people’s thoughts and opinions and
permits him to determine the subversiveness
or disloyalty of any political, civie, or re-
ligious organization, Its terms are so broad,
and yet so vague, as to subject innocent citi-
zens to possible loss of citizenship and other
heavy penalties, not for reason of any act on
their part but for being members of an or-
ganization suspected of entertaining danger-
ous thoughts. It would thus establish the
undemocratic and dangerous prinecipal of
guilt by mere association, without proof of
actual guilt, and without the safeguard of a
jury trial.

This is precisely the pattern of legislation
set by the Nazis and police-state govern-
ments for accomplishing the destruction of
the rights of the people.

The bill is dangerous and its dangers go
far beyond its declared design of curbing
communism, I am opposed to communism
and to police-state regulation, but I am just
as strongly opposed to adopting their meth-
ods. And that is precisely what the bill does.

The more I analyze the bill the clearer it
becomes that, far from protecting, it will go
& long way toward destroying the American
way of life.

It is well for us to recall what Governor
Smith said in 1923, when he signed the bill
repealing the Lusk laws, similar in their pro-
visions, but less drastic than the Mundt bill:

“I am satisfied that they should not remain
upon the statute books of this State because
they are repugnant to the fundamentals of
American democracy. Under the laws re-
pealed, teachers, in order to exercise their
honorable calling, were, in effect, compelled
to hold opinions as to governmental matters
deemed by a State officer consistent with
loyalty. * * * Freedom of opinion and
freedom of speech were by those laws unduly
shackled. * * * In signing these bills, I
firmly believe that I am vindicating the
principle that, within the limits of the penal
law, every citizen may speak and teach what
he believes.”

On another occasion, a bill to bar from civil
service persons accused of advocating the
overthrow of Government by force and vio-
lence, came hefore Governor Lehman. He
vetoed it and cautioned against that kind of
legislation, saying:

“Were we of this great liberal State to
approve this bill today, we might readily find
tomorrow that we had opened floodgates of
oppressive legislation in the Nation against
religious, social, labor, and other minority
groups,”

These are some—by no means all—of the
reasons why I am unalterably opposed to this
bill and to this type of legislation.

A special word to my fellow war veterans of
the Catholic faith: We are but a part of the
millions of war veterans who merged them-
selves In the total struggle to preserve our
American liberties. We, of all people, must
remember the lessons taught us by incite-
ment against minority groups. . As Catholies,
we must not forget the sufferings inflicted
by the Enow-Nothing Party, the Eu Elux
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Klan. Nor can we forget the insidious anti-
Catholic agitation directed against Al Smith
in his presidential campaign. It is not im-
possible to imagine a situation where a Eu
EKlux administrator, in some local community
that is hostile to a Catholic minority, might
declare a Catholic organization subversive,
disloyal, or subservient to a foreign domina-
tion. This may seem improbable, but the
proposed bill opens the door, and opens it
wide, to just such fantastic possibilities.

As a Catholic, as a war veteran, and as &
citizen residing in the world's largest city,
in which 8,000,000 people, of all races, colors,
creeds, and shades of opinion, live in peace
and harmony, in the spirit of American
democracy, I am impelled to oppose the pro-
visions and principles of the Mundt bill.

Truly yours,
Witrtiam O'DWYER,
Mayor.

This is a sober and intelligent analysis
of the bill, devoid of the hysteria which
unfortunately i so prevalent today. It
should go a long way toward convinc-
ing those Members who sincerely desire
to know what this bill is all about.

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

Mr. Chairman, of all men to make such
a speech, the last one should be the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Kvein]l, who
has just addressed the House.

Every time you mention the word “Jew”
in this Chamber some of them whine to
high Heaven. Yet he comes in here with
a bill which is not only an insult to every
white person in the District of Columbia
but its passage would result in great in-
jury to the Negroes of the District, it is
an attempt to stir up race trouble here,
by forcing Negroes into every white school
in Washington.

That bill which was introduced by the
gentleman from New York [Mr, KLEmN]
on May 10, is entitled “A bill to prohibit
the segregation of persons in the public
schools of the District of Columbia on
account of race, color, creed, national
origin or ancestry.

‘The people of the District of Columbia
have put up with that sort of agitation for
a long time. Nowhere in the world, I dare
say, have the two races got along better
together than they have in the District of
Columbia under the circumstances. Yet
here is a man who whines every time you
mention the word “Jew,” his own race,
who comes in here and attempts to create
race friction in the District of Columbia,
by foreing Negroes into the white schools.

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

Mr. RANKIN. For what purpose?

Mr. KLEIN. For a question.

Mr. RANKIN. Yes, I yield.

Mr. KLEIN, What does the gentle-
man mean when he says I whine around
here?

Mr. RANKIN. Every time the word
“Jew"” is mentioned some of you get up
here and whine. Yet you come in here
with this sort of a hill to stir up race
trouble in the District of Columbia.

Every intelligent man knows it would
bring about confusion, disturbance, race
riots and probably mob violence.

The last man on earth who ought to be
here talking pushing this kind of legis-
lation is the gentleman from New York
[Mr. KLEIN].

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. MORRIS, Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last three words.

Mr. Chairman, the foundation and the
basis for this bi]l is that communism pre-
sents a clear and present danger to the
security of the United States. Iam satis-
fied beyond all peradventure of doubt
that communism presents no such thing.

The record is that upon a check of
the first 1,000,000 employees of the
United States by the FBI it was discov-
ered that there was one hundredth of 1
percent whose loyalty is questioned.
Communism is not on the march. Com-
munism is waning and has been for a
long time, notwithstanding all of the
propaganda we hear. We know what
happened in Italy, we know that com-
munism took an awful beating there,
As reported in the press on April 26 this
year the German Reds took a beating in
the United States zone in voting the day
before. Communism is on the wane
there. Then on May 4 of this year the
press reported 19 industrialists came
over here from France and they unani-
mously reported that communism is on
the wane in France and especially in
labor organizations. Only a few days
ago, on May 14, the Attorney General
of the United States is reported in- the
press to have said that the Communist
movement is on the wane in the United
States and particularly in labor circles.

“¥Yes; communism is on the wane and
has been for a long time. I made that
statement in substance in the debate on
the Greek-Turkey aid matter, and some
of you laughed at me. But, it was and
is true. Communism is not on the
march; it is on the wane. With all of
this propaganda that we get—and you
can scarcely pick up a paper but what
you read several fear articles every day—
and all that is said on the floor of the
House and on the radio, about how dan-
gerous to us communism is, no wonder
the people are in jitters about it. No
wonder we have all this hysteria. But,
it is not so; it is not so that the danger is
as great as pictured. Communism is not
a good form of government and it will
never take hold in the United States.
Now, do not misunderstand me; I have
said that communism is not on the
march, that it is on the wane. Liber-
alism is on the march and it will ever be
on the march, because the people are
marching forward to a better order of
the day; they are marching forward ever
striving for greater liberties and a greater
degree of justice, to better economic
conditions; and liberalism will be forever
on the march. Your good party over
here, the Republican Party, is more lib-
eral than it was in yesteryear. The good
old Democratic Party is also more liberal
than it was in days agone. Good old
Jeffersonian democracy is on the march,
and it will ever be. But, communism is
not. You say it presents a clear and
present danger, and I say it does not.
The facts are against that argument.
We are living in a state of hysteria su-
perinduced by all of this scare talk and,
my friends, it is causing us to do un-
seemly things. I repeat again, lest I
be misunderstood, that there is not a
man that lives or breathes that is more
opposed to communism than I am; he
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could not be. I could never be a Com-
munist and could never have anything
in common with the Communists. But,
this is not the way to defeat communism,
This is a good way to defeat American-
ism. This is a good way to destroy our
own liberties in this country, and I say
if we keep on with these measures we
are not going to be whipped by commu-
nism but we are going to whip ourselves.
We are going to destroy our own liberties
in this country if we are not careful, my
friends.

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

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

Mr. Chairman, the Communists in the
United States call themselves a political
party. In fact, they are no such thing.
The Communist Party is not a political
party in the American sense. The Com-
munist Party is by self-admission a
world-wide revolutionary conspiracy.
Here in America we have merely one sec-
tion of the Communist International,
taking all its orders from Moscow.

It is completely illogical that a person
can be a good Communist and remain a
loyal American. For here is what com-
munism stands for:

Hatred of God and all forms of re-
ligion, ,

Destruction of private property and in-
heritance.

Promotion of class hatred and violence.

Revolutionary propaganda to stir up
Communist activities in foreign coun-
tries, in order to cause strikes, revolts,
riots, sabotage, and industrial unrest.

Destruction of all forms of representa-
tive or democratic government, includ-
ing civil liberties, such as freedom of
speech, press, assembly, and trial by jury.

The promotion of class or civil war by
force, violence, and bloodshed, and
through world revolution to achieve the
ultimate objective of a Russia-centered
world dictatorship.

Communism as it is now propagan-
dized in America is an un-America sys-
tem that would destroy the fundamental
freedoms upon which our Republic rests.

" Communists would destroy the very civil

liberties they are now screaming about.
The Communist Party and its satellite
organizations constitute a literal enemy
within our gates, and its members are
quislings owing allegiance to the Soviet
Union rather than to America.

On the basis of these undeniable facts,
the only logical objection to the Mundt
bill is that it does not go far enough.
The Mundt bill is but a mild defense
against the menace of communism. But
it is a good beginning. Prompt legisla-
tive action is desperately needed to emas-
culate Communists in this country, eco-
nomically and politically, by every means
open to us within the framework of the
American constitutional system. It is
already later than we think. The secu-
rity of our Nation demands that all Com-
munists within our borders be rendered
politically and economically impotent.
Just as we have laws against criminal
banditry, so we need effective legislation
against the most dangerous gang of in-
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ternational pirates ever organized. Just
as we have laws requiring the labeling
of poisonous chemicals for human con-
sumption, so we need laws labeling poi-
sonous ideas for what they are.

It is altogether possible that outlaw-
ing the Communist Party would achieve
no practical purpose. It is a puerile
argument, however, to say that such leg-
islation would drive the Communists
underground. The overwhelming major-
ity of Communists are already under-
ground. What we need is legislation
that will bring them out of their hiding
places, tear away their assorted masks,
drag them out into the open, put the
spotlight on every last one of them, to
see who they are, where they are work-
ing, and what they are trying to do.
The last thing that a Communist wants
is public knowledge of his perfidy. The
Communist Party is today the only party
that persists in working in secrecy. The
Mundt bill is designed merely to put the
Communist Party on the same level as
all legitimate American political parties.
That is why there is so much wailing
and gnashing of teeth among the Com-
munists as they bring to bear all their
underhanded pressure tactics to defeat
the Mundt bill. The Communists know
that as soon as they are brought out
into the open they are doomed. They
know that party members can never en-
dure the public condemnation they will
meet when they are known by name and
threatened always by heavy fines and im-
prisonment if they choose to work in
secrecy.

It is unnecessary to discuss in detail
the manner in which tiese enemies with-
in our gates are attempting to accom-
plish their nefarious objectives. They
openly admit the use of any and all
means, legal or illegal, or a combination
of both, to bring about revolution. The

efforts in this country are not confined to

mere expression, or academic discussion.
It is not a simple matter of freedom of
speech and assembly. Overt efforts are
being made in every conceivable way to
create dissatisfaction and discontent, to
capitalize on it wherever it exists, in or-
der to produce emotional results that will
aid them in furthering their cause.
They employ the “boring-from-within"”
policy, a policy that Jefferson warned
against when he stated that the greatest
threat to American liberty would be from
forces within rather than outside forces.
The Communists employ the Trojan
horse technique in labor, fraternal, and
other organizations, in order to obtain
a position of influence therein, or to ob-
tain recognition so as to influence the
policies of such organizations. They em-
ploy also the united-front policy, where
they join with other organizations in the
agitation or furtherance of some pro-
gram, They are not interested in the
program, except as a means of using the
persons in their cause. They join with
others, not because they believe in what
others fight for, but to use the strength
of other organizations for their own ad-
vantage, To them, anything in which
they engage is simply a means to the end
they seek—the overthrow of government,
not chrough the Constitution, but by
force and violence.
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It is difficult to understand why this

The other night while rereading Chief
Justice Marshall’s Life of George Wash-
ington, I came upon these words of
admonition:

Let me conjure you, in the name of our
common country, as you value your own
honor, as you respect the rights of humanity,
and as you regard the military and national
character of America, to express your utmost
horror and detestation of the man who
wishes, under any specious pretences, to over-
turn the liberties of our country, and who
wickedly attempts to open the floodgates of
civil discord, and deluge our rising empire
in blood.

The entire Communist program is dis-
gusting and repulsive to all who believe
in the things that America stands for.
It is to our eternal shame that we have
coddled and pampered these termites as
long as we have. The legislation in ques-
tion may very well be too little, too late.
We must not believe that the Mundt bill
is the final answer to the Communist
problem. But it is a necessary begin-
ning. We owe it to all innocent and loyal
Americans to protect them from becom-
ing unwitting dupes of the Communist
Party and its multiple fronts. We may
debate the wisdom of outlawing the
Communist Party, but certainly there
can be no 'debate over the question of ex-
posing its members. Members of this
House have no hesitancy in making their
party affiliations known, why should the
Communist?

The Mundt bill does not kill the Com-
munist serpent, but it does draw its
poisonous fangs. We owe at least this
much to our people in the name of Amer-
ican liberty. We cannot wait until the
Communist menace results in actual
revolution. In the words of Justice
Sanford: :

If a State were compelled to wait until
the apprehended danger became certain,
then its right to protect itself would come
into being simultaneously with the over-
throw of the government, when there would
be neither prosecuting officers nor courts for
the enforcement of the law. (Gitlow w.
New York (vol. 268 U. S. Reports, p. 667).)

The time to act is now. As we watch
the onward sweep of communism in Eu-
rope and the Far East, and as we observe
the devious doings of the Communists in
America in their slavish subservience to
Moscow, we cannot show too much haste
in enacting legislation of this nature.
The Mundt bill is practical, effective,
and—if anything—altogether too soft.
We must pass it now, and trust the com-
mon sense of the American people to do
the rest.

Mr., EELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REcorb.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. KELLEY, Mr, Chairman, the
necessity for the Mundt bill is not ap-
parent, and its value is doubtful. When
two prominent Republican Presidential
candidates cannot agree upon the in-
terpretation of the bill—whether or not
it outlaws communism—it is not clearly
drawn. We have too much legislation
written that way.
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bill was introduced at all. We have
plenty of laws to take care of sedition
and treason. We have also on the books
requirements for registration of subver-
sive groups. Under the crime of treason,
sedition is clearly defined, and it is a
wonder to me, if the Communists are as
bad as the Un-American Activities Com-
mittee maintains, that these agents ad-
vocating overthrow of our Government
by force have not been prosecuted. Why
have they not been brought to the
courts, convicted and sentenced? If
there is any flaw in the laws providing
punishment for these people, the Un-
American Activities Committee should
see to it that the correction is made so
that these traitors and seditionists are
dealt with properly. Why attempt half-
way measures? Why fool the American
people into believing that something is
being done to correct a dangerous situa-
tion, if it is a dangerous situation, when
the proposed legislation will not cure it?

If the Mundt bill is enacted into law,
it will be seen how far-reaching it is.
Innocent people may be subject to per-
secution. It seems to me that under it a
person expressing an opinion contrary
to the accepted beliefs of the majority
could be branded as revolutionary or
subversive. As one of the Presidential
candidates said, “Let us prosecute the
act, not the idea.” It is better that one
guilty man escape than one innocent
person be condemned. We have seemed
to have lost that view lately in much of
the legislation coming before us.

I have repeatedly said that I have no
time for communism or for persons who
would advocate the overthrow of this
Government by revolutionary methods,
but I cannot acquiesce in this legisla-
tion that would injure innocent people,
and that would be its effect rather than
the purpose its authors intended. It oc-
curs to me that in our search for Com-
munists we are drifting pretty far to-
ward totalitarianism. That may be a
common argument, but the approach to
totalitarianism is so insidious that the
American people may not realize it. All
of the efforts being made to circum-
scribe the thoughts and actions of the
decent American citizen are ample evi-
dence of that trend. We have gone far
along a dangerous road when we at-
tempt to pass a measure of this kind.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike out the last three words.

Mr. Chairman, within the last half
hour we have heard some remarks on the
floor here which should give us cause for
pause. The gentleman from New York
[Mr. KieiN] made a few remarks in
which he read a letter written by the
eminent mayor of the greatest city in
the world, a very democratic speech,
showing that the mayor was a lover of
liberty and believed in constitutional
principles., Just a few minutes there-
after the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. RANKIN] made some remarks with
respect to a measure which had previ-
ously been introduced by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Krgmn]. In those
remarks the gentleman from Mississippi,
in effect, accused the gentleman from
New York of promoting racial strife and
race riots and matters of that type.
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Mr. Chairman, I want to call your at-
tention to the fact that this measure
practically makes it a crime for any-
body whom the Attorney General can
reasonably conclude belongs to an or-
ganization which takes a course of ac-
tion which would incite economic, social,
or racial, strife or conflict.

If the gentleman from New York [Mr.
KLein] belonged to an organization at
which speeches are made such as he
has made in the past, or belonged to an
organization that believes in nonsegre-
gation of the white and the black, the
Attorney General could find that that
organization is a Communist-front or-
ganization. The members of that or-
ganization who are officers must needs
be registered, and their names put on a
blacklist. Under certain circumstances
everybody that pays dues in that organ-
jzation would have their names listed.
It would contribute to the building up
of a blacklist amounting to millions and
millions of persons. >

Mr. Chairman, it is all right to be
against communism, but are we going
to destroy the liberties of the American
people by being afraid that communism
is on the march? As the gentleman
from Oklahoma very reasonably said, I
think to the satisfaction of everybody,
we know that communism is on the
wane; we also know that democracy is
on the march throughout the world; we
in this country and in this Congress
should not waste tie fime of the House
of Representatives, practically two legis-
lative days, in debating and passing a
measure which all of us know almost as
a matter of certainty will never become
the law of this land. The other body
will devote no time to ideas such as are
proposed in the Mundt bill.

We spent over $200,000 in a year to
promote the activities of the Committee
on Un-American Activities. Next year
I assume the committee will come in and
ask for $300,000, and then in order to
justify that expenditure will make wild
accusations, which they will not be able
to prove, against the finest characters
in America. The following year per-
haps they will ask for half a million
dollars, and come in with some other
phony measure which will not do any
good for the freedom-loving people of
this country, and which is violative of
the Constitution of the United States,
under the bugaboo of suppressing com-
munism. They are even beginning to
accuse Members who oppose this bill of
using communistic tactics. Every cur-
tain that they can throw around the real
meaning of the prohibitions contained
in this bill, and every statement that is
made in support of this measure, can by
any thoughtful person be found to be

“unreasonable and without substance in
fact.

I think all the legislation that should
be passed by this Congress within the
next 4 weeks, up to June 20, should be
given consideration, instead of wasting
time and stirring up hate and prejudice
in this country. That is what this bill
does. I do not know a single person in
my congressional district that espouses
communism, but I have in my district
many organizations that believe in the

FEPC, that believe in veterans’ housing,

that believe in upholding freedom of
speech and that right to express your
opinion. I do not want those organi-
zations labeled as Communist-front or-
ganizations, by the reasonable conclusion
of one individual, some future attorney
general, who may be swayed by preju-
dice, hysteria, or even personal or public
political considerations.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike out the last four

words.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to compliment
the Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties for the fine work that it has done in
the past and to encourage it to continue
its good work—I also wish to compliment
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Nmxon] for the splendid
manner in which he has conducted the
debate on this important subject.

Mr. Chairman, I have been raising my
voice on this floor against Communists
for more than 20 years. I shall vote for
this bill, commonly known as the Mundt
bill. It may not be what many Members
might want, but it is a gigantic step in
the right direction. Communism is a
direct antithesis to Americanism. Like-
wise, it is a direct opposite to Christian-
ity. Its purpose is to undermine Amer-
ica, and, consequently, we should not fail
to condemn it at every opportunity. I
hope we will reflect the sentiment of our
people who are almost unanimously op-
posed to communism in all its ramifica-
tions. I may be compelled to be away
tomorrow when the final vote on this
bill comes up for vote. I have been called
away on important public business relat-
ing to the experiments seeking to make
oil and gas from coal and shale, and I
may miss this vote, but I shall pair my
vote if I can do so.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr,
Chairmhan, I offer a preferential motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. MiLrer of Connecticut moves that the
Committee do now rise and report the bill
back to the House with the recommendation
that the enacting clause of the bill H. E. 5852
be stricken out.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr,
Chairman, I offer this motion in all sin-
cerity as the best way to posipone a
decision on the questions raised in the
Mundt bill. I feel very strongly that
this bill needs further hearings and fur-
ther study by the committee.

First we were presented with the orig-
inal Mundt bill. We now have a sub-
stitute for the Mundt bill. During gen-
eral debate the distinguished gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Owens] stated that
the committee had indicated to him that
they would accept possibly a dozen
amendments fhat he proposes to offer
to the bill, and I have heard it stated
that the committee has numerous
amendments that it intends to offer.
All of which supports the position of
those who oppose the bill as presented
to us today. Undoubtedly many of
these amendments will relate to the
court review provision. I confess that
I do not consider myself competent to
hear an amendment read at the desk
and then debated for 5 or possible 10
minutes, then be able to determine
whether that amendment removes the
objections that have been raised to the
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bill. For that reason, I think the Com-
mittee should take all of the suggestions
which have been brought out during
general debate, objections that have been
raised by Members of the House, as well
as others, and give the bill further con-
sideration.

Last evening I listened to the debate
from Oregon on this question: Should
the Communist Party be outlawed? We
find two distinguished leaders of our
country diametrically opposed to each
other as to what the Mundt bill would
do. One says that the Mundt bill out-
laws the Communist Party. The other
participant in the debate says that it
does not do any such thing. He says
that insofar as it provides for registra-
tion it is a good bill, but he intimated
very plainly that in his opinion the bal-
ance of the bill was of doubiful constitu-
tionality. Here we have the opinion of
two able men who have studied the prob-
lem, and who undoubtedly have studied
the bill. They have come to such dia-
metrically opposed coneclusions, Mr,
Stassen says very definitely it will out-
law the party, and the committee report
says it will not. I am sure of one thing.
The bill will not drive the dangerous
Communists under ground. This bill
provides that after going through the
procedure of having the Attorney Gen-
eral make a finding that the Communist
Party of America is a Communist po-
litical organization, that each member
of that party must register with the At-
torney General. I assume some officer
of the organization will be charged with
registering their members. But what is
going to constitute membership in the
Communist Party of America? Will it
be the paying of dues? If so, perhaps
they will not have to collect any dues
because they may be amply financed
from Moscow and will not need any dues
from American Communists. Will it be
the attending of a Communist meeting
or several Communist meetings? If a
member goes to a Communist meeting in
the city of Hartford in a public hall and
expresses on the floor in that meeting
his approval of certain matters that
might be under discussion, will he be a
Communist or will he have to attend six
meetings of the Communist Party before
he will be listed as a member of the Com-

munist Party and have his name filed

with the Attorney General?

I am not disturbed by the fellow who is
interested or dissatisfied with things as
they are and thinks that he would like to
look at something else and read some
Communist literature or who attends a
Communist meeting. That sort of indi-
vidual will be something else tomorrow.
The man who is dangerous is the man
who wants to conspire with others to
overthrow this Government by foree and
violence. After this bill becomes law
that man is not going to be enrolled any-
where as a member of the Communist
Party. He will go underground and to
that extent will be much more dangerous
than he would be if he openly belonged
to the Communist Party, incidentally, an
organization, as I said on Friday, that is
legally recognized in my own State of
Connecticut as a political party, and is
a party which under our law could elect
a governor or President of the United
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States if they could get enough votes to
do it.

So, Mr. Chairman, I close with this
thought, and offer in all sincerity the
suggestion that the bill should go back
to the committee for further study.

Mr, Chairman, I want to add one fur-
ther thought. I asked a distinguished
Member of the House over the week end,
a Member who is an attorney, whether
he thought the bill was unconstitutional.
He said, “The bill is as unconstitutional
as the hot place, but I am going to vote
for it anyway because I want to drive
the teeth down the throats of the damned
Communists.” Now you cannot legislate
in that frame of mind.

If the committee would agree to sup-
port the motion I have offered to strike
out the enacting clause, take the bill back
to committee and in committee consider
the various suggestions that were made
during general debate last Friday, I be-
lieve they could bring a bill into the next
session of Congress that would deal with
the Communist problem without taking
away from loyal Americans certain con-
stitutional rights.

When such able eriminal lawyers and
such able prosecutors as the Senator
from Michigan [Mr. Fercuson] and the
Governor of New York, Thomas E. Dewey,
state unequivocally that the laws now on
our statute books are adequate to punish
those who would overthrow our Govern-
ment by force and violence, I for one am
willing to accept their opinions.

The Attorney General could proceed at
once to try a case under any one of the
several statutes cited by Governor Dewey,
and if in the trying of the case it de-
veloped that additional laws are neces-
sary Congress could immediately provide
the remedy.

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

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman states
that this will drive the Communists
underground. Does not the gentleman
know that they already are underground
and are working overtime?

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. The
dangerous Communist is underground,
and under this bill he will stay under-
ground.

Mr. RANKIN. They are underground
and they are working in every depart-
ment of the Government.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. This bill
will never bring them out in the open.

Mr, NIXON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the motion.

Mr. Chairman, I want by way of in-
troduction to say that I have the great-
est respect for the gentleman from Con-
necticut and for his sincerity in offer-
ing this motion. I believe the gentle-
man after considering the measure has
come to the conclusion that the motion
should be offered. I believe that the
House after careful consideration of this
bill during the course of its reading to-
day and tomorrow will come to the con-
clusion that the fears which the gentle-
man has expressed as a result of his
study to date are for the most part
completely unfounded.

This measure strikes, as it should, only
at the subversive activities of Com-
munists in the United States and not at
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communism as an idea, as the gentle-
man has indicated he thinks it might.

I believe we should vote down the mo-
tion and consider the bill on its merits.
I am confident that the House will over-
whelmingly approve the bill after it has
given it such consideration.

The CHAIRMAN. The question re-
curs on the motion offered by the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. MILLER].

The motion was rejected.

Mr, CASE of New Jersey. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment which is at
the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Case of New
Jersey:

On page 16, line 25, strike out the comma
and insert in lieu thereof a period.

Page 17, strike out lines 1 to 8, both inclu-
sive.

Mr. CASE of New Jersey. Mr. Chair-
man, before speaking to the amendment,
I want, as I did briefly during general
debate, to pay my compliments to the
committee, particularly to the subcom-
mittee and its able chairman, the gentle-
man from California [Mr. N1xon] for the
job they have done on this bill. The
problem is not only difficult, but it also
touches the very heart of our funda-
mental institutions. The problem is to
find some way, without destroying our
institutions, to prevent them from being
destroyed by this movement, which
without any question has that for its
purpose. :

The question is whether our system is
strong enough and fiexible enough to pre-
vent its destruction by the use of the
very freedoms which it alone provides.
I believe it is. In its attempt to work
out a measure that will accomplish this
result, the committee, in my opinion, has
done a great job. I for one intend to
support the bill and support the com-
mittee in the work that it has done. -

The particular amendment which I
have offered would strike out lines 1
through 8 on page 17. Those lines appear
not in the enacting clauses of the bill but
in the section dealing with findings. The
section dealing with findings sets forth
in coneise, clear, and accurate language
the nature of the movement that we are
endeavoring fto deal with. In general, it
is a fine statement. But, in this particu-
lar, it seems to me the language which
I would strike out is unnecessary and
somewhat weakens the findings them-
selves. It specifies certain methods
which are commonly used by the Com-
munist movement in carrying its objec-
tives in various countries.

