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Control Act to provide for the better control 
of .the alcoholic-beverage industry in the 
District of Columbia; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2230). Referred to the Commit­
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
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. COLE of New York: Committee on 
Armed Services. H. R. 5596. A bill to au­
thorize the promotion of Lt. Gen. Leslie 
Richard Groves to the permanent grade of 
major general, United States Army, and for 
other purroses; withoU1: amendment (Rept. 
No 2231). Referred to the Committee of 
the W~le House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. JONKMAN:, 
H. R. 6822. A bill to continue the authori­

zation for the appointment of two additional 
Assistant Secretaries of State; to the Com­
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Georgia: 
H. R, 6.823. A bill to exempt admissions to 

:religious, educational, and charitable enter­
tainments and •to certain concerts from the 
tax on admissions; to the Committee on. Ways 
apd Means. -

By Mr. MERROW: 
H. R. 6824. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to authorize the payment 
of prior construction costs of certain hos­
pitals approved as projects under such act; 
to the· Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAFER: 
· H. R. 6825. A bill to repeal the excise tax 
on electric, gas, and oil ranges; to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

H. R. 6826. A bill to amend the Railroad 
Retirement Act .of 1937 with respect to the 
eligibility for benefits of certain employees 
on furlough on the date of enactment of 
such act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 
H. R. 6827. A bill to amend the Mineral 

Leasing Act for Acquired Lands to provide 
for the issuance of leases of oil and gas 
lands by competitive bidding in certain 
cases; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: 
H. Res. 646. Resolution to print the prayers 

offered by the Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., at the opening of the 
daily sessions of the House of Representa­
tives of the United States during the Seventy­
ninth and Eightieth Congresses, 1945-48; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under-clause 1 of rule XXII, 
Mr. McMILLAN of South Carolina intro­

duced a bill (H. R. 68~8) to provide for the 
retirement with pay of Lt. Comdr. Harold 
Kaminski, which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Armed Services. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

2063. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu­
tion of Three Lakes Taxpayers Association, 

Three Lakes, Wis., in opposition to the Fed­
eral aid to education bill; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

2064. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Harold 
E. Lache! and others, of .. Chicago, Ill., peti­
tioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to endorsement and passage of 
post~l salary legislation; to the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. 

2065. Also, petition of the Society for the 
Prevention of World War III, Inc., petition­
ing consideration of their resolution with 
reference to investigation of certain condi­
tions relating to the conduct of our occu­
pation of Germany and the policy and ac­
tivities of our Government relating to Ger­
man war industries; to the Committee on 
Rules 

2065. Also, petition of William M. Parmely, 
of Port Tampa· City, Fla., petitioning consid­
eration of· his resolution with reference to 
suit against the Veterans' Administration for 
the violation of constitutional rights; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. -

2067. Also, petition of Mrs. Albina Bibeau 
and others, of S~. Petersburg, Fla., petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with refer­
ence to endorsement of the Townsend plan, 
H. R. 16; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

SENATE 
TuESDAY, JuNE 8, 1948 

<Legislative day of Tuesday, June 1, 1948) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on 
the expiration of the recess. 

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

0 Lord our God, deliver us from the 
fear of what might happen and give us 
the grace to enjoy what now is and to 
keep striving after what ought to be. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. IvEs, and by unani­
mous consent, the rea:ding of the Journal 
of the proceedings of Monday, June 7, 
1948, was dispensed with, and the Journal 
was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of ·Repre­
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had agreed to the following concurrent 
resolutions: 

S. Con. Res. 51. Concurrent resolution pro­
Viding for the printing of additional copies 
of the hearings on investigation of national 
resources for the use of the Comm:ittee on 
Interior and ·Insular Affairs; and 

S. Con. Res. 57. Co-ncurrent resolution au­
thorizing a change in the enrollment of the 
bill (S. 1025) to provide for the construction 
of shore protective works at the town of 
Nome, Alaska. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bill and joint resolu­
tions, and they were signed by the Presi­
dent pro tempore: _ 

H. R. 2389. An act for the relief of Harriet 
Townsend Bottomley; 

S. J. Res. 227. Joint resolution providing for 
appropriate observance of the two hundredth 
anniversary of the founding of Washington 
and Lee University; and · 

H. J. Res. 296. Joint resolution to maintain 
. the status quo in respect of certain employ­

ment taxes and social-security benefits pend­
ing action by Congress on extended social­
security coverage. 

ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNING TODA Y'S 
SESSION 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I an­
nounce that it is the intention that the 
Senate stay in session through the after­
noon and on into the night to complete 
the work in hand. 
TRANSFER BY NAVY DEPARTMENT OF 

NAVAL PICKET BOATS TO CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be­
fore the Senate a letter froi,n the Acting 
Secretary of the Navy, reporting, pur­
suant to law, that the city of Philadel­
phia, Pa., had requested the Navy De­
partment to transfer two picket boats for 
use by the fire and pollee departments 
of that city, whicb was referred to· the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

PETITION 

Mr. SALTONSTALL <for himself and 
Mr. LoDGE) presented the following reso­
lutions of the General Court of MaS.sa­
chUBetts, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 
Resolutions relative to the recognition of the 

state of Israel and the lifting of the em­
bargo on arms to Palestine 
Whereas the General Court of Massachu­

setts on February 13, 1919, resolved that the 
national aspirations and historic claims of 
the Jewish people with regard to Palestine 
be reeognized;-- and 

Whereas the general court on March 29, 
1922, urged the Government of the United 
States to recognize the status of the Jewish 
people in Palestine; and 

Whereas the Government of the United 
States on May 14, 194.8, recognized the state 
of Israel: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massa­
chusetts hail the recognition of the state of 
Israel by the Government of the United 
States; and be it further 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massa­
chusetts favors and urges the lifting of the 
embargo on the shipment of arms to Pales­
tine; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions 
be forwarded forthwith by the secretary of 
the Commonwealth to the President of the 
United States, to the chairman of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the United States Sen­
ate, and to the Members of Congress repre­
senting Massachusetts. 

In senate, adopted, May 27, 1948. 
In house of representatives, adopted, in 

concurrence, May 27, 1948. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted:. 

By Mr. FLANDERS, from the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service: 

S. 2279. A bill to extend the benefits of sec­
tion 1 (c) of the Civil Service Retirement Act 
of May 29, 1930, as amended, to employees 
who were involuntarily separated during the 
period from July 1, 1945, to July 1, 1947, after 
·having rendered 25 ·years of service but prior 
to attainment of age 55; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1537) . 

By Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

S. 2192. A b111 . to amend the Interstate. 
Commerce Act so as to permit the issuance of 
free passes to agents of carriers subject to 
part I of such act; with amendments (Rept. 
No. 1538). 
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By Mr. MAYBANK, from the Committee on 

Armed· Services: 
H. R. 2744. A bill to provide for the elimi· · 

nation of Regular Army and Regular Air Force 
officers and for the retirement of officers, war­
rant officers, and enlisted men of the "Regu­
lar Army and the Regular Air Force, and to 
provide retirement benefits for members of 
the Reserve components of the Army of the 
United States, the Air Force of the United 
States, United States Navy and Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard; with amendments (Rept. 
No. 1543). 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming, from the 
Committee on Armed. Services: 

S. 2064. A bill to authorize the attendance 
of the United States Marine Corps Band at 
the national .assembly of the Marine Corps 
League to be held at Milwaukee, Wis., Sep­
tember 22 to September 25, inclusive, 1948; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1541); and 

S. 2401. A bill to provide for the adminis­
tration of military justice within the United· 
States Air Force and for other purposes; 
with amendments (Rept. No. 1542). 

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

II. R . 5822. A bill to establish the Saratoga 
National Historical Park, in the State of New 
York, from the lands that have been acquired 
by the Federal Government for that purpose 
pursuant to the act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 
608), and for other purposes; without amend­
ment (Rept. No. 1550). 

By Mr. MILLIKIN, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

S. 2820. A bill to authorize the Administra­
tL.:- of Veterans' Affairs to convey to the city 
of Cheyenne, Wyo., for public .Park and golf 
course purposes, certain land situated with­
in the boundaries of the Veterans' Adminis­
tration center at Cheyenne, Wyo.; without 
amendment (Rept. N:o. 1551); and 

S. 2821. A bill to provide increases of com­
pensation for certain veterans with service­
connected disabilities who have dependents; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 1552). 

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

S. 1412. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Lor­
raine MalonE; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1545); 

S . 1693. A bill for the relief of Henry Hill; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1546) ~ 

S. 2359. A bill for the relief of Hayward 0. 
Brandon; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
1547); . 

H . R. 929. A bill for the relief of Ernest L. 
Godfrey; without amendment (Rept-. No. 
1553); 

H. R. :L222 A bill for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs M. C. Lewis; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1554); 

H . R. 2766. A bill to amend section 2 of an 
act entitled "An act to provide for the estab­
lishment of a probation system in the United 
States courts, except in the District of Co­
lumbia," approved March 4, 1925, as amended 
( 18 U. S. C. 725); without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1544); 

H. R. 2916. A bill for the relief of Walter 
Vandahl and Es~her S. Vandahl, Allabrada 
Adams, Mrs. Lucile L. Rice Tablot, Mrs. 
Gladys Webb, and John E. Webb; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1555); 

H. R. 3007. A bill for the relief of Ernest 
F. Lutzken; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1556); 

H. R. 3114. A bill for the relief of the estate 
of John Delman; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1548); 

H. R. 4663. A bill to conrer jurisdiction 
upon the District ·court of the United States 
for the Middle District of Georgia to hear, de­
termine, and render judgment on the claims. 
of the owners in fee simple of the land leased 
to the United States by the city of Macon; 
Ga., for use as a part of the site of Camp_ 

· WheeJel'-, · Ga.; with~ amendments (Rep1r. •No.-
1549); and 

H. R. 5330. A hill for the relief of w. W. 
DeLoach; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1557). 

AMENDMENT OF - CANAL ZONE CODE­
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, from the 
Committee on Armed Services, I ask 
unanimous consent to report an original 
bill, to amend the Canal Zone Code, and 
for other purposes, and I submit a re­
port (No. 1539) thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With­
out objection, the report will be received, 
and the bill will be placed on. the calen­
dar. 

The bill <S. 2829) to amend the Canal 
Zone Code, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to be 
placed on the calendar. 
MAINTENANCE OF DOMESTIC TIN-SMELT­

ING INDUSTRY-REPORT OF A COM· 
MITTEE -

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, from the 
Committee on Armed Services, I ask 
unanimous consent to report an original 
bill, to extend for 5 years the authority 
to provide .for the maintenance of a do­
mestic tin-smelting industry, and I sub­
mit a report <No. 1540) thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With· 
out objection, the report will be received, 
and the bill will be placed on the cal­
endar. 

The bill <S. 2830) to extend for 5 years 
the authority to provide for the mainte­
nance of a domestic tin-smelting indus­
try was read twice by its titlE and ordered 
to be placed on the calendar. 

BILLS AND A 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: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 
S. 2823. A bill to amend the act of June 16, 

1934, to provide for allowances to ' the heirs, 
representatives, and assigns of Frank J. 
Boudinot, deceased, in t.he event of favorable 
determination by the Indian Claims Com­
mission of certain claims of the Cherokee 
Indians; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SALTONSTALL: 
S. 2824. A bill for 1;he relief of William K. 

Burien; to the Committee on the Judipiary. 
By Mr. BALDWIN (for himself, Mr. 

McCARTHY, and Mr. IVEs): 
S. ~825. A bill to increase the compensa­

tion payable to the surviving children of 
certain deceased veterans whose death was 
wartime service-connected; to the Commit­
tee on Finance. 

By Mr. HOEY: 
S. 2826. A bill to. authorize the advance­

ment on the retired list of Col. · Benjamin 
Oliver Davis' to the grade of brigadier gen­
eral, and for other purposes; to the Com­
mittee on Armed Services. 

S. 2827. A bill for the relief of Carlton C. 
Grant and others; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

By Mr. BROOKS: 
S. 2828. A bill for the relief of James 

. Stewart Corp. and James Stewart & Co., Inc.; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

(Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on 
Armed Services, reported an original bill 
(S. 2829) to amend the Ca-n-al Zone Code, and 
for other purposes, which was ordered to be 
placed on• the-. calendar,~ amt appearw~·undel' • 
a separate hea~ing.). 

(Mr. MORSE, also from the Committee on 
Armed Services, reported an original bill 
(S. 2830) to extend for 5 years the authority 
to provide for the maintenance of a domes­
tic tin-smelting industry, which was ordered 
to be placed on the calendar, and appears 
under a separate heading.) 

By :J.14r. BALDWIN: 
S. J .- Res. 230. Joint resolution to correct 

the service records of Navy veterans of the 
War With Spain; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. · 

PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE­
INCREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCE&-AMENDMENT 

Mr. LANGER submitted an amend­
ment intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill <S. 2655). to provide for the com· 
mon defense by increasing the strength 
of the armed forces of the United States, 
including the Reserve componenta there· 
of, and for other purposes, whJch was 
ordered to lie .on the table .and · to be , 
printed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR NAVY DEPART~ 

MENT, 1949-AMENDMENT 

Mr. KILGORE submitted an amend­
ment intended to be proposed by him 

· to the bill (H. R. 6772) making appro­
priations for the Department of the Navy . 
and the n~val service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1949, and for other pur· 
poses, ·which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, as follows: 

On page 22, line 20, betore the period 
insert a colon and the following: ,.'Provided, 
however, That such amounts shall not be 
expended for the construction of any air­
craft carrier in excess of 40,000 tons unless 
the construction of such carrier has been 
approved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the 
Secretary of Defense." 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE 0~ FINANCE 
TO REPORT HOUSE BILL 6556 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 

- on Finance be permitted to file a report 
on House bill 6556, to extend the author­
ity of the President under section 350 of 

. the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and 
for other purposes, by midnight. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With· 
out objection, permission is granted. 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURI'NG S~NATE 

SESSION 

Mr. WHERRY asked and obtained con­
sent for the Committee on the Judiciary 
to slt and hold hearings during the ses­
sion of the Senate this afternoon. 

He also asked and obtained consent 
for the Committee on Public Works to 
meet during the session today. 
' He also asked and obtained consent 

· for the Subcommittee on Steel of the 
Small Business Committee to sit during 
the session today. 

THE DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS' 
SERVICE FOUNDATION 

[Mr. WILEY ask~d and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD the text of re­
marks prepax:ed by him on the subject of 
the DAV, Service Foundation; which appears 
in the Appendi~.) 

DEATH BLOW TO PRIVATE PENSIONS?­
. ARTICLE BY DAVID LAWRENCE 

. · fMr.' '.BYRlil ·a.skect a:rra~ · obtaineci: leal'e-" :to~· 

have printed in the RECORD an a.rtlcle-·en-
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titled "Death Blow to Private Pensions?" by 
David Lawrence, from the .United States 
News and World Report for April 23, 1948, 
which appears in the AppendiX.] 

WHAT OF FREE ENTERPRISE?-ADDRESS 
BY T. COLEMAN ANDREWS 

(Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an a~dress en­
titled "What of Free Enterprise?" delivered 
by T. Coleman Andrews before the Virginia 
Bankers Association at Lynchburg, Va., on 
May 8, 1948, which appears in the Appendix.] 

REVIEW OF BOOK, A .NATIONAL POLICY 
FOR THE OIL INDUSTRY 

(.Mr. MOORE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article en­
titled "Here Is Danger," published in the 
Economic Council Review of Books for June 
1948, being a review of the book, A National 
Policy for the Oil Industry, by Eugene V. 
Rostow, professor of law and a member of 
the graduate faculty of economics at Yal~ . 
Ulliversity; whfch appears In the Appendix.] 

1948 IS THE YEAR TO VOTE AMERICAN-
4RTICLE FROM COLLIER'S MAGAZINE 
[Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming asked and 

obtained' leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an article entitled "1948 Is the Year To Vote 
American," published in a r.ecent issue ot 
Collier's magazine, which appears in the Ap­
pendiX.] 

; . 
A SETTLEMENT WITH RUSSIA~ITS NE.:. 

· CESSITY FOR . WQRLD FEDERATION­
ADDRESS BY GRENVILLE CLARK 

· [Mr. FLANDERS asked :and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an address en;. 
titled "A Settlement With Russia-Its Ne­
cessity for World Federation," delivered by 
Grenville Clark on February ·7, 1948;· to the 
Association of the Bar of the City of New 
York; which appears in the -Appendix.] 

CARRYING OF MA~L ON STAR .ROUTES 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be­
fore the Senate the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill <S. 
263) to provide for the carrying of :p::~.ail 
on star routes, and for other purposes, 
which was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and 'ns_ert: 

That section 3951 of ·the Re'vised Statutes, 
as amended ·(u. S. C., 1940 ed., :title 39, 
sec. 434), is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following: 

"The Postmaster General may, ln his dis­
cretion and in the interest of the postal serv­
ice, notwithstanding the provisions of section 
3949 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
(U. s. c., 1940 ed., title 39, sec. 429), by 
mutual agreement with the holder of any 
star-route contract, renew such contract at 
the rate prevailing at the end of the contract 
term, for additional terms of four years with 
such bond as may bEf . required by the Post­
master General. Any . such contract may be 
termfnated at the end~ of any 4-year term at 
the option of the Postmaster General or the 
contractor or terminated at any time by op-
eration of any existing law. · 

"The Postmaster General may, in bis dis­
cretion and under such · regulations as he 
may prescribe, with the consent of the con­
tractor, and without regard to the provisions 
of sections 3958 and 3961 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended (U. S. C., 1940 ed., 
title 39, sees. 438.and 441 )',readjust the coni'· 
pensatfon of a star-route contractor for in­
creased or ' dec;:eased costs occasioned by 
changed conditions- occurring during the I 

contract . term 'Which could not reasonably 
have been anticipated at the time of making 

· his original proposal or executing his bond 
for a renewed contract as provided herein.~' 

Mr. LANGER. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House. 

The motion was ag:reed to. 
COLLECTION AND PUBLICATION OF STA­

TISTICAL INFORMATION BY CENSUS 
BUREAU 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be­
fore the Senate the amendment of . the 
House of Representatives · to the bill 
(S. 554) to provide for the collection 
and publication of statistical informa­
tion by the Bureau of the Census, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That (a) the Director of the Bureau of 
the Census, hereinafter referred to as the 
Director and the Bureau, respectively, is au­
thorized and directed to take·, compile, and 
publish the censuses of manufact-urers, of 
mineral industries, and of other businesses, 
including the distributive trades, service 
establishments, and transportation ( exclu­
sive of means of transportdtion for which 
statistics are required by law to be filed with 
a designated regulatory body), in the· year 
1949 and every fifth year thereafter, and 
each . such census shall relate to the year 
immediately preceding the t~king · thereof: 
Provided, That the census of manufacturers 
shall not be . taken in 1949. The censuses 
herein provided for shall include the United 
States and its Territories and such posses­
sions as may be petermined by _the Director 
with the approval of the Secretary of Com­
merce . . 

(b) That the Director is further autlior­
ized to make such surveys as are deemed 
necessary to ·furnish annual and other in­
terim ·current data on the subjects covered 
by the censuse~ provided for in this and 
other acts. 

SEc. 2. That the following sections of the 
act ·of June 18, 1929 ( 46 Stat. 21) , shall 
apply to the censuses and surveys author­
ized by this act: Section 3, as amended by 
&ection 404 of Reorganization Plan No. 
II (53 Stat. 1436), and sections 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, and· 15,. except that tJ:ie Director may 
also aut'horize the expenditure of necessary 
sums for travel expenses for attendance at 
tr~ing courses peld by the Bureau: Pro-

, vided, That in connection with any survey 
conducted by the Director pursuant to sec­
tion 1 (b) of this act, the provisions of sec­
tions 9 and 10 of the act of June 18, 1929 
(46. Stat; 21), with respect to the answer­
ing of questions and furnishing of infor­
mation, shall apply only to such inquiries 
as are within the scope of the schedules 
and of the type and cb,aracter heretofore 
used 1n connection with the taking of com­
plete censuses under the act of .June 18, 
1929 (46 Stat. 21), or in connection with 
any · censuses hereafter taken pursuant to 
section 1 (a) of this act and the act of 
June 18, 1929: Provided fUrther, (a) That 
sections 9 and 10 of the act of June 18, 
1929 ( 46 Stat. 21) , shall apply to f?Urveys' 
conducted pursuant to section 1 (b) of this 
act only after publication of a determination 
with reasons therefor certified by the Di­
rector with the approval of the Secretary of 
Commerce that the information called for 
is needed to aid or permit the efficient per­
formance of essential governmental func­
tions or services; or has significant appU· 
cation to the needs of the public, business, 
or industry and is not publicly available 
from nongovernmental or other govern­
mental sources; (b) that in the case of any 
new survey . said sections 9 and 10 shall 
apply only after public notice, . given by 
the Direc~or at least 30 days in advance q_f 
requesting a return, that such survey is 
under consideration; (c) that the provi:O 
sions of said section 9 and 10 shall not apply 
to any survey more frequent than annual 

• 
conducted pursuant to section 1 (b) of this 
act; and (d) that the provisions for im­
prisonment provided by said sections 9 and 
10 shall not apply· in connection with any 
survey conducted pursuant to section 1 (b) 
of this act. 

SEc. 3. That inquiries, and the number, 
form, and subdivisions thereof for the cen­
suses and surveys provided for in this act, 
shall be determined by the Director, with the 
approval of the Secretary of .Commerce. To 
the extent that the provisions of this act con­
flict with the provisions of any other act, 
pertaining to the Bureau of the Census, the 
provisions of this act shall control: Provided, 
That nothing here~n shall be deemed to re· 
voke or impair the authorlty of any other 
Federal agency with respect to the collection 
or release of information; 

Mr. LANGER. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House. 

The ~notion was agreed to. 
PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE­

INCREASE IN PERSONNEL 0~ ARMED 
FORCES 

The. Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <S. 2655) to provide for the 
common defense by increasing the 
strength of · the armed forces of the 
United States, · including the Reserve 
components thereof, and for other pur-
poses. . 
· Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I under­
stand that tl)e pending question is the 
.amendment which I have proposed to 
Senate bill 2655 authorizing the Secre­
tary of the Army to enlist qualified aliens. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
pending question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massa­
chusetts adding a new subsection on 
page 3, after line 22. · 

Mr. LODGE. I will say, Mr. President, 
that I have been trying to obtain a heat­
ing for this proposal on many occasions, 
and I have always had the experience of 
no one being ready to listen to me when 
I made my presentation. I believe that 
if Senators will listen to me they will 
be convinced. Of course, if they are 
not present when I speak they cannot be 
convinced. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I suggest 
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: 
Aiken 
Baldwin 
Ball 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 

-Connally 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George · 
Green 
Gurney 

Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Hoey 
Holland 
Ives 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kern 
Kilgore 
Know land 
Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarthy 
McClellan 
McGrath 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Malone 
Martin 
Maybank 
MUlikin 
Moore 
Morse 
Murray 
Myers 

O'Conor 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson, Va. 
Robertson, Wyo. 
Russell · 
Saltonstall 
Smith 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Thye 
Tydings 
Umstead · 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Wherry 
White 
Wiley 
Williams 
Wilson 
Young 
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• Mr. WHERRY. I e.nnounce that the 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER], the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. BusH· 
FIELD], and the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. JEr."NER] are necessarily absent. 
· The junior Senator from New Hamp· 
shire [Mr. TOBEY] and the se11ior sena· 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] 
are absent on oflicial business. 

Mr. LUCAS. I announce that the Sen­
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND], 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. TAY· 
LOR] are absent on public business. 

The Oenator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HATCH] and the Senator from Wa~hing· 
ton [Mr. MAGNUSON] are absent by leave 
of the Se:r.ate. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Me· 
CARRAN] and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. WAGNER] are necessarily a~sent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor~. Eighty· 
four Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I address 
myself to the amendment which I offered 
to Senate bill 2655, to authorize the Sec. 
retary of the Army, until June 30, 1950, 
to enlist qualified aliens between the ages 
of 18 and 35, in an aggregate number 
not to exceed 50,000 men. This would, 
of course, reduce the manpower demands 
-contemplated by the pendir~g bill to tha 
extent of 50,000 men, although t.hat is 
not the prime reason for which I am of· 
fering the amendment. 

The amendment is similar to Sen .... te 
bill 2016, which I introduced, and on 
which hearings were held. It would au· 
thorize the Army to conduct this experi­
ment for a 2-year period, at the end of 
which tim·e the permission would expire, 
unless previously reneweu. 

The number 50,000 is about 15 percent 
·of the proposed total of our Regular 
Army and is the number which qualified 
experts believe can be most efliciently ab-
sorbed. . 

At the end of 5 years of satisfactory 
service these men can become American 
citizens. It is the plan of the Army to 
use them in Alaska, the Far East, and 
the Caribbean. 
. Secretary of State Marshall stated 
with referf'nce to the proposed plan that 
he believed it "worthy of very serious 
consideration as one means of limiting 
the necessity for exercising thE> selective 
service power." That is Genenil Mar. 
shall's opinicn cf it. · 

General Marshall added that he 
thought this proposal formed the basis 
of the action which is being carefully 
looked into at the present time. · I have 
been orally advised that the Department 
of the Army also approves. In early 
Fehruary· there was soine misunder· 
standing in certain so-called levels of 
the State Department about this idea, 
and some objections ·were raised; but I 
believe those objections rested on a 
rather complete misunderstanding of 
what the bill was about; and they have 
since been cleared up. 

There are many young men of Polish, 
Czech, anti-Nazi German, Russian, Bye· 
lorussian, and other European stocks 
who wo'uld gladly serve, and who .. are 

~ neither Communist nor Fascist in sym­
pathy. Thejr hearts and emotional 

loyalties are directed toward the kind 
of thing for which · this country stands. 

It is true that today the Secretary of 
the Army has technical power to enlist 
aliens, but !--do not believe, and he does 
·not believe, that such an important step 
should be taken on a technical basis. 
It should be taken only after receiving 
the deliberate approval of Congress. I 
have never heard an argument made 
against it. I have tried to imagine what 

· some of the arguments could -be. It 
might be said, perhaps, that the Russian 
Government might not like it. So far 
as that statement is concerned, it seems 
superfluous to say that our efforts t.o 
please the Russians l~ave not been 
crowned with success, · and that the So­
viets are sure to vilify us no matter what 
we do. Having already compared our 
President with Hitler, it is hard to· see 
what there is left for them to say. More­
over, they hav.e not criticized the French 
Foreign Legion, which is not the same 
as my proposal, but is similar in the 
sense that it enlists aliens into the serv­
ice. So we could not be consistently crit­
icized for recruiting aliens. There are 
many reports to the effect that the Rus­
sians have done the same thing, and 
that there were many men in the Russian 
Army during the war who did not even 
speak the same language. I do not think 
that is disputed. 

Senators will recall the remark of a 
certain very wise man who said, "The 
Russian Government can be neither ap­
peased, cbnciliated, nor provoked." So 
I do not think we need to worry about 
that factor; if we decide that it is a 
proper -step for us to take, let us take it. 

Although it is not an exact parallel, it 
is interesting to note· that Britain, in her 
zone in Germany, has eased her man­
·power problem by using Dariish, Nor­
wegian, and Belgian units. It. should 
also be noted that we ourselves are at 

·present employing non-American citi· 
zens to guard our supplies and our vari· 
ous logistical installations in Germany. 
So in that sense nt- drastically new prin· 
ciple would be established. 
- This is not a foreign-legion proposal. 
It is not a measure under which a group 
of foreigners would be recruited and put 
into a unit together, where they speak 
their own language. It is not a proposal 
which seeks to attract mercenaries. On 
the contrary, it is · a provision which; if 
well administered-and I have every 
r"eason to believe that it would be-would 
give us young men who would be, in fact, 
·extremely valuable citizen candidates. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
- Mr. LODGE. · I yield. 
·· Mr. ' BALDWIN.: Would not the ·men 
·who come in under this provision be sub· 
jected to the same requirements for ad- · 
_mission to the armed forces of the United 
States in a particular component . in 
which they. enlisted, as would American 
-citizens,·except that these men would not 
have American citizenship? ' · 

Mr. LODGE. That is correct. They 
would have to meet the same physical 
arid mental standards; and, of course, 
they would be questioned and examined 
from the standpoint. of loyalty to a de- · 
gree that we probably would not go with 

our own people. I am glad' that the 
Senator from' Connecticut asked that 
question, because it is very pertinent. 

There is a great moral difference be­
tween a liberty legi{)n of young men 
who, attracted by America and what it 
stands for, want to turn their backs on 
the disillusionments and sufferings of the 
Old World and become: American citi­
zens in an honorable and manly way, 
and a foreign legion of mercenaries es­
tablished for an entirely different motive. 
The two things are not at all the same. 

These young men would be spread 
through the Army in units with American 
soldiers, in exactly the same manner that 
aliens have be_en spread through the 
United States Army many times before 
in our history. Anyone who had contact 
with the Regular Army in the days be­
fore World War II, and who has attended 
one of the horse shows at Fort Myer and 
observed the men knows that there were 
a great many aliens among our soldiers 
at that time. No one objected. Not 
only did no one object, but those men 
furnished some of the finest noncom­
missioned oflicers we had when the bul­
lets began to fly. 

We would be using the services of these 
young men not only as we have done in 
the past, but just, as the British Army 
has enlisted aliens in the integral units 
of the British Army ever since Queen 

· Victoria's day. That is a fact which-is 
substantiated by the record. I received 
a letter from General Gascoigne, of the 
British military mission on that very 
point. I believe th~ letter is in the REc­
ORD. 

This amendment would take pressure 
off our young American men, as. I have 
said. It would give us young men whose 
special backgrounds and . knowledge of 
·foreign languages and foreign customs 
could be of great and unique military 
·value to us. Their special qualifications 
'could not be duplicated in this country. 
- Mr.~ TYDINGS. Mr. President, Will 
the Senator ylt~ld .? · 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to ·ask 

the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
the aliens who would be permitted to en­
list in the Army under the terms of the 
amendment would be temporarily resid­
ing in the United States, or whether they 
could enlist while residing abroad. -. 

Mr. LODGE. They could enlist 
abroad. · 

Mr. TYDINGS. My understandinc- is 
'that if an alien in Britain, f-or example, 
·wanted to enlist in the United States 
Army, he could do so in Britain. 

Mr. LODGE. I believe he could enlist 
at the oflice of the military attache in 
Lor. don. 

Mr. TYDINGS. 'fhat was my thought. 
The reason I asked the quest10n 1::; that, 
·as the Senator knows, one of the finest 
armies ·we had in the last war was the 
:Polish ~rmy, which was more or less 'diS-
· banded in Italy. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I have been advised 

_that there was no uq.it in any' of the allied 
forc~s that fought with gre~ter · valor and 
efliciency than did that army. I have 
'likewise ;-been -advised by high ranking 
members of the United States Army that 
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it was a pity that some.provision was not 
made to take a great many of those meri 
into our own Army, not because of their 
military prowess but because of their 
·democracy, character, and general all­
arounc;l ability as citizen candidates. I 
am very glad, therefore, that the amend­
ment is broad enough-as I thought it 
was-to permit the remnants of this 
force to join our own Army, because I be­
lieve that they would be a real contribu­
tion to the efficiency of our own armed 
forces. 

Mr. LODGE. I am very much obliged 
to the Senator from Maryland for that 
remark. The Senator from Maryland 
has a vee distinguished war record, and 
these factors are very real to him. He 
speaks very accurately, indeed, when he 
refers to the services rendered by the 
Polish Corps in World War ·u. It so 
happened that I had a little knowledge of 
what they did in storming Cassino in 
Italy. Cassino was an obstacle which 
had held up a. great many troops. The 

. Poles came along and di~ the business. 
. During the consideration of the dis­
placed persons bill I heard some discus­
sion on the question of admitting some of 
those Polish soldiers to this ·country . . Of 
·course, under this blll it ..vould not only 
be possible bt~t altogether probable that, 
a substantial proportion of the 50,000 
·would be former Polish soldiers, because 
they are very obviou~ly the type of men · 
our Regular Army would 'like to obtain. 
. Let me say this iri res'ponse to the 
observation the Senator from Maryland 
·has made: When he asks about ..enlisting 
such men abroad and about whether an 
Englishman would be able to join the 

. Army through the office of the military 
'attache at .the Embassy, iet me say that 
.when I introduced the bill which corre­
"sponds to ·the amendment and,when the 
Associated . Press carried dispatches 
about . it abroad, a large crowd of men 
applied to the Embassy because they 

. misunderstood the announcement and 
··thought the ·bill had become law. , I can 
produce a large file of clippings showing 

... that large numbers of men went to the 
United . States Embassy . and wished to 
'join the United States ArmY •. when they 
thought it possible to d~ so. 

I yield now - to the Senator from 
Maryhi.nd. 
· Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I shall 
make one or two suggestions relative to 
the Senator's amendment which I think 
perhaps are worthy of consideratipn in 
c·onnectton with it. I notice that the 
'amendment provides for a period of not 
less than 5 years of service ·outside con­

·tinental United _States. It occurs. to me 
·that · anyone enlisting probably would 
spend 6 months or even a year in .this 
country in being trained tQ be a soldier, 
:particularly those who had not pre­
_viously been soldiers. If the amen,dment 
provided for at least 4. years of service 
outside the United States, I .think that 
would give the Army a cpance to train 
any aliens who enlisted f.or the first time, 
ami thus the Army would-have an ade­
quate opportunity to train ·them before 
.sending_ them ~broad. ·. Such a. proce­
dure might be tn the interest of efficiency. 
. Another sugge_stion I -~a~e to the · 
Sena_tor-who has . given this matter 
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more thought than I have,.af course; and 
my suggestions may not hold water on 
more '. profound thought regarding 
them-is that ·if he would reduce the 
·number provided in the amendment · 
.from 50,000 to -25,000, I think he would 
improve the chances of the adoption of 
.the amendment. There are some Mem­
bers of the Senate with whom I have 
talked who would favor this proposal 
provided it was on a smaller scale, but 
they might, . perchance, oppose . the 
amendment if it continued to provide for 
such a large number as 50,000. · So I 
think the Senator would be well advised 
if he would consider reducing the num­
ber provided by the amendment from 
50,000 to perhaps 20,000 or 25,{)00, until . 
the plan is tried out and until we see 
how well it works. 

I make that suggestion, not in oppo­
sition to the purpose of the amendment, 
but in an effort to aid in having the 
amendment placed in the bill, in the 
first place, and, in the second place, .to · 
aid in its -retention later on, if it is 
adopted by the· Senate. 

Mr. LODGE.· Mr. President, I think 
that is a very reasonable observation. 
I provided for 50,000 because that is 15 
perceqt, and I had been advised by vari­
ous persons in the Regular Army to 
whom I talked that the Army could ab­
sorb that number. But I am not at all 
wedded to· it, and I think the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maryland is a very 
reasonable one. · I can quite understand 
that there might be Senators who would 
prefer to proceed a little more gradually 
in this matter. 

So,· as far as I am concerned, I have 
no_ objection to making that change. 
· I also have given considerable thought 
tp the· Senator's ot,her pofnt, the one 
relative to making ·it possible 'for these 
men to serve in the United States. 
Finally, after a great deal of study, I 
decided not to ·include ·such language in 
the amendment because of the danger 
of absence without leave and because of 
the problems which might arise in the 
United States if we had these young men 
over here and· if they did go absent with­
out leave. I thought that, on the whole, 
for the first 2 years, for the first group 
of men of this sort, we should proceed 
on the basis suggested in the amendment. 
Later, after experience with this arrange­
ment, we could see whether' it would be 
wise· to change the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
the Chai} correctly understand that the 
Senator from Massachusetts wishes to 
modify his amendment? · 

Mr. LODGE . . Yes; I modify my 
amendment in accordance with the sug­
-gestion of the .Senator from: Maryland; 
name)y, on page 1, in line 4, to strike 
·out ".fifty" and insert "twenty-five." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
amendment will be perfected as in'di· 
.cated . . 

•· . Mr·. FLANDERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to .me? · 
. . Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

. Mr. FLANDERS. The point I am 
.about to make may have been covered 
in the discussion on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, be­
_caus_e once or twice I have had to step 

.out of the Chamber. But my recollec­
-tion is that when the · Senator first pre­
·sented this proposal to the Senate he 
had in mind the use of this group of 
aliens in the occupied areas. I · judge 
now, from what the Senator has said 
earlier, that the proposal is to have them 
used in the Caribbean and in Alaska 
and elsewhere outside both continental 
United States and Europe. Am I cor­
rect in my reco'Ilection of that matter? 
Let me inquire whether the Senator 
has changed his point of view with 
regard to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I did give some thought 
·to having them ·serve in Europe; but the 
Army itself has arrived at a conclusion 
on that point which I accept, and which 
I think is very well thought out. That is 
to say, the Army wishes to use these men 
in the Caribbean and in Alaska and in the 
Far East. If we arrange to have that 
done, then there will be no possibility 
that a recrudescence of old wartime emo­
tions can occur. Personally, .that point 
has never bothered me, because I think 
the type of men who wo-uld go into the 
service under these conditions would be 
men very susceptible to discipline, and 
I think they would have so much at stake 
and would be so eager to· make a good 
record for ·. them~elv.es that they would 
not cause the problems in Europe tha~ 
some persons have feared. But under 
the policy which is now contemplated, 
that could never occur. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield? · 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. IVES. Apropos of the question 

which has been raised by the distin­
guished Senator from Vermont, I am 
wondering whether it would be more ap­
propriate to 'le·ave a matter of this kind 

·for the determination of the Army it­
self, rather than to try to decide it here. 
It seems to me we could not possibly be 
sufficiently acquainted with conditions 
which might arise, or which even exist 
at the presen,t time, to be able satisfac-

. torily to· answer a question of that na­
ture. Am I correct in that observation? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is perfect_ly 
true; and this amendment does not spec­
ify where they should be used. I simply 
stated to the Senator from Verm-ont and 
for the information of the Senate that 
it would be the policy of the Army to 
use these men in the Caribbean, in 
Alaska, and in the Far East; but that 
would be an administrative decision~ and 
it ought to be such. We should not at­
tempt to set that out in the statute. 

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

· - Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. GURNEY. I wish the Senator 

.would make clear for the RECORD whether 

.these troops would have certain rights 
to become citizens. ' 

Mr. LODGE. They would become citi­
zens at the end :of 5 years of satisfac­
-tory honorable service. 