The trouble is, first, that by specifying
certain methods you create an implica-
tion that there are not others, and these
are only a few of the methods which the
Communist movement uses.

A greater danger, it seems to me, is
that there might be some possibility that
in the interpretation of the enacting
clauses of the bill these particular meth-
ods used by the Communists in further-
ing their ends might possibly be held, in
themselves, to be illegal, though em-
ployed by persons with quite innocent
intent, That is not the intent of the
committee, I know, and it is not the in-
tent of the House. We do not want in
any way by this bill fo prevent anyone
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from advocating any good cause, or to
make him fearful that his advocacy of it
would lead him into a violation of this
law. By omitting this language we
would strengthen the finding section and
would eliminate any possibility of the
danger that some people have been con-
cerned about.

I hope the committee will accept this
amendment.

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

Mr, CASE of New Jersey. I yield.

Mr. NIXON. I have had occasion, as
the gentleman knows, to have submitted
this amendment to a majority of the
members of the committee. They have
approved the amendment for the very
good reasons that the gentleman has in-
dicated. I would like to say, as the gen-
tleman has pointed out, this amendment
does not weaken the findings. In effect,
I believe, it strengthens the findings, be-
cause the findings and the necessity of
the legislation as they are presently
written are written so they apply gen-
erally and this brings in specific applica-
tion of particular acts which I do not
think are not consistent with the find-
ings. I believe the amendment is in the
nature of a perfecting amendment which
will improve the findings and will
strengthen the bill and will accomplish
the aims which the gentleman so well
points out. For that reason, speaking
for myself and for a majority of the
members of the committee, we will not
oppose the amendment as presented by
the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. CASE of New Jersey. I thank the
gentleman and yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Jersey,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I have asked for this
time in order to ask my distinguished
colleague from California [Mr. Nixon]
certain questions which are being pro-
pounded to me by many sincere and
thoughtful constituents of mine who are
disturbed over certain of the implications
of this particular legislation. I shall ask
the three questions and then hope that 1
shall be able to get an answer in the time
which is allotted me. The first question
is this:

Is this legislation aimed at destroying
the third party?

I ask this question because some of my
friends feel that if the Attorney General
determines that the third party is a Com-
munist political organization, then every
one of the possibly millions of persons
who are or may become members of that
party will be liable to eriminal prosecu-
tion.

The second question is: Does the gen-
tleman see any possibility that the ef-
fect of this legislation, if it becomes law,
may be to drive the Communists under-
ground or to have them change their
tactics once more in order to avoid be-
ing ensnared by existing law or proposed
new laws?

The third question is: Many of my
friends have questioned me as to the

- constitutionality of this legislation on
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the ground that it establishes guilt by
association.

I would appreciate it if the gentleman
could take the time to answer these three
questions.

Mr, NIXON. Iappreciate the action of
the gentleman from Connecticut in pre-
senting these three questions because I
realize they are of concern to him as a
result of the concern of some of his con-
stituents. I realize also that they are of
general interest to other Members of the
House.

Answering the first question: Is this
legislation aimed at destroying the third
party? The answer is emphatically,
“No.” The charge has been made falsely
that under this legislation the third party
could be classified as a Communist front
organization. All you have to do is to
read the bill and you will find that the
third party is expressly excluded from
the definition of Communist front or-
ganizations. We wrote that definition
with that in mind. The definition states
that a Communist front must be an or-
ganization other than an organization
having the usual characteristics of a po-
litical party.

The question is also raised by the gen-
tleman as to whether there is a possi-
bility that the definition of a Communist
political organization might refer to the
third party. I will say in answer to that
inquiry that the definition of a Commu-
nist organization as it is written—and if
you will read carefully you will come to
this conclusion—applies only to the Com-
munist Party of the United States as it
operates today and as it may operate
in the future, provided it does not cut its
foreign ties. It could not conceivably
apply to the third party as the third
party is now operating. And in this con-
nection may I say, as far as the third
party is concerned and as far as this
piece of legislation being directed to the
third party is concerned, that probably
one of the best things that could happen
to the third party or any other so-called
liberal organization would be to have this
legislation passed so we could spotlight
the Communists and drive them into the
open so that such organizations could
get rid of them and do an honest job in
the American fashion.

The last point raised by the gentleman
is whether, if this legislation be passed, it
may drive the Communists underground.
In this connection the contention has
been made that if this legislation is
passed the Communists have threatened
to disobey the law and refuse to comply
with ifs provisions.

My answer is that the Communist
Party, for the most part, at the present
time, is already underground. So you
are begging the question at the very be-
ginning to indicate this will drive them
underground. The only question is
whether you are going to drive them
furtber underground.

If the Congress of the United States
sees an evil, I do not think it should
refuse to enact legislation combating
that evil merely because a certain or-
ganization or a certain group of indi-
viduals threatens to disobey the law if
it goes on the books. That is one of
the good reasons for enacting the law.
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The third inquiry is whether or not
this legislation might be unconstitutional
on the ground it might involve guilt by
association. In the minute I have leff
I cannot adequately discuss the question
of the constitutionality of this legisla-
tion. I may say, however, that the com-
mittee gave this matter very thorough
consideration. This bill is legislation in
a new field. We have attempted to meet
this problem in a constitutional manner,
in a sane, moderate fashion.

The gentleman from New York [Mr,
Keatmve] is going to ask for time in the
course of this debate to discuss the con-
stitutional questions, and I trust all Mem-
bers of the House will listen carefully
to his discussion because he has a keen
understanding of the problem. He is one
of the able members of the Committee
on the Judiciary, and he is thoroughly
convinced that the measure is constitu-
tional.

I believe that answers all of the ques-
tions of the gentleman,

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

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man may have five additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr, SEELY-BROWN. 1 yield to the
gentleman from New York.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I would like to
deal at this time with the first question
the gentleman asks. It is significant
that the gentleman from Caiifornia in
answering changed the question. The
gentleman answered the question as
though it were put in the following lan-
guage: “Does this bill apply to the third
party?” That is not the question that
the gentleman from Connecticut asked.

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

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. I yield to the
gentleman from California.

Mr. NIXON. I would like to read the
question: “Is this legislation aimed at
destroying the third party?”

Mr. MARCANTONIO, The question
asked was, “Can the Attorney General
use this legislation against the third
party?” Am I correct in that?

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. I will repeat
the question. If is a question that has
been asked me by many of my constitu-
ents. The question that I asked follows:
“Is this legislation aimed at destroying
the third party?”

Then I went on to say that I asked this
question because some of my friends feel
that if the Attorney General determines
that the third party is a Communist po-
litical organization then possibly millions
of persons who are or may become mem-
bers of that party will be liable to crimi-
nal prosecution.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. So that realis-
tically the first part of the gentleman’s
question is embodied in the latter part.
That is the power that this bill confers
on the Attorney General and whether he
can utilize that power against, specifi-
cally, the Wallace third party movement.

May 18

Let us deal with that a minute. The
only way to answer that question is to
look at the definitions in section 3, page
19. We must bear in mind, first of all,
the charges that are made against the
Wallace third-party movement. It has
been repeated time and time and time
again by its enemies that the Wallace
third-party movement is in the interest
of the Soviet Union, that its foreign pol-
icy is in accord with that of the Soviet
Union. That is the charge that the ene-
mies are making. Assuming that the
Attorney General takes that charge and
then he applies the loose test, which is
one of the dangers of this bill; that is,
the broad looseness of the language.

It says, first of all, page 19:

The term “Communist political organiza-
tion"” means any organizations in the United
States having some, but not necessarily all,
of the ordinary and usual characteristics ot
a political party, with respect to which, hav-
ing regard to some or all of the following
considerations,

What are the considerations? They
are as broad as the world.

(A) The extent and nature of its activi-
tles, including the expression of views and
policies.

Incidentally, think of that in connec-
tion with the first amendment fo the
Constitution.

(B) The extent to which its policies are
formulated and carried out and its activi-
tles performed, pursuant to directives or to
effectuate the policies of the foreign govern-
ment or foreign governmental or political or-
ganization in which is ve:ted, or under the
domination or control of which is exercised,
the direction and control of the world Com-
munist movement referred to in section 2 of
this act.

(C) The extent to which its views and
policies are the same as those of such for-
eign government or foreign organization,

Any one of these can be used as the
test. Here is another test, and under
this test you can take in everybody that
advocates any form of public ownership,
even the gentleman from Mississippi,
who advocates public power.

(D) The extent to which it supports or ad-
vocates the basic principles and tactics of
communism as expounded by Marx and
Lenin.

And public power is a socialist enter-
prise expounded by Marx and Lenin
and Rankin, so that I do not have to
continue to read.

It is quite obvious that when an At-
torney General, in a period of war hys-
teria, repeating what the Attorney Gen-
eral did in 1798 in a like period of
hysteria, using the Alien and Sedition
Act, which also contains practically the
same language of this bill—and I have it
here; I would like to read that particular
section of the Sedition Act of 1798 which
the American public found so repugnant
that they repealed not only the Alien and
Sedition Act but they also repealed the
political party that put it in existence.

The Sedition Act of 1798 read in part
as follows: “or to aid, encourage or abet
any hostile designs of ‘any foreign nation
against the United States, and so forth.”

Under this loose language the followers
of Jefferson, who was establishing a new
party based on a foreign policy of peace
with Republican France, were thrown
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into jail. So too, under the loose lan-
guage of this bill Wallace's followers can
be jailed because of their advocacy of
peace with the Soviet Union.

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

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate on this section and all
amendments thereto do now close. We
are discussing matters that have not
been read, and there will be plenty of
opportunity to speak under the 5-minute
rule.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chair-
man, that motion is not debatable.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. You ftry to
close off debate and I will ask for the
reading of the engrossed copy of the bill
and you will not vote on it today, then.

Mr. RANKIN. We can vote on it to-
mMOIrrow.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment.

Mr. RANKIN, I will withhold it if
the gentleman has an amendment.
But, I do not care to sit here and hear
them discuss parts of the bill that have
not been read.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. OWENS:

Page 15, line 5, after the word “dictatorial”
strike out the words “rather than a demo-
cratic.”

Page 15, line 12, after the word “in" strike
out the words “the destruction of free demo-
cratic institutions.”

Page 15, line 16, after the letter “a"” strike
out the words “democratic or.”

Mr. OWENS., Mr. Chairman, when
I spoke in debate the other day I men-
tioned that I thought this particular
section 2 and section 4 were the strong
parts of this bill because in section 2, it
described a dictatorial form of govern-
ment under the control of a foreign na-
tion, describing a world Communist
movement, and then set forth in section
4, the fact that anyone who would at-

/

tempt to establish such a type of gov- -

ernment in this Nation would be subject.

to a penalty of 10 years in jail and a
$10,000 fine. It is my thought, in view
of the seriousness of that section, that
there should be some change, and one
very good change was suggested by the
gentleman from New Jersey, and the
portion that I am changing is merely
perfecting this part so that there will
be no misunderstanding whatsoever as
to what it means.

For instance, subparagraph (1) reads:

The system of government known as to-
talitarian dictatorship is characterized by the
existence of a single political party, organ-
ized on a dictatorial rather than a demo-
cratic basis.

The words “rather than a democratic
basis” add nothing to the sentence but
confusion, because the balance of the
paragraph is quite sufficient without the
words which I recommend be stricken.

Before I finish my statement about
that part, I shall read from paragraph
2, where it states:

The establishment of a totalitarlan die-
tatorship in any counfry results in the de-
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struction of free democratic institutions, the
ruthless suppression of all opposition to the
party in power.

We leave out the words “the destruc-
tion of free democratic institutions," and
we have, “The establishment of a totali-
tarian dictatorship in any country re-
sults in the ruthless suppression of all
opposition to the party in power.”

Then it goes on to say:

The complete subordination of the rights
of individuals to the state, the denlal of
fundamental rights and liberties which are
characteristic of a democratic or representa-
tive form of government.

By leaving out the words “democratic
or” we do not change it one bit; in fact,
we improve it, because the words “which
are characteristic of a representative
form of government” are sufficient.

Section 4, article IV, of the Constitu-
tion guarantees to every State a repub-
lican form of government, which is a
representative form of government. In
making this statement I do not mean
anything from a political standpoint.
What I am pointing out is that the demo-
cratic form of government means one
where every person has a voice in that
which is taking place—where they can
move as a body. It is social equality
as compared with snobbery. Therefore,
we do not have an absolute democracy
here because the States give the persons
the right to participate in the vote, with
certain limitations, and it is the perfect
right of the States to do that. Therefore,
it is not the system that is pointed out
in here. By the use of the words “repre-
sentative form of government” and by
the use of the words “dictatorship” and
“the ruthless suppression of all opposi-
tion,” we accomplish everything we de-
sire to accomplish without adding those
words which might cause a great deal of
confusion when that section is later
being interpreted by a court.

I spoke with the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Nixon] about this the other
day and he indicated that they would be
willing to accept the changes. I have
not heard him say so today, but I think
that it would help perfect this section
very much. Therefore, I urge the
adoption of the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr, OWENSs],

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word, and
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, last
Friday I spoke upon the floor of the
House and I made the charges against
this bill that it had key words and phrases
which were vague and indefinite as to
legal interpretation and as to admin-
istrative determination. I gave a list
of these vague and indefinite phrases and
words, which may be found on page 5873
of the May 14 issue of the Recorn. The
vague and indefinite language in the bill
will confuse and distract any attorney
general who tries to enforce it, He must,
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of necessity use his own judgment as to
“reasonable conclusions,” as to “degree
of similarity” between an inspected or-
ganization and some Communist or Com-
munist-front organization. In other
words, we will force upon the Attorney
General the use of judgment rather than
the compliance or interpretation of clear
and well-defined offenses. We substitute
the variable judgment of one man for
legal phraseology, which has been given
substance and prestige through Supreme
Court determination. One of the basic
principles of law is that a crime shall
be defined in language which is so clear
that a common man may understand it,
and thereby know when he is complying
with the law or when he is in danger
of violating the law. The Supreme Court
has said in Connelly against The General
Construction Co.:

That the terms of a penal statute creat-
ing a new offense must be sufficiently ex-
plicit to inform those who are subject to it
what conduct on their part will render them
liable to its penalties.

I charge that this bill does not comply
with the Supreme Court requirement of
clear and definite language when de-
scribing offenses against society.

Mr, Chairman, I am sure that many
of the Members of the House listened to
the debate last night between Governor
Dewey, of New York, and ex-Governor
Stassen, of Minnesota, both Republican
Presidential aspirants. Last night’s de-
bate was a demonstration for all the
people of America as to the understand-
ing and interpretation of the Mundt bill.
Governor Stassen, who seeks to outlaw
the Communist Party, dnd who is very
frank and honest in his advocacy of this
method of controlling communism, claims
that the Mundt bill will outlaw the Com-
munist Party. On the other hand, Gov-
ernor Dewey, who believes that if you
outlaw the Communist Party you will
drive it underground and thereby cause
it to propagate in secret, conspiratorial
manner much faster than if it remains
above ground where it is exposed to the
pitiless glare of publicity and constant
criticism, came out with the very strong
statement that the Mundt bill does not
outlaw the Communist Party. In my
opinion, this was the most important
development of the 1-hour debate, which
was listened to by millions of American
people. Here we have two of our most
prominent American citizens, men with
legal training, men with governmental
administrative experience, men of keen
minds and strong intellect, and yet they
take a directly opposite position on the
interpretation of the Mundt bill. In my
opinion, this proves the statement, which
I shall continue to make, that the ter-
minology of the Mundt bill is so vague
and indefinite that it will open the door
to countless interpretations on the part
of either congressional committees or
upon the part of the enforcement official,
the Attorney General of the United
States.

Last night’s radio debate was a demon-
stration which the whole American peo-
ple heard last night. Two men who have
been governors of States and who think
of themselves as Presidential timber,
could not agree upon whether the Mundt
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bill outlawed the party or not. Regard-

less of the facts involved, I am sure of the

division that exists in their minds if they
are honest, and I do not doubt they are
honest.

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

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I yield.

Mr. JUDD. I think there can be no
dispute on this point: The Mundt bill
does not outlaw the Communist Party by
name, and that is where Governor Dewey
placed his emphasis. But it does outlaw

* the party in fact because it outlaws the
kind of activities in which it is engaged.

That is where Governor Stassen placed

his emphasis. It does not outlaw the

Communist Party in name, but, if passed,

will outlaw the Communist Party in fact,

because it declares illegal and therefore
outlaws the sort of activities in which
that party is engaged. There was no
confusion, I think, except for the pub-
lic, even as a jury may sometimes be
confused by skillful placing of emphasis.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I am
glad to hear the gentleman’s explana-
tion of Mr. Stassen's and Mr. Dewey’s
stands, but I listened to the explanation
of the gentlemen themselves last night,
and it does not coincide with the gen-
tleman’s remarks. The fact remains
that there is confusion and misunder-
standing between two of the prominent
Republican aspirants for the Presidency
on what the Mundt bill does. If it does
what the gentleman from Minnesota
says, in other words, outlaws the Com-
munist Party by indirection, then it is
clearly unconstitutional because the Con-
stitution of the United States, or rather
some interpr.tations of the Constitution
of the United States, says that you can-
not do by indirection what you cannot do
directly.

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

Mr. Chairman, I want to have the
Recorp state clearly that I did not even
suggest that this is an attempt to outlaw
the Communist Party by indirection.
Very properly this bill does not mention
any organization by name. It would, I
suppose, be class legislation to outlaw a
particular organization or group by
name. What it outlaws or declares il-
legal is a certain type of behavior.

The Communist Party itself has an-
nounced by its own declarations through
many years and by its demonstrations
that it carries on or intends at the right
moment to carry on that kind of behav-

 jor, Therefore, while it does not outlaw
the Communist Party by name, the pas-
sage of this bill will make illegal the sort
of activities which are the essential part
of its work and thereby will in effect
properly outlaw the Communist Party.

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

Mr. JUDD. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. As a matter of fact,
what it does outlaw is a criminal con-
spiracy against the Government of the
United States and #£ainst American
institutions.

Mr. JUDD. Yes, Governor Dewey in
his argument very shrewdly and skillfully
quoted Congressman MuNpT and the
committee report, for example, as saying
that the bill does not outlaw the Com-
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munist Party—and it does not outlaw it
by name; but it does make illegal and
therefore outlaws the activities in which
it is engaged, which are designed to over-
throw the Government of the United
States of America and install one here
that will be subservient to the Soviet
Union.

Mr, RANKIN. And the conspiracy is
directed by a foreign power or a foreign
influence?

Mr. JUDD. The language specifically
makes illegal such activities.

Mr. RANKIN. That is right.

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

Mr. JUDD. Iyield.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. If that conspiracy
does exist, as has been asserted by both
gentlemen who have spoken, why do you
not go into the courts of the United
States under the conspiracy statutes and
prove, as a matter of fact rather than as
a legislative finding, that such conspira-
cy exists?

Mr. JUDD. I think the gentleman
knows, as was pointed out last night, that
there is no statute whereby you can so
deal with an organization functioning in
the guise of a political party—and the
Communists are not as dumb as the Ger-
man-American Bund was, which called
itself bund instead of party and there-
fore could be so indicted and convicted.
They call themselves a political party
and are therefore able to claim all the
legitimate rights and privileges of a po-
litical party; but the activities of that
so-called political party here, as in every
other country where it operates or has
operated, are directed toward the over-
throw of the governments that exist, and
to destroy the people’s freedoms.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. The gentleman has
not answered my dquestion, because I
asked him if there was not a treasonable
act or a conspiratorial act under the
Constitution that he could prove it in
court. The gentleman admits he is set-
ting up different criteria here for con-
spiracy, because he is contending that
the conspiracy provisions of the Consti-
tution do not apply.

Mr, JUDD. While I am no lawyer, I~

think the ordinary conspiracy provisions
are not adequate for such a case, be-
cause these folks are shrewd and clever
enough to evade conspiratorial actions,
and keep you at the point where you
cannot move against them, until they ac-
tually blow up the Capitol; until they
have actually committed the deed. But
we know on the basis of their teachings,
their “seriptures,” and their secret or-
ders and all sorts of actions already taken
in other countries exactly what they are
trying to do. It is nothing short of in-
sanity to wait until they do blow up the
Capitol before you move to end a situa-
tion which allows them to grow to such
power with perfect legality and every ap-
pearance of propriety.

Mr, HOLIFIELD. I am not quarreling
with the gentleman's philosophy at all,
but I am objecting to the way you ap-
proach the answer to the problem. Iam
just as anxious to get rid of communism
as is the gentleman from Minnesota, but
I want to do it in a constitutional way.

Mr. JUDD. I appreciate the gentle-
man's position. It was the gentleman
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from Mississippi [Mr. Rankinl, who
brought up the question of conspiracy.
If it could have been handled under the
conspiracy laws, then why was that not
done long ago? I am willing to stand by
the carefully worked out language of the
bill which describes exactly what kind of
activities we are declaring illegal because
they threaten the very existence of the
United States of America.

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

Mr. JUDD. I yield.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I think what
the gentleman overlooks is this, that up
to this time our entire judicial process
has been based on the proposition of judi-
cial determination of guilt. Here we are
substituting for that iudicial determina-
tion, legislative determination of guilt.
That is a tremendous distinction to which
I think the gentleman from Minnesota
should give adequate thought.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has again
expired.

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for one
additional minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cobjection
to the request of the gentleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. JUDD. I should like to say in an-
swer to the gentleman that the reason
why we must, in some degree, change
that procedure in such a case is because
nation after nation has gone down
through trusting judiciel procedure in
individual incidents rather than legis-

lative determination in advance of what

are improper and illegal practices. In
each of those countries where Commu-
nists could get into the cabinet by po-
litical means they took over the ministry
of the interior, where they could control
the police. Then they took over the min-
istry of justice whereafter they could
easily get decisions which declared guilty
those they were against and declared in-
nocent those they were in favor of.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Then the gen-
tleman should amend the Constitution.

Mr, JUDD. They pose as a bona fide
political party and pretend to operate
as such until they get into power using
the Constitution to destroy the Constitu-
tion. That is an intolerable situation.
It involves the inherent right of self-de-
fense. As Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes
once said, “the right to free speech does
not include the right to cry ‘Fire’ in a
crowded theater.” To grant them liber-
ties which we know they intend to use to
gestroy the people’s liberties is indefensi-

le.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has again
expired.

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

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor
of what I think is the objective of this
bill, to rid America of atheistic com-
munism. I am against the method em-
ployed to reach that objective. It is far
too dangerous. In our attempt to stamp
out communism, we should stop, look,
and listen before we adopt something
which could be equally dangerous to the
protection of our citizens. I do not be-
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lieve that there is a Member here who
really knows how far-reaching this bill is.
I believe it is particularly dangerous to
the workers of America. No person can
read this bill and not realize that it is
directed at labor. Not satisfied with the
Taft-Hartley law, the enemies of labor
would go a step further and, under the
guise of anticommunism, attempt to
wreak vengeance on all organized labor.

The great labor organizations of this
country are not Communist-controlled.
They are alert to the menace of com-
munism and can be depended on to get
rid of any communistic influence, when-
ever it is found within their ranks. They
do not need this legislation.

I have very great faith in our demo-
cratic form of Government, and I be-
lieve my faith is shared by a great ma-
jority of our people, but, unfortunately,
we spend very little time expressing our
faith. We take it for granted that ev-
erybody should know we believe in de-
mocracy; but do they? Why do we not
spend as much time praising our Gov-
ernment as we do denouncing com-
munism? And why do we not do some-
thing about what causes the sproad of
communism? We know that communism
flourishes in poverty, in suffering, in bad
housing conditions, in hunger, in want.
Destroy the cause, and communism will
die.

Labor knows, and we should know, that
the only time communism will gain
strength in America will be when men
have not the means to buy food and other
necessities to which they are entitled.
Let us be realistic about this. Force
down the price of food, even if it is neces-
sary to control prices. Report the hous-
ing bill which has been locked in com-
mittee, while decent men cannot find
even a modest home for their families.
Report the 75-cent minimum wage bill,
the extension of social security, remove
ever-present fear from our old people,
and there won’t be any necessity for con-
trolling communism.

I have given a great deal of thought
to this bill, and have discussed it with
many of my colleagues. There seems to
be some confusion about the Catholic
viewpoint on this legislation. The Cath-
olic Church, as we all know, is and has
been the greatest force in the world
against communism, but that does not
mean that the Catholic Church endorses
a bill of this kind. However, in order to
get the viewpoint of an outstanding lead-
er of Catholic philosophy, I wrote to the
Most Reverend Francis J. Haas, bishop of
Grand Rapids, Mich., and a former dean
of the School of Social Science of the
Catholic University of America, for his
opinion of this bill, and this morning I
received this wire from him, which I
shall read:

GRAND RaPIDs, MICH., May 15, 1948,
Mrs. Maey T. NORTON,
House of Representatives,
Thirteenth District, New Jersey,
Washington, D. C.:

In my judgment, H. R. 5852 is potentially
destructive of the moral and civil rights of all
Americans. As one who believes in the wid-
est measure of individual freedom consistent
with the public interest, I beg to register my
emphatic oppesition to this bill,

Moreover, the bill contradicts itself. While
b professes to combat totalitarian dictator-
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ship, it gives the Federal Government such
arbitrary powers over personal freedom as to
make the Government, in effect, a totali-
tarian dictatorship. It is hard to see how
anyone who really believes in private enter-
prise—unless perhaps he is talking with his
tongue in his cheek—can risk giving Govern-
ment such wide discrimination over individ-
ual conduct as does this bill.

Communism is an evil to be removed, but
it would be folly to destroy ourselves in re-
moving it. The slower but surer methods of
reason and Christian regard for others, rather
than a bill such as H. R. 5852, are the instru-
ments best suited to the task of stamping out
communism,

Most Rev. Francis J. Haas,
Bishop of Grand Rapids.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike out the last word.

Mr, Chairman, I wish to propound a
question or two to the chairman of the
subcommittee in charge of this bill. On
page 19, under “Definitions” we read:

The term “Communist political organiza-
tion” means any organizaticn in the United
States having some, but not necessarily all,
of the ordinary and usual characteristics of
a political party, with respect to which,
havirig regard to some or all of following
considerations.

Then under subdivision (D) we read
further:

The extent to which it supports or advo-
cates the basic principles and tactics of com~
munism as expounded by Marx and Lenin,

Does that embrace the prineiples which
Marx expounded in his philosophy?

Mr. NIXON. PFirst, let me say that I
urge that the entire definition be read
carefully, having full consideration for
all the elements involved. You will find
that the requirements are that it be rea-
sonable to conclude that the organiza-
tion is under the control of such foreign
government or foreign governmental or
political organization. Only insofar as
the support or advocacy of the principles
and tactics of communism as expounded
by Marx and Lenin bear upon the con-
clusion of foreign control do those prin-
ciples and tactics have any bearing upon
whether an organization can be classed
as a Communist political organization.

In other words, if you will refer again
to the definition you will find that the
term “Communist political organization”
means any organization in the United
States with respect to which, having
regard to some or all of the following
considerations, it is reasonable to con-
clude that it is under the control of such
foreign government or Communist politi-
cal organization. In that connection the
statement that has been made previously
today to the effect that only one of these
considerations would be enough to find
an organization to be a Communist politi-
cal organization, and mere coincidence of
views between a political organization
and the Soviet Union would classify it a
Communist political organization, is not
borne out at all by, the definition because
it is essential not simply that one of these
elements appear but that sufficient ele-
ments appear to justify finding that the
organization is under the control of a
foreign government or a foreign govern-
mental or political organization.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Now let us see
where we are. Do the principles which
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Marx embodied in his manifesto conflick
with the American system of govern-
ment?

Mr. NIXON. The gentleman’s ques=
tion, I must say first of all, does not re-
late to the definition. I may say that,
as far as the economic system which
Marx advocated is concerned, that eco-
nomic system would be inconsistent with
the American system of government as
we know it. But I wish to emphasize
again that for the purposes of this defi-
nition the principles and tactics of Marx
and Lenin would have bearing only inso-
far as adherence to those principles bore
upon the conclusion that a political or-
ganization in the United States is under
the control of a foreign government.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. That is not
what this law says. It says “some or all
of the following considerations.” It does
not say they have to be under foreign
control.

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

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
five additional minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. 1Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Let me see if we
cannot proceed methodically and get an
answer to this question. Does this em-
brace the things which Marx advocated
in his Communist manifesto?

Mr. NIXON. The answer is the same
as I gave the gentleman before.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. IseeIcannot get
an answer. Now, the Communist mani-
festo embodies progressive taxation. The
United States adopted progressive taxa-
tion in 1913 by amending the Constitu-
tion and later making it effective by law.
I would like to know how you are going
to exclude the Democratic Party and the
Republican Party from being classified
as a Communist political organization
under section 3 of this hill.

Mr. NIXON. Would the gentleman
like to have me answer that question
now?

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Yes, I would like
to have an answer.

Mr., NIXON. I am glad the gentle-
man put it exactly that way, because
he has put his finger on the nub of the
entire problem. Under this definition it
is not enough to advocate the theories
and principles of Marx and Lenin which
relate, for instance, to progressive taxa-
tion or public housing or socialized medi-
cine. It is not enough to do that, because
this definition is not aimed at, and a
reading of the definition will show clearly
that it does not strike at, the ideology of
communism as such, insofar as it is a
domestic ideology without foreign gov-
ernment control. I realize that the gen-
tleman is very sincere in propounding
the question, but I must emphasize again
that these standards in the definition of
a Communist political organization can
be taken into account only as they bear
upon the conclusion that the organiza-
tion is under the control of a foreign
government or foreign political organiza-
tion. Only for that purpose can those
definitions be taken into account. There
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would be no guestion that the mere fact
that an organization advocated progres-
sive taxation, for example, would have no
bearing whatever upon the finding that
it was under the control of a foreign po-
litical or governmental organization.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. This provision
does not include the part which the gen-
tleman mentioned, that it must be under
a foreign power. Ii says specifically:
Having regard to some or all of the po-
litical considerations.

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

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman from New York.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Furthermore,
in connection with the argument the gen-
tleman is making, under this definition
they set forth certain standards that are
enumerated, beginning with section (A)
on page 19 to (J) on page 21, and then
they put in these words, “It is reasonable
to conclude,” “the Attorney General, if
he finds that it is reasonable to conclude
as a result of finding any one of these
standards enumerated,” “if he finds that
it is reasonable to conclude as a result
of any one of the standards enumerated
that this party is one of the principal
instrumentalities utilized by the world
Communist movement in carrying out
its objectives,” and under that broad
language, Doctor, you can take in even
the physicians association, if the At-
torney General wants to make that
charge against them.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. In conclusion,
Mr. Chairman, may I say that I am con-
fused on several points in this bill. I
am wondering whether the authors of
this measure thought through all of its
provisions and implications.

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

Mr. Chairman, I think somebody
ought to protest the views expressed by
the Catholic bishop quoted by the gen-
tlewoman from New Jersey. I, of
course, do not know the bishop, but I
 believe I know that the views expressed
by him are not the views of the Cath-
olic Church. It is inconceivable that a
great religious order, headed by one of
the great world figures—I think one of
the three greatest of all the Popes—that
has wrought so nobly in behalf of the
preservation of freedom on this earth
and that has contributed so much to
stopping the spread of communism,
would approve the views expressed by
this divine.

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

Mr. Chairman, there are two or three
subjects to which I want to refer.

A while ago the gentleman from New
York [Mr, MarcaNTONIO] mentioned me
in connection with Karl Marx because
I have supported the development of the
water power of this Nation and the ex-
fension of rural electrification. Karl
Marx was dead and buried long before
Edison developed the use of electricity.
Therefore, I am sure he could not have
had the TVA in mind when he issued his
manifesto.

I also want to reply to some of the
other statements that have been made
here. I call your attention to the fact
that before Germany attacked Russia
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the Communists in this country were
plotting the overthrow of this Govern-
ment, and the Black Dragon Society of
Japan was operating throughout certain
sections of the couniry and lining up
against this country every individual
they could induce to join them.

The Black Dragon Society was ram-
pant in the islands of Hawaii, They
furnished the spies to direct the Japa-
nese in attacking Pearl Harbor. They
ran their cars against the tails of our
planes and wrecked -them so that the
aviators could not leave the ground at
a moment when our brave men were
dying by the thousands.

That is the kind of element this bill
is directed at. It would not have any
more effect on Henry Wallace's party
than that debate between Stassen and
Dewey last night will have on the com-
ing election. It absolutely has nothing
to do with the American Labor Party,
but it is directed at this foreign con-
spiracy.

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

Mr. RANKIN. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Kentucky.

Mr. CHELF. Any first-grader knows
that the Republican Party would be the
last party in the world to sponsor a bill
that would outlaw the third party and
the Wallaceites, because they know that
the third party would take more skin off
the backs of the Democrats than it would
from them in the November election.
They would be the last ones to do that.
So all of this fear over the so-called
third party being outlawed is unfounded.

Mr. RANKIN, The Democrats will be
next to the last, because we know that
the Wallaceites are hurting the Repub-
lican Party, if you want to get down on
the low level of politics.

But that is not what is involved here.
Let me call your attention to the fact
that during the war Earl Browder was
head of the Communist Party. Ha con-
ceived the idea that since Russia was in
the war of cooperating with the United
States. When the war was over, Duclos,
the head of the Communist Interna-
tional in Paris, sent a letter over here
removing Earl Browder as head of the
Communist Party in this country and
put William Z. Foster in his place.

That is the kind of foreign direction
that is being carried on by our enemies,
not only of America and American insti-
tutions but of every Christian church in
the world.

They would destroy or close every
church on*earth, especially every Chris-
tian church, and they would wreck
free governments throughout the world.
That is what they are trying to do in
this country.

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

Mr. Chairman, “Congress cannot do by
indirection what it is expressly forbid-
den to do by the Constitution”—Dewey,

“The Mundt bill attempts indirectly to
outlaw the Communist Party. Congress
cannot do this under the Constitution”—
Stassen.

“Congress.cannot outlaw any political
party under the Constitution as now
written. Existing law is adequate to
fine, indict, and punish actual subver=
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sion, conspiracy, and treason as defined
by the Constitution”—Dewey.

The Mundt bill sets up new standards
for treason.

The main body of the bill would sub-
stitute administrative decision for court
decision.

The Mundt bill gives the Attorney Gen-
eral the power to stigmatize individuals
and organizations without trial for what
he thinks they think.

The Mundt bill gives the Attorney
General power to declare guilt by associa-
tion which is antagonistic to all our
thinking.

‘We all know that the quintessence of
Americanism is the right to boo the um-

pire.

The bill has been written to protect
us and our way of life against the in-
roads of an ideology which is abhorrent
but the bill is so loosely drawn that it
could be interpreted and administered to
rob us of the very rights it sets out to
protect. It is a bill which threatens the
freedom of speech and assembly of all
those who would raise their voices in
criticism or dissent.

Moreover, the bill will not suceeed in
its expressed purpose of curbing and
stamping out Communism in America.
On the contrary, it will make martyrs
and heroes out of Communist leaders.
For every Communist jailed a hundred
will be bred to support him.

We must fight communism in the
American way.

We must fight it openly, freely, demo-
cratically, at the grass roots.

You cannot jail an idea or hit an idea
over the head with a club. Thoughts
cannot be circumscribed. And it is dan-
gerous business when the Government
decides to prescribe what is safe or not
safe for people to think.

Who is to decide? Congress and the
Attorney General?

Do we now propose to attempt to in-
vade the mind of the individual citizen?

The argument runs like this: “Extraor-
dinary circumstances warrant extraor-
dinary measures.”

It is an old argument. I heard it ef-
fectively used in Germany. Its sequel
contends: “People cannot govern them-
selves wisely. They need a leader—a
superior being—to think for them and
to tell them what they should and should
not do.”

Are we now, in the fear and hysteria
that has been whipped up over commu-
nism, to appropriate methods which we
despise?

In a democracy the people believe in
themselves. They trust their own ability
to think through their problems. In a
democracy the people hold the power of
government. In a vital democracy they
will not be stampeded into yielding this
power for any reason.

In all forms of totalitarian government
the state holds the power. And, unless
the people abide by the decisions of the
state, they go to jail, or are liquidated.

This is the essential difference between
democracy and communism.

The Mundt bill says over and over, I
hate communism—I hate communism.
I fail to find a balancing declaration in
favor of democracy. It is not enough to,
hate and reject. We must love and be-
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lieve. We will not lick communism by
merely hating it but by our faith in
democracy—in its resilience and its
strength. We prove our faith by our
daily works.

This bill is a long step toward the very
state controls from which it seeks to
protect us. The authors of the bill were
undoubtedly sincere and earnest in their
desire to curb communism in America,
but, I repeat, hating alone is not enough.

I remember when I was a little girl our
old family doctor said to me, in answer
to an expression of hate on my part: “Be
careful or your hate will take you over,
my child.”

Have we talked about Communists so
much that we have begun to imitate
them?

If we are to combat communism sue-
cessfully we must believe in democracy
enough to live up to its high principles.
This often means sacrifice and self-dis-
cipline, and a real sense of responsibility
to our fellow man with a high regard for
his rights at all times, even if we despise
what he stands for and what he says.

The Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities finds that there is a clear and
present danger from Communist activi-
ties in this country. I do not believe
that our Government is in danger of
being taken over by 60,000 American
members of the Communist Party. Does
anyone in this House seriously believe
that we are in such imminent danger?

I do believe that we are in clear and
present danger of going broke unless this
Congress acts to check inflation which
has swallowed up the savings of the
American people.

I do believe that this Congress is itself
in clear and present danger of spreading
communism by failure to act realistically
to protect the incomes, the jobs, and the
family life of the American people.

The Mundt bill is no substitute for long
overdue housing legislation and for des-
perately needed price controls.

If the chairman of the Banking and
Currency Committee would bring to the
floor of this House the housing bill which
is now locked up in his committee he
would make a real contribution to the
strengthening of democracy. A house to
live in is a better defense against com-
munism than any attempt to rule by ter-
ror, such as is contained in this bill.

A liberal program for America is the
only logical and realistic weapon in the
fight against communism. I am fearful
that the Mundt bill would destroy all
those truly American liberal foreces in
this country which provide the most ef-
fective bulwark against communism.

In this critical struggle of ideologies
which is taking place throughout the
world today there is great danger of
losing our heads and relying upon de-
structive and negative tactics which
would defeat the very purposes and de-
stroy the very principles which liberals
espouse. The Mundt bill is certainly not
the answer. It gives weapons to those
whom it would defeat.

Clearly and unequivocally the solution
to the Communist problem lies in the de-
velopment of economic and social and
political policies which will provide pros-
perity and peace and freedom to America
and the world.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorbp.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, for the
past 6 years I have supported every effort
in an attempt to help hold back the
spread of the dangerous and godless
ideology of communism throughout this
Nation. I rise today in support of H. R.
5852 because I believe it will help to re-
tard the spread of communism and its
enactment may enable the Government
to stop the growth of communism by
making it possible to convict and send to
the penitentiary for a term of 10 years
leaders of the Communist Party in this
country who are, in fact, agents of the
Kremlin conspiring to destroy our Gov-
ernment at behest and directions from
Moscow. y

For 10 years now the House of Repre-
sentatives, through a standing commit-
tee, starting with the Dies committee and
continuing up to the present time as an
arm of this House, has been investigating
and uncovering the Communists in this
country whose purpose is to overthrow
the Government. This committee, with
the support of the Members of this House,
has done everything within its power to
retard the progress of communism in an
effort to protect freedom and represent-
ative government here in America. We
have met with considerable success. We
have at last awakened the American peo-
ple to the danger of communism.

Mr. Chairman, the great majority of
the American people realizing the dan-
ger of communism to our form of gov-
ernment want us to step up the fight to
destroy this red menace. They would
like to have the Communist Party out-
lawed and barred as a political party
from the election ballot. There are
those who are opposed to such action in
the belief that it is better to keep the
known Communists and their activities
out in the open rather than to drive them
underground. Furthermore, it is dif-
ficult under our Constitution to pass such
legislation as the facts disclose after a
study of the entire problem by commit-
tees of Congress.

This bill, H. R. 5852, which we have be-
fore us now is thought to be the best ap-
proach that can be made to this problem
at the present time. If is recommended
by J. Edgar Hoover, head of the FBI, who
no doubt, is the best authority in Amer-
ica on how to best handle the Communist
menace.

The bill provides that all Communists
in the United States be compelled to reg-
ister their names and addresses with the
Department of Justice. Those who are
members of the Communist Party should
be compelled to register so that the Gov-
ernment will know who they are, that the
people whom they seek to influence may
know they are members of the Commu-
nist Party, and that, in fact, being mem-
bers of the Communist Party here in the
United States they are acting under the
direction of the Russian Government
with its headquarters in Moscow. All
other political parties in the United
States owe no allegiance to a foreign
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country. Their activities and efforts are
in what they believe to be in the interests
of our own country. Republicans, Dem-~
ocrats, and Socialists all register before
they vote. They are proud of the prin-
ciples of their party. Why should we not
compel all Communists to register so we
can know who and where they are?

The bill further provides that litera-
ture sent out by the Communist Party
must bear the name of the party. This
is to prevent Communists from propa-
gandizing through the mail under organ-
ization names like Youth for Democracy,
the Abraham Lincoln League, and vari-
ous other misleading names of organi-
zations which appear to be thoroughly
American, yet are used only as a front
for the propagation of communistic ideas
in the hope of influencing the people in
that direction.

Mr. Chairman, this bill outlaws any
conspiracy to overthrow the American
form of government for the purpose of
establishing-herein a totalitarian regime
dominated by a foreign power. If this
bill finally becomes law, Communist
leaders who engage in that kind of con-
spiracy will be subject to a 10-year sen-
1f:lence in the penitentiary and a $10,000

ne.

This would apply to the German-
American Bund, or any organization
seeking to overthrow this Government
and establish a totalitarian form of gov-
ernment here in America. This is ex-
actly what the Communist Party has
been seeking to do. It classifies the
Communist leaders, in fact, in the cate-
gory of treasonable action to this Gov-
ernment.

If this law is passed by the Congress
and signed by the President, for the first
time it will put our Government in a
position to cope with the brazen Com-
munist leaders who for the past number
of years have delighted in trying to or-
ganize the people into a party which
would destroy private enterprise, the
freedom and liberty of the people, and
subordinate this Government to the con-
trol of the parent communism of Russia.

The bill would prohibit any member
of the Communist Party from holding
a position of trust in the Federal Gov-
ernment, and that is as it should be. No
man or woman is entitled to hold a po-
sition and draw a salary from the very
Government it seeks to undermine and
overthrow.

Furthermore, it requires Communist-
fronted organizations to register the
names of the organizations, their offi-
cers, and their financial statements with
the Department of Justice. It compels
them to keep in their own files the names
and correct addresses of their members.

If the Communist Party in America
operates as a strictly American organi-
zation, its members will not be penalized
by law; but if they operate as a secret
agent of a foreign power, they must suf-
fer the consequences set up in this bill.

While this legislation does not outlaw
the Communist Party as an organization,
it does force them to operate in the
open and it makes unlawful activities on
the part of anybody who conspires for
the purpose of overthrowing this Gov-
ernment or in an attempt to establish
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here a totalitarian regime subservient to
any foreign government.

Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word, and I
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is theré objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There Was no objection,

Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Chairman, I
know there are many of my colleagues
on this floor today who, like myself, hate
communism and all it stands for but
who are seriously concerned as to the

results this bill may bring about.

I have studied the bill carefully since
it has been available. I have read the
hearings and the committee report
thoroughly. I have refreshed my mem-
ory as to the principles and the court
decisions so far as constitutional law is
concerned. I have examined the brief
and the cases cited which was prepared
in the Federal Law Section of the Legis-
lative Reference Service. I make no
pretense of being a constitutional law-
yver, but I have found portions of this
bill which, in my honest judgment, un-
less they are eliminated or radically
amended, will be found unconstitutional
}J]F the Supreme Court, should it become
aw.

I do not have the time at this point
to discuss all the phases of the bill which
I think raise a question of constitutional-
ity, but I would like to address myself
briefly to one portion of the bill which
I think, not only in terms of its con-
stitutionality but in terms of its possible
wisdom, is most important for us to con-
sider carefully before we vote on this
legislation. I refer to section 3, insofar
as it attempts to set up a control over
what are termed Communist-front or-
ganizations. Certainly, the committee
itself has well recognized the distinction
between the Communist Party and the
Communist political organization, and
all that they seek to accomplish in this
country, and these other voluntary or-
ganizations of good American citizens
who might be brought within the scope
of the legislation under the definition of
Communist-front organizations.

Because I was concerned, I took the
liberty of gefting in touch with some
of the best constitutional lawyers in
this country, people in whom I am sure
you would have complete confidence.

Up to this moment each has advised
me of their opinion that certain parts
of the bill before us are unconstitutional.

I want to present to you portions of one
of the replies I received. I do not have
express permission to disclose the name
of the person who has written to me,
but I do guarantee to you that you would
recognize him as one of the outstanding
constitutional lawyers of this country.
I wish very much that we might have
the benefit of the opinions and recom-
mendations of the many able constitu-
tional authorities after their study of
this speeific bill, but since we are not fo
have those opinions and recommenda-
tions, it occurred to me that I might raise
this question in the hope that the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. KeaTing]
who kindly consented to look at this
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letter, might be willing to discuss it in
the course of his remarks.

This gentleman writes to me:

It is my impression that the definition
of a “Communist-front organization” in
section 3 (4) is by itself too indefinite to
be an acceptable basis for a criminal
prosecution,

Under the Thornhill case, I think it is,
acts which may constitutionally be made
criminal under a sufficiently narrow, definite
statutory statement may still be immune
from punishment under a statute couched
in such broad and vague terms that it in-
cludes within its net acts constitutionally
immune from punishment. A statute may
not so combine the good and the bad as to
serve in terrorem to deter people from in-
dulging in conduct in which they have a
constitutional right to engage. Such an
intermingling is not cured by any separa-
bility clause.

This brings us to the question whether this
vice in the statutory definition, considered
a part from other provisions, can be regarded
as cured by the provisions with respect to
registration. If no duty to register were
imposed until after there had been a deter-
mination by the Attorney General under

section 13, subject to the judicial review.

provided in section 14, it might be urged
with some force that the fault of the in-
definiteness in the statutory loose language
would be condoned by the ultimate judiclal
datermination that the organization comes
within the statute. There would, however,
remain the issue of whether the statute it-
self is sufficiently specific for the guidance
of the Attorney General and the courts.

Of course, party members and fellow
travelers will try to horn in on all possible
organizations striving to improve the lot of
the poor and the oppressed and other organi-
zations of persons dissatisfiled with things
as. they are and urging change; but this
should by no means determine the character
of the organization thus invaded.

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

Mr, HESELTON. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for two
additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HESELTON. And finally with
reference to another feature of the pro-
posed legislation he writes:

I am by no means certain that no duty to
register is imposed until the Attorney Gen-
eral takes the initiatlve and an order by him
is affirmed by the court. It looks as though
section 8 imposes the duty to register, ete.,
on organizations defined or ill-defined in sec-
tion 3 (4) and that section 15 penalizes
failure so to do by any organization later
found in criminal proceeding to be such a
cne as is contemplated or adumbrated in
section 3 (4). This, if correct, would in my
judgment clearly render the nonspecifica-
tion of Communist-front organizations void
for indefiniteness. Penalizing of nonaction
differs from penalizing conduct. This pro-
vision smacks of compulsory confession by
men who think that they are not gulilty.

Those are the clear warnings I think
we should all consider in arriving at the
conclusion we must individually make on
this legislation after it has been
amended. I believe that some of the
amendments already offered and adopted
have distinctly improved the bill. It re-
mains to be seen whether the other ob-
jections that have been forcibly ex-
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pressed by competent constitutional au-
thorities can be overcome. I have tried
to devise a means of doing that but I
have reached the conclusion again and
again that the only method would be by
striking out section 3 (4) and (5) and the
portions of section 8 dealing with this
subject. I understand others are work-
ing on the problem, Perhaps an alterna-
tive, eliminating any unconstitutional
matter can be presented.

In any event, I hope that those who
believe these particular provisions to be
constitutional will give us the benefit of
their reasoning. Before many hours each
of us will be required to form our indi-
vidual judgment to the best of our abil-
ity in the discharge of our grave respon-
sibility to uphold and defend the Con-
stitution. We are not confronted fre-
quently with the problem of constitu-
tionality. But, in this instance, the com-
mittee has raised and discussed it and,
whatever opinion may be held, I think
everyone will admit that it is involved
and must be decided.

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pro forma amendment.

Mr. Chairman, it is because I do so
intensely hate communism and any form
of totalitarianism that I am concerned
about the present bill, and concerned
about some of the thoughts which have
been advanced here today. For example,
one of our colleagues, in speaking of the
bill, said this bill does not prevent the
advocacy of anything which is good.
But I call to your attention a fact that
we must all agree on, and that is the
glory and the strength of our institu-
tions in America is the protection of
those who wish to advocate something
which the majority thinks is bad. Amer-
icans have a constitutional right to be
in the minority, and to advocate things
which the majority does not approve.
And who is to determine what is good
and what is bad?

A gentleman said in discussing this
bill that too many countries have fallen
by the wayside because they have trusted
in the judicial processes. It seems to
me if we have come to the point where
we are going to stop trusting the judi-
cial processes, we are losing everything
which we are trying by this bill to defend.

If liberty is to mean anything, if free-
dom of speech is to mean anything, it
means freedom to disagree with the
majority; the freedom of our opponents
to speak for those things which you and
I may think are evil.

I call attention to the fact that in this
House the gentleman from New York
[Mr, MarcanTONIO], with whose philos-
ophy very few of us agree, who is in a
minority of 2 out of 435 Representa-
tives, is, nevertheless, accorded every
privilege. The glory, and strength of this
House is that every right that any man
in this House has, is freely and gen-
erously accorded to the gentleman from
New York even though the rest of us vio-
lently disagree with what he says.

I hope we do not destroy what we are
trying in this bill to defend. Inciden-
tally, I think the committee has been very
careful with this bill. It might have
gone very much further than it did.
Butthe bill still leaves many of us in
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grave doubt and I trust further amend-
ments may be adopted by the committee
which will resolve some of those doubts
in the course of this debate.

Let us all, throughout this debate, re-
member and keep remembering the
deathless, immortal statement of that
great Frenchman, Voltaire, who said in
effect: “I disagree with everything you
have to say but I will fight to the death
for your right to say it.”

Mr. Chairman, that is liberty; that is
freedom; that is Americanism.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the requisite number of
words.

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the last
gentleman who has addressed us, as I
do numerous others of the Members on
the Republican side of the aisle who re-
fuse to be swept off their feet, as it were,
because of the mass Red hysteria that
seems to be besetting the Nation. I lis-
tened intently to the debate last night
over the radio between two distinguished
citizens of the United States, one of them
having served as governor of a great
State and one still governor of a great
State, and I could not help but come to
the conclusion that these men, reason-
able creatures indeed, men of rare intelli-
gence, could not even understand what
the terms of this current bill were. One
gentleman said that the bill outlawed the
Communist Party; the other gentleman
said that the bill does not outlaw the
Communist Party. If two important
contenders for the Republican Presiden-
tial nomination cannot agree as to the
bill’s terms there must be something
drastically wrong with it. This bill
struck consternation, confusion, and
conflict in the minds not only of Gover-
nors Stassen and Dewey, but of the
American people. Surely if they could
not agree as to what the terms meant,
what can you expect from us poor mor-
tals in this House? Certainly we can-
not agree as to what the terms mean
either. The words may seem quite
innocent, and as you read section 3,
pages 19, 20, and following, you might
get the impression that those words are
effective and constitutional; but the ap-
plication of those words can be mightily
dangerous and unconstitutional and the
repercussions most severe and Draco-
nian. Examine them carefully, and you
will see how fraught with evil they may
be in their application. The organiza-
tion under attack need have one or more
of the criteria mentioned in section 3.
One of the criteria is as follows, and this
is found on lines 22 and 23 on pege 19:

(A) The extent and nature of its activities,
including the expression of views and poli-
cies.

Then turning over to pag: 20:

(C) The extent to which Its views and
policies are the same as those of such for-
eign government or foreign organization.

Now, you may have a group of well-
intentioned, well-meaning men and
women who might.call themselves the
adherents to the doctrines expounded by
Emerson, Thoreau, and Hawthorne.
Those revered gentlemen believed in eco-
nomic communes. Or you might have a
group of well-intentioned, well-meaning
men and women whio believe in the na-
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tionalization of our basic industries, and
they might call themselves the American
sympathizers of the British Labor Party.
Mind you, they are thoroughgoing
Americans. Yet, under these dangerous
criteria, those innocent men and women
might be charged with a violation of this
act. The latter group might run afoul of
this bill since their views are those ex-
pounded by a foreign government, the
British Labor government.

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

Mr. CELLER. I yield to the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. HALLECK. The gentleman ex-
presses doubt as to the provisions of this
bill, or some of them. Do I understand
from the gentleman’s statement that he
is against the attempt to do anything
with this matter at this time?

Mr: CELLER. I am perfectly agree-
able to do something that might contain
or that might scotch communism, if you
can do it, but it is mighty difficult, if not
impossible, to do sans a constitutional
amendment,

Mr. HALLECK, I recognize that, and
the gentleman is a good lawyer, and an
able Member of this House, and I trust
that he will not do as some who agree
with the objectives, who say*that some-
thing needs to be done but then reso-
lutely oppose every attempt to do any-
thing. I would appreciate it if the gen-
tleman’s position would be such that he
weuld apply his great talents to our as-
sistance in the enactment of effective and
decent constitutional legislation.

Mr. CELLER. I will say to the gen-
tleman that what he seeks to do just can-
not be done without changing our basic
constitutional fabric. It is not in the
cards, because legislation of this char-
acter and stamp seeks to lay the entire
Nation over a Procrustean bed of con-
formity—a conformity that unfortu-
nately would be dictated in the narrow
minds, the proscriptive minds, of the
members of the Un-American Activities
Committee.

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

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for two
additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER. Such conformity is
contrary to the fenets of our Bill of
Rights which provides for free speech
and free expression of opinion, the erec-
tion of political parties, and so forth.
This type of legislation, or any attempt
that the gentleman has in mind, would
be equivalent to setting up an iron cur-
tain against ideas and the free current
thereof, an iron curtain that would
hamper if not prevent the formation and
operation of political parties. Russia has
iron curtains. You do not want iron cur-
tains. We inveigh against Russia be-
cause it has erected an iron curtain, and
we do not want that in a democracy.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield further?

Mr. CELLER. I yield.

Mr. HALLECK. I can only conclude
from the gentleman’s response that he is
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against any effort to try to deal with this
problem here at this time.