I read from the report of the Attor­
ney General on that subject: 

Section 324 'of the Nationality Act of 1940 
(8 u. s. c. 724) provides that a person who 
has served honorably in the United States 
Az:my, Navy, ,Marine Corps, or Coast Guard 

. for a period . of 3 years, may be naturalized 
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without having resided in the United States 
for at least 5 years, if a petition for natu­
ralization is filed while the petitioner is still 
in the service or within 6 months after hon­
orable separation from such service. 

I omit a portion of the repOrt, and 
then continue to read from it, as follows: 

Should the b111 under consideration l:)e 
enacted, an alien who enlists in the Regular 
Army under its provisions, either within ·or 
beyond the continental limits of the United 
States, would be eligible for the special nat­
uralization privileges of section 324 of the 
Immigration Act of 1940 (supra) after hav­
ing served 3 years, provided he is stationed 
within the United States at the time he 
petitions for naturalization. Such a law 
may prove to be an inducement for aliens 
to enlist in the Army as a means to gain 
admission to the United States and acquire 
citizenship in a relatively short time-

And so forth. I read further: 
Under the provisions of the instant b1ll 

it would be possible for aliens of such na­
tionalities to enlist in the United States 
Army overseas for a term of 5 years, and 
after 3 years of service be brought to the 
United States in a military ·capacity rather 
than as quota immigrants, where they could 
petition for naturalization under section 324 
of the Nat~onality Act of 1940. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr: TYDINGS. I suppose it is contem­

plated by this amendment that if such 
a foreigner -who enlisted in our Regular 
Army had ability and y.ras recommended, 
he might be promoted to the rank of 
officer. · · 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, very definitely; yel;i. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I think the RECORD 

should · show that -in the debate, and 
shoUld show that there~ is no dispositio~ 
to hold these men dow-n to the status 
of enlisted men during their entire 6 
years. Many of the Polish officers, for 
example, are well educated and speak 
English :fluently; and if .they were in­
duced to enlist, so that they might be­
come citizens of the United States even­
tually, it is not unlikely, in view of their 
education and training, that they might 
progress quickly to the rank of officer. 
So I think it should be stated in the 
REcoRD that that is the understanding, 
so that there may be no (\oubt about the 
matter. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, very much so. Let 
me say in response to the very interesting 
question of the Senator from Maryland 
that in World War II the United States 
Army has had to work in a very close 
relationship with the armies of other 
countries. We have had a great deal 
of experience that we have never had 
before in Americans commanding for- · 
eign troops. General Devers, for ex­
ample, commanded more Frenchmen 
than any non-Frenchman in history. 
He had the first French Army which was 
on the western front. He had the Army 
detachment of the Atlantic, all those At­
lantic pockets the Germans had there. 
He had the Army detachment of the 
Alps on the Franco-Italian frontier. 
All those things involved American han.:. 
dling of troops. 

It is not hard to imagine circumstances 
in which it would be extremely useful 
once again to ·have young · officers of 

proven ability and proven loyalty, but 
who had the linquistic equipment and a 
knowledge of conditions that it would be 
impossible to duplicate in this country. 
So I hope very much that the young men 
who join under the terms of this amend­
ment may all be of officer material, and I 
think it is not at all far-fetched to be­
lieve that they might be. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I think the Senator 
has put his finger en one of the most 
valuable contributions this policy would 
bring forth. · Certainly in any future 
war, the ability to enlist men and officers 
speaking several languages will be of 
more importance than perhaps !t has 
ever been in the past, if we should ever 
have another large-scale war. It occurs 
to me that the men who might come in 
under the provisions of the amendment 
woUld be the nucleus of the force that 
should already have the ability to con- · 
verse in many languages, which would 
be of incalculable benefit and assistance 
in any future military operations. That 
ought to be one of the assets of this pol­
icy, which would differentiate it from 
the average enlistment of a citizen of the 
United States as against the enlistment 
Of SQmeone Of foreign nationality. _ . 

Mr. LOI:?GE. There is no question . 
about that. Speaking from intimate 
personal experience in the last 6 months 
of Woi'ld.War II, I felt the lack,·and how 
desperately serious was our lack of offi­
cers. who spoke foreign languages. There 
is no question about it, it is a factor that 
can be the eqUivalent of many divisions 
in terms of military effectiveness. . 

So, Mr. President, we do not have to 
stretch our imaginations very much nor 
peer into the future very far to realize 
how valuable these men would be, par­
ticularly if the proposed integration of 
the Atlantic community becomes an ac­
complished fact. I think if Senators 
will look into the future they will see the 
merit of this amendment from that 
standpoint. 

Then, Mr. President, from , the letters 
which I have received from all over the 
world ever since I have made this pro­
posal, and from the knowledge which the 
Army has of the young manhood of Eu­
rope due to our Army's occupation of 
Germany, I am confident that we shall 
get wonderful citizens as a result Of this 
process, that the screening which the 
Army will conduct will be . far more 
thorough and, of course, extend over a 
much longer period . of time than any­
thing our normal immigration services 
could possibly do. 

Mr. President, you would be surprised 
to see the :floods of letters I received 
from all over the world, when the press 
carried the announcement that I had in­
troduced this proposal. I submitted a 
great many of them for the RECORD, but 
I shall merely read one here from a 
young Frenchman, which I think is 
typical. It comes from Marseille, France. 
This is a translation: 

Mr. SENATOR: I must first make my ex- . 
cuses for the liberty I take in writing you 

these few lines to draw my case to your at­
tention. 

I learn through the Weekly French 
Samedi Soir about your bill to establish an 
American Foreign Legion comprised of ypung 
men recruited in Europe. This news has 
caused great joy. Why? I must tell you that 
I love America with all the strength of my 19 
years and that I have tried every way to go 
there, but so far without luck. That, sir, 
is why I bother you with this note. I see in 
this article the only way of proving my love 
for•that country and also of going there. 
I do not, Mr. Senator, want you by any 
possibillty to think that America is to me 
only the country_ where they make good 
films and much jazz music; but it above all 
is the country of Washington and Lincoln 
and of others like them, the country of lib­
erty, the rights of man, and finally the great 
Nation which is in the forefront of civili­
zation. 

Pardon, Mr. Senator, this revealing of my 
heart, but I hope that you will understand 
what it is to be very far away from the land 
which one loves but cannot reach. In any 
case I shall be the first to enlist in the 
legion · of my certain future country. 

Excuse again my clumsy letter. 
I beg you, sir, to believe me. Your devoted 

and respected servant . . 

That ·is from a 19-year-old boy. Here 
is a· letter fr9m a Dutch boy .Jn Sche­
ve~ingen, Holland: 

DEAR SIR: By the radio I have hearth, that 
by the American troups strangers can come 
for occupation. .. · . · · 

Christmas I was to New York en have see 
the aftl.ches, but ·my steamer started for 
Curacae, now I'm arrived this week to Bol­
land and like me the militalr service by the 
American-occupation troups best. 

My .age are;20_ je.ars, we are bombarded at 
Rotterdam and the Haaghue, have lost my 
father and brother, the whole family from 
my father is murdered at Germany-the 
German soldiers have stolen a1 us studie 
insurances-now I wil go out from Europe 
to forgotten al this misere and troubles­
Can You understand this? Wil-you help me 
please? 

Inclosed I sent stamp for your answer. 

That is from a 20-year-old boy. Yes, 
I can understand it, and I guess you can 
understand it, Mr. President, and I guess 
we all can. We would get the cream 
of the young manhood of Europe. That 
is what we would get if this experiment 
wen~ properly conducted, and I have 
every reason to believe it would be. But, 
transcepding all these arguments is the 
·fact that there are millions of people the 
world over who look to the United States 
as the guardian of democracy. It is only 
right that the young and able-bodied 
men among these people should have the 
privilege of helping us carry the torch. 
For many reasons, they cannot put their 
own armies into the field. But their 
young inen can help, and shoUld be en­
abled to do so. We may well recall the 
help which Lafayette, Kosciusko, 
Steuben, and Pulaski rendered in the 
War of the Revolution and which their 
descendants gave in the Civil War. 

Every Senator knows that when this 
country is in trouble, the more allies we 
have the better. We have gone to great 
lengths and much trouble and expense 
in order to leave no stone unturned to · 
have ·as many allies as · possible in this 
troubled world. That is evidenced by 
the ECA bill arid other pieces of legisla­
tion designed in the hope that they will 
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make some friends for us abroad and 
perhaps enable us to have some allies ln 
case of trouble. The young men whom I 
would enlist in our Army are individual 
allies of the United States, citizen candi­
dates, young men from foreign countries 
who want to wear our uniform. 

Mr. President, how can anyone say 
that the ally who is in the uniform of a 
foreign country is a better and more 
valuable friend than is the ally who is 
wearing the uniform. of Uncle Sam? 
There are some persons who say it is a 
sign of weakness for a nation to enlist 
selected aliens. Such persons should 
visit the Revolutionary War monument 
at· Yorktown and read the names of the 
foreign soldiers who fought to create the 
United States. I know the President pro 
tempore has been · there and has read 
the names. They should . go to the 
battlefield of Gettysburg and read the 
names of the Irish dead who lie buried 
under the Celtic cross, the German dead 
who fought in large numbers to pre­
serve this country, arid the working -peo­
ple from the mill cities of Lancashire in 
England. In fact, there were ·lovers of 
liberty from all over the world who fought 
to preserve our Nation. . ' 

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

Mr. LODGE.. I yield. 
Mr. YOUNG. Would the Senator say 

that a soldier selected from the cream of · 
a European couritry would wear the uni­
form of the United States more proudly 
than· a Communist who was drafted into 

· the t_rmy of the United States? 
Mr. LODGE. I think that is a very 

truthful observation and is unanswerable. 
Mr. President; if we go to the shrines at 
Yorktown and Gettysburg, or to any 
place where blood has been shed to pre­
serve this Nation, we shall find there were 
·aliens there who wore the uniform of this 
country. Would anyone say that their 
service to the United States weakened 
this country? Is there a Senator who 
will say they disgraced the uniform of the 
United States? 

Mr. President, in the interests of our 
own young men, in the broader interest 
of the Army as a whole, and for the sake 
of our country which w.ants good citizens 
for the future, I hope that· this amend­
ment will be adopted. · 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator agree 
that many more young men in Europe 
would volunteer than we could possibly 
accommodate? . 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. I think there is no 
question about that. 

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator agree 
that the very fact that such a large num­
ber of men would volunteer in order to 
help us to preserve freedom in Europe­
because that would be one of the pur­
poses of the Army-would itself be clear 
notice to Soviet Russia that our fight for 
freedom is gaining headway in the world? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is true. 
That is a very interesting observation. 
I--think tl>le·Senator is--correct:· It·would 
show the popular support which exists 

over there for the kind of thing that the 
Senator is talking about. 
· That concludes my remarks, Mr. Pres­
ident. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. Mr . . 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. I am 

interested in the Senator's amendment. 
I should like to ask' the Senator if he has 
submitted his amendment to the Secre­
tary of the Army. ' 

Mr. LODGE. I have. I will tell the 
Senator ex·actly what · has happened': 
The Secretary of the Army has approved 
it. It then went to the ·State Depart­
ment, and at a certafn level in the State 
Department it was disapproved, the rea­
son resting largely on a misunderstand­
ing. T.hen it reached Secretary Mar­
shall, and he made the statement which 
I quoted at the beginning of my remarks. 
He said: · 

It is worthy·· of very serious consideration 
as one means of Ifmiting the necessity for 
exercising select! ve service power. 

Tb.ere the matter stands. 'The Army 
was for the amendment as an Army 
proposition. Then the State Depart­
ment, I think largely due to a misunder­
stanaing, interposed an objection, and · 
the Army withdrew its support for that 
reason, not because the Army did not 
believe in the amendment as a military 
matter. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. I no­
tice in lines 1 and 2 of the amendment 
the words, "The Secretary of the Army, 
under such regulations as he may pre­
scribe." Could the Senator tell us any­
thing about what such regulations might 
involve? For instance, would the en­
listees wear the identical uniforms worn 
by the United States Army? 

Mr .. LODGE. The plan is to put them 
into existing units among American 
soldiers. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. There 
would be no distinguishing feature as to 
the uniform at all? 

Mr. LODGE. No. It would not be 
like tht. French Foreign Legion, the mem­
bers of which have a distinct uniform. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. Would 
they receive the same pay as American 
soldiers: 

Mr. LODGE. They would. 
Mr. ROBERTSON , of Wyoming. 

Would citizens of Russia or of her sateh 
lite nations '1e eligible? 

Mr. LODGE. The purpose of giv.ing 
the Secretary of the Army the right to 
prescribe regulations is to enable him to 
make every arrangement he thinks is 
necessary for security, so that only men 
whose worth is ~bsolutely proven will be 
be admitted. It seems to me that the 
best way is to. give the Secretary of the 
Army the powe"' to make such regula­
tions, because he may have to change 
them from time to time. · 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. I 
agree with the Senator from Oregon, 
who stated that there will probably be 
more men willing to enlist than it will 
be possible to take into the Army . . The 
rate of pay in the United States Army is 
so much · greater than that of foreign 
armieS' it, woutd-naturally· be> -a · great-in., .. 

· centive to join~ · 

Mr. LODGE. I should amend my 
earlier reply to the Senator by saying 
that the Secretary would not have-to pay 
the full amount of the pay of American 
soldiers. It might very well be that he 
would enlist them at a very much lower 
rate and increase the pay as the men 
showed their worth. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. At 
the end of 5 years they might be on full 
pay. Is that correct? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. I think that can be 
done at the beginning, because we do not 
need to take in a lot of gold-brickers. 
There are so many young men that would 
join the Army because they believe in 
what this Na-tion stands for that we do 
not need to try to attract the kind of 
young men who might be · attracted 
simply by the amount of money involved. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. Has 
the Senator thought about what kind of 
an oath these enlistees would take when 
they join the Army? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not gone into it. 
I understand they would take an oath 
to support the Constitution of the United 
States. They would have to take a 
pledge of loyalty to this country. I think 
we can find many who would do that 
with a very sincere mind. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Wyoming. I 
thank the Senator. 

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

·Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. YOUNG. I should like to say to 

the. distinguished Senator from Massa­
chusetts that I am 100 percent for his 
amendment. I cannot see why there 
should be any ,objection whatever to it. 
All along I have been for a limited selec­
tive service bill. I believe the bill as now 
written goes a bit too far. I do not 
think the Army has taken full advantage 
of training thr_ough RUTC, the National 
Guard, Reserve units, and so forth. 
There are many units throughout the 
United States that are sadly neglected 
at the present time. 

There are other provisions in the bill 
of which I am not in favor. I do not see 
why in peacetime we have to register doc- . 
tors up to 45 years of age and omit 
others. Unless the bill is amended con­
siderably,. I shall be forced; reluctantly, 
to vote against it. 

Mr.- LODGE: Mr. President, I have 
concluded my statement on the amend­
ment. I should like a ·vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment offered by the Senator from Massa­
chusetts, as modified. 

Mr. OURNEY. Mr. President, I desire 
to state the committee's position on the 
amendment. Some Senators have indi­
cated by their questions addressed to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
that they might be in favor of an idea of 
this kind. I want to call particular at­
tention to the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that we 
would undoubtedly have applicants from 
among the cream of the young manhood 
of Europe. In my opinion, that is a very 
important statement. Certainly I agree­
that in the United State.s·· the cream of 
the yaung.--m-anh6.CtEl o-f .tfre-.Nfttion-cumes ... ~ 
to the colors in a time- of- emergeney~ 
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I know that is true. We all admit it. 
Certainly the advantages of becoming a 
citizen of the ·united States will hold 
forth a great attraction to the cream of 
the crop in European countries. Pos­
sibly the cream of the crop have some 
very patriotic views as regards their own 
country. Therefore, I am not quite 
ready to agree that the cream of the . 
young manhood of each nation in Europe 
will actually apply for enlistment in our 
Army to become citizens of the United 
States. Probably the cream of the crop 
in those- countries are wanted at · home. 
Probably the cream of the crop in Brit­
ain-! heard that nation mentioned­
would like to stay home and keep that 
country moving forward. Possibly they 
will want to enlist in their own army. I 
would think that the cream of the crop 
in each country would want to put for­
ward the ambitions of that country in 
order to build it up. 

. If this amendment should be agreed to 
we would still have some applications 
from some very excellent material, and 
by that I mean young manhoOd in for­
eign countries. P~sibly we would have 
applications for enlistment in our Army 
with the thought in mind that the wives 
and dependents of the enlistees might 
thereby, too, become citizens of the 
United States. It is not covered fully in 
the amendment, as it now appears be­
fore the Senate, as to whether or. not the 
dependents of the prospectiv..e enlistees 
might also have offered to them citizen­
ship rights. 

In any event, I have not yet touched 
on the main objection considered by the 
committee to the amendment, which 
was presented to the committee by the 
Senator from ·Massachusetts, and was 
considered at the time the bill was voted 
out of the committee, and was not ap­
proved by the committee. 

There is no doubt that such a propo­
sition would provide a source of addi­
tional manpower, thought not much; the 
number is not particularly large. How­
ever, the committee felt that this pro­
posal should not be coupled with the 
selective-service plan. The reason for 
that was that we knew that there was 
before the Senate the matter of dis­
placed persons, and the changes to be 
recommended in our immigration laws. 

Heretofore, in World War I and World 
\\·ar II, enlistments of aliens have been 
available in our Army. ,Such alien en­
listees have been taken into the Army 
just as though they were citizens. They 
have not been put in units by them­
selves. They have had a chance to in­
termingle down to the squad level. In 
that way they have been taught Ameri­
can principles. • It is not set forth in the 
amendment whether or not these 25,000 
or 50,000, or whatever number may be 
agreed on, would be intermingled at the 
squad level, only one or two or five or six 
in a company, or whether they would 
be put in units all by themselves. 

I believe that under the amendment 
the enlistees could come to the United 
States, but they could not serve in the 
United 'States. It provides for service 
outside continental United States. I 
would feel personally more favorable to 

the amendment if it were set forth spe­
cifically that the alien enlistees should 
come to the United States for training, 
and possibly then serve outside the 
·united States. I say that because these 
enlistees are to become citizens of the 
United States at some time. We want to . 
have thein get a chan_ce to have the prin­
ciples of America inculcated during the 
training period. 

In reality this would mean a funda­
mental chanRe in our national policy. 
we have heretofore said to aliens, "If you 
are in .the United States under our immi­
gration laws you can apply for enlistment 
not only in the Army, but in any branch 
of the armed services." The amend­
ment limits the enlistments to the Army, 
not providing for enlistments in the Air 
Force or the Na\TY. Therefore it is a 
fundamental change. 

There are many people who feel that 
the United States should rely upon tts 
own citizens in matters of security, and 
this is the most important point. There· 
are many ·who feel that a move on our 
part such as that contemplated would 
subject the Nation to the criticism 'that 
our own people are not willing to bear. 
arms in defense of the Nation and will 
not take care of our present obligations 
completely. 

On that point I might mention the fact 
that the other countries, from which the 
applicants might come, sorely need them 
at home. The objection might be made 
by some nation that we were offering the 
young men of European countries a 
chance to leave their countries, when 
they are sorely needed at hoine right 
now, in the rehabilitation period. It is 
possible treaty complications might 
arise. 

These are but a few of the contro­
versial issues which arise from the 
proposition of enlisting aliens who are 
not residing in the United States. In 
view of the fact that none of these issues 
has been resolved, I feel that it would 
be unwise at this time to attempt to re­
solve them by attaching this proposal to 
the selective service bill. On the con­
trary, it can best be dealt with sepa­
rately, and I think to some extent it has 
been dealt with separately in the fact 
that a few _days ago we passed a dis­
placed-persons bill allowing immigration 
to this country. - I think there would be 
an appropriate time when the issue could 
be taken up and discussed so that it would 
not be submerged in the broader issues 
of selective service. 

The - committee considered the pro­
posal, and I am speaking for the <;:om­
mittee, although I realize that some of 
the members of the committee were not 
present when the actual vote on the 
amendment was taken. · 

For the reaso,ns I have stated, I hope 
. the amendment will not be attached to 

the pending bill. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I feel that 

the bill now pending is a measure to 
which we should attach this amendment. 
When we are abqut to draft the young 
manhood of this country, I think it is 
appropriate to give a very convincing 
showing that every alternate method for , 
obtaining manpower has been used, and 
that we are not taking the young men 

of America except when we really have 
to. 'l'hat is why I have urged that 
measures be taken so that the number of 
civilians in the Army be as large as pos­
sible, and that all work which could be 
performed by civilians in the service 
should be handled by civilians, so that 
the number of military personnel would 
by that number be reduced. That is why 
I have urged that this proposed action 
be taken at this time. I think the pend- ­
ing bill is a pertipent and appropl'iate 
measure to which to attach the provision. 

I do not criticize the Senator from 
South Dakota at all, because it is not his 
fault, it is -the fault of the situation in 

· which we find ourselves in the Senate, 
but when I had my hearing, of 13 mem­
bers of the committee only 4 were pres­
ent, and I do not think I would do any 
better if I had a hearing at any other 
time. I do not believe I would be any 
better o:ff if I were to take the amend­
ment up separately as a bill. The Sena­
tor from South Dakota has been a Mem­
ber of the Senate for a long time, and 
he knows very well that there is not any 
chance at all of getting what ·I .am pro­
posing done at this · session unless it is 
done now. So let us not talk about tak­
ing it up as a separate measure. If we 
wait to have it taken up as a separate 

. measure, it will never be taken up. 
I have stated many times that of 

course what is proposed is not to be done 
in any way so as to offend any foreign 
nation. It is not going to be done unless 
a treaty or agreement is reached with 
a foreign nation authorizing it. So let 
us not talk about that, because that is 
not in question at all. It cannot be in 
question. When the Senator from South 
Dakota mentions that, he is mentioning 
something which could not occur. 

I have stated ma'ny times-and tlie 
Army has indicated it clearly, and I am 
sorry the Senator from South Dakota 
was not aware of it-that the men to be 
brought in under my amendment would 
be mingled at the squad level, would be 
put into American units with American 
young men. That is not set forth in the 
amendment. It should not be set forth 
in 'the amendment. We should not put 
things like that in statutes. I do not 
believe the Senator from South Dakota 
would favor our saying how many men 
there should be in an infantry rifle com­
pany, or how many stripes a first ser­
geant should wear. I do not think it is 
the business of Congress to do things of 
that kind. But it is the plan of the 
Army to take· these young men and put 
them in the existing units, sprinkle them 
through. If anyone knows of a better 
way to Americanize aliens than to put 
them with groups of young American 
men for 24 hours a day, then I do not 
know what it is. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield? · · 

Mr. LODGE. 1 yield. 
Mr. IVES. I fully agree with the state­

ment just made by the distinguished Sen­
ator from Mas.sachusetts. However, it 
occurs to me that if the plan he is pro­
posing is to be carried out as he is pro­
posing it, the provision now in his amend­
ment in lines 7 and 8, namely, "for serv­
ice outside of the continent~! United 
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States, its Territories, and possessions!' 
might well be omitted. Otherwise I am 
afraid the Senator would find that there 
would be a lack of flexibility, so that the 
amount of training would not be avail­
able, the desired work, and the desired 
approach which perhaps would be needed 
in this connection could not be exercised 
in any way, shape, or manner. So if it 
would meet with the approval of the Sen­
ator from Massachusetts, I should like to 
move to modify his amendment by elimi­
nating the words which I have just read 
in lines 7 and 8. I should like to inquire 
also if that would meet with the approval 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. GURNE".l. First I should like to 
know exactly what the amendment is. I 
understand that there is some change 
proposed to be made in the language ap­
pearing in line 7. 

Mr. IVES. Rather than deleting the 
words I have indicated, in order to leave 
the discretion entirely with the armed 
services, and in order to make it more 
clear, I would add words. I would leave 
the ones that are now in the amendment 
aE: they are, and in line 7, after the word 
"years", I would insert "for training in 
the United States and.'' 

'Mr. GURN:1Y. Mr. Presicient, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to me? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. GURNEY. As I see it, then, one 
of these enlistees could J.:>e sent to the 
United States for training. and would be 
placed with a unit, and the unit might be 
ordered to duty outside the United States 
or might not be. If it was ordered to 
duty inside the United States, the -appli­
caut would have to be selected out of that 
unit and sent to another unit which 
would see service outside the continental 
United States. Is that a correct inter-
pretation? · 

Mr. LODGE. The modification pro­
posed by the Senator from New York 
would make it possible for the Army to 
take these young men to the ·united 
States for training if they wanted to be 
trained here. They would not have to 
be trained here. I understood the pro­
posal of the Senator from New York was 
made in an attempt to meet the sugges­
tion made by the Senator from . South 
Dakota in his earlier statement. 

Mr. GURNEY. Yes; but it would make 
it absolutely necessary that after the 
enlistees are trained they be assigned _ 
only to units that are outside the con-

. tinental United States. Therefore, 
there would have to be two classes 
of combat units, one for the enlistees 
from overseas who could not serve in 
this -country, and another kind of unit 
that could be assigned for duty any­
where, including inside the United 
States. 

Mr. LODGE. Let me say to the Sena­
tor from South Dakota that with only 
25,000 that would not present a very 
formidable problem of classification. 
The modification proposed by the Sena­
tor from New York does not make it 

- mandatory at all on the Army. The 

Army can bring the enlistees to the 
United States if the Army wants to do so, 
and then can put them in units which 
the Army knows are going overseas. 
That would not be an-insuperable admin­
istrative task at all. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. IVES. I should like to point out 

that the amendment as now presented 
is intended to be sufficiently elastic to 
be interpreted appropriately by those in 
command of the armed forces. . 

Mr. LODGE. I accept the proposed 
modification of the Senator from New 
York, and will modify my amendment 
so that in line 8, after the word "years" 
there will be inserted the words "for 
training in the United States and." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
change is in line 7. 

Mr. LODGE. -Yes, in line 7. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After 

the word "years." 
Mr. LODGE. After the word "years", 

insert the words "for training in the 
United States and." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may 
be out of order, but the Chair would like 

· to make it quite certain that the inter­
pretation given is clear in the RECORD. 
It seems to the Chair the language is 
mandatory and requires training in the 
United States. 

Mr. LODGE. That should not be. The 
enlistee should not have to be trained 
in the United States if he does not 
want to. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mi. GURNEY. We are having it 

pointedly presented to the Senate that a 
proposition of this . kind has patently 
not been thoroughly thought out. 

I may say further that this amend­
ment certainly would complicate the 
problems of the Army in placing troops 
where they can best be used, for as the 
language is now modified, the amend­
ment specifically says that the indi­
viduals have to be trained in the United 
States, and then after they are trained 
they cannot be placed where they can 
best be used, but must be used outside 
the continental United States; whereas 
we very well might want to use th~m in 
the Panama Canal Zone, in Alaska, or 
elsewhere. It certainly would compli­
cate the pieture for the Army, and in 
my opinion the mechanics of the 
amendment have not been thoroughly 
·worked out. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have the 
amendment in proper form. In order to 
carry out the thought, I ask that my 
amendment be modified by striking out 
the language proposed by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. -IvEs], and in line 
8, after the word "possessions", and in­
sert ·a colon and the words "Provided, 
however, That enlistees may serve with­
in the United States, its Territories, and 
possessions, for a training period not to 
exceed an aggregate of 6 months.'' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Massachusetts has modi­
fied his amendment as he has just stated 
the modification. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. I may say to the 
Senator from South Dakota that that is 
in accord with what the Army authori­
ties want to have done. -The amend­
ment is well thought out. It is simply 
because it has not been given the con­
sideration it should that we are obliged 
to do this kind of thing on the floor. 
But the basic principle of the amend­
ment has been very well thought out, 
and it would not impose an insuperable 
administrative task on the Army at all. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. CAIN. I should like to address 

an inquiry if I may, to the Senator from 
South Dakot·a. Unfortunately it has 
not been possible for me to be present 
during all the debate on the subject now 
under consideration, but I think I under­
stood the Senator from South Dakota 
to say some minutes ago that one of the 
basic reasons he had for opposing the 
amendment was that he felt that in 
terms of patriotism Americans generally 
would provide the necessary manpower 
for any crisis. I wonder if the Senator 
would restate his position in that re­
spect. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield?, . 

Mr. LODGE. - I yield. 
Mr. GURNEY. I presented several 

points during the course of my discus­
sion of the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but the basic reason 
why the Members of the Senate in at­
tendance at the committee meetings 
when the amendment was considered 
opposed it was that there are those who 
feel that such a move on our part would 
subject the United States to the criticism 
that our own people are not willing to 
bear arms in the defense of the Nation, to 
do the complete job. 

Mr. CAIN. I wonder if that is a legiti­
mate position when actually we are now 
considering the need, if I understand 
correctly, for a draft, and only for. one 
reason, which is that on a volunteer basis 
we are not finding it possible in the 
United States to provide for the person­
nel needs of our Military Establishment. 
Does_ that happen to be a fact? Is that 
why we are actually grappling with this 
proposed draft? 

Mr. GURNEY. That is actually the 
condition. The Senator has a point 
there. There is no question about it. 
Volunteers are not coming in in suffi­
cient numbers to supply our manpower 
needs. Nevertheless, ours is the only 
country which today does not have a se­
lective service system in operation. In 
time of emergency we have always had 
a selective service system, and every other 
nation has a selective service system. 
Whenever there are good times in a 
country, when there are opportunities for 
civilians to find desirable employment, 
it is di'fficult to find a sufficient number of 
volunteers. Certainly if a shooting war 
began we would secure more volunteers 
than we are securing now. We are be­
twixt and between. Therefore the boys 
do not know which way to go. I cer­
tainly do not believe that the country 
wants to acknowledge that we cannot get 
25,000, the number mentioned in the 
amendment. 
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Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. CAIN. It happens to be my opin­

-ion that in the event of a fighting war 
and violent trouble we would get all the 
volunteers · we needed. The Senator 
from South Dakota and the Senator from 
Washington happen to be in complete 
agreement -on that score. 

The junior Senator from Washington 
intends to support the legislation pres­
ently before the Senate; but I believe 
that the amendment offered by the Sen­
ator from Massachusetts is deserving of 
all the positive study and consideration 
we can possibly- give to it. On the basis 
of my own experience in other ·countries, 
I have a very high regard 'for the_ young 
men o.f other nations between the ages of 
18 and 35, which I believe is the limit in 
the amendment. They are precisely the 
same types, so far as character and 
ability are concerned, as the immigrants 
who helped so materially to make this 
great country what it has become in the 
twentieth century. I believe that if we 
could lessen, in an intelligent way, the 
military-preparednesz burden on the 
American people by utilizing the fine 
young men of Europe, many of whom 
found their sympathies ~:~-nd activities on 
our side during the war, for the better­
ment of this country and the mainte­
nance of our far-flung commitments 
throughout the world, we would. be for­
tunate indeed. I would not construe it 
as an insult to a single American citizen 
domiciled in· this country if we were so 
wise as to use the best of the rest of the 
world and hold out to them the strength 
of this democracy, of which they could 
become citizens if they earned that right 
over a 5-year period. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. GURNEY. I invite the attention 

of the Senator from Washington to an­
other problem, which is a big problem be­
fore Congress, and that is -the -problem 
of successfully operating the several 
plans which we have approved for the 
rehabilitation of the- couhtries of Eu­
rope. We are spending great sums of 
money to send food to Europe, and to 
build up the economy of European na­
tions. For what purpose? To get those 
countries back on an operatin'g basis. 
Can those countries _get back on an op­
erating basis if at -the same time-to use 
the words of the Senator from Massa­
chusetts-we offer to the cream of their 
citizenship, the young men between 18 
and 35, the opportunity for American 
citizenship, and say to them, "You do not 
need to stay over there and ma~e your 
country work. Jotn our Army and come 
to the United States." That is the-point. 
It seems that we are hauling one way and 
l)Ulling the other. 

. Mr. CAIN. It seems very clear to me 
that this country, for the most J;latural 
reasons known to man, is trying a great 
many experiments throughout the world, 
many of which are not based, by any 

. stretch of the Imagination, on the ob­
vious merit of the experiment which is 
included in the amendment of the Sen­
ator from Massachusetts. When the 

Senator from South Dakota says that 
draining off 50,000 men among the cream 
of Europe to serve our purposes would 
defeat the reconstruction purposes of 
all of Europe, I do not think it is a valid 
position. 

Mr. GURNEY. . The amendment has 
been modified to provide for 2,5,000 
instead of_ 50,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from South Dakota has now 
placed himself in the position where his 
strongest argument against the amend­
ment is that to take 25,000 young men 
out of Europe would scuttle the Marshall 
plan, he is hard up for arguments. I 
do not believe that that would_ be true. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yfeld. 
Mr. TYDINGS. We ought first to 

agree that the number is only 25,000, and 
not 50,0UO, as I have heard in tlJ,e cloak­
room. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment was 
modified to· 25,000, in accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maryland. · 

Mr. TYDINGS. Under the quot a pro­
visions of our immigration laws we are 
allowing people to come into this country 
each year. All they have to do is go 
to the consul in some foreign .country 
and get on the quota list. In return for 
the privilege of coming here and ulti­
mately becoming citizens of this country, 
they assume absolutely no respons~bility 
whatsoever. If we do not want anyone 
to come into this country, and say so, that 
is certainly a logical proposition. But 
here are men who agree, for five long 
years, to assume the responsibilities of 
citizenship by serving -in one of the most 
difficult positions in which a patriotic 
citizen of this country is called upon to 
serve, namely, in the Army. They agree 
to be subject to the call of the Govern­
ment, to be ordered anywhere on the face 
of the earth. Those men agree to do 
that for five long years, and then they 
are offered the privilege · of . becoming 
citizens. · · · 

My point is this: Azi" immigrant to this 
country comes here and becomes a citizen 
under our laws without any responsibility 
whatsoever for service to the Govern­
ment. These ·men, in order to show that 
t}?.ey love the country, in order to show 
that they are patriotic, in order to show 
that t.hey want to become citizens of .. the 
United States,. agree to serve for five long 
years in the armed services. · In other 
words, they qualify by the highest test of 
their worthiness to become citizens of the 
Republic. The other immigrants whom 
we admit discharge no responsibilities 
whatsoever. _They do not qualify in any 
other way, except that they are not im­
beciles and they are not Communists. 
That is about all we require of the im­
migrants who normally come to this 
country under the quota system. - Under 
the · amendment of the Senator from 
Ma~sachqsetts these meri discharge, for 

. five long years, the highest obligation of 
citizenship, which is to contribute some­
thing, to put something into the Govern­
ment of the United-States. 

This is a new proposal. It i~ _ only 
natural that it ·should meet with some 

opposition and· run into rough water. 
Only the other day an amendment was 

__ offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
BROOKS] which was somewhat similar to 
the amendment which we are now dis­
cussing. The Senator from Illinois pro­
posed to allow men who had served with 
the American forces a special preference 
under the displaced persons progr~m. I 
certainly hope that the same logic will 
apply to this instance. If we are to al­
low people to come to the United States 
from all the countries of the world under 
a quota system, when they do nothing 
whatsoever to promote the sum total of 
the welfare of this country as a prerequi­
site to becoming citizens, it seems· to me 
that we can let a mere 25,000 go into 
the armed services when they agree in 
advance, as a condition of citizenship, 
that they will serve 5 long years in the 
armed services. An honorable discharge 
is required before they can become citi­
zens .. 

Now that number has been cut in half, 
I hope that the able chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee will at least 
take the amendment to conference. If 
he is unable to support it in conference. 
we shall understand that. But I believe 
that it ought to go to conference so that 
members of the House Committee, as 
well as Members of the Senate, may dis­
cuss the problem with Army officers and 
see whether or nat there is real merit in 
the proposal. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. GURNEY. I take issue with the 

Senator fro~ . Maryland when he says 
that these men would serve for 5 long 
years. They would be 5 short years. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Why so? 
Mr. GURNEY. I think we feed our 

soldiers quit~ well and clotqe them quite 
well. We take care . of th~m very_ well, 
GOmpared with -the conditions which 
prevail in other countries. I think that 
is the attraction. I am only citing the 
position of the committee. and a few 
views of my own. If the Senate wishes 
to settle the qN.estion, it is perfectly 
agreeable with me. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. The period of service 

would be 5 long years. It is no easy 
thing to leave one's home, his place of 
nativity, his loved _ones, his friends , and 
his family, and go far beyond the sea to 
a strange country where a strange lan­
guage is spoken. I believe that the pe­
riod of service would be 5 very long years. 
The s-tatement that it would be 5 short 
years is a ·mere assertion. It is not the 
statement of a fact. Those men would 
pay a high price for citizenship; and, 
having paid that price, they would be 
worthy of our consideration. 

I ren~w my plea .that the Chairman of 
the committee take the amendment to 
conference in the hope that the House 
will agree. · 

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

Mr. LODGE. . I yield. 
Mr. LUCA$. I should like . t_o Qro­

pound one or two inquiries regarding this 



1948 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-- SENA.TE 
amendment. A few· moments ago the 
able Senator discussed what the Army 
wanted in respect to modification of the 
amendment. My question is whether 
the Chief of Staff and the Secretary of 
the Army favor this amendment. · 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator en­
tered the Chamber, I said the Army has 
favored it. The Army wrote a . letter 
favoring it. Then . the matter went to · 
the State Department, because of the 
diplomatic aspects. In the State De· 
partment it got one of the wrong levels 
where these matters are not understood, 
and eventually an unfavorable report 
came from the State Department. 
Thereupon, the Army withdrew its letter. 
Then Secretary Marshall said, when the 
matter finally reached him, that he 
thought the proposal was worthy of seri· 
ous study. 
·. So, to answer the question specifically, 
several months ago the Army approved 
the amendment. The Army did ·not 
withdraw its approval because of mili· 
tary reasons, but it withdrew its ap­
i:>roval·because of State Department ob­
jection. Later, the Army approved it 
again. We have three or four letters 
on it, 1 , 

Mr. LUCAS. I understand that · the ­
proposal is that if any such soldiers are 
taken into · the service of the United 
States, the arrangement will have to be 
satisfactory to the countries in which 
the soldiers retain their citizenship. 
. Mr. LODGE. It could be done only as 
a result of a · treaty or agreement w~th 
those foreign countries. · 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I wish to 
say, before concluding, that it seems. to 
me this amendment is highly meritorious. 
Like the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS], I sincerely hope -the amend· 
ment may be taken to conference; where 
serious study cari be given with a view 
to attempting to incoroorate in the bill 
something along the line of the amend· 
ment the Senator from Ma:ssachusetts 
has suggested. 