Mr. CELLER. Oh, no. The only way
that you can deal with this problem
adequately and properly, and the only
way you can get an antidote against the
virus of communism, aside from a consti-
tutional amendment, is not by repression
or coercion or punishment of this char-
acter, but by better health, and hous-
ing, and higher standards of living; no
slums, no rat-infested rookeries, either in
Tobacco Road or in congested areas;
no second-class citizens, no harsh and
violent discrimination on religious or ra-
cial grounds in employment, in educa-
tion, or in economic opportunity; no
poll taxes, no lynchings, no inflationary
prices for food, shelter, and clothing;
no fear of the havoc of war. That is how
to remove the causes of discontent. That
is how to destroy communism, It may be
a slow process, but it is a sure process.
This type of legislation makes for martyrs
and makes the victims of the bill heroes.

* You dramatize the importance of Com-

munists far beyond what they are en-
titled to, and you make subjects of the
law’s cruelty and the ideology that they
enhance far too attractive; attractive to
the youth, unfortunately, of this land. If
you go into the campuses of the Nation
you find so many young ladies and young
men who are adherents to neocommu-
nism. These youths are attracted to
communism and neocommunism because
the Un-American Activities Committee
places a halo in effect around Commu-
nists and fellow travelers.

This bill's proponents argue that they
do not wish to deny Communists and
fellow travelers and members of front
organizations political freedom. All
they do they say is punish them by deny-
ing the exercise of their political free-
dom. They are to be deprived of pass-
ports, threatened with loss of citizenship,
forced to suffer contumely and humilia-
tion by being blacklisted, endangered in
their attempts at earning a living,

These threats of sanctions will not
lessen communism. Communists and
their sympathizers will simply do covertly
what they dare not do overtly. They
presently act in semisecrecy. They
will scatter themselves and seek the
shadows.

To the members of the Un-American
Activities Committee their silhouettes
outlined in semidarkness will seem more
menacing. More and more panic will
possess these members.

In certain benighted lands one is made
guilty by association. Such guilt is for-
eign to us.

The bill says willy-nilly, communism
is directed by the Kremlin. That’s that.
There is no gainsaying it. Therefore,
those individuals who knowingly and
willfully participate in the Communist
movement must be punished.

Some Communist leaders may take
orders from Moscow. Icannotsay. But
many do not. Many followers of the
Red Party have no liaison with Moscow.
They may be sincere believers in the
ideology of communism, with no connec-
tion with Communist leaders. Yet they
are in the movement. ' The bill would by
just such slight association penalize
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thousands. There are many Utopian
Communists—theoretical Communists,
who detect the Russian perversion of
‘tJheIr ideals. Yet they run afoul of this

i =
I loathe communism as much as any
Member in this House, but I lack the
fear complexes that seem to possess some
of the Members,

As far as I can recall, Communists
never polled more than 50,000 votes. If
that number were doubled or tripled what
would that mean in a Nation of 144 mil-
lion? Do we so lack faith in our demo=-
cratic institutions that we fear the pres-
ence of a comparatively few Communists
could destroy that democracy? I have
far greater faith in our democracy than
do the proponents of this bill,

Go through the vast reams of testi-
mony. I have yet to find a single overt
act that threatened the destruction of
our Government,

Overshadowing all these arguments,
however, is the danger that the Un-
American Activities Committee and the
proponents of this bill would force our
citizens to think and act as they want
and dictate.

The Supreme Court has stated in the
case of the Board of Education v. Bar-
nette (319 U. S. 624, 642) :

If there is any fixed star in our constitu=-
tional constellation it is that no official, high
or petty, can prescribe what shall be orthodox
in politics, nationalism, religion, or other
matters of opinion, or force citizens to con-
fess by word or act their faith therein. If
there are any circumstances which permit
an exception they do not now occur to us.

Cast your eye backward along the
pages of our history and you will see that
most of our men whom we deemed great
refused to conform to the status quo. To
men like those who now constitute the
Un-American Activities Committee, Jef-
ferson, Emerson, Thoreau, Jackson,
Cleveland, and F. D. Roosevelt would have
been rebels if not un-American. They
were constantly protesting against that
which was deemed orthodox. By these
words, I do not mean I support commu-
nism. I fight for liberalism and the right
to criticize and examine, a right which
this bill infringes.

Finally, the Attorney General, by this
bill, can set the time and place of a hear-
ing to determine whether there is guilt
by endeavor or association. There is no
trial in the real sense of the word. The
hearing, being administrative, is without
jury, the ordinary rules of evidence do
not apply. The investigation, prosecu-
tion, and judgment are all combined in
the office of the Attorney General. There
is no rule of establishing guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt as is the case in all
criminal procedure. The Attorney Gen-
eral’s findings can be appealed to the
court of appeals for the District of Co-
lumbia, but that review is on the record
made before the Attorney General, The
findings of fact in the record are con-
clusive if supported by substantial evi-
dence. In weighing the evidence the
court must give great weight to the con-
clusions and inferences of the Attorney
General. The presumption of guilt pre-
vails in the appelate court once the At-
torney General determines it is so.
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There is no trial on the merits in a
court before a jury. This is drastic and
novel procedure, especially when one con=
siders that penalties are $10,000 fine, im-
prisonment for 10 years, or both.

Finally the bill is as sadly mistaken as
the infamous Alien and Sedition Acts of
1798. Mr, Justice Holmes denounced the
underlying purpose of those acts—as he
would express abhorrence at the pending
bill were he alive today—in his classic
opinion in the Abramsg case, as follows:

Persecution for the expression of opinions
seems to me perfectly logical. If you have no
doubt of your premises or your power and
want a certain result with all your heart you
naturally express your wishes in law and
eweep away all opposition. To allow opposl-
tion by speech seems to Indicate * * *
that you doubit either your power or your
Ppremises.

But when men have realized that time has
upset many fighting faiths, they may come
to believe * * * that the ultimate good
desired is better reached by free trade In
ideas, * ® * the power of the thought to
get itself accepted in the competition of the
market. * * * That, at any rate, is the
theory of our Constitution.

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

Mr. Chairman, I have listened with
a great deal of interest to the debate
on the floor of the House regarding this
bill. T listened last night to the debate
that has been referred to here so many
times today. I have leaned favorably
toward this bill, but I always like to
analyze legislation further and listen to
this very able House thrash it around
a little before I make a final decision.

However, I have received today numer-
ous telegrams from my district from cer-
tain labor leaders. I believe they have
helped me make up my mind on this
bill. I have here a telegram signed by
Albert J. Eberhard, president of Local
813, UE-CIO, in Evansville, Ind. He
states:

I am instructed by the Local, 813, UE-CIO,
to register its protest against Mundt bill,
H. R, 5852, and to demand you to take action
to stop its passage. Purportedly against
totalitarianism, this bill would give to one
man power to break strikes. Deny freedom
of speech, press, assembly, and religious
worship, and to jail any person with whom
he disagreed. Buch Fascist legislation has
no place in a democracy.

Mr, Chairman, I know this fellow, Al-
bert J. Eberhard. He was rammed down
the throats of the members of local 813
by Bill Sentner, of 8t. Louis, who is an
avowed Communist. He was rammed
down to follow his boy Charlie Wright.
They are both “pinkos” from way back.
Mr. Eberhard has the guts to tell me in
a telegram “I am instructed by the mem-
bership,” but I will give you 8 to 5 that
not 5 percent of the membership in-
structed him to do anything; 95 percent
want him to get out or sign the anti-
Communist waiver that is provided for
in the Taft-Hartley Act so that they,
the good American members of this union,
will have proper representation before
the National Labor Relations Board. The
leadership have not signed it because
they are Communists; 99 percent of the
members of local 813 in Evansville, Ind.,
are good, honest, patriotic, God-fearing
citizens who have had this man shoved
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down their throats. He should resign
for the good of Local 813, UE-CIO.

I am glad Mr. Eberhard has helped
me make up my mind. My answer fo
him is that he can go to hell, I am
going to vote for this bill.

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

Mr. Chairman, some entirely sincere
people, as well as large numbers from
insincere and improper motives, contend
that we should not try to deal with the
Communist menace in this country by
legislation because of the grave consti-
tutional issues involved. Admittedly, it
is not easy to frame a measure which
will have meaning and be effective and
still not violate constitutional guaranties.
I share emphatically the view that we
must not adopt totalitarian methods of
those that condemn to gain a short cuf
to even a laudable objective. I am also,
however, completely convinced that the
Constitution of the United States does
not prohibit us from passing a law to
protect our Nation against those who
would use the liberties guaranteed by our
Constitution to destroy it.

It is not enough for the opponents of
this measure to cry in generalities, “It is
unconstitutional—it violates the Bill of
Rights.” They must point to the precise
provisions of the Constitution which they
claim to be violated by its terms. If
pinned down—a position which is always
particularly distasteful to those who pre-
fer loudness to logic—the proponents of
legislative inaction on this subject, so
far as I am aware, refer solely to the first
and fifth amendments to the Constitu-
tion as a basis for argument against the
passage of this bill, Let us examine these
claims separately.

First, it is contended freedom of speech
and of the press guaranteed by the first
amendment is restricted by this measure.

No doubt, its effect will be to curtail
both, insofar as, by words or writings, at-
tempt is made to establish in this country
a totalitarian dictatorship subject to the
domination of a foreign power. It is,
however, well recognized in a long line
of decisions that freedom of speech and
of the press does not mean unbridled
license to preach or publish any doctrine
or contention, no matter how vicious,
harmful, or subversive. These freedoms
can and frequently have been held prop-
erly to be curtailed where there is “a
clear and present danger” which the
Government seeks to meet.

Thus, Mr. Justice Holmes said in
Schenck against United States:

‘We admit that in many places and in ordi-
nary times the defendants in saying all that
was said in the circular would have been
within their constitutional rights. But the
character of every act depends upon the cir-
cumstances in which it is done. The most
stringent protection of free speech would not
protect a man in falsely shouting fire in a
theater and causing a panic. The question
in every case is whether the words used are
used in such circumstances and are of such
& nature as to create a clear and present
danger that they will bring about the sub-
stantive evils that Congress has a right to
prevent,

In Okamoto v. U. S. ((C, C. A. 10,
1945) 152 F. 905) a decision by the Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals sitting in the city
from which hails the gentleman from
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New York [Mr. MarcanTonIO], who
spearheads the opposition to this meas-
ure, the court had this to say:

Freedom of speech, freedom of the press,
and freedom of assembly guaranteed by the
first amendment are fundamental rights.
But, though fundamental, they are not in
their nature absolute. These rights are not
.unbridled license to speak, publish, or as-
semble without any responsibility whatever.
Their exercise is subject to reasonable re-
striction required in order to protect the
Government from destruction or serious in-
Jury. The delicate and difficult question usu-
ally. presented is whether speech, press, and
assembly are of such nature as would pro-
duce, or are calculated to produce, a clear,
present, and imminent danger of a substan-
tive evil which Congress has the constitu-
tional power to prevent.

There is no doubt in my mind that
the measure before us sets out the facts
and circumstances indicating the seri-
ousness and immediacy of the danger
sought to be repelled.

Abundant evidence has been produced
to support the findings in this bill. One
need go no farther than to read the
testimony of Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, which
appears at pages 35, 36, and 43 of the
House hearings on H. R. 1884 and H. R.
2122, Eightieth Congress, first session,
1947, to realize the extent to which our
country faces a “clear and present
danger.”

This widely respected and admired
public servant testified, out of the
abundance of his experience and breadth
of his knowledge, that the Communist
Party in the United States is dedicated
to force and violence, if necessary, for
the overthrow of the United States Gov-
ernment; that the party maintains as a
fundamental principle support of Soviet
Russia, as is daily evidenced by the
mouthings of its adherents; and that
the “Communist Party of the United
States is a fifth column if there ever
was one” and is “far better organized
than were the Nazis in occupied countries
prior to their capitulation.”

This is no time for complacency. This
is no time to minimize the danger which
faces our Nation and everything we hold
most dear. It was only a short time ago
that our neighbor on the north, the
Dominion of Canada went through an
experience, happily without too serious
consequences, Which should serve as a
lesson to us that a danger does exist,
that we must remain on the alert.

Even more recently we have witnessed
on the European continent one country
after another engulfed not by force of
arms but through the subversive tactics
of a tiny minority operating under the
direction of a shrewd, ruthless, totali-
tarian dictatorship probably unequaled
in resourcefulness and unprinecipled cun-
ning in all recorded history.

In my study of this problem I asked
the Coordinator of Information of the
House of Representatives to inform me
regarding the number of actual Commu-
nist Party members in the various Euro-
pean countries and the percentage which
they bore to the total population. These
figures are extremely revealing. In Italy,
for instance, whtere the recent elections
reveal that nearly one-third of the peo-
ple voted for a totalitarian regime, the
actual Communist Parly members are
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said to be 2,000,000 or about 4 percent
of the population. In Poland, where the
lights of freedom have been extinguished,
only 2 percent are said to be actual mem-
bers of the party. In Rumania, 3 per=-
cent; in Hungary, 7 percent; in Yugo-
slavia, 11 percent; in Czechoslovakia, 11
percent; in Bulgaria, 12 percent; and in
the Soviet Union it is only 3 percent or
6,000,000 souls.

In the face of the overwhelming testi-
mony presented in public hearings and
in the light of the experience of other
countries which have at times scoffed at
the seriousness of the communistic
threat, only to wake up too late, the
existence of a “clear and present dan-
ger,” amply sufficient to sustain this leg-
islation, appears to me to be established
beyond reasonable opposition.

Prof, Zachariah Chaffee, Jr., of Har-
vard Law School, a well-known liberal,
recognizes in his Free Speech in the
United States, 1941, at page 31, that de-
spite the first amendment, there are
purposes of government, such as order
and protection against aggression, which
must be balanced against the right of
unlimited discussion interfering with
these functions.

As was said in United Public Workers
v. Mitchell ((1947) 330 U. 8. 75-95):

The essential rights of the first amend-
ment in some instances are subject to the
elemental need for order without which the
guaranties of civil rights to others would be
a mockery.

The argument that a bill such as this
invades the private or personal rights of
anyone is well answered by the state-
ment of the Court in U. S. v. Josephson—
a name well known in this body—
((C. C. A, 2d) (1947), 165 Fed. (2d) 82,
certiorari denied (1948) 16 L. W. 3253),
where it was said:

If * * * propaganda takes the form
of, for example, advocacy of the overthrow
of the Government by violence, it is right-
fully called “Un-American” and a sensible
regard for the self-preservation of the Nation
may well require its investigation, with a
view to the enactment of whatever remedial
legislation may be needed or to the amend-
ment thereof. One need only recall the ac-
tivities of the so-called fifth columns in
various countries both before and during
the late war to realize that the United States
should be alert to discover and deal with
the seeds of revolution within itself. And
if there be any doubts on the score of the
power and duty of the Government and Con-
gress to do so, they may be resolved when it
is remembered that one of the very purposes
of the Constitution itself was to protect the
country against danger from within as well
as from without. See The Federalist, Nos.
II-X. Surely, matters which potentially
affect the very survival of our Government
are by no means the purely personal concern
of anyone,

It is also contended that this measure
does violence to the fifth amendment,
providing that no one shall be deprived
of his liberty without due process of law,
It is well settled that a criminal statute,
such as the one before us can in part be
properly described, must define the of-
fense with such definiteness that it is
not necessary to indulge in speculation
to determine whether the acts com-
mitted by an accused constitute the
crime under prosecution. Otherwise the
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statute is subject to successful consti-
tutional challenge under the fifth
amendment,

Offenses in this bill to which criminal
penalties attach fall into two general
categories. First are the directly pro-
hibited acts set forth in section 4, all hav-
ing to do with attempting or participat-
ing or conspiring to establish in the
United States a totalitarian dictatorship,
the direction and control of which is un-
der the domination of a foreign govern-
ment, organization, or individual. I
have heard no objection to this section on
the ground that it did not clearly state
the acts which would constitute the
offense,

Then there are other penal provisions
relating to failure to register, applica-
tion for passport, or application for Fed-
eral employment, which fall in a sepa-
rate category. The Communist political
organization, its officers and members
must register as to the “Communist-front
organization,” only registration of the or-
ganization itself and its officers is re-
quired. The members are not subject to
the provisions of this law. In each case,
viz.: The employment provision—section
6—the passport provision—section 7—
and the registration provision—section
10—a necessary element of the illegal
action is that one, in order to run afoul
of the law, must be a member of a Com=-
munist political organization, not a front,
“knowing or believing or having reason-
able grounds for knowing or believing
that the organization is a Communist
political organization,”

I am reliably informed that the com-
mittee will offer an amendment to all
three of these sections to strike out the
words “or believing, or having reasonable
grounds for knowing or believing,” the
effect of which will be to provide that
conviction can only follow if one becomes
or remains a member of a Communist
political organization with actual knowl-
edge that it is such. This amendment
will, in my judgment, greatly improve
these sections and provide beyond per-
adventure of a doubt that no injustice
may result to an innocent party.

It is then contended, however, that
the definition of a Communist political
organization contained in subsection (3)
of section 3, beginning at page 19 of the
bill, is not sufficiently definite to permit
one to know whether or not a particular
political organization is or is not Com-
munist in character. Much has been
made of the fact that various political
parties might fall within one or more of
the provisions lettered (A) to (J) inclu=-
sive, appearing on pages 19 to 21. Al-
though, so far as I know, no single one
of those considerations applies to any
party in this country except the one
which calls itself the Communist Party,
it is important to note that all of these
paragraphs are but introductory to the
single test, the ultimate determination:
Is the conclusion reasonable that the
organization is under the control or
domination of a foreign government or
foreign political organization?

Here again this legislation has been
immeasurably improved by the willing-
ness of the committee to accept an
amendment to strike out on page 21 the
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alternative provision which would per-
mit a determination that a political or-
ganization was Communist to be based
upon & finding that it was one of the
principal instrumentalities utilized by
the world Communist movement in
carrying out its objectives. This might
be subject to abuse in that it is conceiv-
able, although admittedly unlikely, that
a political body might be a pawn in the
hands of the world Communist move-
ment without its actual knowledge or
consent. By the elimination of this sec-
ond ultimate test, however, the issue is
clarified and there should be no diffi-
culty by reason of indefiniteness in prov-
ing whether the organization is “under
the control of a foreign government.”
When the smoke and fog are cleared
away that is the sole question.

It is here that communism as a po-
litical, economie, and social theory parts
company with communism as a part of
a worldwide conspiracy to subject this
country to the domination of a foreign
power. It is only the latter inhibited by
this law.

The proposed statute is not open to
the challenge that it uses indefinite
terms such as the word “gang,” criticized
in one decision, about the meaning of
which a person is required to speculate.
The meaning of the phrase “Communist
political organization” is here defined
with clarity and, I believe, accuracy.

Since the fourteenth amendment to
the Constitution prohibits a State not
only from depriving a person of life, lib-
erty, or property without due process of
law, but also denying to any person the
equal protection of the laws, it has been
held that a denial of the equal protection
of the laws by a Federal statute would
be inhibited by the fifth amendment. In
other words, although not expressly pro-
hibited, it is to be considered implied.
Therefore, the contention has been ad-
vanced that requirement of registration
and the filing of annual reports by Com-
munist organizations does violence to the
due-process clause contained in the fifth
amendment in that it is such an unrea-
sonable discrimination as is condemned
by the equal-protection doctrine.

This same argument was raised against
the New York statute which required the
Ku Elux Klan to register in that State.
A prosecution was brought against one
who remained a member of that group,
knowing that it had failed to comply
with the registration requirements. The
registration provisions of the measure
before us follow closely the language
of those set forth in the Supreme Court
opinion in the Ku Klux Klan case known
at Bryant v. Zimmerman (278 U. 8. 60).
Just as the Communists argue here that
they should not be singled out for dis-
ceriminatory treatment any more than the
Democrats, the Republicans, or the Wal-
laceites, so in this case the defendant
argued that the statute discriminated
against the acts of the Eu Klux Klan
when it should equally apply to labor
unions, the Masonic fraternity, the Odd
Fellows, the Grand Army of the Repub-
lic, and the Knights of Columbus. The
Court, however, had little difficulty in
reaching the conclusion that the classi-
fication was justified by radical differ-
ences between the Ku Klux Klan on the
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one hand and the other classes of asso-
ciations on the other hand. No greater
difficulty will be encountered in distin-
guishing between that party, on the one
hand, which seeks to serve a foreign mas-
ter and those others which, however
they may differ among themselves, yield
their allegiance solely to the United
States of America.

One case advanced by the opponents of
this measure is Thomas v. Collins ((1944)
323 U. 8. 516). It is true that the Su-
preme Court said in this case with re-
spect to a speech by a union organizer,
that one who is “required to register as
a condition of his right to make a public
speech to enlist support for a lawful
order” is deprived of his rights under
the first amendment. The Court, how-
ever, expressly based its decision on the
premise that “lawful public assemblies,
involving no element of grave and imme-
diate danger which an existing state is
entitled to protect, are not instruments
of harm which require previous identi-
fication of the speakers.”

In other words, the very basis of the
decision was the absence of a “clear and
present danger.” In this case the Court
referred to Bryant against Zimmerman,
distinguished it, but did not overrule it or
question its authority as a sound ex-
pression of the Court’s present view of
the law on this subject.

Perhaps a word should be added re-
garding section 5 relating to loss of
United States citizenship. Citizenship is
a political status which may be defined
and its privileges limited by Congress. A
person has the right to expatriate him-
self voluntarily. Likewise Congress has
the power to say what acts shall ex-
patriate a citizen. Citizenship acquired
either by birth or naturalization may be
lost by expatriation.

In McKenzie v. Hare ((1915), 239 U. S.
299), the argument was made that Con-
gress could not by legislation provide that
certain acts by a natural born citizen
amounted to expatriation, in this case
marriage to a foreigner. The Supreme
Court denied this contention, pointing
out that the United States as a sovereign
may impose conditions for the main-
tenance of citizenship and provide that
certain situations wvoluntarily entered
into, with notice of the consequences,
may deprive one of such citizenship.

In conclusion, therefore, although I
recognize the constitutional as well as
the practical difficulties which have been
encountered by the framers of this legis-
lation, I feel confident that it is the most
sensible and rational approach as yet
suggested to deal with an extremely
serious problem which affects the liberty
and security of every man, woman, and
child in the country.

Great care, I know, has been taken by
the chairman of this subcommittee, the
gentleman from California [Mr. Nixon]
and by his advisers, in the drafting of
this legislation, to insure that no consti-
tutional guaranty of any citizen is in-
fringed. In my opinion success has been
achieved in keeping within the four walls
of the Constitution. In my judgment
this legislation will be still further im-
proved by the amendments which, I un-
derstand, are acceptable to the commit-
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tee. When perfected, the bill should
meet every constitutional test.

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

Mr. NIXON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
may have five additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr, COUDERT. I have listened to the
gentleman’s exposition of the cases with
some interest. I would like to ask the
gentleman if he agrees that by virtue of
the provisions of section 4 it would be-
come a criminal act if any one of us at a
public meeting, or with two people before -
us, should propose a constitutional
amendment, and to publish that faect in
the press—an amendment for the pur-
pose of carrying out the prohibition con-
tained in section 4 of the act.

Mr. KEATING. The proposal of a
constitutional amendment would not be
an act, in my judgment, which is pro-
hibited by this section.

Mr. COUDERT. Will the gentleman
yield further? - .

Mr. EEATING. 1 yield briefly.

Mr. COUDERT. In the first para-
graph of section 4 the prohibition is
against “in any manner.” “Any manner”
includes legitimate, constitutional meth-
ods of operation. So that a constitu-
tional amendment is an “in any manner”
act. So that the bill would prohibit any
citizen from proposing, if he were then
fool enough to do so, the establishment
of a totaliftarian dictatorship by consti-
tutional amendment, with the reporters
in the room, aboveboard and frankly.
Does the gentleman agree?

Mr. EEATING. I will say to the gen-
tleman that I have not given thought
to that precise question. If there is a
remote possibility that this section might
be construed in the way suggested, which
I doubt, perhaps it should be clarified
by an appropriate amendment. It
strikes me that if anyone sought to bring
about the establishment of a totalitarian
dictatorship here under the domination
and control of a foreign government
through the medium of an amendment to
the Constitution, he would surely not be
prosecuted eriminally, but committed to
a mental institution,

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HOLIFIELD: On
page 19, line 1, after the article “a" strike
out thé words “clear and present” and insert
the word “potential.”

Mr. HOLIFIELD, Mr, Chairman, as
the gentleman has just spoken on the
clear and present danger provision and
had ten additional minutes, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for three addi-
tional minutes over the 5 on the same
subject.

Mr, NIXON. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Chairman, and I shall not
object to the request of the gentleman
from California, but due to the fact that
we are not making very fast progress on
the bill I will have to object to future
requests for additional time,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
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California that he may proceed for three
additional minutes?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman
from California is recognized for 8
minutes.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yleld briefly at this
point?

Mr. HOLIFIELD, I yield very briefly,
but that is all.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Yes. I just
wanted to reply to the observation of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. KeaTING]
by saying that the clear and present
danger must be a judicial determination.
Here they make it a legislative determina-
tion, which is prohibited by the Constitu-
tion.

Mr, HOLIFIELD. I thank the gentle-
man. I intend to talk at length on that
subject and I hope the gentleman from
New York [Mr. KeaTincg] will listen.

Mr. Chairman, I have three main
objections to this bill

First, The authors of this bill are at-
tempting to get around the Bill of Rights,
and do by indirection that which they
recognize by their report, they could not
do by direction. They have been forced
to use the type of language which has
been designated upon previous occasions
by the Supreme Court as “vague and in-
definite.” In numerous places in this
bill this vague and indefinite language
opens the door to fuzzy and dangerous
interpretation. It places the question-
able judgment of a man above the clear
and specific meaning of tested legal lan-
guage,

Second. This bill purports to control
Communist and Communist-front or-
ganizations. The language used in this
bill to set up the standards by which the
Attorney General makes his determina-
tion regarding the status of many eco-
nomie, political, and religious groups in
our Nation, is so vague and indefinite
that it is not only unworkable, but ac-
tually dangerous. The Attorney Gen-
eral is given unparalleled power, hereto-
fore reserved to the courts and the ju-
diciary, to proscribe and prosecufe sus-
pected groups, organizations, and indi-
viduals. A vicious or even a stupid At-
torney General could do tremendous vio-
lence to our civil, economic, and political
liberties. The language of this bill is so
broad and general in its scope that it
throws a “Red blanket” over thousands
of organizations and millions of citizens
who hate communism, but who believe in
working for certain social, economie, and
political reforms through constitutional
American methods.

The third objection I have to this bill
is that I firmly believe that it is uncon-
stitutional. The bill rests basically on
the conclusion of its authors that there
is a clear and present danger—that is,
that the Communists are about to over-
throw the United States by force and
violence. Now, unless the sponsors of
this bill can prove this clear and pres-
ent danger, as defined by Justice Holmes
in his Supreme Court decision, the whole
foundation or reason for the bill is de-
stroyed, I say that the committee has
failed to prove that the Communist
Party of the United States, or of any
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Communist-front organization in the
United States, presents a clear and
present danger, which attempts to over=
throw our Government by force and vio-
lence. They have made a legislative
finding to that effect, but I deny the
validity of that finding. The minimum
proof which any board of the land would
accept would have to demonstrate at
least these two points: First, that the
American Communist Party is so strong
numerically and politically that they
would be effective in a military sense;
second, that they are conspiring to over-
throw the Government by force and vio-
lence, and this would necessarily mean
that evidence would have to be produced
showing military organization, caches
of arms, and revolutionary plans for a
military coup. No proof has been pro-
duced to prove the existence of such fac-
tors’ or danger. I therefore deny that
the committee has established adequate
grounds to prove in any court in the
United States that there is a clear and
present danger to our institutions.

Statistically speaking, there are less
than 100,000 Communists in our popu-
lation of over 145,000,000. That is a ratio
of 1 Communist to every 1,450 persons.
They are without military arms or equip-
ment and it is ridiculous to see this Con-
gress cowering in fear before such a fact.
If our pioneer forefathers faced the
dangers of the new land against the
hordes of Indians and the hazards of
the wilderness, I believe that 1,450 loyal
Americans can handle 1 Communist.

I say again, there is no clear and pres-
ent danger. ;

The committee has not brought for-
ward proof to show that there has been
one abortive attempt to use force and
violence in the United States to over-
throw the Government. And if such
force and violence were attempted by
any part, or all, of these 100,000 Com-
munists I want to bring to your atten-
tion the fact that we are strong enough
in the United States to take care of any
such attempted military coup. We have
several hundred thousand Regulars in
our armed forces availablee We have
fifteen or twenty million ex-GI's. We
have the greatest civilian police force in
the world. And we have several million
more loyal Americans with shotguns and
deer rifles in their closets, and I have
confidence that we could take care of any
potential Communist coup in the United
States. No, there is no clear and pres-
ent danger, regardless of the hysteria
of the members of the Committee on Un-
American Activities. We are fighting an
ideological war. We are fighting a war
of ideas. We are fighting communism on
the political and economic plane. And
that is where we should keep the fight,
To fight it on the political plane you have
to make democracy work. ¥You have to
take care of political inequalities in our
democracy for all American citizens to
preserve the privileges and rights which
they are given inherently in our Consti-
tution., To fight communism on the eco-
nomic plane you have to correct the eco-
nomic maladjustments of our society.
You have to see that the people are fed
and clothed and housed adequately. You
have to eliminate monopoly control of
great economic sections of our Nation.
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You have to make free enterprise work
in the sense that a small-business man
shall not be ground irto bankruptey un-
der the heel of monopolistic and great
financial power.

If we fight communism on the political
and economic plane, we correct the mal-
adjustments of our society. We need
have no fear of the growth of commu-
nism, but if we fail to correct these mal-
adjustments by adopting totalitarian po-
lice-state methods by allowing continued
growth of monopoly, the continued elim-
ination of the small-business man, then
we will be in danger from within. And
the ranks of communism will swell by
millions of American citizens who will be
with them because of their economic des-
peration, because of hunger and sickness,
and because of no place to live.

Economic chaos will bring on unem-
ployment, hunger, and desperation.
These are the fertile grounds in which
communism will grow. If we lose our
political democracy through fear and
failure to protect the Bill of Rights, then
we lay the foundation for dictatorship,
and it may be of the Communist left, or
it may be of the Communist right. In
either case, it is the totalitarian dictator-
ship which we hope to preserve our Na-
tion from.

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

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. HALLECK. I have listened to the
gentleman’s statement with much inter-
est and I have concluded he does not
think there is any necessity for enacting
any anti-Communist legislation at this
time. Is that the gentleman’s position?

Mr. HOLIFIELD. No. I have an
amendment on the desk which I expect
to offer that will attack this problem in
what I think is a constitutional way and
at the proper time when section 3 is
read I expect to offer the amendment.

The amendment, very briefly, seeks to
do this: It asks the Attorney General
to prepare a report to the Congress on
the 27 laws which we already have on
the books and the need for an amend-
ment of those laws and for any addi-
tional legislation, if it is needed, and
also to give us a draft of such legisla-
tion. If the Attorney General will do
that, of course, it will then be up to the
wisdom of the Congress as to whether
to accept his draft or not. I say that the
Attorney General has a better idea of
what is needed because of the respon-
sibility of enforcing laws against sub-
versives than possibly the bill before us.

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

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

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

Mr, PETERSON. I yield fo the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I would like
to issue this challenge to the majority
leader, to submit the pending bill to the
Attorney General and let us have his
opinion on the constitutionality of this
bill. He can get that opinion much
faster than those of us on the minority
can. He is majority leader.
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Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PETERSON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. HALLECEKE. May I say that as a
Member of Congress I have always held
it to -be my responsibility to determine
for myself as best I could the con-
stitutionality of measures coming before
us. I am doing that on this measure,
and I have followed that practice all
along. There may be disagreement
among us about what is constitutional
and what is not constitutional, but I
know we are dealing here with a prob-
lem that needs to be met and, as far as
I am concerned, I am going to meet it
as best I can on my own responsibility.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Even though it
violates the Constitution.

Mr. HALLECK. ' 1did not say anything
of the sort. No one has been more con-
sistently devoted to the Constitution
than I. I disagreed with the statement
we had one time asking the Congress to
enact legislation without regard to doubt
as to its constitutionality however
reasonable.

Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Chairman and
gentlemen of the committee, the question
was raised by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia who just preceded me with refer-
ence to a showing of a clear and present
danger to the security of the United
States, and referred particularly to the
statement made with reference to that
danger. I want to first call attention to
the fact, to answer in part the gentleman
from New York [Mr, MarcanToNIO!, that
the committee had before it the Attorney
General of the United States, and ques-
tioned him with reference to the weak-
ness of a good many of our laws, and the
number of existing laws. In addition to
that it was testified clearly before the
committee by the Director of the Bureau
of Investigation that the active Commu-
nists in this country today were a larger
percentage than it was in Russia at the
time the Communists took over the Gov-
ernment of Russia. Today there are in
this country thousands of active, well-
trained and schooled men. They know
their places at the time when the orders
come to take part, to seize strategic posi-
tions, to inflitrate into strategic organ-
izations, and place themselves in strategic
places, So, it is not a question of numbers
alone. Witness after witness more or
less reiterated those particular facts .

The membership of this House has for
a long period of time asked the members
of the committee this question: Why do
you not bring out legislation to meet this
situation? That was at the particular
time when we were investigating it. It
was hard sledding. If is not easy to serve
on this committee. This committee has
had many problems facing it, but each
time it has come before the House with a
request the House held up the hands of
this committee, because it recognized it
has a hard job to do and is trying to do
a patriotic duty. But, they said: Why
do you not bring out legislation? The
committee, in its desire to bring out fair,
constitutional legislation, has taken time
and has considered the testimony of
many pecple who have appeared before
it. In general debate the other day I
quoted a telegram received from the
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chairman of the Bill of Rights Committee
of the American Bar Association, an at-
torney eminent in his own right, who is
highly respected in this Nation I had
submitted to him the entire draft as we
had finally reported it out. I asked him
point blank his advice with reference to
it, and you will find it incorporated in
the general debate. I extended it at that
time in my remarks. He said that there
was need for his legislation; that this
legislation was carefully drawn, and in
his opinion it was constitutional.

There is no effort to try and abridge
freedom of speech. The question was
asked a few minutes ago with reference
to the proposal of a constitutional amend-
ment. When you make an analysis of
the definitions under this bill you will find
each time it is tied into the dictatorship
of a foreign government; the establish-
ment of a totalitarian form of govern-
ment and then subservient to a foreign
government. That is part and parcel
the sum of the various definitions as set
forth.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Florida has expired.

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr, Chairman, I move
to strike out the last three words.

Mr, Chairman, first of all I want to pay
tribute to the Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities for the splendid job it has
done over a long period of years. I wish
to pay special tribute to the subcommittee
that handled this bill, the gentleman
from Illineis [Mr. VaiLl, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McDoweLL], the
gentleman from Florida [Mr, PETERSON],
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
HeeerT], and particularly the chairman
of the subcommittee, the gentleman from
California [Mr, N1xox1, who, in my opin-
ion, and I know many Members of this
House concur in it, from the record he is
making in his first term in this body, is
one of the most outstanding men that
has been sent to the House of Repre-
sentatives.

The bill carries the name of one of our
colleagues the gentleman from South
Dakota [Mr. Munpr], Those of us who
have been rather close to this committee
know that he has been a very valuable
member, but we also know that the
gentleman from California [Mr. Nixon]
has carried a large part of the load on
this particular bill.

We have heard a great deal of discus-
sion today regarding constitutionality.
Ever since there has been a House of
Representatives hardly a week has passed
but that some bill has been brought to
the fioor of the House and we have heard
Members argue against its constitution-
ality. That is nothing new. The op-
ponents of any bill always argue about
its constitutionality.

Fortunately, or unfortunately, I do not
happen to be a lawyer, but I do not think
it is in the wisdom of anyone in this
House or even the Attorney General to
set himself up as the final authority on
the constitutionality of any bill. We
have a Supreme Court to determine the
constitutionality. After this bill is
passed, if there is someone who thinks
there are some provisions that are un-
constitutional, no doubt the matter will
be taken to the Supreme Court. If the
Court declares any of the provisions un-
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constitutional, then it is up to the Con-
gress of the United States to rewrite
those provisions in line with the decision
of the Supreme Court.

Just out of curiosity I analyzed the
vote against the appropriation bill which
was before the House not so long ago
for the Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities. I also analyzed the vote against
the Condon resolution, I also analyzed
the vote against the rule that brought
this bill to the floor of the House. There
were not more than 40 votes cast against
any of the three measures. I have every
confidence that this bill will. pass the
House by an overwhelming vote, and I
doubt if there will be more than 40 to 50
votes against its final passage. .

I have been flooded with telegrams and
communications from various organiza-
tions in opposition to this hill, and when
we go back into the House I shall ask
unanimous consent to make these tele-
grams a part of the record at this point,
However, they are all of about the same
tenor, and I do not hesitate to say for the
benefit of my colleague from Indiana
[Mr. MirrcuerL]l, who spoke about the
telegram he received from some of the
CIO in his district, that in nearly every
instance the telegrams are from the CIO.

Mr. Chairman, the people of our coun-
try are overwhelmingly demanding that
the Congress of the United States do
something about the spreading menace
of communism. The Mundt bill is cer-
tainly a step in this direction. It is a
bill that every true, patriotic American
should be willing to support whole-
heartedly. It is high time that we stand
up and not be afraid to be counted on
the side of Americanism.

In order that the people will know who
is in opposition to this bill, and for pos-
terity, I am inserting the following tele-
grams and letters which I have received:

CHICAGO, ILL,, May 12, 1948.
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington D.C.:

The omnibus bill H. R. 5852 represents
real threat to American democracy. Urge
you to fight its enactment in any form.

ANDY ANDRASKA,
B. A. Locals 55D and 68E USWA-CIO.

CHicaco, ILL., May 6, 1948,
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington D. C.:

On behalf of 2,800 members of local 1154,
many of whom are your constitutents, we
urge you to vote against and fight against the
so-called subversive-activities act. This leg-
islation would destroy the basic rights of all
Americans.

JonN KELLIHER,
President, Ezeculive Board, Local
1154, UE-CIO.

CHICAGO, ILL., May 7, 1948.
Hon, Frep E, BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington D. C.:

United Office and Professional Workers of
America, Local 24, representing thousands of
Chicago white-collar and professional work-
ers alarmed at Fascist repressive legislation
called Mundt Subversive Activities Control
Act being considered by Congress this week.
This bill will destroy our American way of
life by following the Nazi pattern. We love
America, We refuse to have our democrati-
cally elected Congressmen make our beloved
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country a police state and destroy civil
rights. Do not help blot the fair traditions
of our American heritage. We appeal to you
to oppose in every way possible the passage
of this vicious un-American bill. Confirm,
HARRIET PIPER,
President, Local 24, UOPWA.

CHICAGO, ILL, May 11, 1948.
Hon. Frep E, BUSBEY, ]
House Office Building,
Washingion D. C.;

Members of our organization, many resid-
ing in your district, fully realize Mundt un-
American bill designed to turn our beloved
country into a Nazilike state. Confident
you have same understanding. Strongly
urge you fight against this diabolical legisla-
tion. By your deeds you shall be judged.

Joan T. BERNARD,
Director, Chicago UE Political Action
Committee,

NaTIONAL MARITIME UNION OF AMERICA,
New York, N. Y., May 14, 1948.
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear ConNcrREssMAN Bussey: We urgently
request that you vote against the Mundt-
Nixon bill (H. R. 6852), described as the Sub-
versive Activities Control Act, 1948,

The membership of the National Maritime
Union is strongly opposed to this bill, both
because it seriously threatens the existence
of bona fide labor unions and because it
sweeps aside civil rights guaranteed to every
American by the Constitution.

We have always belleved that the House
Un-American Activities Committee, which 1s
sponsoring this bill, is in itself unconstitu-
tional. s

We are sure that you will agree that the
Mundt-Nixon bill contains serious dangers
to the American system. We urge that you
cast your vote against the bill.

We would appreciate an answer to this
letter.

Yours very truly,
SaM MOONBLATT,
Chairman, Committe Against Mundt-
Nizon Bill.

RESOLUTION ON THE SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES ACT

Whereas the Un-American Committee has
prepared & blueprint to end democracy in
our country and substitute for it a Fascist-
style police state. This conspiracy against
our traditional liberties and constitutional
rights is known as the Subversives Activities
Control Act of 1948;

Whereas under the guise of fighting so-
called subversives, the police-state act is
really aimed at smashing the labor unions,
the Wallace movement, and any progressive
movement that fights for the workers, the
people, and for the rights of minorities,
especially the Negro and Jewish peoples; and

Whereas the police-state act is designed
to sllence the volces of all progressives so
that the Wall Street program of union
busting and war can be pushed without
opposition; and

Whereas this is an amplification of the
Taft-Hartley “slave” Labor Act to deliver
the final smashing blow to destroy organized
labor: Now, therefore, be it =

Resolved, That this quarterly membership
meeting of Amalgamated Local 453, UAW-
CIO, goes on record as condemning the
police-state bill as a threat to our demo-
cratic rights and trade-unions; and be it
further

Resolved, That the executive board and
joint council are instructed to carry out an
all-out campaign for the defeat of this
vicious bill; and be it finally

Resolved, That copies of this resolution
be sent to the National CIO; the Interna-
tional Union UAW-CIO; regional office, UAW-
CIO; Senators Scorr LucAs and WAYLAND
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Brooxs; and to the Congressmen from the

Chicago area,

Passed this 25th day of April 1048,
AMALGAMATED LocaL 453, UAW-CIO,

CHICAGO, ILL., May 11, 1948.
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.;
The Chicago Teachers’ Union, represent-
ing 7,200 public-school teachers in Chicago,
affiliated with the American Illinois and Chi-
cago Federations of Labor, respectfully, re-
quests that you oppose the Mundt bill
The teachers’ union believes this bill is un-
American and dangerous to the liberties of
loyal American cltizens,
JorN M. FEWKES,
President.

CHICAGO, ILL., May 11, 1948.
Congressman Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

On behalf of the membership of Local 107,
UFEMWA, CIO, we demand your unguali-
fled opposition to the Subversive Activities
Control Act 1048, when same appears for
House action. This legislative monstrosity
would by its discretionary powers make the
Attorney General more powerful than the
Congress of the United States.

. Execurive BoArp oF Locar 107.

CHIcaco, ILL., May 11, 1948.
Hon, Fren E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:
Urge you to vote against Mundt bill, H. R,
5852, Measure is dangerous and unconstitu-
tional. It will not serve its stated purpose
against communism, Bill a dangerous threat
against basic civil liberties of Americans.
MICHAEL MANN,
Secretary, Chicago Industrial
Union Council, CIO.

CHicAaGo, ILL., May 12, 1548.
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:
Mundt bill, H. R. 5852, is most reactionary
union-busting piece of proposed legislation
ever to appear before Halls of Congress. I
urge you to fight this bill in all forms as real
threat to civil liberties.
T. A. GrIMM,
Legislative Director, USWA-CIO.

CricAGO, Tun,, May 12, 1948.
Hon. Frep E. BUsBeY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:
Provisions of Mundt bill, H. R, 5852, con-
tain all that is necessary to bring fascism to
America. Represents threat to American
labor movement, civil liberties, democracy.
Urge you to fight this bill with all your
power.
Jurius CRANE,
Ezecutive Director, USWA-CIO.

SMASH MUNDT-NIXON POLICE-STATE BILL

(Statement by the resident board of the
American Slav Congress)

The resident board of the National Com-
mittee of the American Slav Congress, meet=
ing in New York May 7, 1948, condemns the
Mundt-Nizxon Subversive Activities Control
Act of 1948 (H. R. 5852) as a monstrous at-
tempt on the part of the House Committee
on Un-American Activitles to destroy the
basic constitutional rights and liberties of
the American people and introduce police-
state methods, thus golng a long way toward
establishing in these United States exactly
what this bill ostensibly aims to prevent,
namely, a totalitarian dictatorship,
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We agree with Henry Wallace that this bill
is a legislative device by which “we are being
plunged on the road to fascism,” behind the
smoke screen of the Red menace, and that
this is a measure “which would, in effect,
make any advocate of peaceful understand-
ing in the world an international con-
spirator.”

In this sense, the Mundt-Nixon bill holds
a special danger for all Slavic Americans who
dare express their admiration for the rapid
industrial, political, and cultural advance-
ment of the peoples of their native lands in
eastern Europe.

Following the familiar Nazi pattern of ex-
posing and destroying communism and com-
munistic-front organizations, the bill states,
without supplying any proof, that there
exists a world-wide Communist conspiracy,
directed by a foreign totalitarian power,
which aims to destroy free American insti-
tutions and establish a totalitarian dictator-
ship in the United States under the domina-
tion of a foreign power, The authors of this
bill propose to destroy this imaginary con-
spiracy by the enactment of a law that pro=-
vides 10 years’ imprisonment and $10,000 fine
for anyone who in any way helps or abates
this conspiracy.

Any Slavic American or Slavic American
organization that criticizes the American
foreign policy, advocates friendship with
Slavic countries, opposes ERP, condemns the
United States position on Palestine, or pro-
tests against the enactment of the draft and
UMT could, under this law, be charged with
facilitating the establishment of a dictator-
ship by weakening our country through the
dissemination of propaganda calculated to
undermine its institutions.

Every individual and organization that
protests against armament appropriations
and advocates better social security, Federal
housing and price control would be open
to a similar charge.

Every trade-union leader who calls a strike
for the betterment of working conditions
and higher wages could be charged with
“facilitating or aiding In bringing about the
establishment of a totalitarian dictatorship.”
Every official of that union could be charged
with active participation in the manage-
ment of a “movement to facilitate or ald in
bringing about the establishment of such a
dictatorship.”

Every individual or organization which
fights against racial discrimination, refuses
to obey segregation laws and ordinances,
calls or participates in mass meetings or
other forms of activity to put pressure on
the Congress to enact the FEPC, antilynch
and anti-poll-tax laws, would be open to the
charge of aiding in bringing about the es-
tablishment of a totalitarian dictatorship
by inciting social and raclal strife.

In brief, this bill would set up the ma-
chinery for a full-blown police state, Ameri-
can style. It is directed primarily against
the Wallace movement and confirms Wal-
lace’s statement that the main menace to
our freedom comes not from abroad but from
“home-grown fascism."”

The Mundt bill sweeps away the Bill of
Rights and substitutes the police state. It
is not sufficient to call this proposed law
unconstitutional, It is more than that,
The bill, if passed, will replace our demo-
cratic institutions with a state where free-
dom to think or to speak freely will be com=
pletely lost.

If this measure becomes law, constitu-
tional democracy will disappear. Instead, &
horde of EBI men will be prying into. your
homes, your meeting places, your organiza-
tions in order to determine whether you
are a member of a “"Communist political or-
ganization” or a “Communist-front organi-
zation.” And the language of the bill is
80 broad, so vast in purpose, that it en-
compasses everybody who has any desire to
better himself or his family in any manner
or make this world a better place to live in,
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This bill, if enacted into law, would make
a mockery of the democratic traditions of
our country and would bring shame upon
the name of America before all freedom-
loving peoples of the world.

The New York Post was absolutely right
when it wrote editorially that “no decent
citizen could come near it—the bill—with-
out protecting his nose with a clothespin.”

Even Gov. Thomas E. Dewey, of New York,
certainly no “fellow traveler” has declared
that: “This bill is thought control borrowed
from the Japanese war leadership and is an
attempt to beat down ideas with a club.
1t is a surrender of everything we believe in."”

Justice Willlam C. Douglas stated at the
Altgeld centennial on December 30, 1947: “A
people indifierent to their civil liberties do
not deserve to keep them, and in this revo-
lutionary age may not be expected to keep
them long. A people who proclaim their
civil liberties, but extend them only to pre-
ferred groups, start down the path to totall-
tarianism.”

It goes without saying that the defeat of
this bill should be the major task of every
Blavic-American organization, of every
American of Slav descent, as well as of all
other Americans who believe in democracy.

We, therefore, call upon our State and city
committees, affiliated organizations, and
upon the millions of progressive BSlavic
Americans to immediately wire or write their
Congressmen and Senators urging them to
vote down this un-American vill.

Leo ERZYCKI,
President.
ZLATEO BALOKOVIC,
Chairman, Resident Board.
GEORGE PIRINSKY,
Ezecutive Secretary.

NationaL LAWYERS GUILD,
Chicago, Ill., May 11, 1948.

The Chicago Chapter of the National Law-
yers Guild issued a statement today con=
demning the Mundt-Nixon antisubversive
bill on the ground that it violates every fun-
damental precept of American constitutional
law.
In issuing the statement, George L. Siegel,
president of the chapter, sald: “The purpose
of this bill is to regiment American social and
political thinking.”

The Chicago Chapter of the National Law-
yers Guild represents lawyers of many dif-
ferent political opinions but who are one in
their devotion to the Constitution and in
their desire to retain unimpaired the free-
doms safeguarded by the Bill of Rights. Con-
sclousness of this obligation impels the Chi-
cago Guild to speak out firmly against the
invasions of fundamental constitutional 1ib-
erties which the bill authorizes.

We believe the bill, in the breadth of its
scope and in the vagueness of its terminology,
to be violative of due process requirements.
We believe that the bill, by its registration
and so-called “exposure” provisions, imposes
prior restraints on freedom of political
thought, expression, and action contrary to
the first amendment. We believe further that
the first amendment is violated by the crimi-
nal penalties against peaceful speech and ac-
tion and by the ban on freedom of associa-
tion. We believe that the bill, by leveling
its sights and imposing its sanctions on a
specifically designated section of American
citizenry, recreates what was anathema to
the framers of the Constitution and what was
specifically outlawed by that document—the
Bill of Attainder, - 2

The Chicago Guild believes with the United
Btates Supreme Court and with most Ameri-
cans that freedom of thought and action is
of the essence of democracy, that when such
freedom is denied any individual or group in
our country, democracy is maimed and im=-
periled. The Mundt-Nizon bill, if passed,
will pave the way for the suppression of in-
dependent thinking and the imposition of a
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hateful system of thought-control. Coerced
orthodoxy cannot fail but to lead, as the Su-
preme Court has stated, to the “unanimity
of the grave.,”

The executive board of the Chicago Chap-
ter of the National Lawyers Guild has given
careful consideration to the Mundt-Nizon
Subversive Activities Control Act of 1948, re-
cently reported out favorably by the House
Committee on Un-American Activities.

The executive board is firmly persuaded
that the bill is inimical to the spirit and let-
ter of the Bill of Rights and represents an
alarming intrusion upon the freedom of po-
litical thought and action which is so deeply
rooted in the American way of life.

The bill alleges that there is a world Com~
munist movement controlled by a foreign
country, that there are Communist political
organizations and Communist-front organi-
zations in many countries which do the bid-
ding of that country and that the “recent
guccesses of Communist methods in other
countries" present a “clear and present dan-
ger” to the security of the United States and
require legislation to ward off that danger,

The bill attempts to safeguard the security
of America by a requirement that all Com=-
munist political and front organizations—as
such terms are broadly but nonetheless
vaguely defilned—register with the Attorney
General of the United States and file annual
registration statements which are to be kept
open for public inspection. Communist po-
litlcal orgganizations must register the names
of their officers and members and give a de-
tailed accounting of the sources and uses of
their funds. Front organizations are subject
to the same requirements except that they
need not register the names of their mem-
bers. The Attorney General is given broad
powers to investigate and determine whether
any group is a Communist political or front
organization, and if he finds affirmatively, to
require the organization to register. The At-
torney General’s findings, “if supported by
substantial evidence,” are made conclusive
on the courts in case judiclal review is sought.

The bill creates a whole new series of
crimes, many of them based on a concept
hitherto unknown to the American system
of law. The bill makes it a criminal offense:

1. “To attempt in any manner” to estab-
lish in the United States a “totalitarian
g:ﬁtatorshlp." a phrase left undefined in the

2. For a member of a Communist political
organization, if he knows or has reason to
believe that the organization is of such char-
acter, to seek or accept employment under
the United States unless he first reveals his
membership in the organization; or, whether
or not he reveals his membership, to continue
to hold any nonelective employment under
the United States;

3. For a member of a Communist political
organization, if he knows or has reason to
believe that the organization is of such char=
acter, to apply for a passport or to make use
of one previously issued to him;

4. To become or remain a member of a
Communist political organization if the or-
ganization fails to register as required;

6 For a Communist political or front or-
ganization to disseminate matter through
the malls or over the radio unless the publi-
cation or broadcast is identified as coming
from a Communist organization,

The penalties provided by the bill are
severe including fines up to $10,000 or im-
prisonment up to 10 years, or both, and a
minimum penalty of 2 years imprisonment
and /or $5,000 fine for violation of certain
sections.

The Chicago chapter of the National Law=-
yers Guild represents lawyers of many dif-
ferent political opinions but who are one in
their devotion to the Constitution and in
their desire to retain unimpaired the free-
doms safeguarded by the Bill of Rights. Con-
sciousness of this obligation impels the Chi-
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ago Guild to speak out firmly against the in-
vasions of fundamental constitutional lib-
erties which the bill authorizes.

We believe the bill, in the breadth of its
scope and in the vagueness of its terminology,
to be violative of due process requirements,
We believe that the bill, by its registration
and so-called exposure provisions, imposes
prior restraints on freedom of political
thought, expression, and action contrary to
the first amendment. We believe further
that the first amendment is violated by the
criminal penalties against peaceful speech
and action and by the ban on freedom of
association., We believe that the bill, by
leveling its sights and imposing its sanctions
on a specifically designated section of Ameri-
can citizenry, recreates what was anathema
to the framers of the Constitution and what
was specifically outlawed by that document—
the bill of attainder.

Finally, we believe that the bill is uncon=
stitutional in making acts eriminal solely be-
cause they are performed by adherents of a
particular political faith or by members of
a particular organization. Basic to American
law is the concept that the criminality of an
act depends on the nature of the act, not on
the political orientation of the one who com-
mits it; that the commission of the pro-
scribed act constitutes the offense, without
regard to whether the offender be rich or
poor, Republican or Democrat or Communist.
The bill violates these fundamental prin-
ciples., Application for or use of a passport
is lawful for everyone except members of a
defined political group and is made unlawful
for the latter solely because of their political
faith, The seeking of Federal employment
without revelation of political belief, lawful
to everyone else, is unlawful to members of
that group for the same reason. The Bill of
Rights protects all citizens, including those
who entertain minority political beliefs.

The Chicago Guild believes, with the
United States Supreme Court and with most
Americans, that freedom of thought and ac-
tion is of the essence of democracy, that
when such freedom is denied any individual
or group in our country democracy is maimed
and imperiled. The Mundt-Nixon bill, if
passed, will pave the way for the suppression
of independent thinking and the imposition
of a hateful system of thought control.
Coerced orthodoxy cannot fail but to lead, as
the Supreme Court has stated to the “una-
nimity of the grave.”