M:r. LODGE. I am v'ery much obliged 
to the Senator from Illinois for what he 
has said, and I am also much obliged 
to the Senator from Maryland for the 
dramatic Way in which he h:as expressed 
the difference between a young man 
joining our Army for 5· years and a nor· · 
mal immigrant. 

Mr. President, this project requires 
-some imagination. If one takes a rou­
tine, dry-as-dust view of this proposal, 
it may appear a little frighteni_ng. But 
how else are we to · obtain soldiers who 
speak various languages, soldiers who 
will be so utterly vital to us? 

Mr. President, I predict that if this 
proposal becomes law, both the Navy and 
the Air Force, . if trouble ever begins 
again, will be looking for. some of these 
young foreign officers because of their 
linguistic accomplishments; and in case. 
of conflict, both the Navy and the Air 
Force will need them as much as the 
Army will. ·· 
· Mr. LUCAS . . Mr: President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

Mr. LODGE . . I yield. 
Mr; LUCAS. In the event that any of 

these sol<;liers, after having · served 5 
years in our armed forces, desired to re-

turn to their ·native land-perhaps con··. 
ditions might be such at the end of 5 
years that they would not wish to stay in 
the United States, but would wish to re­
turn to the country of their birth-! un· 
dertake to say that after 5 years of expe. 
rience with an American Army, no finer 
education could be obtained by them for 
the purpose of spreading the demoGratic 
way of life in the country from which 
they originally come. It seems to me 

· that would be a wonderful way to help 
thousands of men learn the democratic 
way of life-men who perhaps would 
wish. to 'return ·to their own soil, rather 
than t'o establish themselves in the 

· United States. 
Mr. LODGE. That is a novel point, 

and I think it is wort)?ly of consideration. 
Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the · 

Senator yield? 
Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. CAIN. The junior Senator from 

Washington would like to meke a fur­
ther observation in support of · the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Among other things, in 
these troubled days we ·are looking· for 
the very best Army \Te can get. We are 
not looking · for anything short of the 
best. During the war, and in company 
with many other American soldiers, I 
saw quite a good deal :of what were 
known as the American-Japanese sol­
diers, commonly called Nisei. I know of 
no single instance' in which there was a 
detrimental mark against the record of 
any Nisei unit as it served during the 
whole of the last war in the American 
Army, and I think those men achieved 
that completely meritorious record . be· 
cause of their appreciation of the oppor­
tunities this country gave them and their 
respect for the obligations this . country 
imposes upon them. , · 

Therefore, because their appreciation 
would be comparable, it is my most con­
sidered opinion that if we were so for­
tunate as to carefully select 25,000 of 
the young men of the nations referred to 
by implication in the amendment, we 
would have at our disposal and disposi­
tion a corps of men who would turn out 
to be among the finest defenders of our 
faith that America has ever known. · 

Admittedly this is an experiment;. but 
in these days, when, as the Senator has 
so well stated, we need the application of 
imagination, I . think it is more likely 
that we would make-aye-a thousand 
mistakes in other directions before we 
would make a mistake by giving these 
young men an opportunity ~o work for 
and through this country. 
- I say to the Senator from Massachu­

setts that we live in a day when, at this 
time, we engage, not in a war of bullets, 
not iri a war of gas, not in bacterio­
logical warfi:tre, but in a war of ideals 
and ideas. In support of the sugges­
tion, made both by inference and also 
in .positive form by the Senator from 
Illinois, I judge that if we took 25,000 
of the progressive, imaginative, uncynical 
young men of Europe and trained them 
in our ways, either as soldiers wearing 
our uniform or as citizens of this coun­
try, ·eventually to be returned to the 
land of their birth, that group of 25,000 
would do more to sell America and our 

ideals to others than could be done by 
all the billions of dollars the Congress 
has voted in the last 18 months. Dur­
ing the time I have been in the Senate, 
I can think of few things so .vitally im· 
portant and deserving of support as the 
proposition advanced by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

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

Mr; LODGE. I . yield. 
, Mr. HAWKES. I have not been in 

the Chamber during all the discussion 
of the Senator's amendment. I wish to 
ask what would be done, under the 
amendment, in the case of the wife and 
children of such aliens who would be 
taken into the Army, and thereafter 
would become citizens of the United 
States? As the law now stands, a 
naturalized citizen has a right to bring 
his entire family into the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. The· present naturaliza­
tion law would apply in such cases, just 
as_ in all similar ·cases today. No special 
arrangement would be made for them. 
, Mr. HAWKES. In other words, the 
families' of such persons would enter the 
United States under the quotas for the 
respective . countries from which the 
aliens have come; is that correct? 

Mr. LODGE. The families would 
enter the United States just as happens 
today in the case of families of natural· 
ized citizens. The amendment makes 
no change at all in that respect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the modified 
amendment of the Senator from Massa­
chusetts. 
. Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. LODGE. · I yield to th~ Senator 

from California. . 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I have been iii the 

Appropriations Committee during the 
morning, and I have mi(5sed considerable 
of the debate in the Senate Chamber. I 
wish to say to the Senator from Massa­
chusetts that I believe his amendment 
has a great deal of merit, and I am in· 
clined · to vote for it. I came in at a' 
point when the Senator was saying, in 
answer to a question, that it would be 
necessary to obtain the approval, by 
agreement or otherwise; of the govern­
ments iri Europe before such · persons 
could enter our forces. 

I should like to ask this question: What 
about the situation of some Baits whose 
country has been taken over by Russia 
by a unilateral decision by Russia? 
Those Baits have no government exist· 
ing in their own country, although there 
may be a government in exile, some­
where. The same situation may apply 
to the Poles, who feel that they cannot 
go back to Poland, and yet they fought 
very well for the allied cause during the 
wa~ · 

Mr. LODGE. I may say to my friend 
from California that I made· a rather 
complete statement on that point. I 
think a very large proportion of the 
men would come from the displaced per­
sons. Of course• no approval from any 
foreig_n government would be necessary 
for such men. If it were desired to get 
enlistees from England or France or 
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Italy, or other countii'es with a · consti­
tuted government, in that case arrange­
ment woUld have to be made with that 
country. But I believe as a practical 
matter the Polish and Baltic people and 
other displaced persons would supply a 
very large number of men. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I was at the same 

meeting on appropriations the Senator 
from California has been attending. I 
should like to ask what nationals would 
be entitled to membership in the pro­
posed unit? For -example, would there 
be a German quota? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no immigration 
quota required at all. · 

Mr. WHERRY. Are people of German 
extraction eligible? 

Mr. LODGE. As I said in my opening 
statement, anti-Nazi Germans of course 
would be eligible, and I think the Army 
would get quite a number of them. · 

Mr. WHERRY. Would people beyond 
the Curzon line, who are of German 
ethnic origin, also be eligible; if they 
were anti-Nazi? 

Mr. LODGE. That would be entirely 
within the discretion of the Army. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the Sen­
ator just a.uswered the Senator from Ne­
braska that anti-Nazi Germany would be 
eligible. The Senator's amendment does 
not read that way. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 
Mr. GURNEY. It refers to aliens of 

all nationalities. 
Mr. LODGE. To aliens, that is correct. 
Mr. GURNEY. It would include not 

only anti-Nazis but all Germans~ 
Mr~ LODGE. It woUld include any­

body. 
Mr. GURNEY. I have no particular -

objection. to that. 
Mt. LODGE. The Army could enlist 

anybody it wanted to. 
Mr. WHERRY. The point I want to 

make is, I want them to be made eligible. 
Mr. LODGE. They are eligible. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield?. 
Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 

from Florida. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I want to ask the dis­

tinguished Senator, What was .Q.is rea­
son for retaining in his amendment, over 
the objection, as I understood from the 
remarks a few moments ago, by the dis­
tinguished Senator from New York, the 
words "for service outside of the con­
tinental United States, its Territories and 
possessions"? 

Mr. LODGE. Let me reply to the Sen­
ator from Florida by saying that while 
he was out of the Chamber I modified the 
language so as to add, after the word 
"possessions", a comma and the follow­
ing: "Provided, however, That enlistees 
may serve within the United States, its 
Territories and possessions, for a train­
ing period not to exceed in an aggregate 
of ·6 months." That means that they 
could be brought over here for a train­
ing period and would then serve in Alr.s­
ka, the Caribbean and the Far East, be­
cause that is the plan, that is the desire 
of the Army as to where they want to 

use them. I also felt it might cause some 
anxiety if they could come here and then 
be stationed at Army posts all over the 
country. I think they could become 
Americanized very much quicker if they 
were overseas with American boys. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I was 
in the Chamber when the amendment 
the Senator has just mentioned was 
placed in his amendment, but I still find 
in his amendment the words :which to 
me are objectionable, "for service out­
side of the continental United States, 
its territories and possessions, and which 
under the rewording of the amendment 
still make it very clear that this provi­
sion is designed to secure some alien 
soldiers who, after a brief period of train­
ing here, will then necessarily be used in 
service outside the United States. 

I may say to the able Senator I ques.: 
tion the wisdom of that provision very 
greatly because I think it is fundamental 
to the American viewpoint t,oward mili­
tary service and military affairs to dis­
trust the idea of the use of mercenaries 
or hired troops. I think that this atti­
tude is so fundamental to the view­
point of our American people and so 
firmly established in all the pages of our 
history that it would discredit very 
largely the effort, the very fine effort, 
which the Senator is making: 

I call to the attention of the Senator, 
and I suspect that his recollection of 
his own boyhood days in the study of 
history has already brought the memory 
back, that there is perhaps no one page 
in our history of the Revolutionary War 
which has caused more concern and 
more continuous feeling on the part of 
Americans toward the tactics that were 
employed by Great Britain at that time 
than the employment of mercenaries. 

I recall that the feeling on that point 
was so strong that in the Declaration 
of Independence, among various recitals 
which were cataloged by the. able pen 
of Thomas Je1ferson as reasons to show 
that in fact "the history of the .present 
King of Great Britain," as he referred 
to the then King, "is a history of repeated 
injuries and usurpations,'' was the re­
cital, "He is at this time transporting 
large armies of foreign mercenaries to 
complete the works of death,'' and so 
forth. 

I think the conviction is deeply rooted 
in the United States to disapprove the 
idea of the use of mercenaries. I call 
the attention of the able Senator to the 
fact that he is here giving a weapon 
to those who are interested in impugn­
ing by propaganda every motive of ours, 
no matter how good. He is giving them 
a weapon which will surely be used, if· 
he keeps in his amendment . these words 
which mark the aliens for preferred and 
exclusive service, not in America, but on 
foreign shores. · 

I call further to the attention of the 
distinguished Senator the fact that in: 
my judgment he is making a departure 
from something that has been found to 
be very sound policy in the history of 
our Army: The first unit to which the 
junior Senator from Florida was assigned 
as an officer in World-War I was a little 
coast artillery battery serving at Key 

West. Two of the very firiest soldiers 
in· that outfit were Irish sergeants, both 
of whoni had served with the Lancers in 
the British Army during the Boer ·war. 
They had come to America, they had 
enlisted in our Army, and had gone up 
step by step. One of them still lives at 
Key West. He is one of our honored citi­
zens -there now, retired from the Army, 
of course, and long ago having become 
an American citizen. 

For years, under this provision, we at­
tracted many men who could qualify 
otherwise to come into our Army, and 
then gave them under our laws preferred 
standing in their applications of citizen­
ship, after they had served, I believe, 
3 years with our armed forces. 

I call attention of the Senator to the 
fact that in my judgment he is not only 
giving a weapon to those who will strike 
at the worthiness of the very fine mo·­
tives which are animating him, but he 
is also departing unnecessarily from 
what I think has been found to be very 
excellent policy in connection with in­
viting enlistment by fine aliens into our 
armed forces. 

So I am hoping the distinguished Sen­
ator will see fit to strike the words, "fot 
service outside of the continental United 
States~ its Territories and possessions," 
because otherwise it seems to me he puts 
himself in the position not only of chang­
ing the fine and well-established prin­
ciple of inviting elistments from good 
men among the aliens, but he also puts 
himself in the position <-f marking the 
enlistees as fit only to be with us for a 
brief period of training and then as re­
quired to go to foreign soil for service, 
where very certainly they will be charged 
with being mercenal'ies, and, though we 
are now the outspoken advocate of de­
mocracy in all the world and so regarded, 
we sl1aJ1. be charged, ~t seems to me with 
some justice, with ~aving ~ done exactly 
the thing to which we objected so seri­
ously on the part of Great Britain when 
she sent the Hessian mercenaries over 
here during the Revolution. 

I am hoping that the Senator will, for 
those reasons, if they appeal to him, de­
lete those words, which would leave the 
matter purely and simply on the basis 
of authorizing the enlistment of 25,000 
men from among qualified aliens not less 
than 18 years of age or more than 35 
years of age, for an enlistment period 
of not less than 5 years. I believe that 
would accomplish the Senator's purpose. 
I believe it woUld guard the proposal 
against very powerful objections which 
will be addressed against it on this side 
of the water by American citizens who 
do not like mercenaries, and also pro­
tect it against criticism by people on the 
other side of the water who are anxious 
to criticize everything we do. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I will 
state why the language is in the amend­
ment, so that the other Members of the 
Seriate may se·e whether it is in for a· 
good reason. Let me say, first, that we 
wm have our motives questioned, no 
matter what we do: If we do not do any­
thing, we will have our motives ques­
tioned. I do not believe we have to worry 
very much about that. We must try to 
make up .. mr minds as to what is right, 
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do it, and then let events decide whether 
we were right. 

I put this language in the amendment· 
because I know where the Army would 
want to use these men. It is a very hard 
thing to take young Americans out of 
America in time of peace and send them 
to Korea. It has a very depressing ef­
fect. It is not · that they cannot "stand 
the gaff" physically; it is not a reflection 
on their courage; but we have such 
a wonderful country that our people do 
not like to leave it. In the old world, 
where there are famine, disease, the 
ravages of war, and other bad conditions, 
a young man goes overseas with a great ' 
deal of enthusiasm. If a young German 
or a young Pole were accepted and sent 
to Korea in the United States Army, their 
morale would be high. It would not be at 
all the serious thing for them that it 
would be for an American soldier. 

So the amendment accomplishes two 
tpings. It relieves us of the need of im­
posing service 011 our own young men 
which they find extremely disagreeable; 
it enables young aliens to render service 
which is not disagreeable to them at all, 
and it sets up the whole thing on a basis 
of mutuality, which is the only successful 
basis. They get citizenship, which is 
something we give them, and they render 
us a useful and unique service which we 
cannot do as well for ourselves. These 
men are no more to be compared with 
the Hessians than black is to be com­
pared with white. There will be only 
25,000 of them. That is less than 7 per­
cent. They will be sprinkled through the 
Army. If anyone can say that that 
makes Hessians out of them, he is capa­
ble of saying anything. They will not be 
drafted, anyway. 

Those are my reasons for the language. 
Maybe my statement does not convince 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. President, I ask for a vote on my 
amendment. · 
Mr~ HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ap­

preciate the answer of the Senator. I 
want to call his attention, in closing this 
feature of the debate, to the fact that 
everything he has said with reference to 
the desirability of using these enlistees 
in foreign service is c~pable · of being 
wholly fulfilled if he accepts the amend­
ment which I have suggested, because if 
it be true that the Army wants to use 
such alien enlistees primarily for service 
on foreign soil, it certainly may so use 
them, because the Senator will remember 
the old saying, "He's in the Army now," 
which will apply to each soldier covered 
by this amendment and he will be 'Used 
wherever the Army wishes to use him. 

I respectfully call the Senator's atten­
tion to the fact that the retention of 
these words subjects his amendment to 
criticism on this side· of the -water, and 
to what is more serious, misunderstand­
ing and rr.isrepresentation ·on the other 
side ·of the water. If the very thing he 
v·ishes to do can Le done with complete 
ense and assurance, without including 
the questionable words, what, then, is th~ 
wisdom of in:;isting upon their inclusion? 

I again express the hope that the dis­
tinguished senator will see fit to amend 
section 2 so as to end it after the · words 
"5 years", and strike out the reference to 

compulsory service outside the conti­
nental United States, its· Territories and 
possessions. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this is an 
experiment. It is one that appeals to a 
person's imagination. I think we would 
arouse a good deal of apprehension it 
the language were not in the amendment. 
I have told the SeP-ator why it is in, but I 
have not convinced him. But there it is. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. IVES. Mr. President, as the one 

who first proposed eliminating the words 
to which the Senator from Florida points 
at the present time, I would say that it 
seems to me that the Senator from Mas: 
sachusetts has given very good reasons 
why, in the present instance, it is just as 
well to leave the amendment as it is. 
That is why, after proposing the deletion 
of the words in question, I yielded to him, 
and he left in the phraseology which now 
stands in the amendment as a part of the 
modification. Therefore, it seems to me, 
under those circumstances it would be 
well to let the amendment rest as it is, 
modified as it is, and try to adopt it if 
we can. 

Mr. TYDING~. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to add to the debate except to 
make one statement, namely, whether 
the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Florida is adopted, or whether the 
original language remains, the amend­
ment will be wide open in conference, and 
if it be desirable to change it there, after 
consulting with the Army authorities, 
either version can then be agreed upon 
by the conferees. So we are not pass­
ing final legislation at this stage of the 
game, and we should act with that in 
mind. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAIN 
in the chair) . The question ts on agree­
ing. to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE], as modified, adding a new sub­
s'ection on page 3, line 22, of the bill. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
. Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I make the 
point of order of no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. -

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Baldwin 
Ball 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Gurney 
Hawkes 
Hayden 

IDckenlooper O'Mahoney 
Hlll Pepper 
Hoey Revercomb 
Holland Robertson, Va. 
Ives Robertson, Wyo. 
Johnson, Colo. Russell . 
Kern · Smith 
Kilgore Sparkman 
Knowland Stennis 
Langer Stewart 
Lodge Taft 
Lucas Thomas, Okla. 
McCarthy Thomas, Utah 
McCleilan Thye 
McGrath Tydings 
McKellar Umstead 
Malone Vandenberg 
Martin Watkins 
Maybank Wherry 
Millikin White 
Moore Wiley 
Morse Williams 
Murray Wilson 
Myers Young 
O'Conor 
O'Daniel 

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

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, during 
the call of the roll I had opportunity to 
confer with some Members of the Senate 
regarding the provisions of the first sec­
tion of the amendment. I now realize 
that it perhaps is better to leave the 
matter · in the discretion of the Army. 
Therefore, I have modified the amend­
ment by putting a period after the word 
"years", on line 7, and striking out the 
remainder of the sentence, so that as 
modified the amendment will read: 

The Secretary of the Army, under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, is author­
ized until June 30, 1950, to accept original 
enlistments in the Regular Army not to ex­
ceed 25,000 in number from among qualified 
aliens not less than 18 years of age nor more 
than 35 years of age for an enlistment 
period of not less than 5 years. 

The remainder of the amendment is 
as printed. I ask for a vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ­
amendment of the Senator from Massa-

. chusetts has been modified as he ·has 
sugcested. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment, as modified. 

Mr. BYRD. L ask for the yeas and 
nays. This is a very important amend­
ment. I shall have to ask for another 
quorum call if the Senator from Massa­
chusetts is not wil ing to have a yea and 
nay vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not 
think a yea and nay vote is necessary, 
but if the Senator from Virginia desires 
to have one, it is satisfactory to me. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. May the amend­

ment again be stated? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the 

information of the Senate, the clerk will 
state the amendment as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 22, 
it is proposed that a new subsection be 
added, as follows: 

SEc. 2. (b) (1) The Secretary of the Army, 
under such regulations as he may prescribe, 
is authorized until June 30, 1950, to accept 
original enlistm_ents in the Regular Army 
not to exceed 25,000 in number from among 
qualified aliens not leSs than 18 years of 
age nor more than 35 years of age for an 
enlistment period of not less than 5 years. 

(2) Provisions of law prohihiting the pay­
ment of any person not a citizen of the 
United States .shall neither_ apply to aliens 
who enlist in the Regular Army under the 
provisions of section 2 (b) (1) of this .act nor 
to their dependents and beneficiaries. 

(3) So much of section 2 of the act ap­
proved August 1, 1894 (28 Stat. ch. 17l), 216; 
10 U.S. C. 625), as amended, as reads"; and 
in time of peace no person (except an Indian) 
:who is not a citizen of the United States, 
or who has not made legal declaration of 
his intention to become .a citizen of the 
United States, shall be enlisted for the first 
enlistment in the Army" is hereby suspended 
until June 30, 1950. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yea,s 
and nays have been ordered. The clerk 
will r-all the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. WHITE. My colleague [Mr. BREW­

STER] is unavoidably detained from the 
Senate. He has authorized me to say 
that if he were . present he would vote 
"yea" O.tl this amendment. 
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Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER], the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. BusH­
FIELD], and the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. JENNER] are nec.essarily ·abs~nt. If · 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. JENNER] would vote "~·ea." 

The junior Senator from New Hamp­
shire [Mr. TOBEY] and the senior Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] are 
absent on official business. If present 
and voting, the senior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] would vote 
"yea." 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR­
SHAKl, the Senator froin Kansas [Mr. 
REED], and the Senator from Massachu­
setts [Mr. SALTONSTALL] are detained on 
official committee .business. 

Mr. LUCAS. I announce that ~he Sen­
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND], 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. TAY· 
LOR] are absent on public business. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
JoHNSTON] and the Senator from Con­
nect.icut [Mr. McMAHoN] are absent on 
official business. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HATCH] and the Senator from Washing­
ton [Mr. MAGNUSON] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. · 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DowNEY], the Senato from Nevada [Mr. 
McCAimAN], and the Senator from New 
York · [Mr. WAGNER] are necessarily 
absent. · 

I announce further that, if present and 
voting, the Senator from Connecticut 
IMr. McMAHON] would vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 43, 
miys 33, as follows: 

Aiken 
Baldwin 
Ball 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Cain 
Capehart 
Capper 
Ecton 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 

Byrd 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cooper 
Cordon · 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Green 
Gurney 
Hawkes 
Hickenlooper 

Barkley 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Bushfield 
Donnell 
Downey 

YEAs-43 
Hayden 
Holland 
Ives 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
Know land 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarthy 
Martin 
Millikin 
Moore 
Morse 
Murray 
Myers 

NAY6-33 

O'Conor 
O'Maboney 
Revercomb 
Smith 
Ta!t 
Thye 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Watkins. 
Wherry 
White 
Wiley 
Young 

H111 Robertson, Va. 
Hoey Robertson, Wyo. 
Kern Russell 
Langer Sparkman 
McClellan Stennis · 
McGrath Stewart 
McKellar Thomas, Okla. 
Malone Thomas, Utah 
Maybank Umstead 
O'Daniel W1lliams 
Pepper Wilson 

NOT VOTING-20 
Dworshak 
Hatch 
Jenner 
Johnston, S.C. 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McMahon 

Magnuson 
Reed 
Saltonstall 
Taylor 
Tobey 
Wagner 

So Mr. LODGE'S amendment, as modi• . 
fied~ was agreed to. · · 

MESSAGE FROM THE HQUSE 
A message from the House of· Repre­

sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 

House had passed, withol.!t amendment, 
the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 153. An act a'\,lthorizing the .secretary 
of the Army to have prepared a replica of 
the Dade Monument for presentation to the 
State of Florida; 

S. 424. An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
the United States District court for the dis­
trict of Nebraska to hear, determine, and 
render judgment upon the claims of John 
J. Higgins, and others; . 

S. 692. An act to authorize a mileage al­
lowance of 7 cents for United States mar­
shals and their deputies for travel on official 
business; · / 

S. 873 .. An act for the relief of Warren H. 
McKenney; 

s. 1062 . . An act for the relief of Mrs. Chris­
tine West and Mrs: Jesse West; 

S. 1214. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to provide for the training of officers 
for the naval. service, and for other pur­
poses," . approved August 13, 1946, as 
amended·; . . 

S. 1249. An act authorizing additional re­
search and investigation into problems a:qd 
methods relating to the eradication of cattle 
grubs, and for other purposes; 
· · S. 1265. An act to amend sections 1301 and 
1303 ~ the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, relating . to llab111ty for causing 
death by wrongful act; · 

S. 1470. An ' act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to make. provision for the care and 
treatment of members of the National Guard, 
orga':riized reserves, Reserve Officers' Train­
i:ng Corps, and .Citizens' Military Training 
Camps who are injured or contr.act diseases 
while engaged in military training, and tor 
other purposes," approved June 15', 1936, as 
amended, &nd for other purposes;-. 

S. 1493. An act to amend section 19 of the 
Veterans' Preference Act of June 27, 1944 
(58 Stat. 387), and for other purposes; _.. 

S. 1504. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An Act for the confirmation of the title 
to the Saline lands in Jackson County, State 
of lllinois, to -D. H. Brush, and others," ap­
proved March 2, 1861 (12 Stat. 891), as 
amended by the act of November 29, 1944 
(58 Stat. 1036); · 

S. 1520. An act to amend section 3 of the 
-act of August 24, 1912 (37 Stat. 554), as 
amended, so as to provide reimbursement to 
the Post Office Department by the Navy De­
partment for shortages in postal accounts 
occurring while commissioned officers of the 
Navy and Marine Corps a:J;"e desi~roated cus­
todians of postal effects; 

· S. 1551. An act to . authorize the Secretary 
of .the Navy to sell to Anthony P. M11ler, Inc., 
a parcel of unimproved land adjacent to the 
Anchorage housing project at Middletown, 
R.I.; 

S. 1573. An act for the relief of Marcella 
Kosterman; 

S. 1703. An act for · the relief of Lorraine 
Burns Mullen; 

S. 1783. An act to provide for retention in 
the service of certain disabled Army and Air 
Force personnel, and for other purposes; 

S.1790. An act to amend the act of Con­
gress entitled "An act to credit certain serv­
ice performed by members of the· Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and . Geo .. 
detic Survey, and Public Health Servlce prior 
to reaching 18 years of age for the purpose of 
computing longevity pay, or for other pay 
purposes," approved March 6, 1946; - · 

S. 1791. An act to transfer certain lands at 
Camp Phillips, Kans., to the Department of 
the Army; 

S. 1795. An act to repeal section 1 of the 
act of April 20, 1874, prescribing regulations 
governing inquiries to be made in connection 
with disbursements made by disbursing om.:. 
cers. of the J\rmy (18 Stat. 33; 10 U. S. C. · 
174); 

S. 183~. An act for the relief of ·Harry 
Daniels; 

S. 1861. An act te amend the act entitled 
"An act to reclassify the salaries of post­
masters, officers, and employees of the post_al 
service; to establish ~niform procedures for 
computing compensation; and for other pur­
poses," approved July 6, 1945, so as to provide 
promotions for temporary employees of the 
custodial service; 

S. 1925. An act to convey certain land to 
the city of Pierre, S. Dak.; 

s. 1933. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to convey certain lands in the 

' state of Montana to School District 55, 
Roosevelt County, Mont.; 

s. 2137. An act to provide for the protec­
~tion of potato 1;\nd tomato production from 
the golden nematode, and · for other pur­
poses; 

S. 2288. An act to amend the Lanham Act 
so as to permit the sale of certain permanent 
war hpusing thereunder to veterans at a 
purchase price · not in excess of the cost of 
construction; · 

S. 2406. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to provide for the recording and 
releasing of liens by entries on certificates 
of title for motor vehicles and trailers, and 
for other purposes", approved July 2, 1940, 
as amended; · 

S. 2454; An act to amend the Civil Aero­
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, to make 
further_ provision for the recording of title 
to, interests · in, and encumbrances upon 
certain aircraft, and for other purposes; 

S. 2455. An act to amend the Civil Aero­
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, by limiting 
the liability of certain persons not in pos­
session of aircraft; 

s. 2456. An act to provide .safety in avia­
tion and to direct a study of the causes and 
characteristics of thunderstorms and other 
atmospheric disturbances; 

S. 2479. An act providing for the suspen­
sion ·of annual assessment work on mining 
claims held by location in the United States; 

S. 2496. An act to provide for the convey­
ance to Pinellas County, State of Florida, of 
certain public lands herein described; 

S. 2553. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to convey to the Mystic River 
Bridge Authority, an instrumentality of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, an ease­
ment for the construction .and operation of 
bridge approaches over and across lands 
comprising a part of the United States ~aval 
Hospital, Chelsea, Mass.; · · 

S. 2592. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and 
the Secretary of the Air Force to return cer­
tain lands situated in Puerto Rico, in ac­
cordance with the ter~ of the conveyances 
to the United StQ.tes Government, and final 
judgments in certain condemnation pro­
ceedings; 

S. 2593. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to convey to the Commonwealth 
of Virginia a right-of-way for p~blic-high­
way purposes in certain lands at Pungo, Va.; 
and · 

S. 2643. An act to ·amend the act entitled 
"An· act to establish a lien for moneys due 
hospttals for services rendered in cases caused 
by negligence or fault of others and provid­
ing for the recording and enforcing of such 
liens," approv~d Jt,me 30, 1939. 

The message also· announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to each of the following bills 
of the House: l 

H. R. 3628. An act to revise the methOd of 
issuing patents for public lands; and 

H. R. 5065. An act to· amend section 1700 
(a) . (1) of the Internall-tevenue Code so as to 
exempt hospitalized servicemen and veterans 
from-the admissions tax when adm1tted free, 

'rhe messa,ge further announced that 
the HoUse had agreed to the report of 
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the committee of conference on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the joint res­
olution (8. J. Res. 98) providing for mem­
bership and participation by the United 
States in the World Health Organiza­
tion and · authorizing an appropriation 
therefor. _ 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill -(H. R. 6430) 
making appropriations for the govern­
ment of the District of Columbia and 
other activities chargeable in whole or in 
part against the revenues of such District 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1949, 
and for other purposes; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. HORAN, Mr. STEFAN, 
Mr. CHURCH, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. ANDREWS 
of Alabama, Mr. BATES of Kentucky, and 
Mr. FOGARTY we_re appointed managers on 

. the part of the House at the conference. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the '-Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the enrolled bill (S. 1025) to provide for 
the construction of shore protective 
works at the town of Nome, Alaska; and 
it was signed by the President pro tem-
pore. · 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 

PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, June 8, 1948, he presented 
to the President of the United States the 
following enrolled bill and joint reso­
lution: 

S. 1025. An act to provide for the construc­
tion of shore protective works at the town of 
Nome, Alaska; and 

S. J. Res. 227. Joint resolution providing for 
appropriate observance of the two hundredth 
anniversary of the founding of Washington 
and Lee Unive•:sity. 

PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE­
INCREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCES 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <S. 2655J to provide for the 
common defense by increasing the 
strength of the armed forces of the 
United States, including the Reserve 
components thereof, and for other pur­
poses. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I offer 
the first of my four amendments for 
consideration at this time, the amend­
ment being the amendment lettered "F." 
This amendment deals with the proce­
dure for handling conscientious ob­
jectors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated for the in­
formation of the Senate. 

The CliiEF CLERK. On pages 26 and 
27, it is proposed to strike out, beginning 
with the word "religious" on page 26, 
line 12, to and including the word "direc­
tion" on page 27, line 1, and insert the 
following: 

A National Commission on Conscientious 
Objectors to be composed of three or more 
civilians to be appointed by the President 
shall prescribe the conditions under which 
persons claiming. exemption under this sub­
section shalL( a) be in.dncted into_ th,e atm~-:::~ 

forces, (b) be' assigned to .noncombatant 
services, (c) be assigned to special service 
of national importance with governmental 
or approved private agencies operating in 
the public good at home or abroad, or (d) 
be deferred. 

On pages 27 and 28, it is proposed to 
strike out •beginning with the word 
"upon", on page 27, line 5, up to and in­
cluding t~e word "forces", on page 28, 
line 17, and insert the following: · 

If such ·claim is not sustained by the ap­
propriate appear board, the person claiming 
exemption shall be entitled to an appeal 
to the National Commission on Conscientious 
Objectors. The said Commission after no­
tice and hearing shall, under such rules and 
regulations 'as it may prescribe, determine 
the validity and sincerity of such claim and 
whether· the person claiming exemption shall 
(a) be inducted into the armed' forces, (b) 
be assigned to noncombatant service, (c)' be 
assigned to special service of national im­
portance with governmental or approved pri­
vate agencies, operating 1n the public good 
at home or abroad, or (d) be deferred. The 
National Commission on Conscientious Ob· 
jectors shall have authority to establish such 
subordinate boards as may be necessary and 
prescribe, with the approval of the President, 
sueh rules and regulations as may· be neces-· 
sary for the administration of this section, 
including pay and dependency allowanc·~s. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I shall 
speak very briefly on this amendment. I 
invite the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that yesterday I discussed this par­
ticular amendment. My discussion will 
be found on· pages 7277 and 7279 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

By way· of recapitulation and reitera­
tion of what I said yesterday, I wish 
again to make it perfectly clear that I 
hold no brief for conscientious objectors. 
As I stated yesterday, I find it difficult to 
understand their point of view and their 
conviction that in time of war they 
should not bear arms in defense of .their 
country. However, under the Constitu­
tion of the United States conscientious 
objectors ho.iding their convictions on 
grounds of religious faith are entitled to 
protection from service in the armed 
forces, insofar as combat service is con­
cerned. 

We have in this country groups of de­
voted religionists who see in war service 
a confiict with their religious convictions. 
I have the hig]1.est respect for such deep 
religious convictions, although I do not 
share their particular religious belief in 
this respect. I point out to the Senate, 
for example, that in my opinion, no finer 
citizenry exists in this country than the 
Friends, or Quakers, as they are so fre­
quently called, many of whom hold con­
victions of conscientious objection inso­
far as military service is concerned. 

They have made a valuable contribu­
tion in the history of our country. In 
fact, the Constitution of the United 
States would not be what it is today, the 
greatest document of freedom in the 
world, were it not for the contributions 
of the Quakers in the constitutional con­
vention. Therefore I believe that in the 
pass·age of this bill we should be very 
careful to see to it that we are exceed­
ingly fair to the Friends and to other re­
ligionists who hold conscientious objec­
tions so. far as ~pilitary serNice is- con• 

cerned. We should see to it that the 
procedures which we adopt for the han­
dling of conscientious objectors also 
square with the constitutional guarantee 
which is theirs. 

As I indicated yesterday, I recognize 
the fact that there are those who seek to 
take advantage of the constitutional pro­
tection of religious freedom by alleging a 
conscientious objection to service in the 
military when, in fact, s~ch objection 
does not spring from religious conviction 
and faith. But I think it is possible_pro­
cedurally to separate those who are truly 
conscientious objectors from those who 
are malingering and who claim to have 
religious convictions which they in fact 
do not possess. I recognize that we must· 
watch out for those who may seek to 
escape a draft or military service under 
any guise they can adopt in order to free 
themselves from serving their country 
in the armed forces. · 

I feel that we should profit from the 
experitnces we had in. the last war in the 
handling of conscientious objectors. The 
record is perfectly clear that the true 
conscientious objector, the person who 
holds his convictions against military 
service out of deep religious faith, is a. 
p~rson of great courage. Conscientious 
objectors of this type have so demon­
strated over and over again, not only 
during the last war, but also in the pre­
ceding World War. The true conscien­
tious objector is no physical coward~ 
In the last war, for example, we had­
operating on a civilian assignmen~a 
group of conscientious objectors who 
functicned a.s paratroopers in connec­
tion with fighting forest fires in the 
United States. Some of them served in 
the great Pacific Northwest. Although 
their parachute jumps were made under 
circumstances · ~omewhat different from 
those attaching to parachute jumps 
made urider combat conditions, never­
thel~ss, I think each Member of the Sen­
ate will agree that anyone who para­
chutes from an airplane under any cir­
cumstances is anything but a physical 
coward. We also have had conscientious 
objectors serving in other capacities in 
which great physical danger to their 
bodies existed. Of course, I am speaking 
of the true conscientious objector who as 
a matter of religious faith cannot recon­
cile military service with hi.f religious 
convictions. 

In the last war we had much experi-
. ence with conscientious objectors; and 

yesterday I placed in the RECORD a re­
port of the Department of Justice on 
conscientious objectors, submitted by 
the then Attorney General of the United 
States, the Honorable Francis Biddle. It 
will be found that his report is printed on 
page 7278 Of the CONGRESSIONAL RECO}lD. 
At the beginning of the third column of 
that page it will be seen that the Attorney 
General informs us that a total of 11,295 
conscientious-objector · cases were re­
ferred to the Department of Justice from 
October 16, 1940, through June 30, 1944. 
and that on the latter date 561 cases were 
pending. 

The report further says: 
In the treatment of the conscientious-ob­

. jeetor problem. we have .pro_flt~,..._I pelieve-~ 
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from our experience in the last war. Never .. 
theless we have not met this problem-or, 
more accurately, this series of problems-­
with entire satisfaction, and it may be appro .. 
priate to take stock of the situation at this 
time. 

The present law made two important de· 
partures from the provisions of the 1917 act. 
That act had defined conscientious objectors 
narrowly to include only those who belonged 
to an established religious sect teaching op­
position to war, and it required such ob­
jectors to be inducted into the armed services 
for noncombatant duty. The difficulties 
thereby raised were so great that by. Executive 
Order in 1918 provision was made for de­
tached service for those inductees found by 
a special board to be sincere conscientious 
objectors to all forms of war. In the pres­
ent law, the requirement of membership in 
a pacifist religious group was eliminated, and 
separate classifications were established for 
those who wex:e objectors to combatant serv­
ice and those who were objectors to non­
combatant service as well. 

In this report the Attorney General 
discusses the experience they had in the 
handling of conscientious objectors. He 
closes the report with a paragraph which 
I think is highly significant to the Mem­
bers of the Senate in connection with a 
consideration . of the amendment now 
pending. This is what the then Attorney 
General said in his report on conscien­
tious objectors, based upon the experience 
they had with t~e procedure worked out 
during the .war; and I suggest that these 
words be marked careful}y, because I 
think they should be given great weight 
in determining our final vote on the 
amendment I have offered: · 

It is evident that many complexities have 
been encountered on both the legislative and 
administrative levels, and that while greater 
fiexibllity has been achieved than in the 
last war there is again presented an oppor­
tunity to profit from experience. In any 
further consideration of the selective-service 
legislation, or any further adoption of peace­
time military training, it will be necessary to 
weigh the administrative, psychological, and 
ethical problems of conscientious objection 
which have no-t; yet been fully solved. 