The secretary is directed to send coples of
this statement to the President of the United
Btates, the President of the BSenate, the
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives,
members of the Illinois delegation in the
Congress, and representatives of the Chicago
press,

Locarn 1154, UNITED ELEC-
TRICAL, RADIO, AND MACHINE
WORKERS OF AMERICA,
Chicago, Ill,, May 10, 1948.
Representative Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: The enclosed resolution was
passed unanimously at a membership meet-
ing of local 1154 UE, This local represents
2,800 workers in the Stewart-Warner plant,
many of whom are your constituents,

Very truly yours,
JoBN 8. KELLIHER,
President,

RESOLUTION ON MUNDT BILL PASSED BY LOCAL
1154, UERMWA=CIO

The House Un-American Activities Com-
mittee, under the pretext of only combating
communism, throughout its 10-year history
has consistently badgered the progressive
forces of the United States. Its smear-and-
run program has cost a great number of
Americans their means of livelihcod. Be-
cause of its actions, it has been condemned
by the CIO and the UE in convention.
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This form of attack on leaders of trade-
unions and any liberal-minded Americans
has now been developed to the legislative
stage where the Un-American Activities Com=~
mittee plans to have passed a bill, the Sub-
versive Activities Control Act, which would
restrict Americans in their political and eco-
nomic thinking to the narrow terms accepta-
ble to the Un-American Activities Commit-
tee, thereby destroying the sinews of democ-
racy in America.

Using the Communist issue as a front, the
Un-American Activities Committee calls for
the virtual outlawing of trade-unions
through the clause providing imprisonment
of any American “who conspires to disrupt
the trade, commerce, or Government of the
United States with the intent to further
the objectives of the world Communist move-
ment.”

The bill calls for the Communist Party or
any “front” organization to register the
names and addresses. of every member and
list their sources of funds and expenditures.
All publications and envelopes sent through
the mails would have to be marked “dissem-
inated by , & Communist-front
organization.” Any organization that dif-
fers in its political or soclial views from this
Un-American Activities Committee has heen
and will continue to be labeled a “front”
group.

Because this bill will definitely tear into
shreds our Bill of Rights, will end the cher-
ished American rights of freedom of speech,
thought, and assembly, we members of local
1154 UE-CIO here assembled in regular meet-
ing therefore:

Resolve, That our Congressmen work
against and vote against this Subversive Ac-
tivities Control Act of 1948 to see that it is
defeated; and be it further

Resolved, That our Congressmen work for
the passage of the Sabath resolution that
calls for the abolition of the notorious House
Un-American Activities Committee,

CHIcAGO, ILL., May 12, 1948.
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,

House Office Building,

Washington, D.C.:

On behalf of over 7,000 workers employed
in 81 Chicago machine shops who are repre-
sented by UE-CIO, Local 1114, we, the un-
dersigned officers of the local, wish to make
clear to you, our Representatives, that we
are unalterably opposed to the un-American
Mundt bill, H. R. 5852, which seeks to im-
pose upon the American people a Hitlerite
Fascist dictatorship. This bill viclates the
first, fifth, thirteenth, and fourteenth amend-
ments to the United States Constitution,
under the pretext of fighting against a so-
called world Communist conspiracy. Just as
Hitler and Mussolini used the big lie to first
enslave the German and Itallan people and
then attempted to conquer and enslave the
world, the Mundt bill would first outlaw the
Communist Party and every trade union
and progressive organization and individual
in America which fought for higher wages,
better working conditions, social security,
housing, civil rights, democracy, and peace,
If you wanted these things and the Com-
munists wanted the same things, you and
your organization would be called subversive
and subject to fines and imprisonment. We
call upon you to do everything within your
power to defeat this despicable police-state
bill.

Pasko Soso, President; Willlam Conway,
First Vice President; Austin Sulllvan,
SBecond Vice President; Louis Abbate,
Third Vice President; James Butler,
Recording Secretary; Charles Jeske,
Financial Secretary; Edward Dalley,
Treasurer; Louis Torre, Business Man-
ager; Fred Anderson, Trustee; Clar=

ence Coleman, Trustee; Paul Dublin-
ski, Trustee; Richard EKeith; Trustee;
James Small, Trustee; Thomas Skin-
ner, Sergeant-at-Arms,
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CHicAGO, Ir, May 12, 1948,
Hon Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.»

On the part of 5,500 Chicago shoe workers I
implore you to do all in your power to defeat
the omnibus bill H. R. 68562, This bill is first
step in curbing civil liberties, crushing trade
unions, and is opening wedge toward totall-
tarlanism in America.

GENE BARILE,
Secretary Joint Council No. 25, USWA-CIO,
CHicAgo, ILL., May 12, 1348,
Hon Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Mundt bill H. R, 5852 is a definite threat to
the American labor movement, civil liberties,
and American democratic ideals. Urge you
to fight this Fascist bill,

CLELL TADE,
B. A. Locals 51B and 52C USWA-CIO.

CHicAgo, ILL., May 12, 1948.
Hon Prep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Bu#lding,
Washington, D. C.:

Most serious threat to civil liberties, trade
unions, and democracy is contained in Mundt
bill H. R, 5852. Urge you and your colleagues
to fight and defeat this bill.

TiMm MANALE,
B. A. Local 494, USWA-CIO.
CHicAgo, ILL., May 12, 1948,
Hon Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

The Mundt bill E. R. 5852 is first step
toward fascism in America. Urge you to do
all In your power to defeat this bill,

JAMES BRINGLE,
B. A. Locals 48 and 80, USWA-CIO.
CHICAGO, ILL.,, May 12, 1948,
Hon. Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Local 194, Food, Tobacco and Agricultural
Workers, CIO, representing 4,500 members
and their families in the city of Chicago
urges most strongly that you vote against
the Mundt-Nixon subversive activities con-
trol bill. This bill would repeal the free-
doms of speech, thought, and press an=
teed by the Bill of Rights in the United
States Constitution and establish a police
state here in America.

JoHN GALLAGHER,
President,
VeErONICA ERYZAN,
Secretary-Treasurer,
Local 194, FTA, CIO.
NeEw Yorg, N. Y., May 3, 1948,
Hon, Frep E. BUSBEY,
Washington, D. C.:

National Council of National Maritime
Union in behalf of 80,000 members condemns
Mundt bill, H. R. 5852, subversive activities
control bill, as attack on constitutional
rights of American people and attempt to
smash trade unions. Urge you oppose this
police thought-control measure,

FERDINAND C. SMITH,
National Secretary.
New Yorg, N. Y., May 11, 1948,
Congressman BUsSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

The Transport Workers Unlon of America,
CIO, vigorously opposes the Mundt-Nixon
bill, H. R. 6852, as an infamous piece of pro=-
Fascist legislation designed to enslave the
American labor movement. We urge you to
vote against it and use your influence to see
that it is defeated.

MicHAEL J. QUILL,
International President,
Doucras L. McCMAHON,
International Secretary-Treasurer,
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Caicaco, ILL., May 12, 1548,
Frep E, BusBeyY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

The Mundt bill, H. R. 58562, must be de-
feated as this bill represents real threat to
civil liberties, progressive thinking, and
American democracy. Urge you to fight
against its enactment.

JACKE SPIEGEL,
B. A. Locals 69 and 81, USWA-CIO.

CHicAco, ILn,, May 12, 1948,
Representative Frep E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

We urge you to vote against the Mundt
bill because it threatens a political free-
dom of all Americans and we urge you to
work for the passage of the Sabath resolu-
tion which would abolish the Un-American
Activities Committee.

THE NINETEENTH WarD CLUB OF THE
PROGRESSIVE PaARTY oOF CoOK
CoUNTY.

AMERICAN CIviL LiserTIES UNION,

New York City, May 3, 1948.

Dear Mr. ConNcRESSMAN: May we express
our opposition to H. R. 6852 reported by
the Un-American Activities Committee, a
bill to control Communist activities.

‘We have no sympathy or associations with
communism, but we are opposed to any such
restrictions as are fixed in this bill.

Democracy is not to be defended by adopt-
ing antidemocratic methods, Mere opinions
and associations should not be penalized.
The bill does not only that, but denies basic
rights to American citizens solely because of
their opinions and assoclations.

In our judgment the bill is clearly uncon-
stitutional. It is In fact a bill of attainder,
usurping the function of the courts to de-
termine offenses and punishments.

It is furthermore unwise public policy, for
it would have the inevitable effect of driving
the Communist movement underground
where it would be much more difficult to
combat.

May we earnestly urge your adverse vote
against so unprecedented a proposal in clear
conflict with our constitutional guaranties.

Bincerely yours.

ARTHUR GARFIELD HAYS,
General Counsel.

THE AMERICAN VETERANS COMMITTEE,
Chicago, IIl., May 5, 1948.
Representative Fren E. BUSBEY,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: Enclosed is a copy of a resolution
on the Subversive Actlvities Control Act, 1948,
passed by the Chicago Area Council, Ameri-
can Veterans Committee, at its regular meet=
ing Friday, April 30, 1948.

Very truly yours,
SeYmoUr L. GALE,
Chairman, Chicago Area Council,
American Veterans Committee.

CHICAGO AREA COUNCIL,
AMERICANS VETERANS COMMITTEE,
Chicago, Ill.

Whereas on the 28th day of April 1948, the
House Un-American Activities Committee
reported out a so-called get-tough-with=
Communists blll; and

Whereas the constitutional basis for the
suppression proposed therein must be that
the individuals and organizations named are
engaged in seditious or treasonable acts; and

‘Whereas the measures proposed will con-
stitute certain individuals and groups as un-
lawful not upon the basis of traditional
American judicial methods, but rather by
legislative determination; and

Whereas outlawing groups and individuals
for professing political beliefs is repugnant
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to the democratic principles of this coun-
try and probably violates the constitutional
guaranty of the citizens of the United States;
and

Whereas if the groups and individuals
sought to be suppressed are actually engag-
ing in seditious or treasonable acts, it is the
duty of our Government to brirg the law-
breakers to trial so they can be punished for
their misdeeds in accordance with estab-
lished judiclal procedure; and

Whereas we see in the legislation proposed
the establishment by Congress of an evil that
can be as great as that which it seeks to
destroy, legislation that will undermine the
traditional and time-proved safeguards of
the civil liberties of our fellow citizens, sub-
stituting the totalitarian pattern of de-
stroying all thought contrary to the majority
view of the country's political leaders;

Now, therefore, we the members of the
Chicago Area Council of the American Vct=
erans Committee, an organization of over
4,000 veterans residing in the Chicago area,
who have just fought a war for the purpose
of safeguarding the democratic principles
which this legislation serves to destroy and
who have consistently forthrightly and mili-
tantly rejected Communist doctrine and
leadership, call upon the Members of Con-
gress to oppose and defeat with all the vigor
that they possess, this un-American pro-
posal,

THE STUDENT ASSEMBLY,
The University of Chicago.
RESOLUTION ON H. R. 5852

Whereas there has been introduced in Con-
gress H. R. 5852, a bill to combat Un-Amer-
ican activities by requiring the reglstration
of Communist front organizations and for
other purposes;

Whereas this bill required registration of,
and prohibits Federal employment of and
issuance of passports to, members of organ-
izations very loosely defined and administra-
tively determined as Communist front;

Whereas there exist at the University of
Chicago, a Communist club and other organ-
izations which the Attorney General would,
without any doubt, require to register their
membership;

Whereas such requirements do, in the
present political atmosphere constitute an
effort at intimidation and place these organ-
izations at a legal disadvantage;

Whereas all student organizations which do
not engage in unlawful pursuits have an un-
equivocal right to carry on their activities
and propagate their views unhampered by
such intimation: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the University of Chicago
student assembly, on behalf of the student
body, strongly protest the initiation of such
legislation and oppose its enactment, and
that the public relations committee is hereby
authorized to give this resolution adequate
publicity and that telegrams be sent to Con-
gress tonight.

Lois E. Jacoes, President,

Adopted May b5, 1948,

COMMITTEE OF ONE THOUSAND
To ApoLisH THE HousE COMMITTEE
ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES,
New York, N. Y., May 5, 1948.
Dear CoNGRESSMAN BusBey: We are enclos-
ing a statement released to the press and
signed by 167 noted individuals, all sponsors
of the Committee of One Thousand, urging
the defeat of the Subversive Activities Control
Act of 1948, and the abolition of the House
Committee on Un-American Activities,
We are eager for your comments on this
legislation and we look forward to your reply.
Sincerely yours,
Pavr ZIpPoRKIS,
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COMMITTEE OF ONE THOUSAND,
New York, N. Y., April 23, 1948.

STATEMENT ON PROPOSED SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES
CONTROL ACT OF 1948

We review with critical concern and appre-
hension the proposals for a Subversive Activi-
ties Control Act of 1948, to be recommended
to Congress by the House Committee on Un-
American Activities, because of this commit-
tee’s history of almost complete disregard of
the liberties which this legislation purports
to defend.

The committee has been in existence for
about 10 years. Its record was succinctly
summarized on January 20, 1947, by the board
of directors of the American Civil Liberties
Union—an organization which the Dies com-
mittee itself publicly absolved of any Com-
munist taint. Referring to the present com-
mittee and its predecessors, the board said:

“The principal effect of the committees’
probes has been the unwarranted discrediting
of genuine liberals who have been earnestly
and sincerely seeking needed reforms, par-
ticularly in the field of labor, monopolies,
and race relations. This has been acCom-
plished by smear methods, innuendo, dis-
tortion, and other propagandistic devices
reminiscent of Fascist technigques. Nothing
in recent years has been as un-American as
the conduct of the hearings of the Congres-
sional Committee on Un-Americanism.”

That Congress is to be asked by a com-
mittee whose conduct has been so described
to safeguard the American way of life de-
serves serious thought.

The committee has announced that it will
propose legislation which purports to do the
following:

1. Make {llegal the knowing and willful
advocacy of the overthrow of the Government
of the United States by any means for the
purpose of subverting the interest of the
United States to that of a foreign Communist
power,

2. Require the registration of Communist-
front organizations as proposed in the Mundt
bill (H. R. 5852). i

3. Deny Government employment to Com-
munists.

4. Deny passports to Communist Party
members.

The committee suggests additional legis-
lation to—

1. Incresse the penalty for contempt of
Congress from 1 to 5 years, and from $1,000
to 5,000 fine.

2. Strengthen the espionage laws.

3. Require aliens to register annually,

We cannot be unmindful of the fact that
for 10 years the House Committee on Un-
American Activities not only has attacked
Communists, but has stamped subversive all
those whose opinions it found unpalatable,
It has exhibited an unwillingness, as Prof,
Walter Gelhorn said, *“to tolerate those
whose estimates of current problems do not
match its own.”

That this bill is primarily a request by
the committee for legislative sanction to ac-
celerate its drive to squeeze all opinion and
activity into the channels of conformity is
obvious from the following definitions con-
tained in the Mundt bill and approved for
incorporation:

“Sgc. 3. * * * (2) the term ‘Com-
munist Party’ means the political party now
known as the Communist Party of the United
States of America, regardless of any change
hereafter made in such name; and such term
includes, irrespective of its name, any organ-
ization carrying out the policles of, or en-
gaged in the same character of activities as,
the Communist Party of the United States
as it now exists and operates;

“{3) the term ‘Communist-front organiza-
tion' means—

*“(A) the Communist Party; or

“(B) any organization which engages in
any activity intended, or which it is reason-
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able to believe is intended, to further the ob-
jective of

“(1) bringing about replacement of the
existing form of government of the United
States with a Communist form of govern-
ment, or

“(ii) bringing about replacement of free
private enterprise in the United States with a
Communist economic system, or

“(1i1) bringing about acceptance, in the
United States, of Communist ideology; or

“(C) any organization which is under the
control or influence of the Communist Party.”

We ars aware of no legislative act that does
greater violence to the principles which have
guided our country to greatness—the encour-
agement of criticism and the toleration of
disssent. If this bill is enacted, persons and
organizations espousing such current contro-
versial causes as the partition of Palestine,
the repeal of the Taft-Hartley law, civilian
control of atomic energy, antilynch laws,
and national health insurance may be sub-
Ject, if not to criminal action, to abusive
investigation and disparaging publicity.
They become open to the charge of engaging
in the same character-of activities as the
Communist Party of the United BStates, or
being under its control or influence. “Amer-
ica,” Prof. Henry Steele Commager sald, “was
born of revolt, flourished on dissent, became
great through experimentation.”

We condemn what seems to us to be an
effort to utilize the unsettled state of inter-
national affairs and political discord both at
home and abroad to impose upon Americans
modern alien and sedition acts, the wisdom
of which our history has long since disproved.
On the basis of the record of the Committee
on Un-American Activities, we belleve we are
Justified in discounting this body’'s estimate
of the dangers that face our country. We do
not believe we can be charged with ingrati-
tude for refusing their offer to protect our
liberties, Instead we propose to Congress
the alternative to a government by terror—
the defeat of the Supversive Activities Con-
trol Act of 1948 and the abolition of the
House Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties. By so doing we reaffirm our confidence
in the strength and virtue of the Constitu-
tion of the United States and our faith in the
American people.

Complete list of signers of the statement
follows:

Rev, B. 8. Abernethy, Rev. Dr. Charles B.
Ackley, Prof. Comfort A, Adams, Rev, Frank
D, Adams, Dr. James Luther Adams, Dr,
James W. Alexander, Milton Avery, Rev.
Lee H. Ball, Dr. Ruth Benedict, William R.
Eenet, Rev. Walter L. Bennett, Edward Biber-
man, George Biddle, Dr. A. F. Blakeslee,
Rabbi Herbert I. Blcom, Ernst P. Boas, M. D.,
Prof. Campbell Bonner, Prof, Edwin G. Bor-
ing, Mrs. W. Russell Bowie, Van Wyck Brooks,
Rev. J. George Butler, Henry Seidel Canby,
Rev. Dr. J. Henry Carpenter.

Robert Carse, Ruthven 5. Chalmers, Rev,
Thaddeus Clapp, Robert M. Coates, Rev,
Albert Buckner Coe, Charles H. Colvin, Aaron
Copland, Dr. George W. Corner, John O.
Crane, Charles P. Curtis, Jr,, Prof. George
Dahl, John Dewey, Prof. J. Frank Dobie,
Olin Downes, W. E. B, DuBois, Rev. Hubert
N. Dukes, Rev. Charles E. Dunn, Leslie C.
Dunn, Philip Dunne, Rev. J. Edwin Elder,
Aymar Embury II, Dr. Thomas I. Emerson,
William Emerson, Rev. Thomas D. Ewing,
Prof. John K. Fairbank, Rev. Ralph M. Felix,

Don Freeman, Prof. Joseph F. Fletcher,
Rev. Stephen H. Fritchman, Dean Christian
Gauss, Rev, Willlam H. Geron, J. W. Gitt,
John C. Granbery, Prof. Walter Gropius,
Ernest A, Grunsfeld, Jr., Rev. Armand Guer-
rero, Rev. Wm. D. Hammond, Prof. Georgla
Harkness, Prof, Marion Hathway, Rev. Paul
Silas Heath, Zoltan Hecht, Rev, Chester E.
Hodgson, Prof. Leicester B, Holland, Dr. Bryn
J. Hovde, M. A. DeWolfe Howe, Rev. Flem-
ing James, Sr., Rev. John Paul Jones, Rev.
Albert W. Kauffman, Rev. Allen Keedy.
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Dean Hayward Eeniston, Robert P. Enight,
M. D., Dr. I. M. Eoethoff, Rev. Virgin A, Kraft,
Alfred Ereymborg, Willlam F, Kruse, Stella
M. Landis, Dr. Andrew C, Lawson, Rabbi
Morris S. Lazaron, Philip E. Lilienthal, Prof,
Ralph Linton, Rev, Herman F. Lion, Oliver
B. Loud, Rev, Virgil E. Lowder, Prof. Robert
H. Lowie, Elizabeth McCausland.

Carey McWilllams, Curtis D. MacDougall,
Dr. Percy MacKaye, Charles A. Madison, Rev.
H. P. Marley, Daniel Gregory Mason, Gregory
Mason, Prof. Kirtley F. Mather, Rev. Robert
Mayhew, Dr, 8. A. Mitchell, Dr, Wesley C.
Mitchell, Prof. Arthur B. Moehlman, Prof,
M., F. Ashley Montagu, Marianne C. Moore,
Dr. P. Morrison.

Lewis Mumford, Prof. Robert Hastings
Nichols, Rev. Justin Wroe Nixon, Rev. Ed-
ward W. Ohrenstein, Frederick Law Olm-
sted, Rev. George L. Paine, Rev. Clay E.
Palmer, Prof. Edwin Panofsky, Rev. Don Ivan
Patch, Prof. Ernest M. Patterson, Will Payne,
Rev. Leslie T. Pennington, Prof. Melba Phil-
lips, Rosa Pringle, Rev. Earl Quimby, Prof.
Walter Rautenstrauch, Anton Refregler,
Anne Revere, Oscar K. Rice, Rev. Frank
Ricker, Rev. B. C. Robeson, Prof. Margaret
Schlauch, Arthur Schnabel, Rev. Walter A.
Bcholten, Rev. Robert W. Searle.

Mrs. Mary Kingsbury Simkhovitch, The
Rev. Dewees F. Singley, John Sloan, The
Rev. Robert D. Smith, Rev. Willlam B, Spof-
ford, Jr., O. M. W. BSprague, Vilhjalmur
Btefansson, Dr. Arthur G. Steinberg, Philip
Stevenson, Rev. Howard L. Stimmel, Rex
Stout, Prof, Richard M. Sutton, Prof. J. 8. P.
Tatlock, Prof. C. F. Taylor, Prof. Lloyd W.
Taylor, Rev. L. F. Thornton, Jr., Rev. W. G.
Towart, Louis Untermeyer, Willard Uphaus.

Mark Van Doren, Willard Van Dyke, Prof,
Oswald Veblen, Dr. Maurice B. Visscher, J.
Raymond Walsh, Prof. Eda Lou Walton, Max
Weber, Rev. W. A. Werth, Prof. F. W. Wey-
mouth, Rev. Hugh V. White, Rev. Frank
8. C. Wicks, Prof. Henry N. Wieman, Prof,
Eugene P, Wigner, Rev. David Rhys Williams,
Rev. Lynn A. Wood, Prof. Quincy Wright,
Bishop R. R. Wright, Jr., Prof. Sewall Wright,
Rev. James D. Wyker, Dr. Robert M. Yerkes,
Leane Zugsmith.

Mr. NIXON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment and all amendments
thereto close in 35 minutes, the last 5
minutes to be reserved to the committee.

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

There was no objection.

The .. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr,
MULTER].

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, during
the course of the day we have heard the
motives of one gentleman impugned be-
cause of his religion, and the motives of
a gentlewoman impugned in presenting
the views of an eminent cleric. I am
not speaking for my co-religionists today.
I will speak for those American citizens
who live in my district, most of whom
believe in their Bible, and when I say
Bible, I mean both the Old and New
Testaments. Two challenges have been
thrown today to those who oppose this
measure. One challenge asked that we
point to specific provisions of the Con-
stitution which may be violated by enact-
ment of this legislation. There have
been ample citation of decisions of the
Supreme Court of the United States on
the subject. For those who want to read,
I suggest they read article I, section 9;
article ITI, section 2, and the first and
sixth amendments of the Constitution.
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The second challenge that has been
hurled at those who oppose this measure
has been in the nature of an inquiry:
‘What do you want to do about this mat-
ter? What do you want to do by way of
amendments? My answer to those in-
quiries is that we move to recommit the
bill to the committee with instructions
to hold public hearings on the new mat-
ter in this bill, some 17 or 18 pages of
printed matter, on which there were no
public hearings. At such hearings we
can then come in and be heard to urge
our respective amendments, instead of
trying to prepare a bill of this kind of so
important a nature on the floor of the
House.

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

Mr. MULTER. I yield.

Mr. McDOWELL. The gentleman
told the House, I believe, on Friday that
he had more Communists in his district
than in any other congressional district?

Mr. MULTER. That is the fact.

Mr. McDOWELL. Would you want
those Communists or any of their repre-
sentatives to come here and tell the
Committee on Un-American Activities
how to write this bill?

Mr. MULTER. I am afraid you can-
not help yourself as to that. TUnless
you repeal the first amendment of the
Constitution, you would have to hear
them. Much as I dislike what they say,
and much as I think they would try to
impede your work, we could nevertheless
handle them and do a good job at your
public hearings.

Mr. McDOWELL. May I tell the
gentleman then that I believe we invited
five of them down at various times.
Four refused to come. One or two are
on their way to jail because of their re-
fusal to come. Another one came and
spent 25 minutes insulting the commit-
tee. The Committee on Un-American
Activities is in a difficult position and
there are some things we do not want to
take again.

Mr. MULTER. May I suggest then
that you invite the respectable Members
of the House to such a hearing so that
you can sit down with us, the Members
who are serious about this, and hear
what we have to say, and permit us to
urge proper amendments to this bill.

Mr. McDOWELL. May I suggest to
the gentleman from New York that- that
is what we are doing here today. We are
having a hearing on the bill today to do
something about subversive activities in
the United States.

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

Mr., MULTER. I yield.

Mr. EBERHARTER. The committee
is not accepting any suggestions made
by those in opposition to the bill. They
wrote the bill and brought it in here, and
now suggestions are being made, and
they fight every amendment. So the
argument of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr, McDoweLL] falls. This is
not a hearing.

Mr. McDOWELL. Two amendments
have been accepted by the committee.

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

Mr. MULTER.  Yes, I yield.
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Mr. MARCANTONIO. 1Ithink that we
should also at this time nail the state-
ment in the report which gives the im-
pression that the Attorney General and
others testified in favor of this particular
legislation. I say that the hearings do
not bear that out, and I say that the At-
torney General himself will not support
the contention.

Mr. MULTER. So far as I know, this
is the first piece of legislation suggested
by the Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities and its predecessor, both of which
have been laboring for a period of about
10 years. There is no need for haste in
enacting this bill. All of the arguments
thus far very plainly indicate that there
is no clear and present danger to the
security of the United States that re-
quires the immediate enactment of this
bill. Any bill as far-reaching as this,
obviously going contrary to American
traditions of justice, should receive much
more careful and thorough consideration
than can be obtained by attempting to
offer amendments under the 5-minute
rule. Few, if any, amendments that
must be offered to this bill can be ex-
plained within the 5 minutes allowed to
the Member offering the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. MULTER]
has expired.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. BucHANAN] is recognized for 4%
minutes.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the
gentleman from California [Mr. Hor-
FIELD] has offered an amendment to
strike out the words “clear and present
gazllger" and substitute the word “poten-

a '!!

A war enforces an uneasy national
unity, but when it is over, a lot of people
are disposed to work off the grudges built
up in wartime and say to themselves,
“Now that we have licked the enemy out-
side, let us finish off those so-and-so’s
next door.” The question of national
unity, the question of a clear and present
danger brings to my mind a recurrence
of what followed after World WarI. In
1918 and 1921 there were charges of dis-
loyalty; deportations; the wrecking of
the New York office of the Call; and
“veterans” and “wobblies” clashing in
the Northwest. Those were all episodes
of the period following that war, in which
the great Red scare was on. I

Now, as we want no reoccurrence of
those events today. Let us examine the
differences between the two periods. The
principal root of all movements is fear.
Fear is usually mixed with prejudice, and
heightened by hysteria. I want to poiat
out, and I believe I can support my con-
tention with observations of leading his- _
torians and sociologists, that national
unity today, to a greater degree, is far
better than it was during World War I
and following World War I. If you will
recall, then Debs was imprisoned and the
Socialists were under suspicion, but to-
day we find the leader of the Socialists,
Norman Thomas, probably the best
known outspoken exponent of opposition
to communism and Communists. In
this early period, of course, fear sprang
chiefly from the evidences of disunity;
signs of national disunity. Today, few
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are troubled by ideas of domestic disrup-
tion. It is external rather than internal
peril that takes first place in men’s ap-
prehensions. National unity, as the sec-
ond World War shows, has grown stead-
ily in recent years. Today, it is an ex-
ternal threat more so than an internal
threat. A believer in Russian commu-
nism today cannot take shelter behind
the Constitution. He is a believer in a
police state of the most ruthless charac-
ter, a system of secret arrests, a system
of dictated convictions, of purges, and
concentration camps. He believes in a
system which has killed, imprisoned, or
exiled many millions, whereas czarism
has killed and jailed thousands.