Mr. President, I emphasize this sen­
tence: 

The Congress may well consider the <;Iesir­
ability of meeting these complexities by 
establishing a board to deal especially with 
conscientious objectors, having final discre­
tion with respect to their proper individual 
classificati~ns as well as their prompt assign­
ment to suitable and useful work. 

It was because I was convinced that 
the Attorney General, on the basis of the 
experience set forth in his excellent re­
port, which I included in yesterday's 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, was entirely cor­
rect when he suggested that a separate 
board be set up to handle the conscien­
tious objector problem, that I proceeded 
to make a study of this matter. 

·I do not offer this amendment on be­
half of any organization. I offer it on 
behalf of myself. on the basis of my own 
study of this problem. It is true that 
many organizations endorse my amend­
ment; but I wish to make very clear that 
in . standing here . today advocating this 
amendment, I do not do so as the mouth· 
piece of any organization which may be 
seeking to have the amendment adopt .. 
ed, but I am advocating the amendment 
because I think that from the standpoint 

of both the principle and procedure pro .. 
posed 1n the amendment it is an exceed­
J.ngly sound one. 

I wish to make some statements in 
support of the amendment; but first, in 
order that the RECORD may be perfectly 
clear for future reference, it .will be not­
ed that I have provided for a national 
commission on conscientious objectors, 
to be composed of three or more civil­
ians. In that connection I emphasize 
the word "civilians." · 

In the second part of the amendment 
I provide for an appropriate appeal pro- . 
cedure, thus giving, to conscientious ob­
jectors what is so dearly· cherished in the 
United States, namely, the right to have 
an appeal in case they feel that the so­
called lower commission has not dealt 
correctly with their case, I have provided 
for an appeal ptocedure which gives them 
the right to have a f}nal determination 
made, in keeping with the wise judicial 
process in this country of having the 
rights of the individual subject, in case 
of litigation, to review on appeal. 

The. first point, a point wh1ch goes to 
the question of an important principle 
that I want to emphasize as strongly as 
I can. We are dealing here with a prob­
lem arising out of the Constitution of 
the United States itself. The problem 
has no connection whatever with mili­
tary jurisdiction. It is not a problem 
that invites the Military Establishment 
to exercise any control or jurisdictiqn 
over it whatever. It should be separat .. 
ed from the general draft procedure. 
The problem, if it is proper to charac­
terize any pr_oblem as a civilian prob­
lem, is clearly civilian in its .nature. It 
goes to the question of civilian rights un .. 
der the Constitution of the United States. 

I restate it this way: I am raising my 
voice .in a plea here today for something 
which is pretty dear in the American sys­
tem, namely, that the rights of the in· 
dividual, the civil rights of the individ­
ual, the civilian rights of the individual, 
shall be determined by civilian personnel 
and by procedure administered by civil­
ian personnel. The determination of 
the facts and the evidence inherent in 
the question as to whether or not Mr. X, 
to use a hypothetical person, is or is not 
a conscientious objector in the sense that 
the Constitution of the United States 
gives him religious freedom, should be 
determined not by men in the military or 
draft boards administering a military 
draft act, but by representatives· of a 
civilian board separate and distinct from 
a board. administering a military act. 
After all, ours is a civilian Government. 
I do not think it wise, I do not think it 
augurs well for the future, to ves~ in 
military personnel jurisdiction and power 
and right to pass judgment on whetht:r 
or not the facts dealing with my hypo .. 
thetical ·man, Mr. X, properly exempt 
him under the Constitution of the United 
States from military service. 

The second point I desire to stress is 
a very human one. I said yesterday in 
PlY few remarks on this amendment that 
we are dealing with a group of our peo· 
pie and our citizenry whom many of us 
cannot quite understand. They per· 
plex us so far as their convictions are . . 

concerned. We never have shared their 
religipus experience, we have .never 
shared the spiritual drive which has con­
ditioned them to form the conviction 
which causes them to say as a matter of 
religious scruple, "·Loving my country as 
I do, I love my God more, and I believe 
that, as a matter of religious faith, I 
would not be true to my God if I fought 
my fellow men in war." We do not un­
derstand that type of religious convic­
tion Mr. President. Those of us who do 
not share the point of view of the true, 
sincere conscientious objector feel-and 
I think I state it rather acc-qrately when 
I put it in this way-that, after all, as 
to temporal matters, as to those things 
which affect our civilian duties, we have 
a patriotic obligation to serve our coun­
try in time of war, even by means of 
taking human life in order to protect the 
national security of our land, and we 
leave to our God questions of our con-
science. · 

But the fact that we cannot under­
stand and do not understand and fully 
appreciate the religious faith and the 
spiritual beliefs of the conscientious ob· 
jector's I think shoUld make us overcau­
tious and cause us to lean over backwards 
to make certain we deal with exceeding 
fairness with the conscientious objector. 
We should lllake very sure that we give to 
him all the protections to which he is 
entitled under the Constitution. 

One of those protections to my mind, 
is to have his case passed upon by a 
separate civilian board. It is a psycho­
logical proplem, too. The feelings of 
conscientious objectors involves a great 

-many psychological considerations. I 
have talked to many of them as I have 
worked on this amendment, and they 
have told me without a single exception 
that they do not feel that persons of their 
point of view can possibly be convinced 
that they will get the type of fair hearing 
to which they are entitled under·the laws 
of the land if their cases are to be passed 
upon by military personnel or by draft 
boards obligated to administer for the 
military this act. I do not share their 
distrust of the· military. I do not share 
their views that men in uniform will not 
render judicia1 judgment on the basis of 
the evidence and the facts presented to· 
them. But the fact that I feel that way 
in no way changes the psychology of the 
conscientious objectors. They look upon 
themselves as civilians; and they are, of 
course. They feel that they are standing 
for a civiliat;t right. They feel that, un­
der the Constitution, they are entitled to 
a procedure which brings their cases be­
fore a separate independent civilian com­
mission for consideration and final deter­
mination: 

It is difficult to read the report of the 
Department of Justice on the handling of 
conscientious objection problems dUring 
the war without realizing that, after that 
very valuable experience, the Attorney 
General himself came to the conclusion 
that the question of making provision for 
a civilian board should be given very 
careful consideration by the Senate 
when determining the Federal procedure 
designed to cover conscientious objec­
tors. I cannot read the sentence which 
appears in the Attorney General's repc rt 
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on page 7279 of the CONGRESSIONAL REC­
ORD with any other meaning, when he 
said: 

Congress may well consider the desir­
ab111ty of meeting these complexities by es­
tablishing a board to deal especially with 
conscientious objectors, having final discre­
tion with respect to their proper individual 
classifications as wen as their proper assign­
ment to suitable and useful work. 

One other point, Mr. President, and I 
shall be through with respect to this 
amendment. 

The Senate would find, if it talked to 
men in our Military Establishment, that 
they have no serious objection to this 
particular amendment. They have not 
sent to us any letters or messages endors­
ing the amendment-and I shall be very 
interested in hearing what the distin­
guished chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee, my good friend from South 
Dakota [Mr. GURNEY], has to say on the 
attitude of the armed services regarding 
my amendment-but, if I am correctly 
advised, the heads of the armed services 
have no strong objections to it. In fact, 
I think it is proper to say that most of 
them would tell Senators, off the record, 
that they would welcome being relieved 
of this very troublesome problem. It was 
a troublesome problem for them through­
out the war. As I said yesterday, many 
hours of local draft board time was con­
sumed in connection with conscientious 
objection problems. Some officers in the 
Pentagon Building found it constantly 
one of the troublesome issues on the do­
mestic front which confronted them 
throughout the war. I think, Mr. Presi­
dent, particularly in a peacetime draft­
although I would propose the same 
amendment for a wartime draft-con­
scientious objectors should be relieved 
from the jurisdiction of the military and 
the draft boards functioning under this 
act. Note, Mr. President, the statement 
I am about to read. It was very inter­
esting to me when I read the Attorney 
General's report to find the amount of 
labor that went into the consider~ttfon of 
the cases of conscientious· objectors by. 
the personnel required to handle the 
question. He says, for example, in his 
report: 

On July 1, 1943, 2,094 such cases were 
pending in the department, and 2,111 new 
cases were received during the year. A total 
of 3,644 cases were dispo· ed of either by 
formal recommendation or by return for 
such reasons as lack of jurisdicti.on, with­
drawal of claim, or administrat!ve irregu­
larity. 

He also says in the report that they 
had working on the problem 131 hearing 
officers, devoted to the task of hearing 
cases of conscientious objectors and 
passing final judgment upon them .. We 
need a simplication of the procedure that 
was used during the war. My amend­
ment will provide it in accordance with 
the report of the Department of Justice. 

Before taking my seat, Mr. President, 
I want to say that I was greatly aided 
in the preparation of this amendment 
by ~:t study of the British system of han­
dling conscientious objectors. Of course, 
the concepts of religious freedom are as 
dear to the British as they are to Amer­
icans." It will be found that under the 

British system they recognize the im­
portance of the civilian approach to a 
problem which, after all, certainly is 
not a military one. The procedure fol­
lowed in England and Canada in han­
dling conscientious objectors is similar to 
the procedure set out in my amendment. 

I shall ask for approval of my amend­
ment after I hear the Senator from South 
Dakota. I shall ask for a record vote 
on this particular amendment, and I 
trust that my colleagues will give me 
the courtesy, of such a vote. 

In summary, I think there is involved 
a very important constitutional prin­
ciple which ought to be handled on a 
civilian, rather than on a military, basis, 
In the second place, I . think from the 
psychological standpoint of the consci­
entious objector himself he is entitled to 
a civilian judgment upon his case .and 
not a judgment by the military man or 
draft boards which handle all types of 
draft cases. Thirdly, I think the form 
and the procedure of my amendment will 
do the job in a very commendable and 
efficient fashion. Therefore I offer the 
amendment to· the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Mc­
CLELLAN in the chair) . The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk ca1led the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Baldwin· 
Ball 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Capper 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 

Gurney 
Hawkes 
H!ckenlooper 
H1ll 
Hoey 
Holland 
Ives 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kern 
Kilgore 
Knowland 
Langer 
Lucas 
McCarthy 
McClellan 
McGrath 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Malone 
Martin 
May bank 
Millikin 
Moore 
Morse 
Murray 

Myers 
O'Conor 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson, Va. 
Robertson, Wyo. 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Smith 
Sparkman 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Utah 
Thye 
Tydings 
Umstead 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Wherry 
Wiley 
W1lliams 

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

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, tbe 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon provides for a change in the 
method of handling conscientious ob­
jectors under the Selective Service Act 
in force during World War II. It pro­
poses that a separate board or commis­
sion be set up to take care of the 
conscie_ntious-objector problem. It also 
provides, in the last line of the amend­
ment, that the Commission, with the 
approval of the President, may authorize 
"pay and dependency allowances." 

Our committee believes that the · way 
the conscientious objectors were taken 

care of during the war worked out very 
• well, generally, with the full approval of 
the country. The bill which is now 
pending follows the 1940 act, with very 
few technical amendments, worked out 
by those in Selective Service who had 
charge of the conscientious-objector 
problem during the war. 

The committee also recommended 
that in case a conscientious objector 
doing civilian work was disabled, or died 
during the work because of an accident, 
he should receive compensation similar 
to that provided for any other civil­
service employee, or his estate should be 
compensated accordingly. The com­
mittee recommends that that provision 
for death and disability be incorporated 
in the bill, and it is in the bill as pres­
ently before the Senate. As I said, it 
parallels very closely the 1940 act. 

Basically, the proposed amendment 
proposes fundamental changes in the 
treatment of conscientious objectors. In 
the first place, it would create a national 
commission. The commission would to 
a marked extent intervene in the func­
tions performed by the local boards. 
The Senate must understand that dur­
ing the war the local boards had almost 
full control over the question as to who · 
was a conscientious objector and w.ho 
was not. If a local board disapproved 
of a claim for exemption, the finding 
went to the State board, and there w.as 
the right of appeal to the national board. 
As Senators will remember, conscien-

. tious objectors who wanted to serve in 
noncombatant troops, such as medical­
aid men or corpsmen, were put in uni­
form but not given combat duties. I 
may say that they performed yeoman 
service. Those whose conscientious ob­
jections did not go to the point where 
they did not want to ,put on uniforms 
were given noncombatant work and 
came under military control, but were 
always kept out of combat. Those whose 
religious beliefs prevented them from 
engaging in combat work, or prevented 
them entirely from putting ori a uniform, 
were put into conscientious objectors' 
camps and, as will be remembered, per­
formed service in civilian hospitals, 
worked at farm labor, in parks, and so 
forth. But the local board first made 
the findings. 

The Commission which is 1-:·oposed to 
be created by tl:e amendment would also 
exercise a sort of dual responsibility with 
the armed forces with respect -:,o this 
class of registrants. Actuaily, as the bill 
is now written, conscientious objectors 
are treated very liberally and ver;· fairly. 
The contention that they are under the 
thumb of the military is not borne out, 
even by the most casual reading of the 
bill. The bill clearly states that con­
scientious objectors who refuse any type 
of service in uniform are to be assigned 
to work under civilian not military con-
trol. . 

The problem of dealing with conscien­
tious objectors is a most difficult one, 
and I can see no merit to a plan which, 
as its only recommendation, simply 
creates another commission superim­
posed on top of our already complicated 
administrative structure, to Pl'escribe 
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conditions of treatment for conscientious cal detail the act which was in effect 
objectors. · during the war. 

The second amendment 1n this pro- Actually, providing pay for these in-
-posal, which would strike out the major· dividuals imposes a hardship on them­
portions of pages 27 and 28, does not strange as that may seem. If they are 
seem to do anything reallY constructive paid by the Federal Government they 
tor the conscientious objectors. Here- can properly work only for the Federal 
tofore, the Department of Justice has ln- Government; they cannot work for pri­
vestigated appeals which the objectors vate individuals or institutions, because 
make from the local boards. The amend- in such an event the Federal Government 
ment places the duty upon the newly is in the obvious position of subsidizing 
.created commission. What we are after the individuals or institutions for ' whom 
really are the facts, and the Department the conscientious objector works. The 
of Justice has always shown itself per- net effect, therefore, is ' that the con­
fectJy capable of uncovering the facts. scientious objector cannot be assigned to 
A new commission for that purpose is not work in a civilian hospital, on a State 
necessary. reclamation program, or on privately 

The local selective ser-vice board, owned farms. Should he be assigned to 
which classifies these men, would have such work the Federal Government is 
no way in which to ascertain whether or subsidizing the program; and should the · 
not they were simply attempting . to hQspital .or the State or the individual 
evade service, rather than having a bona farmer pay him a salary, the conscien­
fide conscientious objection. Therefore, tious objector is·In the position of earn­
striking that part of the section having ing much more than men who are in the 
to do with investigation by the Depart- armed forces. The only employment left 
ment of Justice would preclude the would be in large work camps operated 
thorough investigation needed in these by the Federal'Government, and this de­
cases. prives the conscientious objector of- the 

The plan suggested-in the amendment best fields for his endeavor. The proce­
pf th~ Senator from Oregon WQUld re- dure followed during World War II, when 
quire the establishment of a separate the local agency or individual paid the 
government agency appointed by the salary, has therefore been adhered to. 
President, to operate a program for con- In view of these reasons, and' possibly 
.scientious objectors. If the amendment others, the committee recommends that . 
.were adopted the time between the pas- the amendment be not accepted. 
.sage of this measure and the adJourn- · The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

, ment of Congress would preclude the . question is on the .amendment of the 
·obtaining of a budget for such a project. Senator from Oregon [Mr. MoR"SE]. · 
Therefore it would not be possible until Mr. MORSE . . I shall reply to the Sen­
Congress reconvenes in 1949, next year, ator from South Dakota very briefly, be­
to carry out the provisions of the amend- cause I think my amendment clearly 
ment. The Office of Selective Service speaks for itself. When the Senator 
Records has already prepared the budget from South Dakota says that the proce­
for the operation of a program as out- dure .provided by the pending bill follows 
Jined in the presently prepared legisla- very closely and is very similar to the 
tion, and it is nQW being considered by procedure which was f.onowed in · the 
the Bureau of the Budget. handling of conscientious objectors dur-

It is contemplated that the operation ing the last war, in my judgment he 
of a program under the selective-service proves my case. He is proposing for a 
system for conscientious objectors 1n peacetime draft the continuation of a 
work of national importance shall be procedure for the handling of oonscien­
under the control of civilians. It was tious objectors which is almost identical 

·under the control of civilians during the with the procedure which was followed 
war. The National Selective Service during the war. Thereby he confesses 
Board handled it, with civilian advisers. that he is not willing to take advantage of 
The proposed operation under the bill the lessons we learned during the last 
will be about as follows: The Director war in the handling of conscientious ob­
will appoint, from representatives of jectors. He confesses that he is not· will­
.churches to which men who claim con- ing to put into effect the findings of the 
scientious objection are members, an ad- Department of Justice itself, from which 
visory board to aid him in establishing I quoted at .length in my. main remarks 
the character and type of work of na- last night and today, insofar as handling 
tional importance which will be done by CQnscientious objectors b concerned. 
men exempted on tbe ground that they My plan, Mr. President, effectuates· the 
are coll!icientious objectors. views of the Attorney General of the 

If the amendment prevails, and no United States, whose Department tunc­
agency is provided to receive conscjen- . tioned as the , Qea~ing - department and 

the appeal department during th~ war. 
tious objectors from local boards when On the basis of that experience the Attor­
so classified, it will mean that they will ney General said in his report: 
simply be deferred without any respon-
sibility for any type or charactl!r of serv- The Congress may well consider the desir­
Jce, and this particular classification-will ability of meetin~ these complexities by es-. tablishing a bo~rd to deal especially with 
then be very attractive to those who. have conscientious objec.tors, having final discre­
already indicated that they intend tQ tion with respect to their proper tndivldual 
evade service through civil -disobedience. classtncatidns as well .as th«Hr prompt assign-

The bill as now written provides no ment to suttaple and useful work·. 
.authority for pay for conscientious ob- I simply say to· the Senator from South 
ject.ors who, are opposed to any type of Dakota th~t ~E1' no~ pave an oPPO!tu~ity 
military service. This parallels in identi- to put into effect what the Department 

of Justice, on the basis of its experience 
with this problem, advises us in the 
Attorney General's report is the type of 
procedure we should adopt. 

The second point I wish to make in 
answering the argument .of the able 
Senator from South Dakota is that I 
consider him quite wrong when be takes 
the position that the procedure of the bill 
as it comes before the Senate is free from 
military control and domination. I do 
not believe the Senator from South Da­
kota has given sufficient attention to 
the psychological effect of having the 
question of the civilian rights of con­
scientious objectors, insofar as their con­
stitutional privileges are concerned, 
determined by draft boards and officials 
which pass judgment upon the applica­
tion of a military draft law. So long as 
we keep tbem under the military draft 
law, we shall create the psychological 
effect in the minds of the conscientious 
objectors· that they are being treated as 
though they were in the Army, when in 

· fact their religious faith and convictions 
make it impossible for -them .to accept 
Army -procedure and Army dictates. 
After all; our selective service system, 
at the top level, is administered by the 
military; and the conscientious objectors 
know that fact. All I can point out to 
the Senator from SOuth Dakota is that 
the churches and the religious gr<lups 
that seek the type of procedure for which 
I am ·asking in my amendment are solidly 
behind the procedure which I advise, and 
solidly opposed t.o the procedure which 
the Senator from SOuth Dakota recom­
mends.' They feel and fear the bill in its 
present form provides in fact for mili­
tary domination. 

The third 'Point I wish 'to make in my 
answer to the Senator from South Dakota 
is with respect to his comment Upon the 
financial provisions of. my amendment. 
I think h~ is distinctly tn error when he 
seeks to give the Senate the impression 
that under my amendment there would 
no~ be funds for the administration of my 
proposed method for handling con­
scientious Qbjectors. The funds will 
come from the funds which are set aside 
fQr the administrction of the dr-aft law. 
The amen~ment would be a part of the 
draft law, and it would not require a 
separate apprQpriation. It would be 
part and parcel of the draft law; and 
the appropriation which covers the draft 
law would cover the administration of 
.this proced1Jre for the handling of con­
scientious objectors. Therefore I re­
spectfully submit that there is no merit 
in the argument made by the Senator 
from South Dakota as to the claim that 
my amendment does· not provide for 
funds ·with which to administer it. 

Lastly, without reiterating what I 
. placed ii) the REcORD last night, I wish 
to put the issue this way: The question 
'is w~ether or not in our country, which 
is st11l governed by a civilian Govern­
ment, we are to have the constitutional 
rights of c.onscientio~ objectors deter­
mined as suggested by the Attorney Gen­
eral in his report, by a separate civilian 
board, .or whether we are to classify the 
conscientious objecto.rs within and un­
der a military procedure for the deter­
mination of their rights. · 
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I close by reiterating what I stated 

earlier. I do not understand the psy­
chology of conscientious objectors. I do 
not share their point of view in regard 
to military service. But I recognize their 
constitutional rights to exemption on the 
grounds of religious faith if they in fact 
have such a deep religious and spiritual 
faith. I say that in keeping with the 
civilian ideals of this country, their 
rights should be determined by such 
civilian procedure as I recommend in my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. , The 
QUestion is on agreeing to the am~nd­
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MoRSE]. 
. Mr. MORSE. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and 

the Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. ~RICKER], the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. BusH­
FIELD], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
JENNER J, and the . Senator from Maine 
[Mr. WHITE] are necessarily absent. If 
present and voting, the Senator from In­
diana [Mr. JENNER] would vote "nay.'' 

-The junior Senator from New Hamp­
shire [Mr. ToBEY] and the senior Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] are 

· absent on official business. If present 
and voting, the senior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGEs] would vote 
"nay." 

The Senator from Kansas LMr. CAP­
PER], the Senator from Massachusetts 
LMr. LoDGE], the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. REED], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. RoBERTSON], the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WILSON], and the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. YouNG] are detained 
on official committee business. If pres­
ent and voting, the Senator from Wyo­
ming [Mr. RoB~TSONJ would vote "nay." 
. Mr. LUCAS. I announce that the Sen­

ator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoNNAL~YJ, the 
Senator from Arizo:"'a [Mr. McFARLAND], 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. TAY­
LOR] are absent on public business. 

The Senator from New- Mexico [Mr. 
HATCH] and the Senator from Washing­
ton [Mr. MAGNUSON] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
'JoHNSTON] is absent on official business. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from California 
[Mr. DoWNEY], the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. HAYDEN), the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. McCARRANJ, the Senator from Mis­
sissippi [Mr. STENNis], the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THoMAsl, and the Sena­
tor from New York [Mr. WAGNER] are 
necessarily absent. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] would 
vote "nay." , 

The result was announced-yeas 22, 
nays 48, as follows: 

Aiken 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Dwor~hak 
Flanders 

YEAS-22 
Ives 
Kilgore 
Langer 
Millikin 
Moore 
Morse 
Murray 
Robertson, Va. 

Sparkman 
Taft 
Thomas, Utah 
Watkins 
Wherry 
Wiley 

Baldwin 
Ball 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Gurney 

NAYS--48 
Hawkes 
Hickenlooper 
HUl 
Hoey 
Holland 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kern 
Knowland 
Lucas 
McCarthy 
McClellan 
McGrath 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Malone 
Martin 

May bank 
Myers 
O'Conor 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Revercomb 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Smith 
Stewart 
Thye 
Tydings 
Umstead 
Vandenberg 
Williams 

NOT VOTING-26 
Barkley Hayden Stennis 
Bricker Jenner Taylor 
Bridges Johnston, S. C. Thomas, Okla . 
Bushfield Lodge Tobey 
Capper McCarran Wagner 
Chavez McFarland White 
Connally Magnuson Wilson 
Downey Reed Young 
Hatch Robertson, Wyo. 

So Mr. MoRsE's amendment was re-
jected. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I call up 
the second of my four amendments, the 
one identified by the letter ''H." 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAIN 
in the chair) . The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
On page 7, line 6, after the word "medical", 

insert "(including the osteopathic)." 
On page ·a. line 4, after the word ·~surgery", 

insert "or _osteopathy." ' 
On page 8, line 8, after the word "surgery", 

insert "or osteopathy." 
On page 8, line 17, after the word "surgery", 

insert "or osteopathy." 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, last eve­
ning I discussed . the amendment very 
briefly, as appears at page .7277 and fol­
lowing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I 
shall not discuss it at any considerable 
length at this time, other than to point 
out that I now hold in my hand a letter 
which I have received from the repre­
sentatives of the osteopaths. I wish to 
call attention to one paragraph of the 
letter, as follows: . 

Congress provided for osteopathic physi­
cians as medical officers in the Navy (Public 
Law 604, 79th Cong.); and as medical officers 
in the United States Public Health Service 
(Public Law 425, 80th Cong.), which, under 
Executive order, -is at this time a . military 
organization. The Army is also authorized 
to grant medical commissions to osteopathic 
graduate's. During the Seventy-seventh Con­
gress (Public Law 580, 77th Cong.), Congress 
specifically authorized osteopathic graduates 
as interns in Army hospitals with th:> under­
standing, as evident in the hearings at the 
time, that such internships lead to commis­
sions as medical officers iii the Medical Re­
serve Corps. In 1946 Congress provided for 
osteopathic graduates as physicians in the 
Department of Medicine and Surgery of the 
Veterans' Administration (Public Law 293, 
79th Cong.). 

Mr. President, I think we can dispose 
of this amendment, if the Senate wishes 
to vote on the merits of it, by this one 
argument: All branches of the armed 
service use certified osteopathic physi­
cians. Inasmuch as in the past we have 
incorporated in a series of Federal laws 
specific authorization for the use of os­
teopathic physicians; t.hen certainly in 

this draft law they should be placed on 
the same basis as medical doctors and 
dentists. 

Mr. President, with that statement I 
close, except I ask unanimous consent to 
have inserted in the RECORD, as part of 
my remarks, the letter which I have re­
ceived this morning from the osteopathic 
physicians, and also a copy of Bulletin 
No. 41, issued by the National Head­
quarters of the selective-servjce system 
on December 14, 1942, with special refer­
ence to the drafting of osteopathic phy­
sicians. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and bulletin were ordered to be printed 

·in the RECORD, as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 8, 1948. 

In re Morse osteopathic amendments to 
s. 2655. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Section 4 (c) mak.es 
it clear that doctors of medicine and den­
tists up to 45 years of age will not be in­
ducted unless the needs of the Armed Forces 
for their professional services require it. 
That is in deference to the acknowledged 
fact that there is an over-all shortage of 
medical and dental care for the civilian pop- . 
ulation, and the draft should not be per­
mitted to aggravate that shortage except 
to the extent absolutely necessary to meet 
the medical and dental needs of the Armed 
Forces. 

Doctors of osteopathy render the same 
scope of services in many States as do doc­
tors of medicine. They are licensed in all 
the States . . They practice obstetrics in all 
but about five States. They are licensed 
in major operative surgery in more than 
30 States. They staff more than 300 hos­
pitals. In a number of jurisdictions they 
evidence their comparable training by tak­
ing the same State examination and receiv­
ing the same or equivalent licenses to p~:ac­
tice as do doctors of medicine. 

Congress provided for osteopathic physi­
cians as medical officers in the Navy (Pub­
lic Law 604, 79th Cong.); and as medical 
officers in the United States Public Health 
Service (Public Law 425, 80th Cong.), which 
under Executive order is at this time a 
military organization. The Army 1s also 
authorized to grant medical commissions 
to osteopathic graduates. During the 
Seventy-seventh Congress (Public Law 580, 
77th Cong.), Congress specifically authorized 
osteopathic graduates as interns in Army 
hospitals with the understanding as evident 
in the hearings at the time, that such intern­
ships lead to commissions as medical officers 
in the Medical Reserve Corps. In 1946, 
Congress. provided for osteopathic graduates 
as physicians in the Department of Medicine 
and Surgery of the Veterans' Administration 
(Public Law 293, 79th Cong.). 

In his opening speech on the bill, Senator 
GuRNEY explained as · recorded on page 
7002 that osteopathic physicians were not 
included with doctors of medicine and 
dentists because, said the Senator: "The 
shortage of doctors (M. D.'s) and dentists 
left in civilian communities was acute­
the same cannot be said to have been true 
as regards the others." The Senator ap­
parently overlooked the fact that as early 
as December 1942, the War Manpower Com­
mission certified to Selective Service that 
the practice of medicine, dentistry, osteop­
athy, and veterinary medicine were critical 
occupations, and the Selective Service Sys­
tem after citing that fact issued a directive 
on December 14, 1942, listing doctors of 
osteopathy with doctors of medicine and 
dentists as engaged in critical occupations. 
(See attached Selective Service Occupational 
Bulletin No. 41.) That grouping of doctors 

• 
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of medicine, dentists: ana doctors of osteop- ·· 
a thy in the same category· by· selective serv­
ice continued thereafter throughout the 
tenure of selective service. 

Doctors of osteopathy should not be drafted, 
except for the purpose of filling the needs 
of the Armed Forces for their professional 
services, and then only from communities 
which can ·best spare their professional serv­
ices. To that end, 1t is vital that section· 
4 (c) shall expressly include members of the 
osteopathic profession. 

Very truly yours, 
L. L. GOURLEY, 

Legal Counsel, 
Ameri can Osteopathic Associati on. 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM, 

Washington, D. C., December 14, 1942. 
Occupational Bulletin No. 41. 
Effective: Immediately. 
Subject: Doctors, dentists, veterinarians, and · 

osteopaths. 
l. PersonS' qualified. 
There are certain persons trained, quali­

fied, or skilled in the practice of medicine, 
dentistry, veterinary medicine, and osteop­
athy, who, if engaged in the practice of 
their respective professions, are in a position 
to perform vital service in activities essential 
to war production and to the support of the 
war effort, and in activities the maintenance 
of which is necessary to the health, safety, 
and welfare of the Nation. 

2. Critical occupations. 
The War Manpower Commission has certi­

fied that in the practice of medicine, dentis­
try, veterinary medicine, and osteopathy, and 
in training and preparation therefor, there 
are critical occupations, which, for the prop­
er discharge of the duties involved, require a 
high degree of training, qualification, or 
skill. Attached is a list of "critical occupa­
tions" in medicine, dentistry, veterinary 
medicine, and osteopathy. 

3. Consideration of occupational classifica:­
tion. 

. The War Manpower Commission has certi­
fied that there are serious shortages of per­
sons trained, qualified, or skilled to engage 
in these critical occupations. Accordingly, 
careful consideration for occupational classi­
fication should be given to all persons 
trained, qualified, or skilled in these critical 
occupations and engaged in activities essen­
tial to the health, safety, and welfare neces­
sary to war production and essential to the 
su~ port of the war effort, and persons in 
training and preparation therefor . 

4- Students in preprofessional training. 
A registrant who is in training and prep­

aration as a premedical, predental, preveter­
inarian, or preosteopathic student, pursuing 
courses in liberal arts or sciences in a recog­
nized university or college, may be consid­
~red for occupational deferment after com­
pletion of his first academic year in such 
preprofessional course, and thereafter, if he 
is a full-time student in good standing, if 
he continues to maintain good standing in 
such course of study, and if it is certified by 
the institution that he is competent and that 
he gives promise of successful completion of 
such course of study and acquiring the neces­
sary degree of training, qualification, or skill. 

5. Students in professional schools. 
A registrant who is in training and prep­

aration as. a medical, dental, veterinary, or 
osteopathic studen-t, in a recognized medical 
school, dental r.chool, school of veterinary 
medicine, or school of osteopathy, shall be 
considered for occupational classification 
during the period of such professional course, 
provided he is a full-time student in good 
~Jtanding, he continues to maintain good 
standing in such course of study, and if it is 
certified by the institution that he is · com­
petent and that he gives promise of the 
successful completion of such course of study 

and acquiring the · necessary degree of train­
ing, qualification, or skill to becqme a 
recognized medical doctor, dentist, doctor of 
veterinary medicine, or osteopath. 

6. Interns. · 
A registrant who has completed his pre­

professional and professional training and 
preparation as a medical doctor, dentist, or 
osteopath, and who is undertaking further 
studies in a hospital, institution, or dental 
clinic, giving a recognized interneship, shall 
be considered for occupational classification 
so long as he continues the interneship, but 
for a period not to exceed one complete 
year. 

7. Opportunity to engage in profession. 
When a registrant has completed his train­

ing and preparation in a recognized college or 
university, or in a recognized hospital, in­
st itution, or dental clinic, and has acquired 
the high degree of training, qualification, or 
skill in one of these professional fields, such 
registrant' c;hould then be given the oppor­
tunity to become engaged in the practice of 
his profession in the armed forces, or in a 
civilian activity necessary to the public 
health, safety, or welfare, necessary to war 
production, or essential to the support of the 
war effort. In many instances following · 
graduation from a recognized college or uni- · 
versity, or the completion of an interneship, 
a certain period of time will be required in 
the placing of such persons in an essential 
act ivity. When a registrant has been de­
ferred as a necessary man in order to com­
plete his training and preparation, it is only 
logical t.hat his deferment should continue 
until he has had an opportunity to put his 
professional training and skill to use in the 
best interest of the Nation. Accordingly, 
following · graduatibn in any of these pro­
fessional ftelds or following an interneship, 
a registrant should be considered for further 
occupational classification for a period of not 
to exceed 60 days, in order that he may have 
an opportunity to engage in a critical occu­
pation of his profession in the armed forces, 
war production, support of the war effort, 
or in an activity ess(!ntial to civilian health, 
safety, or welfal'e , provided that during such ' 
period the registrant is making an honest and 
diligent effort to become so engaged. 

8. Deferment permitted whether or not 
commission is pending. 

The official statement of any recognized 
premedical, predental, preveterinary, or pre­
osteopathic college or university, the official 
statement of any recognized medical, dental, 
vetet:inary, or osteopathic college or univer­
sity, or the official statement of any hospital, 
institution, or dental clinic, giving a recog­
nized interneship, showlng that a registrant 
satisfies the requirements of this bulletin, 
shall be sufficient for the consideration of 
such registrant for occupational classifica­
tion on occupational grounds solely. Reg­
istrants will be considered for occupational 
classification as prescribed in this 'bulletin 
without regard for the fact that a commis­
sion in the armed forces may be granted to 
him or is pending. 

9. Procurement and Assignment Service. 
In order that every doctor, dentist, or 

veterinarian may render the greatest pro­
fessional service to the Nation, the President 
has created the Procurement and Assign­
ment Service for the purpose of gathering 
information with respect to the supply of 
qualified medical doctors, dentists, and doc­
tors of veterinary medicine. To work with 
headquarters of the Procurement and As­
signment Service, there have been appointed 
for each State and the District of Columbia, 
a State chairman for medical doctors, a State· 
chairman for dentists, and a State chairman· 
tor doctors of veterinary medicine. When 
considering the classification. of any regis­
trant who is a medical doctor, dentist, or 
doctor of veterinary medicine, the Director 
of Selective Service desires that local boards, 

through tne State Director, shall consult with 
the respective State chairman of the Procure­
ment and Assignment Service. 

10. List of State chairmen. 
Names and addresses of the respective 

State chairman of the Procurement and As­
signment Service will . be provided to State 
directors from time to time. 

11. Effective period of this •bulletin. 
This bulletin is effective until July 1, 1943, · 

unless sooner amended. During the ef- · 
fective period of this bulletin the War Man­
power Commission is giving further study to 
the training and preparation and utilization 
of persons trained in these professional fields. 

LEWIS B. HERSHEY, 
Director. 

OccUPATIONAL BULLETIN No. 41 
CRITICAL OCCUPATIONs-MEDICAL, DENTAL, VET• 

ERINARY, AND OSTEOPATHIC 

Preprofessional student after completion 
of his first academic year in such preprofes­
sional course: Premedical, predental, pre­
veterinary, preosteopathic. 

Professional students during full profes­
sional course following completion of prepro­
fessional course: Medical, dental, veterinary, 
osteopathic. 

Intern in hospital, institution, or dental 
clinic, giving recognized internship follow­
ing completion of professional studies: Med­
ical interns, dental interns, osteopathic in­
terns. 

Persons engaged in practice of their re­
spective professions: Medical doctors, den­
tists, doctors of veterinary medicine (engaged ' 
in care of animals raised and maintained for 
work or food or in the inspection of meat 
food products) , osteopaths. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, we used 
osteopathic physicians during the war. 
If we are going to make use of them · in 
the future, I think we should put them 
on the same basis as medical doctors and 
dentists. 

I also ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD, as a part of my re­
marks, a statement by Dr. Chester D. 
Swope, of the American Osteopathic As­
sociation, on the Selective Service Act of 
1948. 

There being no objection, the state­
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY DR. CHESTER D. SWOPE, AMERI- . 

CAN OSTEOPATHIC ASSOCIATION, ON SELECTIVE 
SERVICE ACT OF 1948 

SUMMARY 

During World War II, doctors of osteopa­
thy and a number of dentists and some doc­
tors of medicine were drafted as privates. 

It took 7 years beyond high school to train 
them as doctors, yet not a single osteopathic 
physician was commissioned and utilizied as 
a doctor. They served as privates or petty 
officers. 

Such. waste of medical manpower is in­
defensible, but it will happen again unless 
this legislation shall require that every osteo­
pathic physician· selected for service under 
the act shall be commissioned as a medical 
officer and utilized in his professlonal ca­
pacity. Such an amendment is submitted. 

The doctor of osteopathy is trained in drug 
therapy and major surgery. In a nmnber of 
States he passes the same State board ex­
amination in those subjects, and receives 
the same license to practice, as do the medical 
graduates. But he is especially schooled in 
body mechanics, and skilled in manipulative 
treatment restoring the proper relationship 
between the structure and function of the 
body, and it is in this phase of practice that 
the members of the armed services need him 
most. 



1948 CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-SENATE ,7309 
Any director of aviation training would 

agree with Capt. Tom Hamilton, Director of 
Naval Aviation Training during World War 
II, that aviation trainees need osteopathic 
care. 

Regular and Reserve medical omcers who 
.served with them during World War II rec­
ommended that doctm:s of osteopathy be 
commissioned as medical omcers. They 
could then have been assigned to aviation 
training centers, or otherwise used in their 
professional capacity, but service medical 
policy denied every application for appoint­
ment. 

The contention of the military and naval 
medical departments is · that medical ap­
pointments for osteopathic physicians would 
bring about disharmony. The same argument 
was made when the Veterans' Administration 
law was pending before Congress and it was 
repudiated by the Congress when the law 
was passed. There has been no disharmony 
in the Veterans' Administration; 

STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY DR. CHESTER D. 
SWOPE, WASHINGTON, D. C., CHAmMAN, DE• 
PARTMENT OF PUBLIC RELATIONS, AMERICAN 
OSTEOPATHIC ASSOCIATION, ON SENATE COM• 
MITTEE PRINT No. 5, ENTITLED "SELECTIVE 
SERVICE ACT OF 1948," SENATE ARMED SERV­
ICES COMMITTEE, APRIL 23, 1948 
Mr. Chairman and members of the com­

mittee, thank you for this opportunity of 
submitting a statement in regard to Senate 
Committee Print No. 5, cited as the Selective 
Service Act of 1948. 

The American Osteopathic Association, you 
may be sure, favors revival of selective serv­
ice whenever Congress finds the national 
security requires it. 
· Some 11,000 osteopathic physicians or sur­

geons are legally licensed and practicing in 
all the States, and approxi~ately 80 per­
cent are members of this association. 

Six schools of osteopathy and surgery and 
sixty-seven training hospitals are inspected 
annually and accredited by the association. 
These institutions are recognized by the 
State licensure agencies, a:rici their graduates 
are acceptable to the Veterans' Administra­
tion and the United States Public Health 
Service for appointments as medical omcers. 

All osteopathic colleges require a minimum 
of 2 years' preprofessional college work ( 60 
percent of current freshman classes have had 
S years or more), and 4 years' professional 
college work, making 7 years' training (in-
cluding 1-year internship). · 

An annual average of 442 graduate from 
these schools in normaLyears. current grad­
uating classes are very small due to unavail­
ability of preprofessional students during war 
years. 

There is an acknowledged shortage of 
physicians and dentists serving the civilian 
population. An expansion of the arnred 
forces will increase the over-all medical man­
power needs because service personnel re­
quire more doctors and dentists per thousand 
than do civillan p~rsonnel. 

The national interest, therefore, requires 
that the professional services of all physicians 
(allopathic, homeopathic, and osteopathic) 
and · dentists shall be utilized to capacity. 

During World War II doctors of osteopathy 
and a number of dentists and some doctors 
of medicine were drafted as privates and 
their professional services wasted. 

It took 7 years beyond high school to train 
them as doctors, yet not a single osteopathic 
physician wa.s commissioned and utllized as 
a doctor. They served as privates or petty 
officers. 

Such waste o.f medical manpower is inde­
fensible, but the same thing will happen 
again unless this legislation shall require 
that every osteopathic physician who is se­
lected for service under. the act shall be 
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commissioned as a medical omcer and util­
ized in his professional capacity. 

The doctor of osteopathy is trained in drug 
therapy and major surgery. In a number 
of States he passes the same State board 
examination in those subjects, and receives 
the same license to practice, as do the medi­
cal graduates. But he is especially schooled 
in body mechanics and sk1lled in manipu-

. lative treatment restoring the proper rela­
tionship between the structure and func­
tion of the body, and it is in this phase 
of practice that the members of the armed 
services need him most. 

Capt. Tom Hamilton, director of naval 
aviation training during World War II, asked 

, .for osteopathic care for his trainees. In his 
otHcial recommendation he said: 

"The medical staff should be carefully se­
lected for these centers. Competent doc-

. tors are necessary. However, their govern­
ing policy must be the same as the rest of 
the centers; namely, to produce strong, tough 
men and, outside of necessary treatments, 
there will be no mollycoddling of these 
cadets. Certain injuries are inevitable in 
such a program, but due to precautions for 
safety having been taken, the whole pro­
gram should not be allowed to slow down 
by fear of contracting injuries among a small 
minority of the students, thus softening the 
mental attitude of the majority. In addi­
tion to a regular sick-bay or hospital staff, 
one or two sports physicians should be at­
tached to the athletic staff to administer to 
the bruises, sprains, etc., as well as to con­
sult on matters of posture, instruct ln mat­
ters of camp hygiene, etc. A staff of trainers 
should work under the direction of these 
sports doctors. At the risk of being branded 
for heresy, I further recommend that one 
of ·these sports doctors be an osteopath or 
one full acquainted with osteopathy 
methods." 

Any director of aviation trainiiig would 
agree with Captain Hamilton, but his rec­
ommendation came to naught because it was 
stymied by Navy medical policy. 

Assuming that aviation trainees ought to 
have osteopathic care, no so-called policy 
should be permitted to deprive them of it. 
There is pending before Congress a measure 
for greatly expanding the Air Force, which 
will require many thousands of trainees-a 
compelling reason that this legislation re­
quire medical commissions for osteopathic 
physicians selected under the act, in order 
that their professional services can be made 
available, particJ,Ilarly in the air-training 
centers. 

Time after time during World War II the 
Congress indicated 1n annual' appropriation 
acts that doctors of osteopathy should be 
given medical commissions by the Navy. 
Finally, a permanent statute was enacted, 
approved August 2, 1946, as follows: 

"The President, in his discretion, is au­
thorized to appoint, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, graduates of re­
putable schools of osteopathy as commis­
sioned medical omcers in the Navy, in such 

. numbers as the President should determine 
to be necessary to meet the needs of the naval 
service for otncers trained and qualified in 
osteopathy" (title 34, sec. 21b, U.S. C. A.). 

The bottleneck of naval medica:! policy has 
thus far prevented appointments under that 
law. · 
. When tne question of appointm~nt of doc­

tors of osteopathy in the Department of 
Medicine and Surgery of the Veterans' Ad­
ministration was pending before the House 
Veterans Committee in October, 1945, Gen. 
Paul R. Hawley said: "We used osteopaths 1n 
the· rehabilltatlon hospitals in the European 
theater of operations. That service in one 
hospital, was h!'laded up by a man who was 
both a doctor of osteopathy and a doctor of 
medicine, and the men who worked under his 
supervisions were doctors of osteopathy." 
Yet none of these men were given commis-

s1ons as medical otHcers in the Army. Con­
gress passed the b111 for osteopathic appoint­
ments as medical otHcers in the Veterans Ad­
ministration, and several doctors of oste­
opathy have been appointed. The Veterans' 
Admlnistra tion law reads: 

"Any person to be eligible for appointment 
in the Department of Medicine and Surgery 
must- • • • in the Medical Service-­
hold the degree of doctor of medicine or of 
doctor of osteopathy from a college or uni­
versity approved by the Administrator, have 
completed an internship satisfactory to the 
Administrator, and be licensed to practice 
ll;ledicine, surgery, or osteopathy in one of the 
States or Territories of the United States or 
in the District of Columbia" (title 38, sec. 
15d, U.S. C. A.). 
- By Executive order, the United States Pub­
lic Health Service is at this time a part of the 
armed forces. By act of Congress, approved 
February 28, 1948, osteopathic graduates are 
expressly eligible for appointment as com­
missioned medical officers in the Public 
Health Service, and the Public Health Serv­
ice has indicated that appointments will be 
made. The law reads: 

' 'Graduates of colleges of .osteopathy whose 
graduates are eligible for lipensure to prac­
tice medicine or osteopathy in a majority of 
the States of the. United States, or ap­
proved by a body or bodies acceptable to the 
Administrator, shall be eligible, subject to 
the other provisions of this act, for appoint­
ment as commissioned medical officers in the 
Public Health Service" (title 42, sec. 209d, 
U.S. C. A.). . 

It is not a question of p-rofessional quali· 
fications which has kept osteopathic physi­
cians from obtaining medical commissions in 
the Army and Navy. The contention of the 
military and naval medical departments is 
that medical appointments for osteopathic 
physicians would bring about disharmony, 
The same argument was made when the 
Veterans' Administration -law was pending 
before Congress and it was repudiated by the 
Congress when the ~aw was passed. There 
has been no disharmony in the Veterans' Ad· 
ministra tlon. 

Letters from osteopathic physicians in the 
services during World War II indicated that 
many medical omcers felt that the osteo­
pathic physicians should be given medical 
commissions so that there would be no ques­
tion about their right to render professional 
care for the members of the armed services. 

Medical o1Hcers with whom they served of­
fered to vouch for their professional back­
ground and that they were excellent omcer 
material. For example, regular and reserve 
Navy medical otHcers with whom he served 
recommended Dr. Samuel Henderson Scott, 
an osteopathic physician, for a commission 
in the Medical Corps of the Navy. Their 
letters of recommendation are included in 
full at the end of this statement. 

Doctors .of osteopathy are professionally 
trained to administer penicillin, sulfas, 
streptomycin, narcotics, and other drugs, and 
in some 300 osteopathic hospitals through­
out the country they are competently per­
forming the full range of major surgical op­
erations. Many are certified by American 
osteopathic boards in the various specialties. 

Osteopathic physicians definitely are pro· 
fessionally equipped for general medical as­
signment in the armed services. As they ex­
cel ln manipulative therapy, however, their 
professional services ought to be utilized in 
that field wherever possible. · 

To insure maxiinum utilization of osteo­
pathic manpower both ln. serving the needs of 
the armed services and the civilian popula­
tion, the following amendments are respect­
fully requested, namely: · 

1. Sec. 105 (o), strike the words "member 
of the medical, dental, and veterinary profes­
sions" and insert in lieu thereof the words 
"doctors of medicine, doctors of osteopathy, 
dentists, and veterinarians" . 
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- 2. Sec. 105, add a new subsection (p) as 
follows: 

"(p) Any individual selected for service un­
der this act ( 1) who is a , graduate of a 
medical or osteopathic or dental school whose 
graduates are eligible for licensure to prac­
tice medicine or osteopathy or dentistry in a 
m ajority of the States of the United States or 
who was so eligible at the time of his gradua­
tion; and (2) whose physical and mental fit­
ness for such service has been satisfactorily 
determined, shall be eligible to apply for a 
commission as an officer in the Medical Re­
serve Corps or Dental Reserve Corps of the 
United St ates Army or the United States 
Navy, and upon such application shall, in 
lieu of 'induct ion into, the armed forces of 
the United States for such service, be grant­
ed such a commission and subject to order 
into active service." 

The purpose of this amendment is to in­
sure that doctors of osteopathy who are t aken 
into the armed services shall be commis­
sioned as medical officers and utilized in 
their professional capacity. 

The inclusion of doctors of medicine and 
dentists in the amendment is not intended 
as a commitment of those professions, al­
though the American Medical Association 
suggested a similar amendment during World 
War II (p. 22, hearing on S. 783, 77th Gong. 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs). 

3. Immediately following the language pro­
posed in amendment No. 2, insert a new sub'­
section as follows: 

"(q) (1) Students who are pursuing pre­
professional courses of study in recognized 
colleges or universities who shall present an 
affidavit from the dean of such school or uni­
versity, that they are full-time students who 
are competent and give promise of the ~uc­
cessful completion of such courses of study 
and an affidavit from a medical or osteopathic 
or dental school whose graduates are eligible 
for licensure to practice medicine or osteop­
athy or dentistry in a majority of the States 
of the United States that they are accepted 

_ for admission for professional studies upon 
completion of such preprofessional courses; 
(2) students who are preparing for the de­
gree of doctor of medicine or doctor of osteop­
athy or doctor of dental surgery or doctor 
of dental medicine at medical or osteopathic 
or dental schools whose graduates are eligible 
for licensure in a majority of the States of 
the United States who shall present an af­
fidavit from the dean of the school that they 
are full-time studepts who are competent 
and give promise of successful completion of 
the preparation and training for such pro­
fessional degree; (3 hospital interns and 
resident physicians and hospital dental in­
terns and resident dentists who are graduates 
of medical schools or osteopathic schools or 
dental schools whose graduates are eligible 
for licensure in a majority of the States of 
the United States or who were so eligible at 
the time of their graduation from such med­
ical or osteopathic or dental schools, but for 
a period not to exceed one complete year; 
(4) teachers at medical or osteopathic or 
dental schools whose graduate3 are eligible 
for licensure as doctors of medicine or doc­
tors of osteopathy or doctors of dental sur­
gery or doctors of dental medicine in a 
majority of the States of the United States 
who shall present an affidavit from the dean 
of the school and from two members of the ' 
executive committee of the faculty of such 
school that they are 'teachers essential to 
maintain teaching in such institutions shall 
be exempt from service (but not from reg­
istration) under this act." 

This amendment substantially confirms 
the policies pursued by selective service dur­
ing world War II, except that deferrab111ty of 
preprofessional students would be uninter­
rupted. 

The sources of supply of medical manpower 
must be preserved. 

National headquarters of selective service 
and the local boards in general during World 
War II were cognizant of the necessity for 
insuring an adequate number of trainees in 
the healing arts, and they are to be com­
mended for the sympathetic understanding 
with which they approached the problem. 
They did a very creditable job under great 
difficulty. 

This amendment will aid the Selective . 
Service Syste~. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL Am STATION, 
FLOYD BENNETT FIELD, 

Brooklyn, N. Y., November 23, 1942. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I have known Samuel Henderson Scott, , 
pharmacist's mate (second class), for the 
past 6 months and have been deeply im­
pressed by his ability and conscientious en­
deavor. He is an outstanding young man, 
with an excellent professional background. 

I have found him adaptable, cooperative, 
and highly personable. He is of excellent 

· officer material, and I sincerely trust that he 
will be so honored to receive a commission 
in the Medical Corps of the United States 
Naval Reserve. 

SAMUEL ZURIK, 
Lieutenant (MC), United States Navy. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL Am STATION, 
FLOYD BENNETT FIELD, 

Brooklyn, N.Y. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

Samuel Scott has been attached to this 
station for the past 7 months, as a pharma­
cist's mate (second class). During this time 
he has been in charge of the physiotherapy 
room and has also set up the X-ray depart­
ment · of a new 50-bed dispensary. He has 
shown himself to be well trained in physio­
therapy and X-ray work and capable of tak­
ing charge of and running either of these 
departments by himself. 

In addition to this, he has been used on 
other hospital corps details and has proved 

' to be capable of handling any of them. He 
is neat in his personal appearance and about 
his work and intelligent and well educated. 
He accepts responsibility readily, can be de­
pended upon to carry out assignments, and 
I would unhesitatingly recommend him for 
a commission in the Medical Corps of the 
Navy. 

S. C. BOSTIC, 
Lieutenant Commander (MC), 

United States Naval Reserve. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
in the temporary absence of the chair­
man of the committee I should like to 
reply briefiy to the Senator from Ore­
gon. The committee omitted osteopaths 
because it did not want to have anyone 
specially drafted unless , absolutely 

_ necessary. The committee was in­
formed by Army authorities that they 
could get all the osteopaths ,they needed 
on the voluntary basis when needed. It 
will be noted that in line 7, on page 7, 
the President may call full "allied spe­
cialist categories" if they are needed. 

I personally go to osteopaths at times. 
I have great respect for them, but I see 
no need for putting anybody into the 
pending measure to be drafted, to be 
taken from his ordinary profession, un­
less absolutely necessary for the good of 
the service. 

I call attention to the fact that the 
committee omitted veterinarians, who 
are in the House bill. Veterinarians 
were included in the previous law. The 
committee felt that veterinarians were 
LOt needed in the bill at this time, so that 
provision was omitted. 

I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted, because I think we should not 
include anybody within the pr~visions 
of the bill unless it is absolutely neces­
sary for the good of the service. We can 
get osteopaths if we need them. We 
respect them. The Army uses them, but 
it can get them on a voluntary basis. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, the argu­
ment made by the Senator from Massa­
chusetts was made before the committee. 
The osteopaths themselves do not agree 
with the Senator. I read, for example, 
from their letter to me, in which they 
say: 

In his opening speech on the bill, Senator 
GURNEY explained as recorded on page 7002 
that osteopathic physicians were not in­
cluded with doctors of medicine and dentists 
because, said the Senator: "The shortage of 
doctors (M. D.'s) and dentists left in civilian 
communities was acute-the same cannot be 
said to have been true as regards the others." 
The Senator apparently overlooked the fact 
that as e~rly as December 1942; the War 
Manpower Commission certified to selective 
service that the practice of medicine, dentist­
ry, osteopathy, and veterinary medicine were 
critical occupations, and the Selective Serv­
ice System, after citing that fact, issued a di- -
rective on December 14, 1942, listing doctors 
of osteopathy with doctors of medicine and 
dentists as engaged in critical occupations. 
(See attached selective service occupational 
bulletin No. 4L) That grouping of doctors 
of medicine, dentists, and doctors of osteop­
athy in the same category by selective serv­
ice continued thereafter throughout the 
ter.ure of selective service. 

The failure to include osteopaths in 
this particular bill has created great 
alarm and consternation' among this 
branch of the medical profession. 
Rightly or wrongly, the fact neverthe­
less is that they fear it is , an attempt to 
weaken their position in Federal legis-

' lation. They have been incluqed in the 
Federal legislation I have already cited 

· during the debate, and they believe the 
discrimination against them which they 
feel is contained in the draft bill will do 
great damage to their profession. I 
think it is a complete answer to the 
Senator from Massachusetts to say that, 
of course, under the law, if not one of 
them is needed by way of the draft, he 
is not to be drafted. What harm is 
there, then, in including them as we 
have done in other Federal statutes along 

, with the doctors and dentists. 
In answer to the argument that veter­

inarians are not included in this pro- . 
posed draft law, but were included in the 
original draft law, it should not be for­
gotten that when the war first started 
there was still a gre,at need for veter­
inarians in the armed forces but since 
then the need for veterinarians in large 
measure has been eliminated. We have 
eliminated all of the horse units in the 
Army. I understand that for the most 
part in the later days of the war, veter­
inarians were used primarily for the in­
spection of meat. That was a tre­
mendous waste of professional man­
power, becaus~ veterinarians were not 
needed to perform the perfunctory -work 
of inspecting meat. 

If we are to recognize, as we do in 
Federal statutes, that osteopathy and the 
service of osteopaths should be made 
available to men in the armed services­
and we do make them available in all 
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the Army and Navy hospitals-then cer­
tainly we should not discriminate 
against them by discriminating against 
them in the pending bill. 

I reiterate no harm would be done by 
including them. If in fact they are not 
needed, they need not be drafted. They 
should be given the same treatment un­
der this law as is accorded to docto!'s and 
dentists. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Ml'. President, 
I should like to reply with a word or 
two to what the Senator from Oregon 
has said. Osteopaths are included in 
affirmative legislation concerning the 

·Navy, and, I think, the Army where 
they are on equal terms with doctors 
and other professional men. It is noth-

- ing derogatory to the osteopathic pro ... 
fession not to include them among those 
to be drafted, when it is unnecessary to 
draft them. I certainly hope we shall 
not put any more men under the draft 
provision, no matter what the profes­
sions or categories may be, than is abso­
lutely necessary. That is the reason we 
reduced the age limit from 30 to 26, in 
order to leave free as many people as 
possible and still obtain the necessary 
men to fill up the armed forces. 

I repeat, sir, I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

• The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment lettered H, submitted by the Sen­
ator from Oregon. [Putting the ques­
tion.] The "noes" appear to have it. 

Mr. MORSE. A division, Mr. Presi­
dent. · 

On a division, the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I rise to 
ask consideration of my amend~ent let­
tered "G." 

The PRESIDIN~ OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Oregon, for the in­
formation of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 62, line 25, 
it is proposed to strike out the word 
"fifth" and substitute in lieu thereof 
"second." 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, this is an 
exceedingly important amendment. It 
is one on which I trust I may have the 
courtesy of a yea-and-nay vote. It is an 
amendment proposing on page 62 of the 
bill, in line 25, to change the word "fifth" 
to the word "second." In my opinion, 
this amendment has tremendous national 
implications. I express the view that in 
a national referendum the American 
people, by an overwhelming vote, would 
vote for my amendment, because the 
American people are well aware of the 
fact that we are at peace. We are pro­
posing a draft law to meet what we have 
come to recognize as an emergency sit-

. uation. There is great alarm in Amer­
ica, and there is cause for it, that we may 
be moving too far in the direction of an . 
over-militarized state. I think my rec­
ord in support of necessary prepared­
ness has been perfectly clear through 
the many weeks in which we have con­
sidered this bill. I am convinced that 
the international situation is such that 
we need to take some rather drastic steps 
to build up our military establishment 
so that we shall be in position to enforce 

the peace if some untoward affair or in­
cident should thrust us, all of a sudden 
into a war. 

I have said 9n this floor in times past, 
Mr. President, that a false sense of se­
curity also is entertained by too many 
Americans. Too many of our people do 
not realize the low ebb to which our pre­
paredness has presently fallen. But 
meeting an immeciiate emergency is one 
thing, and passing a bill which at least 
gives sanction to a program for a 5-year 
draft is another thing. It is no answer 
to say to me that Congress, at any time 
it will, can vote to repeal the draft law. 
I think most of our people recognize that 
once we pass a statute such as this, which 
authorizes a draft for 5 years, the 
chances are great that we shall have a 
5-year draft. Furthermore, I think we 
are dealing with a subject matter which 
is so close to the interests, the rights, 
and the freedom of the American people 
that there should be an affirmative re- · 
quirement in the bill that Congress shall, 
in 2 years, automatically review the ques­
tion as to whether the draft shall be 
continued. 

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

Mr. MORSE. I yield to the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does the Senator re­
call how long the draft was to last under 
the bill which was enacted in 1940? 

Mr. MORSE. I should like to have the 
Senator inform me as to that. 

Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator will re­
fresh his recollection, was it not 1 year? 

Mr. MORSE. In the first instance. 
Mr. PEPPER. The act was renewed 

at a subsequent time. I was wondering 
if the Senator thought that the likeli­
hood of danger is greater and more im­
minent at the present time than it was 
in 1940 when Congress enacted a 1-year 
draft law. · 

Mr. MORSE. I thank the Senator 
from Florida for his contribution, be­
cause it helps clinch my point. Of 
course the danger was much greater 
then than it is at t}?.e present time. 

Mr. PEPPER. The Senator feels, no 
doubt, in the advocacy of his amend­
ment, that if the danger is still imminent 
2 years from now Congress should review 
the legislation--

Mr. MORSE. It should be made the 
responsibility of Congress 2 years hence 
to take affirmative action on the contin­
uation of the draft, if the emergency still 
exists at that time. The duty should be 
placed on Congress to review the matter 
and vote as to whether the draft should 
be continued. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield furt!fer? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. PEPPER. I imagine it is the Sen­

ator's opinion, as at least it is mine, th~t 
while we should prepare the country for 
any emergency, at the same time we 
should look forward to the happy day 
when all countries will discon.tJnue selec­
tive service and all forms of compulsory 
military training and adopt a genuine 
disarmament program. 

Mr. MORSE. The Senator is quite 
correct. 

Mr. PEPPER. Surely, if we find it 
necessary to continue this program, it 
.can be done in 2 years. 

Mr. MORSE. That is correct. 
Mr. President, the next point I desire 

to make is that if we are believers in the · 
democratic processes, as are all Members 
of this body, then I think my amendment 
should be adopted so that the continua­
tion of the draft by way of placing an af­
firmative obligation on Congress 2 years 
hence either to continue the draft or do 
away with it will be clearly a political 
issue in the elections 2 years hence. In 
1950 we shall once again be conducting a 
Federal election. I think this is an is­
sue which the people should have brought 
before them in that election. Are we 
afraid to give them a chance to consider 
it at an election? I hope not. My 
amendment makes clear that we are will­
ing to submit this issue to a political 
campaign discussion and decision by the -
voters at the polls. If at that time the 
emergency still exists, then, of course, 
the people of the United States, given 
the facts, will instruct their candidates 
to continue the draft, but if, in their 
opinion, an emergency does not exist, 
then I think they will make that fact 
crystal clear in the election. Under my 
amendment the continuation of the 
draft will automatically require affirma­
tive action by Congress in 1950. 

It will do something else, Mr. Presi­
dent, which is the next point I want to 
make. It will serve clear notice on the 
Military Establishment that by passing 
this bill, if it contains my amendment, 
we enter into no sort of a moral commit­
ment, directly or indirectly, to the Mili­
tary ·Establishment for a continuation of 
the draft beyond 2 years. Having had an 
opportunity, as a member of the Armed 
Services Committee, to watch the way in 
which the Military Establishment works, 
I say it will be very advisable for us to 
make perfectly clear by way of my 
amendment that the Military Establish­
ment had better cut its cloth accordingly, 
knowing full well that in 2 years the 
draft issue will automatically pass be­
fore us for review and affirmative or neg­
ative action at that time. 

The last point I desire to make, Mr. 
President, is that I think passing this 
bill with the 5-year clause in it would 
have some very serious repercussions on 
international relations. I am convinced 
that we are a peaceful nation. I be­
lieve many foreign p~oples believe that 
we are a peaceful nation. But I do not 
think that we should fool ourselves into 
thinking that the ·peoples in all freedom­
loving countries are absolutely certain as 
to what our motives are. A great battle 
of ideologies is proceeding in the world. 
There is a powerful propaganda machine 
in the form-of Soviet Russia that takes 
advantage of every opportunity to dis­
tort, to twist, and to falsify the position 
of the United States. I say, Mr. Presi­
dent, that leaving the bill as it now 
stands, with the 5-year provision, will be 
looked upon by the Russian propagan­
dists as an opportunity to give the im­
pression, false though it will be, but 
nevertheless to give the impression, that 
we have undertaken by passage of a ~raft 
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bill a highly warlike policy. It .wJll be 
represented by the Russians as a com...­
mitment on our part to a 5-year draft 
and to the .building up of the tremendous 
army that can be built · up through a 
5-year draft procedure for war purposes. 

I said yesterday, in a speech on an­
other subject, and I want to repeat today, 
that I think we are also engaged, Mr. 
President, in a fight for peace in the 
world. I do not think we should do any 
unnecessary . act--and I underline the 
word "unnecessary"-which would give 
aid and comfort to those falsifiers in the 
world who would try to make us appear 
to be a warlike nation. 

I think my point is completely proven 
when I say that inserting the word "sec­
ond" for the word-"tifth" on line 25, page 
62 of the bill, will in no way weaken the 
bill. If it will weaken the bill I want 
to hear in what manner it will weaken 
it. Rather my amendment reaffirms a 
pledge to the world on the part of the 
United States that we are striving for 
peace, that we seek not to follow warlike 
measures. But a 5-year draft proposal 
.will be interpreted to be rather irrecon ... 
cilable with the concept that we are 
seeking only after peace. 

Therefore, in conclusion, Mr. Presi­
dent, for the latter reason, and for the 
reasons previously emphasized, . my 
amendment is consonant with the demo­
cratic process in its best . aspects. I say 
that because . my am~ndn:J.ent will place 
the clear affirmative duty upon the Con­
gress to take action 2 years hence. 
Further, my amendment will clearly 
make the issue a part of the political 
campaign in 1950, ·as I think it should 
be, and therefore, I recommend to the 
Senate the adoption of the amendment. 
It does not deprive the Semite of a 
right to take affirmative action on the 
continuation of the draft in 2 years and 
it gives to the people a clear oppor­
tunity to expr,ess themselves at the bal­
lot box on this time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Mr. 
President, will the Senator from Oregon 
yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield to the Senator 
from Virginia. , 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I un­
derstand that the pending bill provides 
tha~ its prllvisions, with certain excep­
tions, shall terminate on the fifth anni­
versary after the date when the act be­
comes effective. 

Mr. MORSE. The exact language is, 
"shall become inoperative and cease to 
apply on the fifth anniversary of the 
date of enactment of this act or on such 
earlier date as may be specified in a 
joint resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress for that purpose, except as to 
offenses committed prior to such date." 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. And 
the Senator's proposal is that it shall 
cease to be operative on the second an­
niversary, unless the Congress sees fit 
to take affirmative action to continue it? 

Mr. MORSE. That is correct. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I be­

lieve the Senator said, in effect, that we 
now need some agency to make a peace, 
because the United Nations was intended 
to preserve peace, but it never started 
out with any peace, and for that reason 

the Senator thinks we should now 
strengthen our Military Establishment, 
with the hope that that will contribute 
to our intention and our program and 
desire to make peace in the world, which 
we can then turn over to an international 
organization to keep. Is that correct? 
· Mr. MORSE. The position of the 
junior Senator from Oregon on that point 
is that after careful study of the evi ... 
dence which came before the Armed 
Services Committee, of which he is a 
member, he became convinced that our 
lack of preparedness today would en­
danger the security of the American peo­
ple if some international incident should 
throw us into a sudden war. Further:­
more, the noncooperative attitude of So­
viet Russia, not only in the United Na­
tions, but in all international dealings 
with us since VJ-day, convinced the Sen­
ator from Oregon that we should 
strengthen our Military Establishment so 

· as to make perfectly clear to Russia that 
we are a united people, determined tg en­
force the peace. 

Therefore, I think an emergency in 
fact does exist, but I do not believe the 
Senate should pass a draft measure con­
taining a 5-year provision, when the 
·congress could take affirmative action, 
under my amendment, at the end of 2 
years, to decidEr whether the same emer­
.gency then eKisted to justify a continu­
ation of the draft. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. And if 
we could get the cooperation of Soviet 
,Russia for world peace, would the Sena­
tor from Oregon then favor interna·­
tional control of the atomic bomb, if we 
had the right of inspection in other coun­
tries, as we would give it to them? --

Mr. MORSE. It is my prayer, I may 
say to the Senator from Virginia, that in 
the not too distant future we can, by 
international negotiations and agree­
ments, bring to an end the dangers of 
another war, · which would mean, of 
course, that the atomic bomb would have 
to be brought under international con­
trol, with such conditions and safeguards 
as those to which the Senator alludes. 
It means, in the last analysis, what the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] 
has pleaded for so many times on the 
floor of the Senate; namely, recognition 
on the part of all the peoples of the world 
that we must stop the mad race in arma­
ments, if we are to save civilization itself. 

It means also a recognition on the 
part of all the peoples of the world that 
no nation is going to win the next war 
no matter when it comes. Chaos alone 
will be the victor, and we in this coun­
try, if we become involved in the type 
of war in which we could right now 
become involved with Russia, would find 
that we would lose this very precious 

. thing we call our private-property econ:.. 
· omy. A war would mean an almost total 

regimentation of the economy of the 
United States for a great many years if 
not permanently. 

We m\.lit win the fight for peace, but 
I recognize, as one who knows that, after 

. all, we. must keep ourselves in a position 
to protect ourselves from an aggressor 
if he insists on committing aggressive 
acts, that we are in no position today to 

defend ourselves :against Soviet Russia, 
at least in Europe, · if she follows .an 
aggressive course of action. 1 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. In 
other words, as Winston Churchill re­
cently said, no . one can condone the 
suicide of a state, but if we protect our 
own safety, then the Senator from Ore­
gon, like the Senator from Virginia, 
would welcome an internatignal program 
for world disarmament. 

Mr. MORSE. That is a correct state­
ment of my views. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment 
offered by the distinguished Senator· 
from Oregon [Mr. MORSE]. I will say 
that under perhaps more normal cir­
cumstances I should be inclined. to favor 
it, but I think it is only fair to say that 
we have witnessed, both in the Senate 
and in the House of Representatives, a 
congestion, to say the least, which has 
prevented action by the Senate and the 
House on legislation which it is generally 
agreed is essential to the national 
defense. There is still grav~ doubt 
whether we ·shall be able to have a bill 
on this subject passed at all at this ses­
sion of the Congress. 

We have been faced with a situation 
in the Congress this year wh.ich I, for 
one, do not want to see r~peated 2 year1t 
-from now. A great mass of important 
legisla tio·n is being held up and blocked 
because of . the parliam~ntary situation 
in which we find ourselves. ·· For that 
reason, Mr. President,.! believe that·ther-e 
is more soundness and reason in. acting 
on the bill as ·it came from the commit­
tee, so that what it provides for will be 
in existence for 5 years, and so that we 
will not , confront this type of a situa­
tion two short years from now. 

No man is wise ehough to look into a 
crystal ball and foi·etell what conditions 
will. be 2 years or 5 ~ars from now. Of 
course, we all join with the Senator from 
Oregon in hoping that the peace of the 
world will be preserved for ourselves, our 
generation, and for our children, but I 
am convinced we are more apt to pre­
serve the peace of the world if we demon­
strate beyond any doubt whatever that 
this Nation is going to maintain its na­
tional defense in A-1 order, that the 
means of defense are going to exist in 
fact and not on blueprints. 

I do not think there is a person sitting 
in the Kremlin today who is going to be 
awed in any degree by the mere discus­
sion of an air force, the discussion of a 
navy, or the discussion of an army. 
Those men are realistic, and the only 
thing to which they will pay any atten­
tion is our having an air force in being, 
and an army and a navy in being. 

I merely wish to say in conclusion that 
I am not impressed by the argument that 
those who would misrepresent the Amer­
ican position abroad will use the enact­
ment of this bill as propaganda. It 
matters not what the Government of the 
United States does, what position we 
take on any side of any international 
issue or in the matter of national de­
fense; whatever we do, whenever we do 
it, it is going to be misrepresented time 

-after time. That is , the · Communist 
technique. We have to expect it, and I 
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for one certainly shall not be g.uided in 
my determination of national policies 
which are needed bY the fact that we may 
be subjected to some criticism from that 
sector of the world. · 

Mr. 'President, I am convinced that we 
are not going to save the peace of the 
world by following the program the 
world followed at Munich. Rather than 
it being the road to peace I think that is 
the sure road to war. 

I happened to have served in the Army 
for 3 years as an enlisted man a.nd an 
officer. I have a son who is 17, and 
who will soon be 18. I wish it were 
not necessary for the Congress to enact 
legislation of this kind. 

.We talk about the rights of young 
men as American citizens, and I agree 
that they should be proud of having 
those rights, but they also have respon- · 
sibilities of citizenship, and being pre- · 
pared to defend their Nation in .time of 
war is one of those responsibilities. 

I thin~ by and large the committee 
has done an excellent. job with a diffi­
cult bill. I hope that, without too much 
further delay, we may act on the re­
mainder of the amendments, and can 
pass the bill by an overwhelming vote in 
the Senate of the United States. I hope 
our colleagues on the other side of the 
Capitol Building. will take early action 
to do the same, and I think if that news 
goes out to the world we will have made 
our greatest contribution to preserving 
the peace. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
as a member of the committee, I hope 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Oregon will not prevail. 

I agree with the very eloquent and 
pertinent remarks made by the Senator 
from California. We all hope and pray 
that the present emergency will be a 
short one; that the present crisis will 
not last l-ong. But one ·reason why it 
wiil be a short one, one reason why it 
will not last long is that we are strong. 
The crisis will not last long if we show 
that we mean business, if we show that 
we can back up with force our word in 
the United Nations and in the various 
councils if it is necessary to do so. 

The committee discussed the question 
of whether to provide for a period of 2 
years or 5 years, and it decided on the 
longer period for the very simple rea~on 
that the universal training provision 
was eliminated. Therefore the selective­
service bill was made to cover a maxi­
mum of 5 ·years in order that we could 
build up ·our trained reserves. The pur­
pose at this time is to build up our trained 
reserves in order to strengthen our 
Nation. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ore­
gon said, "Let us make the question an 
issue in the next election campaign if 
necessary to sQ.ow that we can end the 
draft." I call the Senate's attention to 
the fact that the Senator's amendment 
would simply reduce the period from 5 
years to 2 years, .and would allow Con­
gress to shut off the operation of the bill 
even sooner than in 2 years if necessary. 
It would require the passage of a joint 
resolution by Congress to extend the pe­
riod in 1950 if it were proposed that we 

exterid it · at. that time. I personally · 
agree with the report of the committee to 
the effect that it is mUGh better to pro­
vide for the longer period. Then, when 
we are satisfied respecting our trained 
reserves, when we are satisfied that world 
conditions have become stabilized, we 
can suspend the operation of the law by 
the enactment of a joint resolution. We 
can stop the operation of the law 10 days 
after we put it into effect if we want to, 
but in the meantime it will give us an· op­
portunity to build up the trained reserves 
and afford the men who are in the age 
group affected by the bill an opportunity 
to be trained. That is the purpose of the 
bill. . 
· Mr. President, I sincerely trust that the 

amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon will not prevail. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak in support of the amendment sub­
mitted by the Senator from Oregon. I 
intend to vote for the bill itself in what­
ever from it is finally presented to the 
Senate for action. I will do so because 
I am certain that in the circumstances 
in which the world finds itself. today an 
adequate military establishment is nec­
essary for the security of this Nation 
and its people. I could not in conscience 
fail to vote for a measure which will as­
sure minimum security in the coming 
years. I will vote for every measure 
which will protect the country. 

I shall vote for it also because I believe 
that, properly U<>ed, it will be an instru­
ment toward peace. As an expression 
by the Congress of its determination t~ 
support the foreign policy of this coun­
try it will give hope and confidence to 
countries which are struggling for eco­
nomic and political stability, and it can 
dissuade aggression. 

Nevertheless I do not· want to vote for 
the bill without giving expression to my 
own belief that it should be limited solely 
to the actual duration of the emergency, 
an emergency which, to my mind, gives 
us the only right we have to vote a draft 
measure in peacetime. I make that 
statement, Mr. President, because it is 
my conviction that the conscription of 
men and enforced military training in 
peacetime are not in accord with and are 
~n fact repugnant to the democratic tra­
ditions of our country. For that reason 
I do not favor the provisions in the bill 
which assume that the emergency which 
makes the proposed action necessary will 
exist for 5 years, or that enforced mili­
tary service will be required for 2 years. 
The subject can be reviewed by the Con­
gress next year to determine whether 
such an emergency exists at that time as 
to make necessary the continuation of 
the draft which, I repeat, is not justified 
in peacetime without the existence of 
some great emergency. 

Mr. President, I make this statement 
with full regard for the work the com­
mittee has done upon this subject. I 
have great respect for tl).e members of 
the committee and for its distinguished 
chairman, Senator GURNEY. It is difficult 
to assert one's judgment against the 
judgment of a committee which has 
worked faithfully upon this matter. 

I make my statement also without der­
ogation of the armed forces. I am not in 
accord with those who are continually 
derogating our military leaders and the 
armed services. Like my good friend the 
Senator fro:n California [Mr. KNow­
LAND], it was my opportunity to serve in 
the recent war, and I consider it a great 
honor and my greatest experience to have 
served. I honor our military leaders; 
their ability and patriotism, but I assert 
that it is our responsibility, and not 
theirs, to determine if there is justifica­
tion in requiring men to serve in the 
armed forces for a longer period than the 
emergency requires. 