Bear in mind one fundamental fact
that majority rule will only be loyally ac-
cepted so long as it respects the basic
rights of minorities.

Let us clarify the broad, sweeping
assertions and loose statements in this
proposed legislation. It is confusing at
best.

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

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. CHADWICK] is recognized.

Mr. CHADWICK. Mr, Chairman,Iam
particularly anxious to speak on this
amendment, because it so sufficiently
points to a question which has plagued
me in respect to this bill, not merely since
it was introduced by the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. Muwpr]l but many
months and even years before that. I
have given very serious consideration to
the threat of communism as we find it
abroad and at home, and I had reached
the conclusion as long ago as October
1946—that we would finally find that we
could not by legislative measures, short
of a constitutional amendment, find any
relief or remedy against this conspira-
torial plague which is working upon our
political and economic system like
8 cancer.

I approached this bill therefore, the
hard way, with the preconceived notion
that it was impractical to accomplish
this purpose in any other way than by a
constitutional amendment.

As a matter of fact I found time to ap-
pear before this committee while they
were considering this very act and made
a brief statement, in which I included
a reference to the fact that I had reached
such a conclusion, and had actually pre-
pared such a constitutional amendment
a long time ago. The only reason I have
not presented it in this House is because
I did not propose to be the first American
to admit that any threat, internal or
external, could so drive home the iron
into our soul of the admission that our
American system, with its very funda-
mental basis of free speech, would have
to surrender part of its genius in order
to meet such an attack.

But when I examined this bill, origi-
nally prepared by the gentleman from
South Dakota, and now perfected by this
committee, most ably and most con-
scientiously and most carefully, I reached
the conclusion that they had found a
touchstone that might solve the problem
which presented itself to me.

As I read this bill, its basic concept is
the prohibition of certain activities in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

America which might well be legal if
they were indigenous, if they were merely
American radicalism in the American
fashion, but which are so polluted by the
influence and control of outside agencies
that it becomes possible for the Con-
gress in the first instance, and the courts
in the second instance, to say that this
is a matter which is within the reach
of legislative remedy. Having reached
that conclusion, I am satisfied in my own
mind, my own conscience, that I can
support this bill.

Let me point out, however, in con-
nection with this present amendment,
which the gentleman from California
makes persuasive by his argument about
the fewness of our Communist foes in
America, that I think we erred earlier
this afternoon when the committee
decided to exclude a portion of the bill
(from line 1 to line 8 on page 17); be-
cause I believe those words are essential,
or at least very desirable to the under-
standing of the purpose of this bill
With your permission I am going to read
those words, as a refutation of the argu-
ment of the proponent of this amend-
ment so that we can count the number
of card-bearing Communists and then
relax:

And among the methods commonly used
to accomplish this end in any particular
country are (A) the disruption of trade and
commerce; (B) the inciting of economic,
soclal, and racial strife and conflict, (C) the
dissemination of propaganda calculated to
undermine established Government institu-
tions, and (D) corrupting officials of the
Government and securing the appointment
of their agents and sympathizers to offices
and positions in the Government.

The havoc that a well-disciplined band
of trained revolutionaries, and their
fellow-travelers, ean actually accom-
plish, if left to their own devices, is in-
calculable. We have much to fear.

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

Mr. CHADWICEK. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. OWENS. I see what the gentle-
man means, but the amendment was
offered in order to strengthen the section.

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

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I just do not believe
that we should compliment the commu-
nistic movement by saying that it is a
clear and present danger to the United
States. Do we not by such statement
bring weakness upon ourselves? Do we
not thus say that in America we are so
weak that a handful of people can destroy
us? To my mind that is a psychology
brought about by hysteria, and nothing
else,

I brought to your attention a few
monrents ago from the daily press state-
ments showing beyond the purview of
doubt that communism is on the wane
in Germany, in the American occupation
zone, also, that it is on the wane in Italy
and in France, and I told you of a state-
ment by the Attorney General of the
United States that it is on the wane in
America. Itison the way out.
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Now, I regard the majority leader very
highly, but let me say to him that com-
munism has already been stopped here
in the good old United States of America.
It is stopped in its tracks and it will
get weaker if we do not pull a lot of
bonehead plays and ruin our own Ameri-
can institutions. It will continue to be
stopped; it has been stopped by the
common sense of the American people.
That is what stops it and that is what
will keep it stopped.

You could let every one of them get
up and make a speech every day, give
them police protection, let no one bother
them, assist them upon the platform,
and thus help them make their speeches,
and it would still never make America
Communist. That is, as long as we keep
our way American. But if we continue
with these witch-hunt bills, such as I
believe this one is, we might help bring
it about in this country, not intention-
ally, of course. Your purpose is good.
You have worked hard, and I admire
you for that. I do not impugn your -
motives. They are good; the same as
mine. I know my motives are good.
They may be wrong but I know my mo-
tives are good intentioned. I love my
country as you do. I do not want to
see its liberties attacked.

Mr, Chairman, this bill is in my judg-
ment unconstitutional. It is a bill of
attainder. It attacks the right of free-
dom of speech and the right of freedom
of the press, it attacks the right of the
people to publicly assemble and petition
their Government for a redress of griev-
ances. There are many ways in which
it is unconstitutional, I believe.

I call attention to the fact that I en-
listed in the First World War when I was
a kid. At that time the papers most
every day were filled with statements
that the Germans were committing
atrocities of all kinds; they claimed they
were cutting the arms off Belgian chil-
dren, that they were crucifying Canadian
soldiers, and that they were taking Eng-
lish soldiers who were killed and boiling
their bodies and making soap out of
them. There were affidavits in the
papers to that effect. Go back and read
those atrocity stories. All of those stor-
ies were there. My mind was inflamed as
a kid, because I believed those stories.
Most everybody else believed them. The
Congress of the day evidently believed
them, But they turned out to be untrue.

When I came back from that war I
read a number of books on propaganda.
I am telling you we are right now in the
midst of one of the greatest propaganda
campaigns that ever occurred in this
great Nation of ours. They are scaring
us to death. Russia is not so strong as to
be able to do us any harm, but some peo-
ple believe she is. Do you believe a lit-
tle handful of radicals is going to over-
throw the great United States? It is
not true. It cannot be done. If there
is any danger at all, it is not clear and
present.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Isacson].

Mr, ISACSON. First, Mr. Chairman,
I cannot let the shocking tirade in sup-
port of racial segregation, as well as the
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derogatory remarks about the fight of
. the Jewish people for a national home=
land, pass unchallenged. Those state-
ments constitute a slander on the Negro
people as well as on the Jewish people.

I know that these opinions expressed
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
RawNkIN] are not the opinions held by the
majority of American people.

The American people abhor bias and
bigotry and prejudice and discrimina-
tion and are anxious to enact legislation
which will root out these evils from the
dark places where they fester like spores
and toadstools in the rot and decay of
incipient fascism.

Second, I would like to read at this
time a resolution which has been en-
trusted to me by the Jewish War Vet~
erahs of Bronx County. It reads:

‘Whereas the Jewish War Veterans of the
United States are dedicated to the preserva-
tion of democracy; and

Whereas we believe the best defense of
democracy is to defend the civil liberties of
all groups; and

Whereas the Mundt bill under the guise
of combating subversive elements is ac-
tually a long step in the direction of fascism
and an unprecedented violation of freedom
of speech; and

Whereas the bill would deny to American
citizens solely because of their beliefs and
assoclations, rights guaranteed to all by the
Constitution: Therefore be it

Resalved, That the Jewish War Veterans
of Bronx County at annual convention duly
assembled oppose the passage of the Mundt
bill and pledge to do all in our power to
preserve civil liberties in America.

Third, to those who have expressed
some scorn regarding the charge I have
made that the Mundt bill is unconstitu-
tional, I refer you to last night’s debate
between Mr. Dewey and Mr. Stassen as
reported in the Herald Tribune this
morning.

Mr, Dewey, after citing the 27 pieces
of legislation which deal with all efforts
to overthrow the Government by force
and violence, indicated that he thought
such existing legislation.was sufficient.

Mr, Dewey said: “I have some doubts
about its [the Mundt bill]l constitution=
ality. - It supplements the present legis-
lation in a very small way.”

Mr. Stassen, who is in favor of out-
lawing the Communist Party entirely,
said that this legislation goes even fur-
ther than he would go.

One last thing: The question has been
raised as to the relevancy of this legis-
lation as far as the Wallace third-party
movement is concerned, I refer you
again to section 3, subparagraph (C),
which makes the test of a subversive
organization:

The extent to which its views and policies
are the same as those of such foreign gov-
ernment or foreign organization,

Under this subdivision, if a political
party opposes the right of partition of
Palestine, or opposes the armed inter=-
vention in Greece or China, it is ex-
pressing views and policies which may
be considered the same as those of a
foreign government or foreign organiza-
tion and opposed to the foreign policies
of our administration.

I ask the gentleman from California
[Mr Nimxon] whether under this subdi-
vision (C) and applying this test, the
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Mundt bill might not be used to falsely

brand the Wallace party as subversive?

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. EBERHARTER].

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, I
think one of the reasons this bill is be-
fore Congress is that several democracies
in Europe have been taken over by the
Soviet Government. If seems to me the
United States should not become fearful
that it will be taken over by the Soviet
Government or its philosophies because
some of the small countries over there
have been taken over, if we would just
take into consideration the fact that con-
ditions in the countries that were taken
over by the Soviet ideology were alto-
gether different. I will admit there is
some dissatisfaction in this country with
social and economic conditions, and that
there is a desire for a higher standard of
living, but if you will just think of the
conditions of the nations in Europe that
are now under the control of the Soviet
Union you will realize that those condi-
tions have lasted for perhaps centuries,
where the people have had no hope what-
ever of ever attaining a higher standard
of living or even having any land reforms
or ever being recognized on an equal so-
cial hasis, or ever having any opportunity
really to act as free men and women. It
is in that kind of an area that socialism
and communism gain a foothold. The
ground here is not ripe for that. We
have no reason to fear that the ideology
of communism will take root here or
flourish. Neither have we any reason to
fear military might on the part of the
Soviet Government. So I think those
that are shudcering are unnecessarily
afraid.

Mr, Chairman, it seems to me this bill
is also tearing away at a fundamental
institution of this country. It is taking
away from the courts, from the judiciary
of this country, the right to find a person
guilty or not guilty. In this bill you al-
low one single individual, the Attorney
General of the United States, to come to
a reasonable conclusion. K It does not
have to be based on substantial evidence,
all the bill states is a reasonable con-
clusion, so that you have a determina-
tion by an individual. That is contrary
to our fundamental institutions and that
is one of the first things that dictators
in Europe did when they commenced to
take hold of the countries there, dicta-
tors like Hitler and Mussolini, and that
was the first thing they did in Russia,
You have the right of appeal here. Tell
me, do you have the right of trial by
jury? There is nothing in this bill, as
far as I have been able to see, which gives
an accused organization or an accused
individual the right of trial by 12 of his
peers. So, In my judgment, that is an
attack on or an undermining of the
fundamental liberties and freedoms
guaranteed by the Constitution of the
United States.

Mr. Chairman, I think this bill is a step
toward dictatorship, because some of the

. guaranties we have been so thankful for

since the adoption of the Constitution of
the United States, the right of trial by
jury, the determination in the first in-
stance of guilt or innocence by a grand
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jury, and by a court later, are taken away
from us. For that reason, Mr., Chair-
man, unless the bill is radically amend-
ed, and because my honest belief is that
this bill is completely repugnant to the
principles that our founding fathers em-
bodied in the Bill of Rights and the Con-
stitution of the United States, I shall vote
against the measure.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. RANKIN].

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I will
not condescend to even reply to the re-
marks of the Member from New York
[Mr, IsacsonN] in referring to my oppo-
sition to this communistic bill, which was
introduced here by the Member from
New York [Mr. EieiN] and which the
Communists continue to push in order
to stir up race trouble, not only in
Washington, but throughout the coun-
try, and especially throughout the South-
ern States.

We had this same opposition, virtually
per man, and almost per woman, in this
House when the Committee on Un-
American Activities had its investigators
chasing these Communist spies at Oak
Ridge. If it had not been that one of
them turned state’s evidence after
they got back to Canada, they would
have had the secrets of the atomic bomb
in the hands of the very power to which
the opposition to this bill gives so much
encouragement.

Mr. Chairman, I want every Member
to go down and see this picture called
The Iron Curtain and see what sacrifices
that man made in order to save America
from being blown to atoms by the ene-
mies that are attempting in every pos-
sible way to destroy this country.

Why, they talk about Mr. Stassen and
Mr. Dewey. They have said on the floor
that Mr. Stassen and Mr. Dewey both
said they favored outlawing the Com-
munist Party. Neither one of them
said that. I listened to both of them
carefully and they both supported this
bill. Every loyal American who believes
in the form of government that our fore-
fathers established with their blood and
sacrifice will agree to this bill and sup-
port it when the time comes for the final
vote on its passage.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. EBerHARTER] inti-
mates that this measure would take away
the right of trial by jury. Every loyal
American knows there is not a scintilla
of fact to support that utterance. Trial
by jury remains. The freedom of speech
remains. Freedom of the press remains,
Freedom of assembly remains. But we
do not propose to exempt the freedom
of conspiracy. That is what we are driv-
ing at. We do not propose to allow free-
dom of conspiracy to destroy this
counfry.

I have just pointed out the fact that
one of the very elements that was busy
destroying this Government was the

" Black Dragon Society of Japan.. They

ran their trucks up against the tails of
our airplanes at Pearl Harbor and de-
stroyed them at the very moment when
our boys were dying by the thousands as
8 result of Japanese treachery. At that
time every Communist in America was

.opposing the United States, because at
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that time Russia had not yet entered
the war on our side.

No, Mr. Chairman, this committee has
gone through a great deal. I have taken
all the slander from this group that I
am going to take. I have just had
about enough of it. But I can tell you
now that the American people are be-
hind this committee. It has taken
abuse and vilification of this element
that secretly in their hearts want to de-
stroy American institutions and set up
a communistic dictatorship. Mr. Bullitt
said in answer to my question before
the commitiee when he was testifying
under oath that he never saw a Commu-
nist who was not well fed, well dressed,
and well financed. Now they talk
about poverty. No, it is a fifth column
of well-dressed, well-fed, shrewd, keen,
well-financed individuals who steal
throughout the world wrecking nations,
just as they wrecked Poland and Czech-
oslovakia and Yugoslavia and just as
they are trying to wreck the United
States. But they are going to find that
they have a different people to deal with
here, and they might as well understand
it now.

We are going to win this fight and
save America for Americans.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from California [Mr. HOLIFIELD].

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

DEFINITION

BEec. 3. For the purposes of this act—

(1) The term “person” means an individ-
ual or an organization.

(2) The term “organization” means an or-
ganization, corporation, company, partner-
ship, assoclation, trust, foundation, or fund;
and includes a group of persons, whether or
not incorporated, permanently or tempora=-
rily assoclated together for joint action on, or
advancement of views on, any subject or
subjects.

(8) The term “Communist political organ=
ization” means any organization in the
United States having some, but not neces-
sarily all, of the ordinary and usual charac-
teristics of a political party, with respect to
which, having regard to some or all of the
following considerations:

(A) The extent and nature of its activities,
including the expression of views and poli-
cles.

(B) The extent to which its policies are
formulated and carried out and its activi-
tles performed, pursuant to directives or to
effectuate the policies, of the foreign govern-
ment or foreign governmental or political or-
ganization in which is vested, or under the
domination or control of which is exercised,
the direction and control of the world Com-
munist movement referred to in section 2 of
this act.

(C) The extent to which its views and poli-
cles are the same as those of such foreign
government or foreign organization,

(D) The extent to which it supports or
advocates the basic principles and tactics of
communism as expounded by Marx and
Lenin.

(E) The extent to which 1t receives finan«
clal or other aid, directly or indirectly, from
or at the direction of such foreign govern=-
ment or foreign organization.

(F) The extent to which it sends members
or representatives to any foreign country for
instruction or training in the principles,
policies, strategy, or tactics of such world
Communist movement.
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(G) The extent to which it reports to such
foreign government or forelgn organization
or to its representatives,

(H) the extent to which its members or
leaders are subject to or recognize the disci-
plinary power of such foreign government or
foreign organization or its representatives,

(I) the extent to which (i) it fails to dis-
close, or resists efforts to obtain information
as to, its membership (by keeping member-
ship lists in code, by instructing members to
refuse to acknowledge membership, or by
any other method); (ii) its members refuse
to acknowledge membership therein; (iii)
it falls to disclose, or resists efforts to obtain
information as to, records other than mem-
bership lists; (iv) its meetings are secret;
and (v) it otherwise operates on a secret
basis,

(J) the extent to which its members con-
sider the allegiance they owe to the United
States as subordinate to their obligations to
:}.wh foreign government or foreign organiza-

on,
it is reasonable to conclude (i) that it is
under the control of such foreign govern-
ment or foreign governmental or political
organization, or (ii) that it is one of the
prineipal instrumentalities utilized by the
world Communist movement in carrying out
its objectives.

(4) The term “Communist-front organiza-
tlon” means any organization in the United
States (other than a Communist political or-
ganization and other than an organization
having substantially all the ordinary and
usual characteristics of a political party)
with respect to which, having regard to some
or all of the following considerations:

(A) the identity of the persons who are
active in its management, direction, or su-
pervision, whether or not holding office
therein,

(B) the sources from which an important
part of its support, financial or otherwise, is
derived,

(C) the use made by it of its funds, re-
sources, or personnel, and

(D) the position taken or advanced by it
from time to time on matters of policy,
it is reasonable to conclude (i) that it is
under the control of a Communist political
organization, or (ii) that it is primarily op-
erated for the purpose of giving aid and sup-
port to a Communist political organization,
a Communist forelgn government, or the
world Communist movement referred to in
section 2, or (iii) that its views and policies
are in general adopted and advanced because
such views or policies are those of a Com-
munist political organization, a Communist
foreign government, or such world Commu-
nist movement,

(6) The term “Communist organization"”
means a Communist political organization or
8 Communist-front organization.

(6) The term “publication” means any
circular, newspaper, periodical, pamphlet,
book, letter, posteard, leaflet, or other publi-
cation.

(7) The term “United States,” when used
in a geographical sense, includes the several
Btates, Territories, and possessions of the
United States, the District of Columbia, and
the Canal Zone,

(8) The term "interstate or foreign com-
merce"” means trade, traffic, commerce, trans-
portation, or communication (A) between
any State, Territory, or possession of the
United States (including the Canal Zone),
or the District of Columbia, and any place
outside thereof, or (B) within any Territory
or possession of the United States (includ-
ing the Canal Zone) or within the District
of Columbia,

(8) The term “final order of the Attorney
General” means an order issued by the At=
torney General under section 13 of this act,
which has become final as provided in sec-
tion 14 of this act, requiring an organization
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to register urnder section 8 of this act as a
Communist political organization or a Com=
munist-front organization.

Mr. McDOWELL. Mr., Chairman, 1
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, the hour is getting late
and I do not expect to take the full 5
minutes. There is a matter that I want
to get into the REecorp, however. Un-
like most of us who have taken part in
the debate today, I have been doing a
little work on the side.

The Washington Post is a great Ameri-
can institution, a great American news-
paper. I ought to know because I have
been writing newspapers for over 30 years
myself. I am a great admirer of the
Washington Post, although I doubt seri-
ously if the Washington Post is a very
great admirer of me, as they blame me for
what they are accusing the Committee
on Un-American Activities of, that is,
having evil associations.

This morning, in a six-column full-
page advertisement, is a perfect example
of the new line of Communist-front or-
ganizations in the United States. The
Mundt bill is beginning to work even be-
fore the bill has been adopted by the
Congress and signed by the President.
All of the arguments that have been given
here today by those starry-eyed liberals
who are constantly opposing all things
brought here by the Committee on Un-
American Activities, all the arguments
are here in about four or five hundred
words, and they are signed by 97 prom-
inent people in and around Washington,
D. C. Some of these people, I am told,
have close connections with the United
States Government. A check of the very
thorough files of the Committee on Un-
American Activities shows that of 97 per-
sons who have signed this article saying
that the Mundt bill was a police-state
bill, and all that sort of thing, they found
from 1 to 20 Communist-front organiza-
tion memberships, and got a total of 153
affiliations of Communist-front member-
ships. This is the argument that you
are getting here today against the Mundt
bill. The Mundt bill was not put to-
gether by one Member walking up and
offering this and somebody else offering
that. The Mundt bill, as the members
of the Committee on Un-American Activ-
ities and many other Members of the
House on both sides of the aisle who
have great judicial learning, know, has
been hundreds and hundreds of hours in
the making in the last 4 months.

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

Mr, McDOWELL, I yield,

Mr. HALLECK. Does the gentleman
have any information as to how many
of the signers belong to one or more of
these Communist-front organizations to
which the gentleman referred?

Mr. McDOWELL. Mr, Chairman, an-
swering the gentleman from Indiana, I
may state that 47 are shown in the com-
mittee records as having been affiliated
with from 1 to 20 Communist-front or-
ganizations, Allin all, in these 97 names
there are a total of 153 memberships in
some Communist-front organization.

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

Mr. McDOWELL. I yield.

sttt oo, it e
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Mr. BUSBEY, Is it a correct state-
ment to say that in general those who
are in opposition to the Mundt hill are
consistently in opposition to the wonder=
ful work that the Committee on Un-
American Activities is doing, and that
they would oppose the bill in any form
reported by the committee?

Mr. McDOWELL. It is a little annoy-
ing to be a member of the Committee on
Un-American Activities and work as
hard as at least one member has worked,
and I am sure that applies to the other
eight members also, to see Members rise
on this floor and oppose with all sorts of
constitutional arguments everything that
we bring in here and then have them go
back to their districts—New York, Chi-
cago, or some other place—and spend
hours and hours and hours making
speeches on how they want to abolish the
Committee on Un-American Activities.

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

Mr. McCDOWELL., I yield.

Mr., McMAHON. Are the arguments
used in the advertisement the gentleman
has read any different than the argu-
ments we have heard on the floor?

Mr. McDOWELL. Not one whit, only
they are better written.

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

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in opposition to the pro forma
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to
take time at this late hour because we
have agreed to rise at about 5 o’clock,
but I cannot help pointing out that the
last speech we heard demonstrates con-
clusively what this is all about.

It has been the contention of the op-
ponents of this bill that it is aimed at
suppressing opposition to the views held
by those who are allegedly in the major-
ity. Here you have an advertisement
placed in the Washington Post. This ac-
tivity is a legitimate, time-honored, law-
ful, constitutional activity. It is as old
as the Republic itself, in fact, pam-
phleteering antedates the establishment
of the Republic. “Common Sense” of
Tom Paine is the ancestor of the activity
in which these American citizens en-
gaged,

What did these American citizens do?
They sought to draw the attention of
their fellow Americans to some serious,
sincere objections that they hold against
this Mundt bill. How are those objec-
tions met? Has the gentleman from
Pennsylvania given a single argument
meeting a single argument advanced in
this advertisement? Have we heard a
reason advanced to meet a reason as-
serted? Oh, no; it is the same old tech-
nique which the Mundt bill expresses, the
technique .of fear, a crude attempt to
threaten and intimidate Americans who
dare voice dissent with the views of this
committee. What does the spokesman
of the committee do? He has said here
that so many of the signers of the ad-
vertisements are members of Communist
front organizations, so many of them are
Communist-connected. The same wild
statements and wild charges. What dif-
ference does it make even if the signers
of this article were Communists? If is
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your duty as a Member of Congress, the
sacred duty that you owe to the Amer-
ican people, to meet these arguments and
answer them on the basis of merit and
not on the basis of attempted slander,
not to inculcate fear in the hearts of
those who attempt to dissent with the
views of this committee.

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

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Not at this
time.

That is what this is all about, the right
of Americans to disagree, disagree with
a policy with which more and more
Americans are disagreeing. It is the
concept of absolute rule by monopoly cap-
ital which this committee has been seek=-
ing to force on the American people.
It seeks to impose on an unwilling people
by the method of smearing, and now
by the threat of imprisonment of men
and women who disagree with that con-
cept of a monopoly capital rule that will
lead only to war and depression. This
is the technique of thought confrol. You
had an example of it when the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania stood up here
and did not answer a single argument,
did not meet a single argument advanced
in this advertisement, but simply pointed
out that 53 of the signers, or whatever
number he said, are members of a Com-
munist-front organization. There it is.
It is thought control through smear yes-
terday, thought control through smear
today, and thought control through im-
prisonment and bypassing the Consti-
tution tomorrow. That is the issue be-
fore the Congress of the United States.

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

Mr. MARCANTONIO.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. BUSBEY. As I understood the
real meaning of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. McDowegLL]l, he was
just simply trying to throw the spotlight
on some of these people who were trying
to bring out all this bug-a-boo against
the Mundt bill, and these people did not
like the spotlight. If they had-the cour-
age of their convictions they would join
the Communist Party and take out a card.

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

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
one additional minute. .

Mr. NIXON. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. If we are going
to get into that kind of business, it is
0. K. with me. &

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, re-
serving the right to object, it was sug-
gested by the gentleman from California
that in the interest of expedition he
expected to object to any request for ad-
ditional time beyond 5 minutes. That
rule has been followed all afternoon.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. May I say to
the distinguished majority leader that in
distributing time in opposition we were
so limited in time that I did not take
a minute in general debate. Further-
more, the opposition has not been at-
tempting to filibuster. Every speech we
have made has been made on the issues
and it has been in the process of normal
debate. If you are going to start cutting
off Members, we will be forced to resort

I yield to the
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to every parliamentary procedure pos-
sible.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Chairman, I ask
for the regular order. The gentleman
has had his 1 minute in the meantime.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. No. It has not
been granted. .

Mr, HALLECK, I am not objecting to
it except in the interest of orderly pro-
cedure. The gentleman has been here a
long time and he knows that this ar-
rangement is frequently made and I
suspect that the gentleman does not find
himself in disagreement with the sug-
gestion made by the gentleman from
California earlier in the afternoon to ex-
pedite consideration of the measure.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
one-half minute to answer the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr, NIXON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
may be allowed to proceed for 1 addi-
tional minute in view of the fact he ap-
parently did not understand the agree-
ment we had earlier in the afternoon.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr., Chair-
man, the gentleman from Illinois has re-
peated the same display of attempts at
thought control that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania just gave us. He
said that what the gentleman from
Pennsylvania attempted to do was to
throw the spotlight—throw the spot-
light of aftempted smear. Again the
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the
gentleman from Illinois as well, has not
answered or attempted to answer the
arguments advanced in the indictment,
They have attempted to inculcate fear
in the hearts of the signers by smear to-
day and by imprisonment tomorrow if
this Mundt bill is adopted. You are sub-
stituting fear for freedom in America.

Mr. BUSBEY. I have heard that
Communist line many times.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. But it is not
the Fascist line from the gentleman from
Illinois.