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

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. The Senator 

agrees, does he not, that the operations 
of the bill can be ended at any time by 
the passage of a joint resolution by Con­
gress? Will the Senator further agree 
with me that it is much easier to pass a 
joint resolution to stop the operations of 
the bill-for everyone would joyfully vote 
for such a joint resolution-than ·it is to 
extend its operations? As w.as so well 
pointed out by the Senator from Califor­
nia, it has taken us a long time to pass 
such a b1ll as is now before us, and it 
would take us a long time to pass legisla­
tion continuing its operations. Does the 
Senator agree with me that it is much 
easier to end the operations of the bill 
than to extend them? 

Mr. COOPER. I agree with the Sen­
ator, but I do not think his suggestion 
is an answer to the proposition I am 
making. My position is that we are em-­
barking upon this program solely be­
cause an emergency exists. So far as 
I am concerned, I do not want today 
to assume that the emergency must con­
tinue, or that conscription must con­
tinue, any longer than the emergency 
actually continues. I think we can with 
reason say that it will continue at least 
a year or 2 years. If it lasts longer, the 
Congress can take the necessary action. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the ·Senator yield for one further 
question? 

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. The Senator 

has a very distinguished war record. 
Does he not agree with me that men 
cannot be trained overnight, and that 
time is required to build up trained re­
serves? 

Mr. COOPER. I could spend some 
time discussing that question upon the 
basis of my own limited experience. I 
should say that certainly within a year 
the reasonable requirements for train­
ing could be met. I believe that anyone 
who has had military experience will 
support that view. 

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

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 
Mr. EASTLAND. With respect to the 

draft bill which was passed in 1940 when 
we were preparing for the Second World 
War, was that for 1 year or 2 years? 

Mr. COOPER. I am unable to answer 
the question of the Senator. · 
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Mr. EASTLAND. It was for 1 year. 

Can the Senator see ;:my reason :why this 
bill should be for longer than 2 years? 

Mr. COOPER. I must ~say frankly that 
we have more information and experi­
ence now than we had in 1940, and it 
might be argued that our experience in 
1940 makes the length of this program 
necessary. So far as I am concerned, 
I do not want to vote for peacetime con­
script ion for a period .longer than the 
emergency actually exists. 

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

Mr. COOPER. I yield. . 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I express my 

thanks to the Senator for being able to 
answer the Senator from Mississippi. 
The purpose of this bill is completely dif­
ferent from the purpose of the bill passed 
in 1940. Then we were afraid that we 
were going to get into a war. We had a 
very small military force, and we wanted 
to build it up. Today we have a substan­
tial military force. We need more, but 
essentially we need trained Reserves to 
keep our country strong and to keep our 
word in world councils strong in the next 
few years. I submit to the Senator from 
Mississippi that the purposes are com­
pletely different from the purposes in 
connection with the situation in 1940. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to delay the Senate longer. The 
reasons which have been given by the 
Senator from Oregon are unanswerable. 
There is no point in reiterating those rea­
sons. I merely wished to state my own 
position on the bill, and I have done so. 

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

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. I should like to ask the 

distinguished Senator from Kentucky 
two questions. I have a great deal of 
confidence in his judgment and in the 
manner in which he approaches a ques­
tion and studies it through. 

My first question is this: What could 
take place in the world which would elim­
inate the emergency with which we are 
now confronted? 

The second . question is: How long 
would it take to overcome the emergency 
which compels us to vote for the draft 
today? That is the question in my mind, 
whether we vote for a 2-year period or a 
5-year period. If I thought that we 
could overcome the emergency and settle 
the crisis in the world in 2 years, I should 
say that we should not have the draft for 
more than 2 years. But if more than two 
years are required to perfect the United 
Nations organization-and in my opin­
ion that is the only organization which 
will maintain peace in the world-we 
might better vote for selective service on 
the basis of more than 2 years-possibly 
5 years. 

Those are the two questions which I 
wish to ask the junior Senator from Ken­
tucky. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I will 
say to my good friend that he has asked 
me questions which every person in the 
world would like to have answered. I 
cannot answer those questions. If the 
circumstances which obtain at present 
continue next year, I am certain that the 
Congress will continue this measure; I 

am always hopeful, howe.ver, th.at there 
may be a change in circumstances, and 
that the continuance of this measure will 
not be necessary. Whether that be true 
or not, I return to_my original princ!ple, 
that I do not believe it is good policy: or 
that we have the moral right, to continue 
conscription in peacetime for any period 
longer than the actual emergency. 

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

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I express my 

gratitude to the Senator from Kentucky 
for yielding. I should like to say to the 
Senator from Minnesota, in answer to 
h is question-if I may give my answer­
that if he will look back into our history, 
it required 13 years after the close of 
the Revolution to adopt~the Constitution. 
It required at least 10 years after the 
distressing Civil War before conditions 
became anywhere near normal. We all 
hope and pray that the United Nations 
will become effective. However, . time, 
patience, courage, and much thought will 
be required. In the meantime we should 
be strong. 

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

Mr. COOPER. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. In reply to the Senator 

from Massachusetts, let me say that what 
he has stated is my conviction. I fear 
that we shall not have accomplished what 
we hope for in the United Nations within 
a period of 2 years. I feel that 5 years 
will be required to perfect the United 
Nations and incorporate into it the po­
licing power which can maintain peaee 
and order throughout the world. In or­
der to accomplish that objective more 
than 2 years will be required. For that 
reason, I shall support the position of 
the committee. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I rise 
to support the committee with respect to 
the 5-year provision in the bill. The 5-
year period was not a number which was 
pulled out of the thin air. In the first 
place, in drafting the bill we had in mind 
establishing in the United States what 
General Bradley called · a "realistic 
readiness," and what Secretary Marshall, 
paraphrasing the words of George Wash­
ington, called "a military posture." It 
seems to me that any period short of 5 
years is utterly inadequate to indicate 
that we mean business in the establish­
ment of a trained armed force of the 
necessary number. 

In his testimony before the committee 
Secretary Marshall said this : 

The clear-cut issue is whether or not this 
country wm stand before the world for at 
least the next 5 or 10 years in a position 
appropriate to its leadersh}p in furthering 
the perpetuation of free governments and 
avoiding their transition into police states. 

That was the Secretary of State speak­
ing. He ought to know-and I believe he 
does know-more about the details of the 
international situation than can anyone 
who is not 'as directly concerned with 
them as he is. ·. He says that we need this 
"military posture," as he described it, for 
a period of at least 5 or 10 years, because 
he envisages the possibility that the un· 
settled international situation will con• 
tinue for ·at least that length of time. 

The late war was fought on gigantic 
proportions. It involved more nations, 
more peoples of the earth, and more 
areas than were ever involved in a war 
before. As we look back on World War I, 
we know that there wa.s a long period of 
time before conditions settled down, and 
before there was a reasonable degree of 
peace. Then it was a comparatively 
short time bef<:>re things were stirred up 
again. Following ·world War I we imme­
diately disbanded our Military Establish­
ment. We withdrew our forces from 
everywhere. We all came home and put 
our rifles away and immediately at­
tempted to resume normal peacetime liv­
ing. We tried to forget what had been 
happening for t.he 3 years or more we 
were in the conflict. 
. As I previously stated, it was a long 
time before conditions settled down. 
Follpwing World War I we did practically 
nothing to maintain our Military Estab­
lishment. 

In 1923, believing that we had won a 
world war, we called a Disarmament 
Conference. We made very earnest and 
sincere gestures. We went further than 
gestures. Other peoples made gestures, 
but we actually put into operation, so far 
as our Nation was concerned, a disarma· 
ment program. Now we are able to wit­
ness what can fairly be said to be, in part 
at least, the result of our policy at that 
particular time. Therefore, it seems to 
me, that. it is wise to continue the draft, 
or indicate that we intend to continue it, 
for a period of at least 5 years. If, in the 
meantime, the situation improves and 
conditions quiet down, there will be noth­
ing to prevent the Congress from discon­
tinuing the draft at that time. From our 
brief experience at this session and at the 
last one, it is perfectly apparent that the 
Congress is able to undo things much 
faster than it can do them; and that is 
certainly true of legislation of this par· 
ticular kind. 

I agree with what the distinguished 
Senator from California has said, name­
ly, that if 2 years hence, after a political 
campaign, we were faced with the prob­
lem of continuing the draft, we would in 
the meantime have drafted men and we 
would have started to build up our Mili­
tary Establishment and the Reserves; 
and then we would find ourselves in the 
m~ddle of a discussion of whether we 
should continue it. This is a program 
which, I think, above almost all others, 
must be continued on a fairly long-range 
basis. 

I should also like to quote from the 
testimony of General Eisenhower. There 
was considerable discussion and testi­
mony before the committee as to whether 
the United States needs manpower and 
whether we are approaching an era of 
so-called push-button war. As I recall, 
either at that time or on other occa­
sions, in his appearance before our com· 
mittee, General Eisenhower stated that, 
with all the talk about push-button war, 
he thought it might be wise for the peo­
ple to know that, so far as his knowl· 
edge of it was concerned, about all we 
had with which to conduct a push-button 
war was a push button and nothing else, 
-and-that for a considerable time to come 
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we need· manpower. In referring to the 
particular question as to whether we 
need manpower over a period of time, he 
said: 

What the future implications of 10 or. 15 
years from now will be none of us can tell. 
But for the moment we do know that ·any 
war of the_ apprbximate future, 3 to 5 years, 
wm look, to some extent, at least, like it has 
looked·in the late war. 

·so, Mr. President, We need manpower, 
not on a 2-year basis but on a 5-year 
basis, because that proclaims to the peo­
ple of the world that we mean business; 
that in taking this step we are going to 
continue on the same path for a period 
of 5 years-reserving always, of course, 
the right of the Congress to discontinue 
the draft in that period of time. 

Mr. President, it seems to me, in view 
of the international situation we now 
confront, it is a great deal better to adopt 
a policy by which we say to the ·world, 
"We are ready; we intend to be ready 
for a substantial time to come ·in the 
future. We are making our preparations 
to cover a period of discontent and un­
settlement which we 'anticipate may be 
as long as 5 years, unless conditions im­
prove in that time." The question 
whether during that period conditions 
will improve must in every instance be 
left largely to the other fellow, because 
he is the one who now can make the 
gestures; he is the one who now can 
make the moves, if he is thinking of 
aggression in the next 5 year-s. Certainly 
we have made every possible gesture in 
the direction of · peace. Certainly we 
have manifested in every way our desire 
for peace and have shown our intentions 
for peace. But our gestures have not 
been regarded; our intentions ,apparently 
have not been believed. 

Therefore, Mr. President, there is only 
one alternative open to us, and that is a 
period of realistic readiness until such 
time as the . world generally manifests a 
desire to be at peace. If that time 
comes-and God grant that it may come 
in that period of 5 years-then in the 
course of an afternoon here in the Con­
gress we could discontinue the draft. It 
will be a very simple and a very happy 
thing to do when we are ready for it; 
but that time has not yet arrived. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I shall be 
as brief as possible. · 

In the first place, I wish· to compli­
ment and congratulate the Committee 
on Armed Services for the very splendid 
job which has been done in the prepara­
tion and presentation of this proposed 
legislation. When one considers. ·the 
conflicting interests which have had to 
be reconciled insofar as it has been pos­
sible to reconcile them, and which have 
had to be faced, and in spite of which 
this proposed legislation has been pro­
duced, one is filled with a great deal of 
admiration for the accomplishments of 
that committee. So I pay tribute to the 
Armed ·services Committee. 

Naturally, Mr. President, I do. ·riot 
agree with everything that is in this bill. 
I doubt that any Member of the Senate 
or for that matter, any Member of the 
House would agree with everything in 
this kind of bill. Naturally, I can under-

stand the attitude of those who do not 
wish to vote for selective service. There 
is no one in· this Chamber, I dare say, who 
will take any pleasure in voting for this 
kind of legislation. However, that is not 
why we are going to vote for it. It is .not 
why I am going to vote for this bill, no 
matter what its form, when the Senate 
has disposed of the amendments which 
now are before us. 

I shall vote for the bill, Mr. President, 
because I believe, as has already been 
pointed out, that we in the United States 
must be adequately prepared. This is 
all a part of an integrated program, as i 
see it: Selective service; universal mili­
tary training, if it is to be agreed upon; 
the 70-group air force; the European 
recovery program. All of these-our 
armed forces and our· economic efforts­
are a part of an integrated program to 
try to help bring peace to the world. 

There is nothing warlike in what we 
are contemplating here. There is noth­
ing warlike in anything we are attempt­
ing to do here. That is not our purpose. 
Never has it been in our minds. Rather 
as I have said before, our objective i~ 
peace. 

So it seems to me that in the consid­
eration of _this particular bill, which 
deals primarily, as I understand, with 
selective service, it would be well for us 
to consider whether this bill is. primarily 
aimed at pe~ce. I know that is the pur­
pose of .this bill. From what has been 
said by those who have spoken pre­
viously, I understand that 5 years may 
be a period which may be required for 
that purpose. Mr." President, if seledive 
service is as we suppose it to be-merely 
a stopgap between one condition and an­
other, a present condition which may 
become much better, and which we 
prayerfully hope will become much bet­
ter; and a condition which may become 
considerably worse, and which we pray­
erfully hope will not become consider­
ably worse, but will improve-then it 
seems to me this proposed legislation 
should be geared accordingly. Conse­
quently, it seems to me that 5 years is 
too long a time for this proposed law to 
be in effect, for the law is aimed pri­
marily to fill a gap, to be a stopgap 
measure and a temporary expedient. 

I do not agree with my distinguished 
colleague, the Senator from Oregon, in 
regard to the suggestion for a 2-year 
period. I agree, rather, with the dis­
tinguished Senator · from California~ I 
think 2 years·would be a very bad limita­
tion, just as now it is very unfortunate 
for us to be considering this type of 
legislation, when we are confronted with 
a political campaign. This matter. 
should never be a political issue in the 
United States. This question ·of pre­
paredness should be something on which 
all Americans are agreed.- To allow it 
ever to enter into ' a political campaign 
as a· political issue would seem to me to 
be most unfortunate. It is not a question 
primarily of returning to the voters, wi~h 
an idea of getting the voters' expression. 
I am sure that ·every one of .our constit­
uents wants us to exercise the best judg­
ment of which we are capable in dealing 
with this matter~ and if we exercise judg-

ment of that type, whether they have-an 
Opportunity- immediately thereafter to 
vote insofar as we are concerned and in­
sofar as our return to office is concerned, 

. or have to delay a year or so in voting, 
should make very little difference. The 
important thing about the consideration 
of proposed legislation of this type is that 
there be an opportunity for its full and 
complete and ample discussion all dur­
ing the time it is under consideration. 

I very much fear that 2 years hence, 
just as is true in tl~e present instance, we 
shall be faced with a situation when 
there is inadequate time for proper con­
sideration in the two Houses of the Con­
gress. Therefore, Mr. President, I sug­
gest to the able Senator from Oregon a 
compromise between the 2-year point 
that he proposes and the 5-year point 
which is in the pending bill-the 5 years, 
which I feel is too long, and the 2 years, 
which for reasons I have indicated seem 
to me to be inappropriate. I would there­
fore ask him kindly to submit a modi­
fying amendment to change his proposal 
:rom 2 years to 3 years, which would 
fix the termination of selective service at 
a time when we would not be facing an 
election, but in a year when it could be 
given adequate consideration. This 
would still afford a sufficient length of 
time, which would seem to me to be alto­
gether appropriate under circumstanc:s " 
which have been cited. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia. I fully 

agree with the distinguished Senator 
from New York that an adequate na­
tional defense should never be a political 
matter. That prompts me to ask the 
Senator this question: Should the 
Senate assume responsibility for saying 
when an emergency exists and deter­
mine when men shall be called to meet 
it or should the Senate pass that buck 
to the President? 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I do not 
think that is a very difficult question to 
answer. In line with wpat I have just 
said, the matter of a national emergency, 
if there be a · true national emergency, 
rests with all of us, both with the Execu­
tive, with the Senate, and with the 
House. There never should be a time· 
in this country when any one particular 
branch of the Government, unto itself, 
arid of itself alone, in the face of a real 
national emergency-and that is what 
I am talking about-should be left to 
meet it or to act upon· ft alone. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I am 
only going to talk for a minute on this 
amendment, for I feel the ground has 
been very well covered by other mem­
bers of the committee. I remember the 
remark made by the Senator from New 
York a moment ago, that the military 
policy of the country should be geared 
to world conditions. T.Q.at statement was 
made I am sure in support of his con­
tention that we cannot look forward 
5 years. He has now suggested the 
amendment be changed to 3 years. Per­
sonally, I think the manpower strength 
of our armed forces should be geared 
constantly to the world situation. I 
think the pending .measure does that. 
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I do not think· it is necessary to wait 2 
years, 3 years, 4 years, or 5 years. 

As I said in my opening remarks on 
the pending bill, each subsequent Con­
gress should look at the world situation 
and come back to the bill, which is flex­
ible, and set the maximum figures each 
year for each branch of the service, the 
Army, the Air Force, and the Navy. 

By examining page 3 of the pending 
bill it will be found that each service has 
a maximum strength fixed by Congress. 
Should the House agree with the idea­
and I think they do, as shown by the bill 
presently on the House Calendar-that 
is the way to. gear it each year to the 
world situation. 

If Congress by joint resolution can fix 
the maximum strength necessary, in 
view of world conditions a year from now, 
or 2 years from now, why not keep the 
bill in its entirety on the books, looking 
to each subsequent Congress te accept its 
responsibility just as this Congress is ac­
cepting its responsibility in' setting the 
maximum strength of each branch of the 
service? That is one point I should like 
to make; . 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, will 'the Sen­
ator yield? 

Mr. GURNEY. I yield to the Senator 
from New York. _ 

Mr. IVES. I ask the distinguished Sen­
ator from South Dakota if he does not 
consider selective service to be funda­
mentally somethjng of a very temporary 
nature in and of itself? 

Mr. GURNEY. Absolutely. 
Mr. IVES. It is not universal military 

training, though it might be the begin­
ning of it. Selective service is merely a 
stopgap; is it not? 

Mr. GURNEY. No; it is very neces-sary 
in case of an emergency. 

Mr. IVES. A stopgap is g.enerally 
vital. I did not mean it was unnecessary. 
It is necessary. 

Mr. GURNEY. We hope it is a stop­
gap. 

Mr. IVES. That is its real function; 
1s it not? 

Mr. GURNEY. We hope- it fills the 
gap. The pending. legislation can be ­
simply a stopgap~ keeping in mind the 
possible danger. Each subsequent Con­
gress should look to its responsibility and 
make it a stopgap for the world situation 
by adding improvements from year to 
year. 

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

Mr. GURNEY. Let me finish the an­
swer, if I may. I have not yielded. Let 
us see how it operates. In the first place, 
there is set for the Army a maximum 
strength of 790,000. Do we expect to call 
under selective service 790,000 men be­
tween the ages of 19 and 26? The an­
swer is we do not. How do we propose 
to get them? Sdme of them are in the 
service now. There are some who will 
remain in it. There are some who will 
reenlist. The enlistments of some of 
them have not yet run out. Others will 
volunteer. 

The best estimates I was given run 
from 190,000 to about 300,000 who will 
have to be drafted under the pending' 
measure during the next 12 months. It 
is not the intention . to draft the whole 
790,000. Next year, if the situation im­
proves, the maximum would be lowered. 

Possibly none would be drafted. But the 
bill will remain on the books. The vol­
unteer provisions will remain, the train­
ing provisions will remain. There will 
be a building up of the Reserve by rea­
son of the provisions of the pending 
measure. 

The bill, when passed, should remain 
in effect. If it becomes unnecessary to 
call more than 300,000 as the maximum 
strength of the Army, the other provi­
sions should remain, so that the strength 
would be built up elsewhere, and it would 
soon be possible to discontinue drafting 
men at all. That . is the purpose of the 
pending measure, to build up strength 

· elsewhere. 
Mr. IVES. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. GURNEY. I have one more point. 

I shall be glad to yield to the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. IVES. I would ask the able Sena­
tor one question. He pointed out that 
the pending measure should be reviewed 
year by year. I ·gathered· that from his 
remarks. I agree with tl)e Senator that, 
no matter what is done, it ought to be re­
viewed year by year by the Congress. 

The distinguished Senator from Mas­
sachusetts pointed out in his remarks the 
fact that by joint resolution we can drop 
this whole procedure, this whole plan, 
any time we want to. That is definitely 
understood. 

The fact still remains, does it not­
and I ask the distingUished Senator from 
South Dakota-that with a 3-year pe­
riod it would be perfectly practicable to 
set up the plan and put the program into 
operation. Is that correct? 

Mr. GURNEY. It is also possible un­
der 5 years. 

Mr. IVES. Of course, it . would be pos-
s;ible under 50 years, too. ' 

Mr. GURNEY. That is correct. 
Mr. IVES. I understand that. I can 

understand how under 1 year it would 
not be very practical, but I say it would 
be practical under 3 years. 

Mr. GURNEY. Not quite. . 
Mr. · IVES. ' Substantially it would be · 

practical to do it . that way, would it not? 
Mr. GURNEY. No, it would not, 
Mr. IVES. I thought the Senator just 

said it would be. 
Mr. GUR~EY. The Senator is pin­

ning me down now. 
Mr. IVES. I am trying to. 
Mr. GURNEY. I am trying to state 

why it would not be practical. 
Mr. IVES. The Senator may get tech­

nical, and I do not want to be technical. 
For all substantial purposes, it could be 
limited to 3 years without doing damage 
to anyone. 

Mr. GURNEY. I do not agree with 
the Senator. I will tell him why. This 
bill not only gives us strength f.pr the 
Regular Establishment, through all the 
methods of reenlistment, volunteering, 
and selective service, but it also estab­
lishes a program for Reserves. If we get 
started on the program, in 2 years it 
would ·be possible that the Congress 
would not have to appropriate such huge 
·amounts of money as are now necessary 
for the Military Establishment. 

Mr. IVES. I can appreciate that. 
The Senator from New York would like 

to make an observation. I am thinlting 
of another angle in this connection. I 

do not know whether the Senator real­
izes it, but if it is a 5-year proposition 
with which we finally have to deal, every 
year, beginning next year, pressure will 
be applied to have us, by joint resolution, 
get rid of it. If we have it for 3 years, 
or even 2 years-! do not like the 2-Year 
idea because of what I said about it­
but if it be 3 years, we shall have ample 
reason to say, "No; it has not gone far 
enough. We have not had time to see 
how it will work." I can fully under­
stand what might occur at the end of 
3 years, or at the end of 4 years. We 
might be getting rid of it under pressure. 
So it seems to me, from every angle from 
which one wants to look at it, the 3-year 
proposition is the most sensible. 

Mr. LANGER. · Mr. President, while I 
have been sitting here I have been hear­
ing a great deal about the testimony of 
experts such as General Bradley and 
General Eisenhower. It seems to me 
that some of JllY Democratic friends have 
not considered the testimony of. a gen­
tleman who testified before the commit­
tee. His testimony is at almost complete 
variance with the testimony of General 
Bradley and General Eisenhower. , 

After all, Mr. President, it was only a 
few years ago that the Democratic Party 
nominated for the Vice Presidency a man 
by the name of Henry A. Wallace, and it 
was only about 3 years -ago that he very 
nearly secured the majority of the votes 
in the Democratic national convention. 
If he had received them, he today would 
be President of the United States. I do 
not pretend to agree with all the testi­
mony which he gave before the commit­
tee, but, certainly, so long as we are 
hearing from other experts, I think the 
Senate should consider the testimony of 
Mr. ·wallace, .because there may be one 
chance in .a hundred that he is right. 

So I want to call to the attention of the 
Senate some of the testimony of the man 
whom··the Democratic Party nominated. 
and almost-renominated for Vice Presi­
dent. His testimony appears on page 542 
of the hearings, as follows: · 

The American people want peace. They 
want lasting peace achieved through world 
cooperation in the United Nations. T~ey 
want a strong and prosperous America. 

The American people hate war. 

Mr. President, I remember very well 
reading some of Mr. Wallace's speeches 
during the war against Hitler. I do not 
remember hearing any speeches made by 
anyone that was more warlike than were 
the speeches which Mr. Wallace delivered 
upon various occasions some 3 or 4 or 5 
years ago. He says: 

The American people hate war. Yet step 
by step they are being taken down the road 
to war, the country is being progressively 
weakened, and unless the people reverse this 
dangerous trend we face national disaster. 

The bipartisan foreign policy of the ad­
ministration assumes that war is inevitable. 
Remobilization, if authorized by Congrees, 
will set off an international armaments race. 

! ·think no honest man can dispute that 
statement. 

World fears and tensions will increase. 
Mobilization and countermobilization will 
lead to world war III. . 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
Our country .is in danger. But the danger 

comes from our own policies which will bring 
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war-urmecessary war-upon our country. 
The crisis lies in the war fever itself-not in 
real threats of invasion but in the synthetic 
threats of invasion pumped up to support 
the arms program. 

The administration wants us to believe 
that a world crisis has aris~n which threatens 
our security. 

I submit, Mr. President, that certainly 
Mr. Wallace, in view of the fact that he 
was head of the Department of Agricul­
ture and head of the Department of 
Commerce, to both of which positions he 
was confirmed by the Senate of the 
United States,. must have been a good 
Cabinet officer. The Democrats in this 
body said he would make a good Secre­
tary of Commerce. They said he would 
make a good Secretary of Agriculture. 
The Democrats all over the Nation, iri 
national convention assembled, said that 
H~nry A. Wallace would make a good 
President if a~ything should happen to 
Franklin D. Roosevelt. At that time 
they must have trusted him. At that 
time, when they picked him out of 140,-
000,000 people, they said to the American 
people, "He is the man we want for Pres­
ident in case anything happens to Mr, 
Roosevelt." Certainly, Mr. President, 
when Mr. Wallace talks about the ad­
ministration today he speaks as one 
who was on the inside, a man who at­
tended Cabinet meeting after Cabinet 
meeting, and who, time and time again, 
was a close confidential adviser to Pres­
ident Roosevelt. 

He said i~ his testimony: 
The administration wants us to believe 

that a world crisis has arisen which threatens 
our security. But it has presented no facts 
to substantiate this. 

Then Mr. Wallace said: 
I charge an artificial crisis was deliberat~ly 

manufactured to stampede Congress and the · 
people into accepting universal military 
training and conscription. . 

Then, strangely enough, Mr . . Wallace 
quotes the Wall Street Journal as one 
of his authorities. He says: 

On March 19 the Wall Stret· Journal made 
a pointed comment on the President's all 
too frequent declaration of crises-. 

He quotes the Wall Street Journai as 
follows: 

When these crises are. proqlaimed, they 
seem always to call for the speedy enactment 
of measures which the administration pre­
viously has recommended but failed to 
obtain. 

This one calls for· resumption ·of the draft . 
and universal training. 

This administration never wanted to give 
up the draft and it has worked bard to have 
Congress approve universal training. 

That is a quotation from the Wall 
Street Journal of March 19 last. Mr. 
Wallace continued: 

The administration is again using the 
"crisis" technique. The objective of this 
~ear campaign is to paralyze the will and 
mind of the American people so that they 
will accept the plans to militarize America. 

Mr. President, there may be something 
to what Mr. Wallace says. I am sure I 
do not know, because I do not profess 
to be an expert, but one thing is certain, 
namely, that the 12 leading Protestant 
denominations of America have met and 

almost unanimously · have declared 
against the pending measure. 

That is not all. As every Senator 
knows, leading educators all over the 
country, some of them the very men who 
testified in favor of our getting into 
World War I, and said we had to get 
into that war, today testify just to the 
contrary. So, as I have said, there may 
be something to what Mr. Wallace stated. 
He proceeded: 

The security of the United States is not 
threatened-except from Washington. 

He asked this question before the com-
mittee: 

Are we threatened by the Soviet Union? 

He answered it himself by saying: 
That nation lost 10,000,000 llves in the 

war. The most productive sectors of its 
economy were destroyed. After 2Y2 years of 
reconstruction its production has just re­
gained the prewar level. It will take the 
Soviet Union many years to attain an in­
dustrial output equal to one-half our cur­
rent production. Meanwhile, 1f we do not 
squander our resources in preparations for 
war, the United States can increase its out­
put by 50 percent in the next decade, raise 
itself to an undreamed-of prosperity, and 
help promote the prosperity of the rest of 
the world. 

Mr. President, so long as some Sena­
tors are quoting experts, quoting Gen­
eral Bradley, General Eisenhower, and 
other authorities, it seems to me we 
should have the benefit of Mr. Wallace's 
views, whether we· agree with him or 
whether we do not, in view of the fact 
that he held these many interesting and 
important positions in the Democratic 
Party. 

Mr. Wallace asked another question: 
Does anyone seriously believe that the 

Soviet Union wants another war? The most 
ardent advocates of the unsuccessful, 2-year­
old, get-tough-with-Russia policy admit that 
the Soviet Union does not want war. They 
even concede that the Soviet Union fears 
war. The single fact is that the Soviet Union 
cannot attack the United States. As the 
Wall Street Journal cynically said, if the Rus­
sians wanted to attack us, "they would have 
to swim to get here." 

Mr. Wallace further said: 
There is no m111tary threat to our national 

security. The administration has concocted 
a nonexistent threat to force through un­
popular legislation. What is happening to­
day was frankly described by James-Reston, 
correspondent of the New York Times, more 
than a year ago. 

Reston said, March 16, 1947, that the ad­
ministration believes "the most successful 
way to introduce foreign policy in Congress 
1s to oversell it piecemeal in an atmosphere 
of crisis." 

This crisis technique subverts the demo­
cratic process and leads to the regimentation 
of thought. It seeks to stifle criticism with 
fear. Thought control by fear has· been de­
scribed by Dr. A. M. Meerlo of the Inter­
Allied Pyschological Study Group which 
:functioned in England during the war. He 
pain ted out that: 

"Fear paralyzes the human mind, hypno­
tizes it, as it were, and makes it passive. 
Hitler always made the Germans believe that 
t,hey had to defend themselves against alleged 
encirclement." · 

Then Mr. Wallace continued: 
Today, the technique of fear is directed 

against Americans. A war hysteria has b~en 

generated so that Americans will accept the 
militarization of their economy and life. 

Mr. Wallace said: 
I don't think it will work. 
There are too many m1llions of Americans 

who are waiting, as I am waiting, for some 
real proof that our national security is 
threatened. 

Mr. President, I have read this testi­
mony .beca}lse I became very much in­
terested in the question of universal mm ... 
tary training. Nowhere-and I chal­
lenge the distinguished Senator in charge 
of the pending bill-nowhere, from one 
cover to the other of the volume of the 
hearings. is there any real proof that the 
security of America is threatened. 

Said Mr. Wallace: 
I am waiting for the industrialists and 

financiers who now profit from these war 
preparations to say-

Mr. President, what I am going to 
quote now should be said time and time 
again. Mr. Wallace said: 

I am waiting for the industrialists and 
financiers who now profit from these war 
preparations to say-

Before I quote what he said, remem­
ber, Mr. President, that in World War II 
industry went on a strike. Industry 
said: 

We will not produce unless we are guar­
!1-nteed profits. 

But when there was a little labor strike 
somewhere, , there were full-page adver­
tisements saying how unpatriotic labor 
was. So the record today is replete with 
the enormous profits industries made 
out of World War II. 

Mr. President, I was the first Senator 
to rise on this ftoor and ask that the 
$106,000,000,000 of war assets be not 
wasted, and that a commission be ap­
pointed by the President so as to save 
every single penny we possibly could. 
What has happened to our $106,000,000,-
000 worth of property? As I remember, 
three men were appointed as a commis­
sion, in October. One of them was one 
of our former colleagues, Senator Gil­
lette, of Iowa. October p:;~.ssed, Novem­
ber passed, December passed, and Jan­
uary came before Mr. Gillette finally, 
waiting until the expiration of his term 
as Senator, joined the other two men on 
the commission. 

What happened after Mr. Gillette 
j.oined the others? The people of my 
State wanted to get some of the war 
material, and they offered to pay every 
single penny it was worth. In the law 
creating the War Assets Commission it 
was provided that the United State3 
Government itself should have the first 
chance, the first preference, in buying 
war materials. Next . came various 
States, then the counties, and so on, 
then the universities. But January, Feb­
ruary, and March went by, and finally 
three Senators went to the office of the 
War Assets Administration, one the dis­
tingUished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART], another the distinguished 
Senator Chandler, at that time repre­
senting Kentucky in the Senate, and my­
self. 

Three months after January, Mr. 
President, the rules providing for the 
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sale of that property still had not been 
drawn up. That is the sort of r.dminis­
tration we had at the hands of the Dem­
ocratic Party at that time. Then wha~ 
happened? Two of" the .members of the 
Surplus Property Board, one from Rhode 
Island and one fr:om California, could 
not get along with the member from 
Iowa. They quarreled and finally the 
member from Iowa resigned. 

Then Congress passed a new law and 
placed one man in charge instead of 
three. A short time thereafter the man 
in charge resigned. Congress then cre­
ated a new agency and another man was 
put in charge of it, and he was in office 
5 or 6 months, and, lo and behold, he was 
promoted, and . another vacancy oc­
curred. 

In the meantime, what has happened 
to the $106,00Q.,OOO,OOO worth of surplus 
property? I need not tell the Members 
of this body what ha-ppened to it. The 
very tractors, the very trucks, the very 
caterpillars, the very road machinery we 
wanted was kept from being sold to the 
people of the country because the big 
manufacturers, the war profiteers, who 
are described by Mr. Wallace in his tes­
timony before the committee saw to it 
that that machinery, which was in for­
eign lands, was not even returned to the 
United States of America. In Italy it 
was sold for 1 cent on . the dollar. In 
other countries it was given away. In a 
few other countries we said, "Under lend-
lease we are giving it to you." . 

There is much talk today about Rus­
sia. Russia herself received nearly $12,-
000,000,000 worth of war assets in ma­
chinery, planes, and money. I remember 
when the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BucK], the late Senator 
Scrugham, of Nevada, and I, as a com- ' 
mittee went to Alaska. At that time the 
Government was giving planes to Russia. 
This ally of ours would not even let the 
United States fly the planes wJ.1.ich were 
given Russia for nothing, within a thou­
sand miles of Russian territory. Those 
planes were not delivered at Nome: 
Nome is 45 or 46 miles away from the 
coast of Siberia. The Russians said, 
"You cannot come so close to Siberia. 
We will come and get the planes at Fair­
banks." That is where the planes were 
delivered to the Russians. When we were 
discussing the matter with some Rus­
sians who came to fly the planes back to 
RUssia, did they say "Thank you" for 
the planes? They did not. They said, 
"Harry Hopkins promised us 385 planes a · 
month, and the United States is not de­
livering that many. Besides," the Rus­
sians said, "the planes which are being 
delivered are much smaller than the 
planes we thought we were going to re­
ceive." 

I read again what Mr. Wallace said in 
·his testimony before the committee: 

I am waiting · for the industrialists and 
.financiers who now profit from these war 
preparations to say: 

"We are patriotic Americans. We .are 
alarmed at threats to our country. For the 
duration of the crisis we are giving up all 
profits, all dividends, all huge salaries. Ev­
erything above normal living expenses be­
longs to the Treasury of the United States, 
and we want the Congress to put this i~to 
law unt il the emergency ends. - We refuse to 

take a penny of profit for the defense of ou~ 
country. We stand with the boys who are 
drafted in making sacrifices for freedom." 

Whether we· agree with Mr. Wallace or 
whether we do not, the fact nevertheless 
remains that hundreds of thousands of 
our citizens are waiting for these 
financiers and industrialists to say what 
Mr. Wallace is waiting for them to say. 

Yesterday the distinguished Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN] said. upon 
the floor of ·the . Senate that we paid 
$10,000,000 apiece for 45 ships, and then 
after the war sold them for $90,000 
apiece. The Senator said something 
about an investigation. But, Mr. Presi­
dent, what good is an investigation after 
we have sold the ships and the money 
has been paid? Who received some of 
those ships? Some of the very officials 
who were appointed by the President, 
who knew where the surplus property 
was located, resigned, and bought ·some 
of it for almost nothing on the dollar. 
So I say that Mr. Wallace in his testi­
mony before the committee strikes a 
tender chord when he says he is waiting 
for some of the industrialists and finan­
ciers to say that they are not going to 
make a single penny out of our prepara­
tions for war, the money for which we 
have been voting. 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
I am waiting for that proof; and for proof 

that those who talk of a conscript army to 
defend freedom actually believe in freedom. 
I am waiting to hear the Defense Secretary 
say: 

"We are not hypocrites. We really believe 
in freedom. We are devoted to democratic 
principlE's. We are abolishing-utterly and 
completely abolishing-all . cliscrimination 
and segregation for reasons of race, creed, or 
national origin." 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
But today the cries of danger are suspect. 

When pressed to reveal what they mean by 
the threat to national security- ~ 

All these fellows who are yelling about 
preparing for national defense, worrying 
about national defense-
when pressed to reveal what they mean by 
the threat to national security, the drum­
beaters for m111tarization bring out another 
alleged ganger-"political. aggression." That 
is described as "Communist infiltration" in 
Europe and Asia. 

Those words are not mine, Mr. Presi­
dent ,- I am quoting from Mr. Wallace, 
and I say there is perhaps one chance 
out of a hundred he is right. 

In any event I ~ubmit that a man who 
has been Secretary of Agriculture, ap­
pointed to that office by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate, a man 
who has been Secretary of Commerce, 
appointed by the President and con­
firmed by this body, a man· who was 
selected out of 140,000,000 people by the 
Democrats of the United States of Amer­
ica .in their convention, and elected by 
the people' of the United States at the 
election to be their Vice President, a 
man who for 4 years presided over this 
body-certainly his views are entitled 
at least to be considered. I do not say 
I agree with him. But when a Senator 
a few momentat ago read two lines from 
tlie testimony of General Bradley and 
another Senator quoted three or four 

', 

lines from General Eisenhower, then 
certainly this body is entitled to have 
the views of a man who has held so 
many important governmental positions. 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
These phrases confuse the realities of a 

world in transition. They are every bit as 
loose in their use of the word "Communist" 
when they spealt of policies abroad as they 
are when they attack as "Communist" liberal 
proposals here at home. 

I have in my office, and will be glad 
to show ta the distinguished Senator 
occupying the chair -[Mr. CAIN] or to 
any oth~r Senator, not one, not a dozen, 
not 20, 30, or 40, but more than 100 let­
ters saying that RoBERT A. TAFT is a Com­
munist and Socialist because he advo­
cated · the Taft-Ellender-Wagner bill. 
Some men who disagreed with him and 
did not like the Taft-Ellender-Wagner 
bill promptly called the Senator from 
Ohio a Socialist and a Communist. So, 
as Mr. Wallace says: 

These phrases confuse the realities of a 
. world in transition. They are every bit as 
loose in their use of the word "Communist" 
when they speak of policies abroad as they 
are when they attack as "Communist" liberal 
,proposals here at home. President Truman 
and the bipartisan supporters of his anti­
Communist crusade are saying in effect that 
American security is threatened by the en­
deavors of backward countries everywhere 
to lift themselves from feudalism into the 
modern world of the twentieth century. 
Change anywhere in the world is labeled 
"aggression" by the bipartisans. 

. Does anyone doubt that statement? 
Is there any testimony disputing what 
Mr. Wallace said? Mr. \Vallace con~ 
tinued: 

Today we are supposed to believe that a 
democratic election in Italy can be an act 

_ 01 political aggression if the results displease 
us. But the threat comes only from the free 
choice of the Italian people-and it is the 
Italian people whom the militarists fear. 

Fear of necessary change cannot halt the 
progress of mankind. Neither guns nor 
atom bomb can erase the need for land 
reform in nations where farms are small and 
the land is poor. 

A few days ago a very distinguished 
man came over here from Spain. He had 
been in Italy. I invited the Senatorefrom 
Mississippi [Mr. EASTLAND] to meet him. 
We heard him t~l how over in Italy eight 
families own an entire province. So 
when Mr. Wallace speaks of land reform, 
I submit that he is on pretty solid 
ground. 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
Radioactive gas will not quench the thirst 

for knowledge of illiterate peoples. Bacterio­
logical warfare will not halt the drive to 
modernize and expand industry in unde-

, veloped countries where productivity is low. 
The peoples of the world are on the march 

toward a more abundant Hfe. 

I am sure that my Democratic col­
leagues will all remember the words 
which were used so often-"again and 
again and again" by a man who only re­
cently occupied the office of President 
of the United States. We heard a _great 
deal about the "more abundant life." 

Mr. Wallace continued, in his testi­
mony on ·this bill: 

· Their struggles for progress are very much 
like thos~ which marked the development 
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of our own country. Their aspirations for 
a better life do not threaten the American 
people. In- fact, the peace and prosperity 
of the American ~ation is tied up witl?, the 
development of backward countries, with 
their transition from poverty to plenty. 
This world-wide movement away from feudal­
ism threatens only the special interests and 
entrenched privileges of international big 
business. 

Why was it that when our military au­
thorities went into Germany American 
capitalists did not go among the people 
and say, "We want you to organize a 
bank, and we will lend you the money?" 
I challenge any Senator to name a single 
South American country into which 
American capital went and said, "We will 
lend you the money to establish a bank." 
After the Le~gue of Nations Charter was 
adopted, we were all going to be sisters 
and brothers. The people of South 
America were going to be our sisters and 
brothers, and we were going to help 
tl}em. But I defy any Senator to name 
a single South American country where 
our industrialists and financiers said to 
the people, "You have young men and 
women here who are graduates of some 
of the best colleges in the United States. 

"There is no question that you can op-
erate banks. We will lend you the money 
to establish a bank." Did our indus­
trialists and financiers say that to the 
people of Peru, for example? Instead, 
what did they do? They established-the 
bank; and they are out to get the last 
drop of financial blood they can get out 
of the people of Peru. That is true of 
every other South American country. 

When we went to Europe we did the 
same thing over there. As our occupa­
tion forces went into Germany and other 
countries, the Chase National Bank of 
New York City was establishing 'branch 
banks. It had an opportunity to expand. 
There was no purpose on the part of the 
American administration to let the peo­
ple of the occupied countries rehabili­
tate themselves by establishing institu­
tions which they themselves controlled. 
That has not been the policy. Our policy 
has been a policy of expansion in all the 
countries, including especially China, 
where American industrialists and finan­
ciers could expand their sphere of in­
fluence and get every single dollar that 
they possibly could out of those peo­
ple who, under the League of Nations 
agreement, were supposed to be our 
brothers and our sisters. 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
Their aspirations for a better life do not 

threaten the American people. 

Mr. Wallace further said-and no­
where in his cross-examination by mem­
bers of the committee who heard him was 
the statement gainsaid, because I have 
the record before me: · 

If we are to compete with communism we 
had better get on the side of the people. 

I submit that that is pretty good doc­
trine. It is not answered anywhere in 
this book. 

We must practice the democracy we preach. 
It we do we shall have allies which bribes 
and arms cannot buy. 

The remobilization demanded by the ad­
ministration is a program which would pro­
tect international Pl'ivilege_.. and add to the 

profits of large corporations as they become 
the major partners in European and interna-
tional cartels. -

Did the members of the committee in­
terrogate Mr. Wallace and dispute his 
statement? Quite the contrary. What 
is the record? When Mr. Wallace talks 
about monopolies and cartels, at least he 
brings to Il)Y recollection the fact that 
the Sherman antitrust law was passed 
in 1890. We should read the congres­
sional debates at that time. When in 
this very room the Sherman antitrust 
law was passed, it was stated that it 
would do away with unlawful con­
spiracies to concentrate wealth in the 
hands of the few. In the Sherman anti­
trust law there was a provision that if 
that act was violated, those who violated 
it could be sent to jail for a period of 1 
year and could be fined $5,000. I chal­
lenge any Member of the Senate to name 
one person who, from 1890 to the pres­
ent time, under any Attorney General, 
has been sent to jail for violating the 
Sherman Antitrust Act. Perhaps in a 
moment some Senator will state the 
name of one such person. There was 
only one man who was sent to jail in 
connection 'with the Sherman Antitrust 
Act, and that was Eugene Debs. He was 
sent to jail, not by a jury, but by a judge, 
who had issued an order which Mr. Debs 
violated. 

Mr. President, at this time I send to the 
desk' an amendment, which, if adopted, I 
think, will do much good. The amend­
ment provides that on page 65, in line 4, 
after the word "compensation", there 
shall be inserted the words "but not to 
exceed 10 percent on invested capital." 
As thus amended, that portion of the bill 
will then read: 

(d) Fair and just compensation, but not 
to exceed 10 percent on invested capital, shall 
be paid by the United States ( 1) for ' any 
articles or materials furnished pursuant to 
an order placed. under subsection (a), or (2) 
as rental for any plant, mine, or other facili~y 
of which possession is taken under subsec­
tion (c). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the 
wish of the Senator from North Dakota 
to have the amendment printed and lie 
on the table? 

Mr. LANGER. Yes. 
Mr. President, Mr. Wallace continued 

as follows: 
The remobiiization demanded by the ad­

ministration is a program which would pro­
tect international privilege and add to the 
profits oi large corporations as they become 
t"le major partners in European and inter­
national cartels. The dollars of American 
taxpayers and the lives of American boys are 
to be spent in bolstering these interests. 
While the propagandists mix fear and the 
language of humanitarianism, we shall be 
repressing the forward movement of peoples 
towards enlightenment and well-being. 

Mr. President, we cannot get rid of 
. Henry Wallace just by shrugging our 
shoulders. I am a Republican. Never­
theless, I realize that for 4 years Mr. Wal­
lace presided over this Chamber. He was 
picked by approximately 26,000,000 vot­
ers, according to my recollection, who 
voted the Democratic ticket at the time 
when he was elected Vice President of the 
United States. Before that, he was 
nominated by DeMocrats representing 

all the United States. They must have 
thought he was a very good man, or else 
they would not have nominated him. 
Later, when he was named Secretary of 
Commerce, the Democrats were still in 
control in this Chamber. They knew all 
about him. Every day they saw him 
here. They could read in the newspa­
pers what he stood for. After he had 
been Secretary of Agriculture for a long 
time and after he had presided here in 
the Senate for four long years, the Mem­
bers of this body said he would make a 
very good Secretary of Commerce, and 
they endorsed him. He was appointed 
by the President to be Secretary of Com­
merce, and the Senate confirmed the ap­
pointment. 

References have; been made to Mr. 
Marshall, not as a general, but as Secre­
tary of State. He has not had the ex­
perience in the office of Secretary of 
State that Mr. Wallace had as secre­
tary of Agriculture, later as Secretary of 
Commerce, and also as Vice President 
of the United States. 

Remember, too, that ·Mr. Wallace took 
various trips. Before Mr. Truman even 
was nominated to be Vice President, the 
administration sent Mr. Wallace to 
China; and for six long weeks Henry 
Wallace was representing President 
Roosevelt in China, and our Government 
paid the bill. The Democrats must have 
believed he was a very good man or else 
they would not have sent him to China 
for 6 weeks. 

Mr . . Wallace continued at the hearings 
as follows: 

The Forrestal-Truman program for the 
draft and UMT is a program of aggression. 
The Wall Street Journal recognized this when 
it said: 

"A large army is a first consideration only 
if you expect to attack and occupy territory." 

The legitimate defense needs of our coun­
try bear no resemblance to their proposals. 
American boys and dollars must not be used 
to support native reactionaries in suppress­
ing the demands of people for change. 

The President's demand for conscription 
and compulsory military training carries the 
Truman doctrihe to a new stage-military ac­
tion. · In its first stage, the _ Truman doc­
trine was described as a diplomatic effort to 
"contain" the Soviet Union. The European 
recovery program was the second stage-eco­
nomic warfare to implement diplomacy. Ac­
cording to the Journal of Commerce, March 
18, 1948, ERP w:ill now be used in large part 
to ship munitions. 

In its third stage the Truman docti'ine 
calls for the application of mmtary force. 
In the words of the Wall Street Journal, 
"the P,rogression of this doctrine has been 
relentless. Its progression, indeed, was in­
evitable once the Government · accepted its 
basic principles." That principle is that war 
1s inevitable. 

War today is total. The whole economy 
must be m111tarized to support the war ma­
chine. Military conscription must therefore 
be followed by labor conscription. 

I call attention to the fact that here 
we have a great Democrat speaking, the 
man who for a long time was Secretary 
of Agriculture in a Democratic admin­
istration, who for 4 years, as a Dem­
ocrat, presided over this body, the man 
whom · the D8mocratic majority in this 
body thereafter confirmed as Secretary 
of Commerce. 
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Mr. President, he was one of the pre­

cious jewels when it came to the cam­
paigns. He was the man ·whom the 
Democrats sent all over the great North­
west to tell the people how he had saved 
the farming industry of the United 
States. The Democrats were proud of 
him. Wherever he went he was wined 
and dined, second only to President 
Roosevelt himself. It was Mr. Wallace 
V{ho .. carried the ticket to victory-as the 
Democrats said, "to glorious victory." I 
maintain today that although there may 
be only one chance in a hundred of his 
being right, at" least this body is en­
titled to his views. Mr. Wallace con­
tinued: 

Civilian consumption must be subordi­
nated to the production of weapons of de­
struction, The . economics of aggression 
dictate the following progression. Butter 
and guns are followed by guns and butter 
and finally by guns and dry bread. While 
the people tighten their belts, the huge cor­
porations profit on war orders. 

· Mr. President, I have before me anum­
ber of CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS. I want 
to call the attention of my colleagues to 
certain speeches ·made upon this floor, 
rpeeches which I believe are very ger­
mane to the amendment proposed by the 
distinguished Sen~tor from Oregon and 
germane to the bill itself. 

On Monday, May 10, 1948, Representa­
tive VAN ZANDT spoke on the subject, 
"Veterans of Foreign Wars support H. R. 
6258, a bill to take the profits out of war-.,. 
Aside from the very small minority of 
men in this country who own ·or who 1 

are interested in large industrial cor­
porations, the people are overwhelmingly 
in favor of taking the profits out of war. 
Mr. VAN ZANDT said: 

Mr. Speaker, when I introduced H. R. 6258 
on, April 15, in a statement I mentioned th.at 
it was designed to take the profits out of 
war. 

That was similar to my amendment 
which I sent to the desk a moment ago, 
which provides that anybody dealing 
under the program for which we are 
voting shall not make mote than 10 per­
cent profit. I submit that 10 Percent 
profit is enough. 

Mr. VANZANDT continUed: 
I also stated that the provisions of the bill 

were similar to a bill introduced by me in the 
Seventy-sixth Congress, and which was iden­
tical to a bill introduced at that ,time by 
50 Members of the Senate and by 11 Members 
of the House. · · 

Today, Mr. President, I am almost if 
not entirely alone. A short time ago the 
same bill was introduced by 50 Senators. 
It got exactly nowhere. 

Mr. VAN .Z!.NDT continued: 
The sponsor of this legislation in the Sev­

enty-sixth Congress was the Veterans of For­
eign Wars of the United States. I am pleased 
to report that the VFW is supporting House 
Resolution 6258 fn the Eightieth Congress, as 
evidenced by the following statement issued 
by the department of public relations of the 
VFW to all posts of that organization. 

Before asking unanimous consent to 
have the statement placed in the RECORD, 
I shall read a few paragraphs. They 
show what the soldiers think about the 
way the Congress is running the 
Government. This is· what they think of 
Senators who are receiving $15,000 a 

year. The statement is so good I believe 
I shall read it all, because it represents 
the feeling of hundreds of thousands of 
soldiers. 

The soldier boys were asked to g.o out 
and sacriuce their lives. I went to Walter 
Reed Hospital, where I saw veterans, 
·some without arms, some without legs, 
some without sight. Yet at that very 

. time the corporations had taken in hun­
dreds and hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. Listen to what the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars have to say: 

Speaking in terms of money alone, World 
War II cost the American taxpayers in ex­
penditures and pyramided debts, in excess of 
$330,000,000,000. This figure is five times the 
total national income during 1939, the year 
in which the war began in Europe. 

During the period 1941 to 1943, inclusive, 
corporation net profits alone increased more 
than 100 percent over the preceding 3-year 
period during which there was little prepa­
ration for and no prosecution of a war. The 
vast bulk of this tremendous increase repre­
sents excessive war profits. 

There was another kind of debt incurred 
during the war which cannot be repaid. That 
debt is owed to the one-third of a million 
Americans who gave their lives and · to the 
million ' others who became casualties. The 
resultant grief of the survivors and disrupted 
lives of those who served cannot be compen­
sated for in dollars. 

Such figures as these tell a simple, yet 
highly indicative story. In their essence they 
mean that for some-a small minority we like 
t6 think-war is a highly profitable venture, 
and therefore a desirable one. For others "it 
means sacrifices far above and beyond any 
monetary value. 

Were I to advocate that taking the profits 
out of war is the sole remedy needed to abol­
ish it I should defeat my purpose in talking 
to you today (tonight). Obviously it is not. 
Yet it is an irrefutable fact that most wars in 
recorded history have been fought purely for 
selfish, material gains. Whether openly mer­
cenary or under the cloak of an ideology, the 
profit motive invariably exists to some extent 
in all wars. I repeat that taking profits out 
of war will not guarantee its abolition, but I 
-emphasize strongly that it would be one of 
the greatest deterrents to war yet devised. 

With these profits outlawed, any future 
war in which America might become engaged 
will truly tea war of purpose-a war fought 
solely for the preservation ·of the American 
way of life. 

Constitutionally, the Federal Government 
cannot confiscate priyately owned property 
to aid in the prosecution of a war in which 
it is involved. It may, however, appropriate 
human lives by use of the military draft and 
use them to the fullest extent if necessary 
to bring about a successful termination of a 
war. 

Do we see, Mr. President, what these 
soldiers see, that under our Constitution 
we cannot confiscate property, but we 
can confiscate . the lives of the young 
men? Oh, Mr. President, property is in­
violate. But we can take the last son in 
a family of four or five or six and leave a 
farmer and his wife-I read the record 
on that question fully last year-with no 
one to help them. The Army took the 
last boy from a farmer who was 70 years 
of age and whose wife was approximately 
67 years of age, and left them without 
any help on the farm. I called attention 
to another instance in which two sons 
had been killed, and I learned that the 
third boy was being sent across the water. ' 
It was only after getting in touch with 
the late 'Senator David I. Walsh that we 

were able to keep that boy from going 
overseas. He was finally stationed in 
CaJ~fornia. 

Under our Constitution we cannot con­
fiscate property. We cannot say to some 
millionaire or some billionaire, "Now we 
will take all above five or six or twenty 
or twenty-five million dollars," but we 
can take the .lives of young men, and do 
it constitutionally. These young men see 
the situation, Mr. President. They 
brought it to the attention of Representa­
tive VAN ZANDT of Pennsylvania. 

Manifestly this is essential in times ot 
emergency. But it is no less essential, no 
less democratic to appropriate excessive 
profits of war for the common defense. The 
most iniquitous quality invested in man 
during time of war is that he should profit 
from the blood of others. It is totally 
against the precepts of Christianity. 

Maybe that is the reason why the 12 
leading Protestant churches in America 
have come out against the bill which 
we are today considering. 

The one democratic way _ of utilizing the 
fuli productivity of property "in time of war 
without actual confiscation is through a 
steeply graduated personal and corporation 

· war-profits tax. Thus would be abolished all 
monetary incentive for war; and those who 
foster it for its. profits would be less belliger..: 
ent knowing that they stood to lose by it. 
Those excessive profits which would other­
wise go into the pockets of the individual 
or ·corporation would, under such an arrange­
ment, revert to the United States Treasury 
to be used in defraying -the expense of the 
war, with a postw~r debt held at a minimum 
by an excess-profits tax operative during hos­
tilities, there w,ould be created a salubrious 
condition for a stabilized postwar economy. 
What war debts might be incurred could 
quickly be liquidated thus sparing a burden 
for succeeding generations to shoulder. Of 
no little consequence is that excess-profits 
taxes during war would do much to avert 
years of economic depression and widespread 
unemployment which follow in the wake of 
war and the disruption of world markets. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars continue 
in their statement as follows: . 

The drafting of excessive income of indi­
viduals and corporations during war would 
cause all Americans to realize that any future 
war would result not only in the loss of 
human life and misery to millions of citi­
zens, but it would also mean the sacrifice 
of all profits· above living expenses. The 
burdens of war would then be more equally 
distributed. To certain extents we would 
all be in it together-not just those who 
do the actual fighting. Potential profiteers 
of any possible future war, realizing that net 
profits, after payment of war taxes, would be 
less during time of war than during time of 
peace, would very probably be instilled with 
a strong desire for a policy by our country of 
doing all possible to stay out of war. With 
war profits gone, we ~;;hould have to have an 
impeccably moral and worthy cause before 
entering another war. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con­
. sent to place the remainder of this state­

ment in the RECORD at this point in my 
remarks. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc­
CARTHY in the cha~r). Is there objec­
tion? 

There being no objection, the re­
mainder of the statem~nt was ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

For many years the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars has urged upon Congress the enact-



1948 CONGRESSIONAL .RECORD-:SENATE ~321 

ment of legislation ou.tlawing discriminatory 
war profits. Under its auspices such a bill 
was introduced into Congress on American­
ization Day, April 27, 1938, along with the 
signed endorsement of· 4,05)0,000 American 
citizens. Similar bills under VFW sponsor­
ship were presented the following year under 
joint authorship of 50 Senators and 4 Repre­
sentatives. These bills clearly had the back­
ing of the American people. However, op­
position and criticism of the bills by those 
who would be most affected by it prevailed, 
and shortly thereafter we entered World War 
II. As a result, fabulous personal and cor­
porate fortunes were made just as they were 
made in World War I, and our war debt went 
up into astronomical figures. And so even 
after the war, the little man, the man who 
endured the rigors of war at $60 a l!lonth, the 
man who lost his son on Iwo Jima or at St. Lo, 
must keep on paying and paying. Those who 
stayed at home to reap the harvest wm ·pay 
too-but how well they can afford it. 

Today, hostile acts and aggressive tactics 
abroad -are again threatening to embroii us 
in another and even more devastating global 
conflict. It is not my purpose today (to­
night) to dwell upon the present interna­
tional situation, or to offer solutions to the 
grave problems confronting us. I do wish 
to emphasize, however, the urgency of con­
sidering now a strong restraining infiuence 
on those who would compromise our na­
tional security by the greed for profits by 
vthich they are dominated-even at the ex­
pense of human life ·and abject misery. 

To prevent, in the event of a future war, 
a repetition of the creation of war-made 
miliionaires, the Veterans of Foreign Wars is 
again sponsoring a bill designed to eliminate 
those ill-gotten gains by steeply graduated 
income and other taxes during hostilities. 
This is House Resolution 6258 introduced on 
April 15, 1948. Its provisions will equalize 
the financial costs of war and provide for an 
effective defense at a time when it is most 
needed. It will do all possible to insure 
peace, but in case of attack by a foreign 
power, it will direct the entire resources of 
the Nation impartially toward the war's 
speedy and successful conclusion. 

It must be understood clearly tha-t H. R. 
6258 is in strict conformance with our 
present tax laws and violates no constitu­
tional provisions. It · is applicable only in 
time of war and ceases when Congress de­
clares war to be at an end. It makes no 
attempt to confiscate property nor does it 
violate the individual rights of any citizen. 
It bestows no unusual powers upon any one 
individual. It establishes no vast political 
machine, for it operates, when effective, with 
our existing tax-collecting agencies. Its 
provisions have been studied and approved 
by the country's leading tax experts. Its 
enactment would do more to prevent a world 
catastrophe than any other statute now in 
effect. It is written to aid the common man 
who is always the big loser in any war. It 
is the epitaph. of the war profiteer. 

One of the principal objections that has 
been · voiced against this proposed measure 
(and you may be sure that those who stand 
to profit by war are the most vociferous 
against it) is that it is not in line with 
the principles of American democracy, and 
that it smacks of communism and social­
ism. I maintain that such an accusation is 
absurd in the face of those very principles 
upon which our democracy operates. If 100 
percent of the bodies and minds of our finest 
young men are democratically dr?-fted for 
national defense; it would be utter stupidity 
to assert that the wealth represented in the 
form of dollars which these same men helped 
to create is exempt from doing its part in 
the preservation of the system by which it 
came into being. In time of war our people 
fight, and often die for the continuation 
of the American form of government. Is it 
fitting then that huge inctividual and cor-

porate war profits stand idle and ll:l.ter be· 
come a burden upon those who fight? . 

I do not maintain that H. R. 6258 would 
or could equalize all the sacrifices necessary 
to successfully wage a war if forced upon 
us. But it most assuredly will bring about 
a financial equalization, and will minimize 
to an extent hitherto unknown the suffer­
ings that go With war. It would be a major 
factor in securing the earliest possible termi· 
nation of war. Certainly it would spare the 
burden of huge · war debts such as we now 
have. No-legislation alone cannot com­
pensate those who bear the brunt of battle. 
They have ever been on the short end­
their sacrifices cannot be equaled. H. R. 
6258 is, however, the nearest thing yet 
devised to equally distribute the total costs 
of war. Under its provisions every person 
not in uniform, and every company and 
corporation would contribute any excess 
wartime profits to the financing of a war 
while it is still in progres. On the basis 
of actual income, every citizen and ev.ery 
business firm would pay their proportionate 
shares of the expense of war. With this bill 
made into law, there will be no more war­
time profiteers in the United States. 

It is generally accepted that America is a 
Nation that abhors war and holds to the 
tenets of peace. Our potential enemies to­
day realize this fact and have, and will in 
the future, exploit it fully to gain their own 
ends. It is unfortunate and ignominious 
that we have in this country certain groups 
and individuals who play along with these 
adversaries of freedom. These peale would 
risk not only American security and human 
lives in another calamitous conflict, but even 
their own properties for an upsurge in 
profits from war. Such is their greed-such 
is their lack of foresight. 

This Nation is now in one of the most 
crucial periods in its history. International 
tension will probably increase before it can 

. abate. To resist the hue and cry of the forces 
leading to war will require a fortitude of the 
utmost degree. Let us not be misled by the 
wartime promises of a fool's gold which in the 
end can benefit only the few and bring 
but sorrow, privation, and . despondency to 
the many. We must guard ·against propa­
ganda for war by all those who would profit 
from it. But more than that, we must take 
all excess profit away from war-and then 
that propaganda will cease. · 

I call upon every person with a consicence 
to support H. R. 6258 and to make his sup­
port known to those who will be responsible 
for its enactment. Surely no person with a 
sincere belief in the justice of mankind· can 
defend the wartime profiteer. No man with 
honor can conscientiously oppose a plan 
which guarantees equal division of the finan­
cial burdens of war. No American, worthy 
of the name, can condone the usury of the 
few imposed upon the blood of his fellow 
men. · 

I leave you with this thought: To help 
prevent war, let us have no fear of it and 
be ready for it should it come. If it must 
come-let it be untainted with the lust for 
profit. Let it be for the common caus~ of 
freedom. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, a short 
time ago there was a very distinguished 
Member of this body, the Honorable 
Hugh B. Mitchell, former · Senator of 
the United States, representing the State 
of Washington--

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield for a question. 
Mr. LUCAS. Can the Senator tell me 

how long he expects to speak? 
Mr. LANGER. I . do not think it will 

be very long; possibly an hour. I want 
to discuss the question of war profits. 

Mr. LUCAS. Far be it from me to try 
to stop the Senator. · 
. Mr. LANGER, I will guarantee that 

my speech will require an hour. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair will say for the ·benefit of the Sen­
ator from Illinois that 1 hour, so far as 
the Senator from North Dakota is con­
cerned, is normally a good hour. 

Mr. LANGER. Let us call it a sena­
torial hour, Mr. President. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to know 
whether the Senator's hour is a daylight­
saving hour, or just a normal hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair cannot answer that question. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the 
suggestion has been made to me that 
the Senator from North Dakota might 
yield long enough for a vote on the pend­
ing amendment. I have no objection to 
the Senator from North Dakota keeping 
the fioor. I think he has a message he 
desires to give to the Senate, and it would 
not help us particularly to have a vote 
on the pending amendment, if another 
one is to be presented. The Senator 
might as well continue his remarks at the 
present time, as far as I am personally 
concerned. ' 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, may I ask 
the Senator from South Dakota how long 
he expects the Senate to remain in ses­
sion today? 

Mr. GURNEY. I am told by the act­
ing majority leader that he would like 
to have the Senate continue in session 
until 10:30 or 11 o'clock, or later. He 
wants to get along with the bill tonight. 

Mr. LUCAS. I hope it will not be much 
later than 11:30. 

Mr. GURNEY. I share the hope of 
the Senator from Dlinois. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, up until 
a short time ago there was included in 
the membership of this body one of the 
:finest men in Washington, Mr. Hugh B. 
Mitchell. As Senator, he was a member 
of the Truman committee. 

On Friday, August 2, 1946, Senator 
Mitchell had inserted in the Appendix 
of the RECORD an article entitled "In­
vestigation of War Profits." The aiticle 
is so good, so clear, so concise, that I 
wish to read certain portions of it. 

Senator Mitchell said: 
Mr. President, on Wednesday, July 31, I 

made certain observations in the Senate 
with regard to the current investigation of 
war profits by the Special Committee In­
vestigating the National Defense Program. 
It was my intention to evaluate the com­
mittee's findings in the broader context of 
wartime developments which point an om­
inous sign toward the future. In the few 
remaining hours of this session I do not 
wish to take up any more time, and accord­
ingly, I ask unanimous consent to have ad­
ditional remarks on the same subject printed 
in the Appendix Of the RECORD. 

This is the statement of Senator 
Mitchell, as printed in the RECORD: 

Mr. President, for the past several weeks 
the American people have heard and , read 
the fantastic story of the Erie Basin case as 
developed in the hearings of the Special 
Committee Investigating the National De­
fense Program. 

The committee's investigation has laid 
bare in detail the efforts of persons associated 
with this munitions combine to secure spe­
cial favors from the Government and to 
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extract unusual and illegitimate gains from 
the war. The responses of certain military 
and other Government· ofllcials ·to these so.: 
licitations indicate callous disregard or 
shocking ignorance of the standards of con-
duct implicit in public office. ' 

WITNESSES DISAPPEAR 

The committee has pursued the facts in 
this complex case despite difllculties and in­
stances of noncooperation. Some witnesses 
have rendered themselves inaccessible or 
unwilling to give testimony. Prior to the 
hearings, shameful attempts at bribery were 
made in the vain hope that the committee 
would be dissuaded from continuing its in­
vestigation. 

The present inquiry with regard to war 
profiteering is not unique in the committee's 
work. Its hearings and reports contain other 
cases, some less sensational and less in­
volved, but no less indicative of the com- . 
m ittee's purpose to insure the honest and 
efficient disbursement· of public funds in 
behalf of the war effort and to promote the 
maximum of war production. 

Throughout its ma,ny and varied investi­
gations into the defense and war programs, 
the committee has shown a persistent and 
scrupulous desire to get at the facts. It has 
never indulged in witch hunts, indiscrimi­
nate criticism, and character assassination. 
It has held itself aloof from partisan con­
siderations and -h·as refused absolutely to 
lend itself to devious political pursuits. The 
commit tee's reports to the Senate record the 
unanimous judgment of its members. 

UNDERLYING SIGNIFICANCE 

Mr. President, speaking for myself, I wish 
to point out the underlying significa:nce of 
the Erie Basin investigation which may have 
been obscured by the intense interest in the 
particulars of the case. 

Mr. President, I ask ·unanimous con­
sent that the remainder of this article, 
on pages A4770 and A4771, volume· 92, 
part 12, of the Appendix of the RECORD, 
be printed as a part of my remarks, down 
to the headline "Favoritism cost bil­
lions." 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to· be printed in the REcoRD, 
as follows: 

Certain persons associated with this dubi-
. ous ent erprise were lacking in tact and judg­

ment, others were downright dishonest. But 
the startling thing about their combined ef­
forts to obtain special favors from the Gov­
ernment is the success which attended these 
efforts. To my way of thinking, the facts 
disclosed in this case cannot be cut loose 
from the environment in which they tran­
spired . . They are but small ugly symptoms· 
of a process of moral degeneration in the 
dealings of business and government. 

Mr. President, the exertion of undue and 
improper business influence upon govern­
ment is not something new in American his­
tory. There have been many times past 
when the existence of free, democratic gov­
ernment was threatened by the attempts of 
influential persons, backed up by the power 
of associated wealth, to subvert government 
to the purpose of a privileged few. And al­
ways at a critical stage, when political democ­
racy was endangered by economic oligarchy, 
the people rose up in their wrath and re­
pudiated the agents of special privilege. 

SELF-SEEKING LOBBYISTS 

America is in grave danger today. Greedy, 
self-seeking interests hold sway in the land. 
They send their agents to penetrate high 
places in Government and to haunt the Halls 
of Congress. We cannot legislate price c~m­
trol for a few short months without slacking · 
their thirst for large and inordinate profits. 
We cannot promote housing for veterans and 
others desperately needing shelter without 
m akin g Epecial concessions to speculators and 

pr.ofiteers. , We cannot legislate for the pro­
motion of scientific research and the control 
of atomic energy while the fate of the world 
hangs in the balance, unless we defer to the 
wishes of giant corporations. Other legisH~­
tion vital to the health and security and 
happiness of the American people dies 
aborning, because it does not _ fit into the 
program of the higher echelons in the busi­
ness community. And while the hope.s and 
aspirations of the American people tor a bet­
ter life in the aftermath of a terrible war lie 
still-born, the assorted lobbyists and repre­
sentatives of greed howl gleefully. 

Is it any wonder, Mr. President, that the 
line between private interest and public duty 
has become so jagged and confused? · Shall 
we hold up our hands in horror when we find 
public officials trading small favors .with out­
side business interests and yielding to their 
blandishments, without recognJzing that the 
great principle of democratic government is 
at stake? The strivings of the Erie . Basin 
interests for special treatment pale into insig­
nificance beside the efforts of vested business 
interests to exploit the instrument of gov­
ernment and gain a stranglehold on the eco­
nomic resources of this country. 

TOO MUCH MONOPOLY J:OWER 

The monopoly power of great corporations 
has been increased and extended during the 
war. Available studies show that economic 
concentration has been hastened by wartime 
production and the addition of the tremen­
dous wartime plant capacity. Billions upon 
billions of public funds were channeled into 
the hands of a few giant corporations by the 
military procurement officers, and the war 
agencies directed the flow of manpower and 
materials to service these colossal procure­
ment contracts. 

Mr. President, the corporations that were 
favored in contract award did not come 
knocking on the doors of the war agencies 
to cultivate "contracts" and gain special 
favors with gifts and bribes. The rep'resenta­
tives of these corporations were themselves 
on the ~ 'inside' ' ; they sat high in the councils 
of the war agencies and m arshaled the eco­
nomic resources of this country for war in 
accordance with the business preferences of 
their employers. ' 

TRUMAN DOLLAR-A-YEAR-MEN REPORT 

I call the attention of the Senate to the 
committ ee's Report No. 480, part 5, which 
was submitted under Mr. Truman's directiou 
in the second session of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress. It is stated therein: 

"The principal positions of the Office of 
Production Management were . assigned to 
persons holding important positions with 
large companies who were willing and anxious 
to senre on a dollar per year, or without com­
pensation (w. o. c.) basis . . They usually did 
not sever their business -connections, but in­
stead obtained leave of' absence. Their com­
panies continued to pay their salaries. In 
some cases their compensation was even in­
creased." · 

Of course, these men did not pass immedi­
ately upon contracts to their companies, but 
the advantages that accrued were substan­
tial. The committee report continues: 

"Although the contracts obtained by the 
companies loaning the services of dollar-a­
year and without-compensation men are not 
;passed upon by the men so loan~d. ~uch _com­
panies do obtain very substantial benefits 
from the practice. The dollar-a-year and 
without-compensation men so loaned spend 
a considerable portion of their time during 
office hours in ·familiarizing themselves with 
the defense program. They are, therefore, 
in a much petter position than the ordinary 
man in the stre'et to know what type of con­
tracts the Government is about to let and 
how their companies may best proceed to 
obtain consideration. They also are in an 
excellent position to know what shortages 
are imminent and to advise their companies 
on how be~t to proceed, either. to build up 

in:ventories against future shortages, or to. 
apply for early consideration for priorities. 
They can even advise them as to how · to 
phrase their requests for priorities. In addi­
tion, such men are frequently close personal 
friends and social intimates of the dollar-a­
year and without-compensation men who do 
pass upon the contracts in which their com­
panies are interested. -

"These' are only a few of the ?-dvantages 
which large companies have obtained, from. 
the practice and it should be especially noted 
that they are the very same ones which th~ 
small and intermediate businessmen attempt 
to obtain by hiring people who they believe 
have inside information and friends on the 
inside who could assist them in obtaining 
favorable consideration for contracts. There­
fore, in a very real sen·se the dollar-a-year 
and without-compensation men can be 
termed lobbyists. This does not mean that 
either they or their companies are engaged 
in any illegal conduct, for lobbying as such is 
not illegal, but it does mean that human 
nature being what it is, there is a very real 
opportunity for the favoritism and other 
.abuses which has led the public to condemn 
lobbying and the Congress to consider cor­
rective legislation." 

Other less tangible but perhaps more im­
portant benefits accrufng to companies that 
sent dollar-a-year men into the Government 
were implicit in the fact that-

"All important procurement contracts 
must be approved by these dollar-a-year and 
without-compensation men, which · means 
that contracts must conform to their theories 
of businesS. Since they represent the largest 
companies, this means that the defense pro­
gram in all its ramifications must obtain the 
approval of the large companies." 

The type of business thinking which 
direct ed the war program was described by 
the committee as follows.:. 

_"It is only natural that such men should 
believe that on,ly companies of the size and 
type with which they were associated have 
the ability to perform defense contracts; that 
small and intermediate companies ought not 
to be given prime contracts; that the ur­
gencies of the defense program are such that 
they have no time to consider small com­
panies for defense contracts; that the large 
companies ought not to be required to sub­
contract items which they could profitably 
manufacture and as to which ·they express 
lack of confidence in the productive facilities 
of smaller concerns; that the producers of 
strategic materials should not be expected or 
required to increase their capacities, even at 
Government expense, where that might re­
sult in excess capacity after the war and 
adversely affect their postwar profits; and 
that large companies should not be expected 
or required to convert their facilities into 
defense plants where they prefer to use their 
plants to make the profits from their civilian 
business and, at the same time, to have ad­
ditional plants directly or indirectly paid 
for by the Government, which they can oper­
ate profitably on terms dict·ated by them­
selves. The dollar-a-year and without-com­
pensation men subconsciously reflect the 
opinions and conclusions which they formerly 
reached as managers · of large interests with 
respect to Gover~ment competition, with 
respect to taxation and amortization, with 
respect to the financing of new plant expan­
sion and with respect to the margin of profit 
which should be allowed on war con tracts." 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I read 
further from the statement of Senator 
Mitchell: 

'FAVORITISM COST BILLIONS 

The Comptroller General of the United 
States , recently appeared before the Mead 
committee and described how the huge war 
contracts were renegotiated and terminated. 
He testified that untold millions, if not bil­
lions, of dollars were irretrievably lost to the 
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Government through inefficiency, ineptitude, 
e.nd favoritism displayed by contracting of­
ficers. Many of these officers were socially 
intimate with executives of interested com­
panies, and in some cases landed high-paying 
jobs as a reward for their generous settlement 

· Of contracts. The chairman of the commit­
tee referred to this simultaneous process of 
terminating contracts and terminating Gov­
ernment employment as a sort of recon­
version back to private industry of these so­
called dollar-a-year men and others. Most 
of the procurement officers wore military uni­
forms. 

Mr. President, we have heard our dis­
tinguished colleagues today tell about 
General Bradley and General Eisen­
hower and their testimony, but I submit 
that General Marshall's testimony is 
given as Secretary of State, not as a 
general. He was a general at the very 
time when the Mead committee made 
this report that billions of dollars were 
taken-by whom? By men wearing the 
military uniform. I do not criticize 
General Marshall for that. I mention it 
only for the purpose of making clear to 
the many Senators who are now upon 
the floor what I said yesterday, or the 
day before, with respect to who now 
runs the United States. I then quoted a 
military -magazine, the Army and Navy 
Bulletin, which in its issue of the 18th 
of January asked, "Who is running the 
Government?" and answered .its own 
question by saying, "Why, the Army." 
NOMINATION OF THOMAS C. BUCHANAN 

TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FEDERAL 
POWER COMMISSION 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from North Dakota yield to 
me for a short time in order that I may 
make a statement for the RECORD? 