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

Mr, NIXON. Mr, Chairman, I offer
a committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr.
Nixon: Page 21, line 16, strike out “(i)";
and in lines 18 to 20, inclusive, strike out the
comma and the words “or (il) that it is one
of the principal instrumentalities utilized
by the world Communist movement in carry-
ing out its objectives.”

Mr. NIXON. Mr. Chairman, the pur-
pose of this amendment, I think, is
quite apparent, simply from the read-
ing of it.

The committee is offering the amend-
ment and is supporting it unanimously
because we think that it strengthens the
definition of “Communist political or=
ganization,” which is, perhaps, the key
definition in the bill. We propose to do
this by placing the conclusion which
must be reached by the Attorney Gen-
eral, and by the court which reviews the

-proceedings of the Attorney General,

squarely upon the matter of control by




6048

a foreign government or foreign govern-
mental or political organization. As to
the section which the amendment seeks
to strike out, the one providing in effect
that it is enough to establish that an
organization is one of the principal in-
strumentalities utilized by the world
Comunist movement in carrying out its
objectives, it has been suggested that it
might conceivably cover an organization
which unknowingly was under the con-
trol of a foreign government and un-
knowingly was taking part in a world
Communist movement. That was not
the intention of the section as it was
written. It was the intention of the
committee in including this section to
place the entire matter of whether or
not an organization will be found to be
a Communist political organization
squarely upon the fact of foreign con-
trol by a foreign totalitarian dictator-
ship or a foreign totalitarian political
organization. That is the purpose of the
amendment. I think that the Members
will agree that it strengthens the defini-
tion considerably.

In the remaining time that I have I
should like to answer a few of the objec-
tions that have been raised by some of
the opponents to this measure in the de-
bate this afternoon. The question has
been often asked as to whether or not the
committee had any hearings on this legis-
lation. The rather technical point has
been made by some of the opponents of
the legislation that no hearings were held
upon a hill designated by this particular
number. All you have to do, if you want
to find out what hearings were held on
this legislation, is to look at a copy of the
transeript of the hearings which were
held on two bills before the subcommittee
on legislation of the Committee on Un-
American Activities, one requiring regis-
tration of the Communist Party and
Communist-front organizations, and the
other a bill which would, in effect, outlaw
the Communist Party. Those hearings
were extensive. Those hearings were
complete, and some of the best legal ex-
perts in the country appeared before the
committee and raised objections to both
measures on constitutional grounds and
on policy grounds, and on the basis of
those objections amendments were made
and a new hill introduced which, in effect,
is the one we are going to act upon in this
House.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr, Chairman, will

the gentleman yield?

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

Mr. DONDERO. Is it not also a fact
that the Attorney General of the United
States appeared before the gentleman’s
committee as a witness?

Mr. NIXON. As the gentleman has
well pointed out, the Attorney General of
the United States appeared before us,
and if you read the transcript of the
hearings you will see that on several
occasions in his testimony he stated that
existing ‘legislation was inadequate for
him to handle the menace of communism
in the United States today.

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

Mr, NIXON. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.
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Mr. MARCANTONIO. I am sure the
gentleman does not want to convey the
impression that at any time the Attorney
General of the United States has sup-
ported this legislation.

Mr. NIXON, Iam gladthe gentleman
asked that question, because the Attor-
ney General of the United States, when
he came before the committee, was spe=
cifically asked, if he did not like the legis-
lation before the committee, to present
his own legislation. He did not do so,
but he did do this, as the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. Cox] pointed out in
the debate on Friday. He did state that
a registration statute applicable to such
Communist organizations would be of
assistance to him in meeting the danger.
That is one of the principal effects of this
measure, as we see it. w

The point that I wish to drive home
is this: The Attorney General and the
other witnesses, all of whom had varying
ideas as to what kind of legislation
should be offered, all, with the exception
of the representative of the Communist
Party and one other witness, said that
legislation was necessary to meet the
clear and present danger of communism
in the United States. On the basis of
those opinions, the committee acted.
We certainly did not think that the Con-
gress, in the face of the Attorney Gen-
eral’'s own statement that he did not
have, as the chief law-enforcement agent
of this country, the legislative power to
control this menace, should sit idly by
and do nothing., That is why this legis-
lation is before this House today.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, 1
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, we on this side have
no objection to the amendment offered
by the distinguished gentleman from
California [Mr. Nixon]l but I want to
answer some of the statements that were
made here about this article that ap-
peared as an advertisement in the Wash-
ington Post.

The statements as a rule are utterly
false. It says the Mundt bill proposed by
this committee will “gag freedom of
speech” and “institute thought control.”

Everybody knows there is not a word
of truth in that statement.

It also says that efforts to change our
Government by peaceful, constitutional
means may become tantamount to
treason. Every intelligent man in the
House knows there is not a word of
truth in that statement. The Consti-
tution provides how it shall be changed,
and* as long as they pursue constitu-
tional means this bill will not disturb
them.

It goes on with a great tirade of at-
tacks on the Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities,

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
MurTEr] said we ought to invite his
constituents who are Communists to
come before the committee.

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

Mr. RANKIN, I yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr, NIXON. The statement has been
made here that we should have had rep-
resentatives of the Communist Party
before the committee. I want to tell
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the members of this committee and this
House that if they will read the hear-
ings of this committee they will find
that Mr. Benjamin Davis, a member of
the executive council of the Communist
Party, appeared before the committee in
behalf of William Z. Foster, at the in-
vitation of the committee; that the com-
mittee sat there during a period of 30
minutes while Mr. Benjamin Davis
went down the line on the legislative
proposals before us, on the President of
the United States, the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, and virtually
every institution we have in the United
States today, and he made a vindictive
attack on all of our institutions and on
the legislation before us. May I point
out to the gentleman that we heard
those objections with complete courtesy.
This shows that the Communist Party
did have its opportunity to be heard.

Mr. RANKIN, If everybody in Amer-
ica could have heard that Negro Com-
munist, Ben Davis, from New York, utter
his tirades before the committee, there
would be less opposition to this bill than
there is today.

We summonsed some Communists
here, and as a rule they refused to take
the oath, We brought the Eislers before
the committee. One of them said, “I am
a refugee from persecution. I refuse to
be sworn.” The next man we put on the
stand was a Negro who had been a Com-
munist and had been to Russia. They
had taught him to carry on revolutions,
how to blow up bridges and waterworks
and put out light plants, burn ware-
houses, and so forth. It had become so
bad that this Negro had come back and
turned state's evidence. He made one
of the best witnesses I have ever heard.
We asked him if he had seen that man
Eisler. He said, “Yes, he was one of the
instructors in that Communist school in
Moscow when I was over there.”

We brought a gang of them in here
from Hollywood, and what did they do?
I was not here but the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. THoMAs] was, and per-
haps the gentleman from California was
here. They proceeded to attempt to in-
sult the committee in every possible way
and refused to be sworn. They were
afraid to put themselves in the grip of
the courts of the country, under oath.

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

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania,

Mr. McDOWELL. The gentleman will
recall that they called Robert Stripling,
well known to this House as a patriotic
American, “Mr. Quisling.”

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. I want to say
this about Bob Stripling. I am glad the
gentleman mentioned it. He was with
the Dies committee back in the old days
when it was a special committee., He
has been with this committee for the last
year or two. There is no finer American
in this country than Bob Stripling.
There is no man in this country who has
done more to expose these enemies of our
country within our gates than Mr. Strip-
ling has.

We have heard of these constant at-
tacks on the Committee on Un-American
Activities by certain Members. Now
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they get up here and accuse us of smear=
ing that bunch who signed this adver-
tisement in the Washington Post. I wish
you could examine that entire aggrega-
tion under oath. I wish they could be
taken before any court in Washington,
or in America, and put under oath and
have their backgrounds investigated and
see how many of them have their hands
behind them taking money from some-
bedy representing a foreign power dedi-
cated to the destruction of this Govern-
ment,

Mr, NIXON. Mr. Chairman, in view
of the lateness of the hour, I ask unani-
mous consent that debate on this amend-
ment do now close.

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

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the committee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed

to.

Mr. NIXON. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the Chair,
Mr. WapswoRrTH, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H. R. 5852) to combat un-Amer-
ican activities by requiring the registra-
tion of Communist-front organizations,
and for other purposes, had come to no
resolution thereon.

REGINALD MITCHELL

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill (8. 315) for the
relief of Reginald Mitchell.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary
of the Treasury is authorized and directed
to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Reginald
Mitchell, of North Hollywood, Calif., the sum
of $106.85, in full satisfaction of his claim
against the United States for compensation
for property damage sustained by him, as
& result of an accident which occurred when
8 United States Army wehicle collided with
another automoblle and pushed it into the
rear of the automobile which he was driving,
at the Intersection of East Seventh Street
and Maple Street, in Los Angeles, Calif., on
November 10, 1944: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated In this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of & misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, this bill
was passed last May 22 in the other
body. It is identical to title 2, H. R. 385,
of the omnibus bill, H. R. 5055, which
was passed earlier today.
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The bill was ordered to be read a
third time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table,

Mr., HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the proceedings
whereby a similar House bill (H. R. 385)
for the relief of Reginald Mitchell, which
was title 2 of the omnibus bill, H. R. 5055,
was passed be vacated and the bill H. R.
385 be laid on the table.

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

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BUSBEY asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his remarks
in the REecorp and include several tele-
grams and letters.

Mr. POULSON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Record and include a circular of mis-
representation on the Mundt-Nixon bill,

Mr. JENISON asked and was granted
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an address delivered
by Hon. JosepH W. MarTIN abt the dedi-
cation of a plaque to the late Hon. Joseph
Gurney Cannon.

Mr. HAND asked and was granted per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Rec-
orp and include an editorial on the sub-
Jject of Palestine,

Mr. EEATING asked and was granted
permission to extend his remarks made
in Committee of the Whole and include
certain quotations from court decisions.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and -

was granted permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include a letter
from a constituent.

Mr. KING (at the request of Mr. Lga)
was granted permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp and include an edi-
torial from the Los Angeles News.

Mr. DONOHUE asked and was grant-
ed permission to extend his remarks in
the Recorp and include a letter.

Mr. BUCHANAN asked and was grant-
ed permission to extend his remarks in
the Recorp in two instances; in one to
include a resolution from the Veterans'
Committee and in the other a paid ad-
vertisement appearing in today’s Wash-
ington Post.

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin asked and
was granted permission to extend his
remarks in the Appendix of the REcorp
in two instances and include two articles.

Mr. WEICHEL (at the request of Mr,
HaLLECK) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude an editorial.

Mr, STEFAN (at the request of Mr.
Harreck) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks in the Recorp,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. JacksoN of
Washington (at the request of Mr. Mans-
FIELD), for an indefinite period, on ac-
count of illness in the family.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that when the House

adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 10
o’clock tomorrow morning.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under special order
heretofore granted, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGgers] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

PROSTHETIC APPLIANCES

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, Mr. Hamilton Faron of the
Associated Press, sent to Germany, and I
understand other countries, the follow=
ing release:

WasHINGTON, May—A squad- of men
marched sturdily into a committee room of
the United States Comngress.

They stripped off their army shirts. They
pulled off their trousers. v

They stood at attention in bathing trunks
and shirts.

Then most of the group sat down naturally
on narrow chairs, completely at ease.

Others walked to the front of the room,
stood before members of the committee.

There they performed numerous “stunts.”

They picked up lce-cream cones, marsh-
mallows, sandwiches, paper cones, water
glasses, papers, heavy weights attached to
greased handles.

They climbed stairs. They climbed on top
of tables and jumped to the fioor.

The committee members watched with.
deepest interest.

Why? What's so remarkable about all
this?

All of the men had lost one or more arms
or legs.

They went before the committee—headed
by Representative EpirTH NoOURSE ROGERS,
Massachusetts Republican—to demonstrate
the progress made by American engineers in
making artificial arms, legs and hands.

That work has been moving along swiftly
since the end of World War II.

And additlonal impetus is being given
daily to the program as more men and
women learn of the efiiciency of devices now
being made.

What interest does this have outside the
United States?

A lot—to the scores of thousands of men,
women and children victims of the war
throughout the world. They are those who
walk on crutches, hobble along with old-
fashioned stiff artificial legs; tuck an empty
sleeve in a pocket, spend their llves in wheel
carts or chairs.

For the results of the giant research pro-
gram are not going to be held for the benefit
only of the Army and Navy veterans of the
United States.

No, indeed. The improved devices are to
be made available to all persons.

Pending legislation to authorize spending
$1,000,000 & year for the research, provides
for this in these words:

“The Administrator of Veterans' Affairs is
authorized to make available the results of
his investigations to private or public in-
stitutions or agencies and to individuals in
order that the unigue investigative materials
and research data in the possession of the
Government may result in improved pros-
thetic appliances for all disabled persons.”

The bill already has been passed by the
House of Representatives.

It now is awaiting action by the Senate
before going to the White House for ap-
proval by President Truman.

Phillip Rogers, clerk of the Senate commit-
tee which handles such legislation, asked
whether it will be passed by the Senate, re-
plied flatly: “I have no doubt about it.”

About the new types of legs, arms, and
hands. One demonstrated to the committee,
resembles in all respects a natural hand.
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Its thumb and fingers move in response to
movements of the wearer's shoulder muscles,

It can pick up glasses, papers, cups, per-
form most of the functions of a natural hand
and exert : squeezing pressure of 25 pounds.

Let the demonstrator tell about it: “I
wait on trade and see quite a few people.
The hand is preferable (to the customary
hook device) because I can still do so many
things with it and it is natural looking.”

Another device—a leg—has natural move-
ments when walking. The knee and ankle
flex, there are no signs of a limp.

William R. Smith, who demonstrated the
hand, and Herbert E. Kramer, who wears the
leg, like all others in the group consider
themselves guinea pigs for prosthetic re-
search.

They and the others all have full-time jobs
supporting themselves, But once each year
they take time off from their jobs and travel
in a body to demonstrate the new appliances,

They were joined this year by one German
war veteran, He is Hans Schuffenhauer of
Bermsgrun 9, Sachsen, western zone, Ger-
many. Hans lost both his arms in World
‘War II. He came to the United States to
help work on the improved appliances. He’s
wearing the latest type arms now and plans
to return to Germany soon.

And, as for recent statements by Soviet
scientists that they have developed an arti-
ficial arm that can perform even such an
intricate job as operating a machine gun:

“Bunk, just bunk,” said one of the group.
“We've heard lots of claims from wover there
but that's fantastic right now. But keep
our program going over a period of five more
years, let us say, and then you really will see
miracles.”

Mr. Speaker, let me say again that
these men who came here had full-time
jobs, although they are not earning very
much they are giving not only of their
time but paying their own expenses.
This is a very remarkable contribution
not only to our own amputees but to the
disabled of the world, and to science.
Most of them gave exhibitions last year
and great strides have been made in
their prosthetic appliances and in their
use in a year’s time.

Mr. Speaker, there is a bill before the
House, a bill already passed by the
Senate, that provides automobiles for
amputees. The cost is small. The House
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs has re-
ported out a bill; it has been on the
calendar for nearly a year. When you
see these men, no Member of Congress
would wait a day before passing such
legislation. Those who have leg am-
putations have been given an automobile
but not the arm amputees; that is dis-
crimination.

Mr. Speaker, the time is getting short
before the adjournment of Congress. We
have numerous bills for the disabled be-
fore the Committee on Rules. They
should be passed. There are widows and
~ orphans living on a pittance. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey, Judge MATHEWS,
introduced a bill providing for a small
increase for them. The Commit-
tee on Veterans' Affairs passed it unan-
imously weeks ago. Today when the
widows go shopping in the grocery
stores—if you watch them you see—
they cannot afford to buy what their
children actually need to be properly
nourished. At a time when Congress is
spending hours and hours and hours of
debate to rid the country of Com-
munists—which they should, at a time
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when they are spending hours and hours
and hours of debate on relief for foreign
countries, and sending billions of dollars
of food and supplies to foreign countries,
it is imperative they take care of their
own—the disabled and the widows and
orphans of our war veterans should come
first not last—in our legislative program.
In war, we voted day after day, money
for all kinds of supplies for our soldiers.
Do we feed and equip them only to
fight for us—and forget many of their
needs when the battle is won. That can-
not and must not be.

Rules for bills have been asked for
greatly needed veterans’ legislation by
our Committee on Veterans’ Affairs—not
to grant them is cruel.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. LECOMPTE, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that commiftee had examined and found
truly enrolled bhills of the House of the
following titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R.3350. An act relating to the rules
for the prevention of collisions on certain
inland waters of the United States and on
the western rivers, and for other purposes;
and

H.R.5933. An act to permit the tempo-
rary free importation of racing shells, and
increasing the amount of exemptions al-
lowed for personal purchases abroad.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. LECOMPTE, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that committee did on May 15, 1948, pre-
sent to the President, for his approval
bills of the House of the following titles:

H.R.1308. An act for the relief of H. C.

Biering;

H.R.3505. An act authorizing an appro-
priation for investigating the oyster beds
damaged or destroyed by the intrusion of
fresh water and the blockage of natural pas-
sages west of the Mississippi River in the
vicinity of Lake Mechant and Bayou Severin,
Terrebonne Parish, La., and by the opening
of the Bonnet Carre spillway, and for other
purposes;

H.R.4892. An act to amend the act of
July 23, 1947 (61 Stat. 409) (Public Law No.
219 of the 80th Cong.);

H.R. 4966, An act directing the Secretary
of the Interior to sell and lease certain houses,
apartments, and lands in Boulder City, Nev.;

H.R.5669. An act to provide for adjust-
ment of irrigation charges on the Flathead
Indian irrigation project, Montana, and for
other purposes; and

H. R. 6067. An act authorizing the execu-
tion of an amendatory repayment contract
with the Northport Irrigation District, and
for other purposes.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr., SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the
House, pursuant to its previous order, ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday, May
19, 1948, at 10 o’clock a. m.).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

1561, A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting a detailed report
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showing credit operations through June 30,
1947; to the Committee on Public Lands.

1562, A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting a report on rec-
ords proposed for disposal by various Gov-
ernment agencies; to the Committee on
House Administration.

REFORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. DONDERO: Committee on FPublic
Works. H.R.5433. A bill to transfer juris-
diction over certain school buildings in Van-
port, Oreg., to the Federal Works Administra-
tor and to authorize an appropriation to re-
build a school building in Vanport, Oreg.,
which was destroyed by fire; with amend-
ments (Rept. No. 1967). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union. i

Mr. REED of New York: Committee on
Ways and Means. House Joint Resolution
384. Joint resolution to permit articles im-
ported from foreign countries for the pur-
pose of exhibition at the International In-
dustrial Exposition, Inc, Atlantic City, N. J.,
to be admitted without payment of tariff, and
for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept, No. 1968). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the State of the
Union,

Mrs. SMITH of Maine: Committee on
Armed Services. 5. 1470. An act to amend
the act entitled “An act to make provision
for the care and treatment of members of
the National Guard, Organized Reserves, Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps, and Citizens’
Military Training Camps who are injured or
contract diseases while engaged in military
training, and for other purposes,” approved
June 15, 1836, as amended, and for other pur-
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 1969).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. CURTIS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H. R. 3825. A bill to amrend section
2402 (a) of the Internal Revenue Code, as
amended, and to repeal section 2402 (b) of
the Internal Revenue Code, as amended;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1970). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mrs. SMITH of Maine: Committee on
Armed Services. H. R. 5983. A bill to amend
section 202 of title II of the Army-Navy Med-
ical Services Corps Act of 1247, as amended,
to remove the present restriction on appoint-
ments to the Navy Medical Service Corps;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1971). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr, EATON: Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. House Joint Resolution 207, Joint
resolution to increase the sum authorized to
be appropriated for the presentation to Elre
of a statue ¢f Commodore John Barry; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 1972). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. COLE of New York: Joint Committee
on Atomic Energy. H.R. 6402, A bill to pro-
vide for extension of the terms of office of the
present members of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission; without amendment (Rept. No.
1973). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union,

Mr. REED of Illinois: Committee on the
Judiclary. H. R. 5611. A bill to provide for
the appointment of one additional district
Judge for the eastern district of Pennsyl-
vania; with an amendment (Rcpt. No, 1974),
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union,
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Mr. REES: Comm'ttee on Post Office and
Civil Service. H. R. 5864. A bill to grant
time to employees in the executive branch of
the Government to participate, without 1o 3
of pay or deduction from annual leave, in
funerals for deceased members of the armed
forces returned to the United States for
burial; with amendments (Rept. No, 1975).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Unilon.,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESCOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. COLMER:

H.R.65082. A bill to authorize Federal par-
ticipation in shore-protection works; to the
Committee on Public Works,

By Mr. HEDRICK:

H. R. 6593. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment and operation of an eXperiment
station in the Sixth Congressional District of
West ““irginia, or some other suitable loca-
tion in the State of West Virginia, for re-

search on the production, refining, transpor-

tation, and use of petroleum and natural gas
from coal; to the Committee on FPublic
Lands.

By Mr. MICHENER (by request) :

H. R. 6594. A bill authorizing the exten-

slon of functions and dutles of Federal Prison

Industries, Inc., to military disciplinary bar-

racks; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr. WORLEY:

H. R. 6595. A bill to authorize the con=-
struction, operation, and maintenance by the
Secretary of the Interior of the Canadian
River reclamation project in the Texas Pan-
handle; to the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. RAINS:

H. R. 6596. A bill granting pensions to
veterans of World War I and their widows
and dependent children equivalent to the
pensions granted to veterans of the war with
Spain and their widows and dependent chil-
dren; to the Committee on Veterans' Affairs,

By Mr. EELLEY:

H. R. 6697. A bill to authorize the appro-
priation of funds to assist the States and
Territories in financing a minimum founda-
tion education program of elementary and
secondary schools, and In reducing the in-
equalities of educational opportunities
through elementary and secondary schools,
for the general welfare, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Labor,

By Mr. MILLER of Nebraska:

H. R, 6598. A bill to amend section 2 of
the act entitled “An act to provide for in-
sanity proceedings in the District of Colum-
bia,” approved August 9, 1939; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. BARTLETT:

H. R. 6599. A bill to provide that veterans
may obtain copies of public records in the
Territory of Alaska, without the payment of
any fees, for use in presenting clalms to the
Veterans' Administration; to the Committee
on Public Lands.

By Mr, EERSTEN of Wisconsin:

H. R. 6600. A bill to authorize the appro-
priation of funds to assist the States and Ter-
ritories in financing a minimum foundation
education program of elementary and secon-
dary schools, and in reducing the inequalities
of educational opportunities through ele-
mentary and secondary schools, for the gen-
eral welfare, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. FERNANDEZ:

H. R, 6601. A bill to authorize the trans-
fer of horses and equipment owned by the
United States Army to the New Mexico Mili-
tary Institute, a State institution; to the
Committee on Armed Services,

By Mr. HAGEN:

H. R. 6602, A bill authorizing the construc-

tion of flood-control work on the Red River
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of the North, Minn. and N. Dak.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.
By Mr. BENDER:

H. R. 6603. A bill to authorize grants to en-
able local school agencies overburdened with
war-incurred or defense-incurred school en-
rollments to increase school facilities; to the
Committee on Public Works,

By Mr. DINGELL:
H. J. Res. 405. Joint resolution to clarify
the application of the existing excise tax im-
on certain fans under section 2406 (a)
(38) of the Internal Revenue Code; to the
Committee on Ways und Means.
By Mr. MICHENER:

H. J. Res. 406. Joint resolution requesting
the President to issue a proclamation desig-
nating Memorial Day, 1948, as a day for a
Nation-wide prayer for peace; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

MEMORIALS

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

By the SPEAEER: Memorial of the Presi=
dent of the Chilean House of Representatives,
memorializing the  President and the Con-
gress of the United States relative to com-
memorating Pan American Day; to the Com=-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. COLMER:

H.R.6604. A bill for the relief of Dimple

Benoit; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr, COMBS:

H.R. 6605. A bill for the relief of W. B,
Terry; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H,. R.'6606. A bill for the relief of William
T. Orton; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CORBETT:

H. R. 6607. A bill for the relief of Clifford N.

MacLloyd; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. DOLLIVER:

H. R. 6608. A bill for the relief of Dr. Jacob

Ornstein; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr. MITCHELL:

H.R. 6609, A bill for the relief of Jacob F.

Hutt; to the Committee on the judiciary.
By Mr. MORRISON:

H.R. 6610, A bill for the relief of Albert
Burns, of Covington, La.; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

H.R.6611. A bill for the relief of Ma).
Jewell J. Frey, 0340983, Monroe, La.; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PRICE of Florida:

H.R. 6612, A bill for the relief of Raymond
B. Murphy; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. HARDIE SCOTT:

H.R.6613. A bill for the relief of Paul
Dacut or Pawlo Dacsuk; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SMATHERS:

H.R.6614. A bill for the relief of Carl
Piowaty and W. J. Piowaty; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs, ST. GEORGE:

H.R.6615. A bill for the relief of Mrs,
Helene Pelzmann, of Salzburg, Austria; to
the Committee on the Judiciary,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk
and referred as follows:

1952. By Mr. ELSTON: Pefition of A, H.

McClelland and 34 other residents of Cin-
cinnatl and vicinity, urging passage of H, R.
6397, a bill to amend the Rallroad Retire-
ment Act; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.
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1953. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of mis-
slonary group 4 of the First Baptist Church
of Ellwood City, Pa., urging the defeat of uni-
versal military training; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

1954. By Mr. LECOMPTE: Petition of sun-
dry citizens of Lucas, Iowa, in the interest
of H, R. 58756 and H. R. 5993 and in opposi-
tion to H. R. 5711; to the Committee on
Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

1955. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Petition
of members of Willlam Graham Post, No. 173,
American Legion, Whitewater, Wis., urging
support of legislation establishing a system
of universal military training; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

1956. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Mrs.
Donald Hess, Tampa, Fla., and others, peti-
tioning consideration of their resolution with
reference to endorsement of the Townsend
plan, H. R. 16; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

1957. Also, petition of Mrs. Mattie Yeo-
mans, Tampa, Fla., and others, petitioning
consideration of their resolution with refer-
ence to endorsement of the Townsend plan,
H. R. 16; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1958. Also, petition of the Board of Super-
visors of the County of Delaware, State of
New York, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to opposition to the
construction of the proposed flood-control
dam on the Charlotte River in the town of
Davenport, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public
Works.

1959, Also, petition of Cyril Weinstein and
others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to defeat of legis-
lation titled “The Subversive Activities Con-
trol Act; to the Committee on Un-American
Activities,

1960. “Also, petition of Dorthy Goldberg
and others, petitioning consideration 'of their
resolution with reference to defeat of legisla-
tion titled “The Subversive Activities Con-
trol Act”; to the Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities.

1961, Also, petition of Eathern R. Johnson
and others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to the endorsement
of H. R. 2053, a bill to insure equitable and.
fair administration of Federal aid to educa-
;1:11)1(:” to the Committee on Education and

SENATE
‘WEDNESDAY, May 19, 1048

(Legislative day of Monday, May 10,
1948)

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

Dr. Joshua Loth Liebman, rabbi, Tem-
ple Israel, Boston, Mass., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O God, Father of all men, we thank
Thee for this great Senate of democracy
in this hallowed America. Cause us to
understand that laws are given that men
shall live by them and not die by them.
Inspire these lawgivers to make America
an ever more beautiful gem of earth
where cooperation shall be the dream
and equal justice the dynamic goal—
America thus the example to all the
world.

Cause us to realize that now all na-
tions, from the oldest unto the newest,
Israel, dwell today on the same street of
atomic destiny, and therefore we must
live and work together so that our chil-
dren’s children shall have a planet to
inherit,
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