Mr. LANGER. I shall be glad to yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut if I do 
not lose the floor by doing so. I ask 
unanimous consent, Mr. President, that· 
I may be permitted to yield to the Sena­
tor from Connecticut without losing the 
floor thereby. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there · 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, under 
date of June 3 I addressed a letter to 
our colleague, the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. CAPEHART], who is chairman of a 
subcommittee of the Committee on In­
terstate and Foreign Commerce, con-

. sidering the nomination of one Thomas 
C. Buchanan to be a member of the Fed­
eral Power Commission. I wrote to the 
Senator from Indiana as follows: 

DEAR SENATOR CAPEHART: I enclose herewith 
a transcript of newspaper stories carried in 
the Philadelphia Record under date of August 
3 and 9, 1932, bearing upon the past activities 
or one A. B. Millar, secretary of the Pennsyl­
vania Electric Association. 

A preliminary check-up indicate~ that 
there is justification il;l fact for the stories. 
In view of the fact that Millar has testified 
against the nomination of Thomas C. Bu-

··chanan to be a member of the Federal Power 
Commission, it is of vital interest to the 
people of the United States to know all the 
facts and I therefore strongly urge that under 
the authority granted to the subcommittee, 

' of which I have the honor to be a member, 
you immediately summon Millar to a meet­
ing of the subcommittee. 

Sincerely, 
BRIEN McMAHON. · 

The story is from the Philadelphia 
Record of August 3, 1932. I read from it 
as follows: 

HARRISBURG, August 2.-Chalrman W. D. B. 
Ainey, center of Governor Pinchot's latest 
and heaviest attack on the Pennsylvania 
Public Service Commission, hoisted tll.e white 
flag in surrender today. He resigned as the 
senate prepared to investigate charges of 
graft lodged against him. The resignation 
was accepted immediately by the senate and 
the commission was left with four working 
members, only two of whom have been con­
firmed by the senate. 

I shall not read all of the story, but 
after skipping several paragraphs, I read 
as follows: 

A senate investigating committee conduct­
ed an inquiry which developed the fact that 
Ainey and A. B. Millar, a former Mitten em­
ployee had gone to Europe on the same boat 
several years ago. 

The investigation was about to be dropped 
when Governor Pinchot submitted additional 
sensational charges. These tended to show 
that Ainey went on the European trip as the 
guest of Millar and that a hospital bill in 
Johns Hopkins, Baltimore, was paid fo! him 
by the late A. w. Thompson, Pittsburgh 
utility magnate. 

Chapman said money charged to legal ex­
pense was given to A. B. Millar, former PRT 
and Mitten management employee, by Mitten 
and that it was Chapman's understanding 
Millar took the money to Ainey at Harrisburg. 
Ainey denied this. Millar, an official of the 
Pennsylvania Electric Association with offices 
in Harrisburg, said he had either cashed these 
checks and returned the money to Mitten or 
endorsed the checks and returned the money 
to Mitten. He said that he did not get any of 
the money, denied ever giving any to Ainey 
and claimed ignorance regarding the ultimate 
destination or purpose of the money. 

Millar admitted accompanying Ainey to 
Europe in 1927, but denied he had paid for 
Ainey's transportation. The Governor's new 
evidence included copies of the Cm:iard 
Steamship Co. books and records, showing 
that Millar purchased transportation for a 
party of five which included, in addition to 
himself, his wife, daughter, Ainey, and 
Ainey's attendant. 

Mr. President, with one word I shall 
desist and permit the Senator from North 
Dakota to proceed. The nomination of 
Mr. Buchanan has been in the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee for 
about 2 months. In the hearings which 
were held we discovered that the utilities 
of Penm:ylvania had a front man named 
Dunlap, whom they sent here to testify 
against Buchanan, which he did not do 
very successfully. On cross-examination 
of Dunlap we found that before he came 
here he talked to A. B. Millar, who is 
secretary of the Pennsylvania Associa­
tion of Utilities. So Millar appeared and 
under cross-examination indicated that 
his sole duty was to promote the sale of 
electricity, and the general benefit of the 
electric-light companies in Pennsyl­
vania; and, perish the thought that he 
ever engaged in any lobbying, or that he 
had indulged in any conspiracy with 
Dunlap in order to frustrate Buchanan's 

. appointment. 
In view of this story which appeared 

in the newspaper, which did not come 
into the possession of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MYERS], a member 
of the committee, until after the hearing_s 
clos~d. it seemed to some of us, more 
particularly the Senator from Pennsyl-

vania and myself-although Perhaps I 
should speak only for myself-it seemed 
to me that it would be a good thing if 
we called Brother Millar back again and 
give him another going over, because it 
looks to me as though the cat is out of 
the bag, that Millar has been engaged in 
this kind of business for a long while, 
and if Buchanan's appointment is going 
to be blocked by the· power interests, I 
think the people of the United States 
should know it. 
PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE-IN­

CREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCES 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2655) to provide for the 
common defense by increasing the 
strength of the armed forces of the 
United States, "including the Reserve 
components thereof, and for other pur­
poses. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President-- · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ' The 

Senator from North Dakota [Mr. LAN­
GER] has the floor. 

Mr. GURNEY. I have talked with the 
Senator from North Dakota, and have 
asked him to yield. 

Mr. LANGER. I yield to the Senator 
from so·uth Dakota. · 

Mr. GURNEY. I promised the Senator 
from North Dakota that I would do my 
utmost to see that he is recognized after 
the conclusion of a vote on the pending 
amendment. It is my purpose at this 
time, therefore, to suggest the absence 
of a quorum, and I hope that the Senate 
will then proceed to a vote, and I further 
hope that when the vote has been taken 
the Senator from North Dakota will be 
recognized and may proceed with . his 
remarks. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
after the vote on the pending amend­
ment the Senator from North Dakota be 
recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request made by the 
Senator from South Dakota? The Chair 
hears none. The request is granted. 

Mr. GURNEY. I suggest the 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 their 
names: 
Aiken 
Ball 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Gurney 
Hawkes 

Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Hoey 
Holland 
Ives 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kern 
Kilgore 
Know land 
Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarthy 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McGrath 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Malone 
Martin 
May bank 
Millikin 
Moore 
Morse 
Murray 

Myers 
O'Conor 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson, Va. 
Robertson, Wyo. 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Smith 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Utah 
Thye 
Tydings 
Umstead 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Wilson 
Young 



7324' CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JUNE 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. CAIN 
in the chair). Eighty-one Senators 
having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present. 

The question · is on ag'reeing to the 
amendment lettered "G" offered by the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE]. 

.Mr. IVES. Mr . President, I ' offer a 
modifying amendment, which would 
change the word "second" to the word 
"third'' in line 2 of the Morse amend­
ment. 

The · PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment to the amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, On page 1, lirie 2 
of the so-called Morse amendment, after 
the word "thereof", it is proposed to 
strike out "second" and insert "third." 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the way 
the bill stands at present is the way it 
is recommended by the Senate Commit­
tee on Armed Services. It is our firm 
conclusion that the best results in keep­
ing the peace will come by showing a 
firm resolve that we mean to keep this 
country strong. We can mean to keep 
it strong · for 6 months or for 1 year or 
for 2 years, 3 years, or 5 years. 

When I presented the bill for the com­
mittee, I said that the bill is flexible. 
It can be made flexible within the 5-year 
period, as set forth in the bill, by having 
each subsequent Congress take a. look at 
the world situation, determine what is 
best, and then fix the maximum number 
of men in ea.ch of the three branches of 
the armed services. · 

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

Mr. GURNEY. I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. Of course, what 

the Senator says about keeping the coun­
try strong in its armed forces appeals 
to everyone, not only for a 1-year period 
or for 2 years or 5 years, but always. 
But it seems to me that the people of this 
country have been told-and I know that 
the Members of the Senate have been 
told over and over again-that this 
peacetime draft is a temporary measure 
necessary to· meet the temporary exi­
gency which has arisen in the armed 
forc:es. 

Now the plan as unfolded to us is 
that instead of being temporary, for the 
2-year period for which the men will be 
drafted, it will continue; the bill visual­
izes the carrying on of this draft for a 
5-year period. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I shall 
be glad to yield the :floor to the Senator 
from West Virginia as soon as I have 
finished my remarks. If he has a ques­
tion to put to me, I shall be glad to try 
to answer it. · 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Does not the 
Senator believe that a 5-year period 
goes beyond the word "temporary," as 
stated? 

Mr. GURNEY. No; I do not; and in 
the statement I have made on the :floor 
of the Senate this afternoon I have given 
my reasons for taking that position. I 
have said that the bill is :flexible. I have 
said that in the bill we have shown a 
firm resolve to keep the peace, and that 
the bill is :flexible in that connection. If, 
a year or 2 years from now, we wish to 
reduce the maximum number of men, in 

light of world conditions or events at 
that time, we can do so as to each of the 
three branches ef the armed services. If 
we do that, then undoubtedly volunteers 
will come into the armed services in suffi­
cient numbers so that it will not be neces­
sary to continue to draft anyone. In · 
the meantime, we shall be building up 
the strength of the reserves and also the 
strength of the armed forces elsewhere, 
and therefore we shall provide another 
chance to cut down the strength of the 
armed forces-which will cost, for up­
keep, close to $15,000,000,000 a year. 
That is another purpose of this bill. 

Another purpose in having the bill 
provide for a term of · 5 years is that 
when we come to the conclusion of that 
period, we can ask, "What can we ex­
pect in the near future? Can we expect 
that the United Nations will be strong 
enough to maintain world peace in a 
few years time? Can we expect in a few 
years to have conditions in Germany, 
Japan, and elsewhere such that we no 
longer shall be called upon to keep so 
many of our armed forces on duty in 
the occupation zones? Is it right for 
us to keep these men in the occupied 
zones, without having in the United 
States trained reserves to back them 
up?" 

Mr. President, our committee has an­
swered those questions by saying that it 
is the proper thing to build up the re­
serves. We say that if we are going to 
keep certain numbers of our men over­
seas, in vulnerable positions, we should 
be ready to back them up. 

. Therefore, I say the bill is :flexible, and 
it is not necessary to provide a 2-year 
limitation. We wish to show a firm re­
solve, and we wish to do everything pos-
sible to maintain the peace. · 

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

Mr. GURNEY.' I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. I wish to say that 

the sum and substance of the issue now 
before the Senate is that if the bil~ passes 
without this amendment, under the bill 
the Army will be authorized for a period 
of 5 years to draft at its own command. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, if the 
Congress did not accept its responsibil:. 
ity each year to reevaluate the situation, 
then the answer to the Senator's ques­
tion would be "Yes, absolutely." But I 
suspect that each subsequent Congress 
wm be very much alive to the situation. 
Certainly if I am in the Congress, I shall 
want to reevaluate the situation, and I 
know the Senator from West Virginia 
will wish to do so, and I am sure there 
are about 94 other Senators who will also 
wlsh to be · very sure that the Congress 
does not continuously, each year, au .. 
thorize the armed services to have more 
than the correct number of men nec­
essary to take care of the situation then 
confronting the country. 

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

Mr. GURNEY. I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. To put it in an­

other. way, the Senator speaks of having 
the Congress reevaluate the situation un­
der the draft each year. The Senator 
fueans, I assume, that Congress will- have 
to repeal this law if ~t. decides that it 

wants to discontinue the draft within the 
next 5 years. 

Mr. GURNEY. No. I very sincerely 
tried to tell the Senator the way to pro­
ceed in that case. The way in which the 
bill is :flexible-and if the Senator will. 
read the provision on page 3, which is 
very short, he will see what we have pro­
vided-is that it provides a means of re­
ducing the number of men authorized for 
each branch of the armed services. That 
point is very clear, I think. The Senator 
from West Virginia knows that if the 
world situations improved, and if we 
were able to cut down the number of men 
in the armed services to, let us say, 
1,200,000, probably we could get along 
without drafting anyone. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Would not it 
really be wiser and better to meet that 
situation as it confronts us, instead of 
today taking the unusual step of creat­
ing a draft, not only for this year but 
over a course ot 5-years, although in 
order to prevent the enforcement of the 
draft next year and in the years to come 
for 5 years, the Senate must take action 
each year to prevent the armed services 
from continuing the draft? 

So it seems to me the whole question is 
whether we shall act for a 2-year period 
or a 5-year period and shall authorize the 
continuation of the draft for 5 years. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the 
committee was of the firm belief that· in 
order to get the best out of this bill we 
should show our firm resolve by passing 
a bill that will be in effect for a length 
of time sufficient to really take care of 
the present world situation . 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GURNEY. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. In addition to 

what the Senator from South Dakota has 
said, the entire principle behind the bill 
is to provide inducements to men to vol­
unteer into the services and to undertake 
training. Under the bill, the Army will 
have ne discretion in the matter of draft­
ing men, although the Senator from 
West Virginia has seemed to imply to the 
contrary. We wish to keep the armed 
forces up to the authorized strength, but 
we hope to do so by means of volunteers. 
If this bill is enacted and remains in 
force, unless Congress in its discretion 
repeais it, I believe that more and more 
volunteers will enter the armed services, 
and this bill will be used less and less. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, ·I am 
very anxious to reach a vote on this 
amendment. Certainly, a 3-year period 
is better than a 2-year period; but cer­
tainly a 5-year period is, by the same 
token, better than a 3-year period. 

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

Mr. GURNEY. I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. I ask the Senator 

to yield to me to permit me to reply very 
briefty to the statement of the able Sena­
tor from Massachusetts that the bill is 
one to induce volunteers. 

Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
earnestly believe that if the Army has the 
power to draft men into enforced service 
it will pay any attention to volunteers or 
to advocating any volunteer system or to 
encouraging volunteering? 
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Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 

will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. GURNEY. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I simply say that 

under the bill as presently written 18-
year-olds and 19-year-olds can volun­
teer. Today they are volunteering. Un­
der the bill the inducements to enter the 
National Guard and the Reserves are 
such that I believe many men will vol­
unteer. I hope a sufficient number will 
volunteer so as to make less and less 
necessary this draft provision. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Let me say that 
as I see this bill the only inducement to 
volunteering will be that a man must 
either volunteer or be drafted. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, as I 
have previously said, now that the Senate 
has spent almost all afternoon on this 
amendment, I am very anxious that it 
come to a vote. Regardless of whether 
the amendment is modified or is not 
modified, I hope it will be rejected. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I have 
just a few words to say. However, be­
fore I make what will be not more than a 
5-minute speech, I wish to ask for the 
yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­
ator from Oregon requests the yeas and 
nays on his amendment lettered "G." 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I desire 

to summarize my position on the amend­
ment by briefly answering the major ar­
guments used agains·t my amendment 
this afternoon. They were rather inter­
esting arguments, but if I were trying a 
case I would say most respectfully that 
most. of them would tall under the objec­
tion of being irrelevant, immaterial, and 
inconsequential. 

.One of the arguments made earlier in 
the debate this afternoon was that 2 
years from now might find us at the end 
of the session with such a congested cal­
endar that we could not give careful con­
sideration to the question of whether or 
not we should c-ontinue . the draft. I 
think that is not a very sound argument, 
because I do not know how a bill could 
receive any more careful consideration 
or go through a longer hearing, or receive 
more hours of attention from committee 
members than we have given to this bill. 
I answer the argument that we may not 
have time 2 years hence to consider this 
problem, Mr. President, bY. offering a 
record of the Armed Services Committee 
over weeks and weeks of hearings on this 
bill in this crowded session of Congress 
as my exhibit A in- complete rebuttal of 
that argument. We can take judicial 
notice that this issue will always receive 
thorough attention by Congress. · 

Second, I am privileged to say; because 
several Senators have said to me in the 
cloakroom they are ·inclined to go along 
with the committee report, that a good 
many membei:s of tli~ AriJled Ser~ices 
Committee, of which I also am a member, 
have reconsidered ·very can!fully the pr-o­
visioh of the bill for a 5-year draft and 
have decided to vote for my amendment.' 
I am privileged to say that ·at least five 
of us on the Arined Services Committee 
intena to-vote for my amendment fo:r: a 
2-year period instead of a 5·year period. 
I say that because I want the Members 
of this body to know that there has been 

XC:I,V-~62 

a considerable amount of rethinking 
about the provision within the Armed 
Services Committee, and there is not on 
this provision, as there is on most sec­
tions of the bill, a unanimous report of 
the Armed Services Committee. 

Then, it has been ·told me that one 
point of view I have expressed here this 
afternoon has raised some question in 
the minds of some Senators. I refer to 
my suggestion that at the end of 2 
years this question would be an issue in 
the election and the people of the United 
States would have an opportunity to 
express themselves on it in choosing at 
the ballot box their representatives in 
one branch of the Congress, and a third 
of their representatives in the other 
branch . . The feeling of some Senators 
seems to be that possibly this issue should 
not be invited into that campaign, as 
my amendment might tend to do. 

My answer to that is, I know absolute­
ly nothing of greater concern to the 
American people than the type of mili­
tary establishment which .shall be main- . 
tained in time of peace. If after 2 
years it is the judgment of the American 
people that the draft should not be con­
tinued, then I think they should have. 
an opportunity to make th9,t perfectly 
clear to men running for office in the 
1950 election. That is my conception of 
the good old American ~emocratic proc­
ess working in accordance with the ideal 
representative government. I thin:{ this 
issue should be referred to the Americ!hl 
people in that election. . 

The third point I want to make is bY. 
way of answer to the argument wh~ch has 
been advanced here and which I think 
really lets the opponent's cat out of the 
bag. It was argued by one Senator that 
it would be easier to secure adoption of -a 
resolution to end the draft than it would 
be to obtain agreement to a resolution to 
continue the draft. So far as I am con­
cerned that argument proves the desii·a­
bility of my amendment. I think we, the 
representatives of the people, must con-. 
stantly .keep our legislative process op­
erating in a manner so affirmative ac­
tion on our part will be taken in ac­
cordance with the dictates and will of the 
peqple. I do not think we · should now 
pass a bill which will make it possible to 
continue the draft for 5 years · when we 
have come to believe the· people of the 
country might not approve such action. 
What I think we ·should do, if we are to 
keep faith with the democratic Process, 
is to bind ourselves now by my amend­
ment to take affirmative action in 2 years 
to decide whether we shall continue the 
draft. That will be carrying out repre­
sentative government in a true sens.e. 
, The fourth point I wish to make, Mr. 
President, is that at the present time 
I am satisfied the whole question of the 
Military Establishment is being over-sold 
to the American people. There is an 
emergency. I have demonstrated by my 
acts on the Armed Services Committee 
and by the position I have taken on vari­
ous issues on the floor of the Senate that 
I intend to do what in ·my judgment is 
necessary to build up the national de·­
fenses. But I think I would be failing in 
my duty to the Members of the Senate 
who are not members of the Armed Serv-· 
fees Committee if I did not tell them it is ' 

my judgment, after listening to pearings 
for many weeks, that there are those in 
the armed services who are over-selling 
this emergency. In my judgment such 
drastic action as the armed services 
would have had us take early in our hear­
ings is not required. 

Let the Senate recall that some of the 
recommendations which came to us at 
one . time would have totaled about 
$21,000,000,000 of annual expenditures 
for the Military Establishment, had we 
adopted their recommendation. We have 
it cut down now to $15,000,000,000 of 
annual cost, in round figures. 

I want to see the obligation and re­
sponsibility placed upon the Congress to 
review at the end of 2 years the policy 
now being adopted, and at that time de­
cide whether or not we want to continue 
the draft. I think it will be found that 
after 2 years our reserves will have been 
built up, and that we shall have done a 
pretty good job of educating the Ameri- . 
can people to an understanding of the 
need for supporting an adequate Mili­
tary Establishment. 

Let us not fool ourselves. Tonight in 
America it is touch and go on the whole 
question of military legislation. There 
is serious question whether on a refer­
endum a majority of the American peo­
ple would even vote for a draft on a 2-. 
year basis. But I .. am convinced my 
amendment, if the American people had 
a chance to pass flnal judgment on it. 
would receive the approval of a .ma­
jority. 

The last point is, my. amendment is in 
line with action already taken by the. 
House. ·The House voted a 2-year pro­
·vision. I think, Mr. President, we should 
follow in this instance the action taken 
by the House, and adopt my amendment. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I shal! be 
very brief. I merely want to point out 
that the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon .and myself seem to be substan­
tiall~ in agreement on this proposal. I 
disagree, however, as to the length of 
time the pending measure should/ be in 
force. I feel it should be 3 years, not 2. 

The distinguished Senator fro~ Gali­
fornia [Mr. KNOWLAND] earlier this aft­
ernoon very well covered the subject. I 
attempted later on to cover another as­
pect of it. At· this particular time I de­
sire to point out that later on it pre­
sumably will not be merely a question of 
discontinuing · selective service. Pre­
sumably there will have to be a quid pro 
quo, a substitute for selective service 
when that time comes. It seems to me 
altogether inadvisable for the Congress 
in an election year to be considering a 
question of this nature. The very fact 
that we are confronted today with the 
problem now before us at a time when 
we find ourselves faced with an election, 
is indicative of what we would face 2 
years hence. 

I think a 3-year limitation is far 
sounder than would be the 2-year limi­
tation proposed by the distinguished 
Senator from Oregon. That is why I 
have placed before the Senate my pro­
posed modification of his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question before the Senate is on agree­
ing to the amendment offered by the 
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Senator from New York to the amend­
ment previously offered by the Senator 
from Oregon. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered, the clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the 

Senator from Connecticut [M:r. BALD­
WIN], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BRICKER], the Senator from South Da­
kota [Mr. BusHFIELDJ, the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. JENNER], and the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. WHITE] are neces­
sarily absent. If present and voting, the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr~ BALD­
WIN] would vote "nay." 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY] is absent on official busi­
ness. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is detained on official busi­
ness. If present and voting, the Senator 
from New Hampshire would vote "nay." 

Mr. LUCAS. I announce that the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY], 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. TAY­
LOR] are absent on public business. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HATCH] and the Senator from Wash­
ington [Mr. MAGNUSON] are absent by 
leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DoWNEY], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
McCARRAN], the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. 'I'HoMAsl, and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER] are necessarily 
absent. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] and the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] 
would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 47, 
nays 33, as follows: ~ 

Aiken 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Chavez 
Cooper 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
H111 
~oey 

Ball 
Brewster 
Cain 
Capper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Green 
Gurney 

YF.AS-47 
Ives Pepper 
Johnson, Colo. Reverconi.b 
Johnston, S. C. Robertson, Va. 
Kern Russell 
Kilgore Sparkman 
Langer Stewart 
McCarthy Taft 
McClellan Thomas, Utah 
Malone Umstead 
Maybank Watkins 
Millikin Wherry 
Moore . Wiley 
Morse W1lliams 
Murray Wilson 
O'Conor Young 
O'Daniel 

NAY8-33 
Hawkes Martin 
Hayden Myers 
Hickenlooper O'Mahoney 
Holland Reed 
Know land Robertson. Wyo. 
Lodge Saltonstall 
Lucas Smith 
McFarland Stennis 
McGrath Thye 
McKellar Tydings 
McMahon Vandenberg 

NOT VOTING-16 
Baldwin Downey Thomas, Okla. 

Tobey 
Wagner 

Barkley Hatch 
Bricker Jenner 
Bridges McCarran White 
Bushfteld Magnuson 
.Connally Taylor 

So Mr. MoRsE's amendment 
"G" was agreed to. 

lettered 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The . 
bill is open to further amendment. 

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 passed, without ame_ndment, 
the bill <S.' 2152). to increase the maxi­
mum travel allowance for railway postal 
clerks and substitute railway postal 
clerks. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree­
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5770) making appropriations for 
the Treasury and Post Office Depart­
ments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1949, and for other purposes; that the 
House receded from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate No. 12 to 
the bill, and concurred therein; and that 
the House receded from its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 15 
and 34 to the bill and concurred therein, 
each with an amendment, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the. Senate. 
PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE-IN-

CREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCES 

The Senate· resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2655) to provide for the 
common defense by increasing the 
strength of the - armed forces of the 
United . States, including the Reserve 
components thereof, and for other pur­
poses. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
present occupant of the chair please state 
the parliamentary situation, what is be­
fore the Senate, and who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the 
opinion of the Chair that it was agreed 
prior to the vote that i1lUilediately after 
the vote had been taken the Senator 
from North Dakota would be recognized. 

Mr. WHERRY. The bill is the pending 
business, and open to further amend­
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is the unfinished business and open to 
further amendment. 

Mr. WHERRY. May I ask whether the 
distinguished Senator from Oregon has 
concluded with his amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is not qualified to say. 

Mr. MORSE. I have one further 
am-endment. It is my desire, if the act­
ing majority leader will permit the exer­
cise of the desire, when the Senator from _ 
Nort:!::l Dakota [Mr. LANGER] shall have 
concluded, that the Senator from Mis­
souri [Mr. KEM] be allowed to present 
his amendment, and then the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. MALONE], a~d that I 
follow them with my last amendment. 

Mr. WHERRY and Mr. RUSSELL ad­
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­
ator from North Dakota has the floor. 

Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator from 
North Dakota yield for a moment? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I am really trying to 

expedite the procedure for the remainder 
of the session today, and I was endeavor­
ing to ascertain how many amendments 

there were to be offered, and how· long 
the session would have to run tonight: 
As I understand, then, there is the one 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon, 
there is the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. KEMJ--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE] has 
an amendment. 

Mr. WHERRY. And the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], and I take it 
there will be an amendment offered by 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator from 
Georgia has been endeavoring all day to 
secure an opportunity to offer an amend­
ment. 

Mr. WHERRY. Certainly every Sena­
tor will have an opportunity to offer any 
amendment he desires to offer. Has the 
Senator from Texas an amendment to 
offer? 

Mr. O'DANIEL. I have. 
Mr. WHERRY. Then, in the face of 

those facts, it would seem almost con­
clusive that there will be quite a lengthy 
session tonight, that we will run until a 
reasonable hour. whatever hour pleases 
the Senate .. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia-
mentary inquiry. · -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­
ator will state it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I hope the Senator will 
keep the Senate in session until I get an 
opportunity to present my amendment. 

Mr. WHERRY. I shall certainly try 
to do so. The Senate was in session last 
night until 10:30, and will remain in 
session tonight, if it is agreeable to the 
Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That will be agreeable 
to me. Most of yesterday and all of today 
I have been earnestly seeking an oppor­
tunity to offer an amendment. I should 
not like to have my amendment to the 
last amendment to be considered before 
the vote on the bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia­
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will appreciate the Senator's stat­
ing his inquiry. 

Mr. LUCAS. I inquire as to who has 
the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By 
unanimous consent agreement, prior to 
the taking of the last vote, the Senator 
from North Dakota was granted per­
mission to have the :floor .after the yote. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, just be­
fore I left the floor, a few minutes ago, I 
asked the Senator from _North Dakota to 
Yield to me that I might ask him one 
question. The question was as to . how 
long he proposed to hold the floor. He 
advised the Senator from Illinois that 

·he expected to speak for 1 hour. On the 
way to my office I heard the bells ringing 
for a quorum call. 

I do not know what took place while 
I was going between the Senate Chamber: 
and my office to sign my mail, Never­
theless, that is the situation, and I was 
a little bit disappointed _as- a result . of 
the understanding I had before I left 
the floor. · ·· . . 

The PRESIDING QFFICER. As .the 
present occupant of the chair remem­
bers, the Senator from North Dakota said 
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that it was his intention to speak for an~ 
other hour. Shortly after making that 
declaration he yielded the floor to an­
other Senator, reserving his right to 
speak for that hour, and following the 
unanimous consent - agreement which 
gave the Senator from North Dakota 
possession of the floor after the vote was 
taken. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I think 
in fairness to the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois--

Mr. LUCAS. I submit that such was 
a very peculiar arrangement, in view of 
the previous understanding the acting 
minority leader had before he left the 
floor. I think in all fairness the acting 
minority leader should have been notified 
of any different arrangement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
present occupant of the chair did not 
happen to be in the chair at the time of 
the colloquy to which the Senator from 
Illinois now refers. 

Mr. LUCAS. I hope · this will not be 
repeated if I should happen to leave the 
floor between now and the next 15 or 

• 20 minutes. 
The PRESIDING . OFFICER. The 

· Chair would like to state he has been 
informed that the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GURNEY] requested unani­
mous consent that the Senator from 
North Dakota might continue after the 
vote, in order to permit disposition of 
the amendment which has just been 
acted upon. 

Mr. WHERRY. I was absent, and I 
should like to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from North Dakota. Was a 
quorum call had prior to the time the 
vote was taken? 

Mr. LANGER. It was . . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo­

rum call was had. There were a number 
of Senators in the Senate Chamber at 
the time the unanimous-consent request 
in favor of the Senator from North 
Dakota was made, and there was no 
objection. 

Mr. LUCAS. A further parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. LUCAS. Was the agreement 
made before the quorum call? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was 
made before the quorum call. 

Mr. LUCAS. What good is a quorum 
call after a unanimous-consent agree­
ment has been entered into? 

Mr. WHERRY. A vote was had, was 
it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; 
the quorum call was for a vote. 

Mr. LUCAS. What the Senator from 
Illinois is interested in is keeping a 
certain agreement that was definitely 
made before the Senator from Illinois 
left. In the interest of keeping dignity 
and decorum in the United States Sen­
ate, it seems to me that agreement should 
have been kept, or at least the Senator 
from Illinois should -have been notified 
if it was going to be nullified. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
present. occupant of the chair not having 
been aware of the tentative agreement, 
can only reflect that the agreement must 
be reconciled between the Senator from 

Illinois and the Senator , from No~th 
Dakota. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, let 
me say to the Senator from Illinois, most 
respectfully, that I was in the chair of the 
acting majority leader at the time. As 
I remember, there was no agreement. 
The Senator "from North Dakota said he 
expected to talk about another hour. 
Shortly after that the Senator from Ver­
mont [Mr. FLANDERS] asked for the op­
portunity to put something into the REc­
ORD. It was granted him, and before the 
Senator from North Dakota resumed, 
under the agreement that he would have 
unanimous consent to resume, the Sen­
ator from South Dakota asked ir'the Sen­
ator from North Dakota objected to a · 
vote being taken on the Morse amend­
ment at that time. There was no agree­
ment of any kind, as I remember. 

Mr. LUCAS. I understand there was 
no agreement entered into by the Senate, 
but certainly there was a gentleman's 
understanding as to what would happen 
during the next hour. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The quorum call 
was had so as to notify Senators that 
there was going to be a vote. That was 
the situation. 

Mr. LUCAS. But the Senator from Mas­
sachusetts distinctly understood what I 
said, and the questions I propounded to 
the Senator from North Dakota and the 
answers I received. Certain Senators on 
this side of the aisle desired to leave for 
a short period of time on important busi­
ness, and when the Senator from North 
Dakota said it would take him an hour 
at least to spealt, we believed what he 
said. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, as a sim­
ple matter of courtesy, when the Senator 
asked me, I said casually, "I expect to 
talk an hour." After that, in fairness to 
the Senator from South Dakota, I per­
mitted a vote on the Morse amendment. · 
I resent the Senator saying I promised 
him I was going to speak an hour. I gave 
my best judgment at that time. I wish 
to say now that I am going to talk for 
an hour, so if he wants to go downtown, 
I guarantee I will be talking here an hour· 
from now. [Laughter. J 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the Sen­
ator from Illinois is greatly intrigl!ed by 
the last statement of the Senator from 
North Dakota. He is usually a man of 
his word, and keeps his word. The only 
thing the Senator from Illinois is com­
piaining about-and I think I have a 
right to complain-is that the Senator 
from North Dakota. said, ''You can go any 
place for the next hour, and eat, or any­
thing you want to do, because I am going 
to speak an hour," and the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY], who was in 
the chair at that time, indicated that 
the length of the time of the hour of the 
Senator: from North Dakota was usually 
more than that, and I had no hesitancy 
in leaving. The only point I am making 
is that had I left the Capitol for dinner 
I would have missed the important vote 
just taken, and I do not think that as 
the acting minority leader, and after 
having what seemed to be a fair and hon­
est understanding, I should be ignored 
with respect to this particular roll call 
and the unanimous-consent agreement. 
J:he Senator fr9m North Dakota may 

resent what I said; but, Mr. President, 
I sincerel-y. resent this type of parliamen­
tary procedure. I have a right to resent 
it, and I hope the Senator from North 
Dakota will keep his word this time. 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair-recognizes the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I want 
to make it plain again that there was no 
agreement. I told the distinguished Sen­
ator I expected to talk for an hour. It 
was purely a matter of courtesy that I 
made that statement to him. The next 
time I am asked I will say I shall talk 

·for a minute, so that Senator will not 
leave the Chamber. 

Mr. President, as I was saying a while 
ago--

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. What is now before 
the Senate? I have lost track of whether 
there is an amendment pending or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
no amendment pending. The bill is be­
fore the Senate, and is open to amend­
ment. 

Mr. LANGER. In view of the fact that 
there is no amendment pending, I offeF 
the amendment which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. · 

The . PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Dakota will be stated for the in-
formation of the Senate. · 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 65, in line 
4, after the· word "compensation", it is 
proposed to insert a comma and the 
words "but not to exceed 10 percent on 
invested capital." 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in or­
der thoroughly to inform the Senator 
from Maryland, I shall state the amend~ 
ment. It is· on page 65, line 4, to insert 
certain words after the word "compensa­
tion." I will read the subparagraph as 
it will read with my amendment included 
in it: 

(d) Fair and just compensation, but not 
to exceed 10 percent on invested capital, shall 
be paid by the United States ( 1) for any 
articles or materials furnished pursuant to 
an order placed under subsection (a), or (2) 
as rental for any •plant, mine, or other fa­
cility of which possession is taken under 
subsection (c) . 

At the time I yielded, Mr. President •. 
I was discussing the testimony of Henry 
A. Wallace. As I stated at that time, 
there were certain Senators on the floor 
who were not familiar with what had 
transpired just before I took the floor. 
One distinguished Senator had quoted 
General Bradley as saying that this 
country was in danger, and another 
Senator had quoted from General Mar­
shall. I said I felt it only fair under 
those circumstances to quote from Henry 
A. Wallace. As \! said at that time, it 
was only comparatively a short time ago 
that the Democrats, in a national con­
vention held in 1940, I believe, looked 
all over the United States for a man with 
the capacity, the brains, the integrity, 
the experience, the qualifications, and 
the character to succeed Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt · in case anything untoward 
should happen to him. 
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Mr. Roosevelt himself agreed, together 

with Mr. Pendergast, Mr. Keily, Mr. 
Frank Hague, and other gentlemen who 
at that time were- a component part of 
the Democratic Party, that by all odds 
the best man to succeed Franklin Delano· 
Roosevelt in case anything untoward 
should happen was Henry A. Wallace. 
So Mr. Wallace, who had been Secretary 
of Agriculture, became the Democratic 
nominee for the office of Vice President. 
As I remember, one of the very distin­
guished Senators upon this floor nomi­
nated Mr. Wallace to be Vice President ­
upon that occasion. I remember also 
that he received nearly a unanimous vote, 
with the exception of certain votes which 
went to Mr: Paul McNutt and some votes 
which went to the former Speaker of the 
House, Mr. Bankhead.· In any event, 
the nomination of Henry A. Wallace for 
Vice President was finally made unani­
mous. So in due course of time Henry 
A. Wallace · became the Vice President 
of the United States. 

For 4 years he presided over this body, 
the overwhelming majority of whose 
membership were Democratic Senators, 
and apparently he did such a good job 
and was so respected and admired and 
beloved that a majority of the Demo­
cratic Members of the Senate decided 
that he would make a good Secretary of 
Commerce. I think nearly every Sena­
tor is familiar with the great fight which 
was put up by the, at that time, majority 
leader, the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY], in behalf ot 
Henry A. Wallace, when his name was 
sent to the Senate, when nominated to 
be Secretary of Commerce. ·I am posi­
tive the RECORD will bear me out in say­
ing tha~ we were told by the distin­
guished Senator from Kentucky that Mr. 
Henry A. Wallace would make a great 
Secretary of Commerce. 

Of course, there was some objection to 
him. The distinguished Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] wanted to take 
away from the Department some of its 
powers, and the RFC, as I recollect, was 
removed from the Department, where­
upon Henry A. Wallace was confirmed by 
a majority of the Senate. So, for a com­
paratively long period of time, Mr. Henry 
A. Wallace was the Secretary of Com­
merce. 

Here we have a man, Mr. President, 
who, during all those years, was a Demo­
cratic Secretary of Agriculture, a man 
who was chosen by the De.mocrats com­
ing from every State of the Union, nearly 
1,500 of them, meeting, as I recollect, in 
the city of Chicago, who, after looking 
over 143,000,000 Americans, finally nom­
inated Mr. Wallace to be a candidate for 
the Vice Presidency, and then, as I recol­
lect, 26,000,000 Democrats · went to the 
polls and elected him to be Vice President 
of the United States. I maintain that a 
man with such a record, even if there is 
only one chance in a hundred that he is 
right, nevertheless is entitled to nave his · 
views on the pending bill presented to . 
this body, and as apparently no Demo­
crat" is willing to present his· views I have 
taken it upon myself to see to it that the 
views of the former Democratic Vice 
President of the United States were fair-

Iy and honestly presented to the Demo­
cratic and Republican Members of the 
Senate. ·· 

What did Mr. Wallace say? As I stated 
a while ago, he said that in his judgment 
the only danger to the country is from . 
the administ'ration itself. I read from 
his testimony in the record up to the 
time I was interrupted. I shall continue 
to read from Mr. Wallace's testimony, at 
page 545: 

The current crisis--

Which calls for this bill we are now 
considering, Mr. Wallace says: 

The cmrent crisis was concocted by the 
_administration not only to further the plans 
for private corporate expansion, but was also 
intended to forestall a domestic crisis threat­
ened by their policies to date. , 

That is what Mr. Wallace said. He 
continued: 

Instead of proposing measures for increas­
ing purchasing power and curbing the profit­
eering of big business, President Truman 
offered compulsory military training, the 
draft, and a great increase in arms expendi­
tures as the means of staving off a depression. 
The day after he read his message to Con­
gress, the Journal of Com:rnerce stated: 

"As far as business is concerned, any siz­
able increase in military expenditures should 
provide the shot in the arm which, in the 
opinion of most economists, would be needed 
to offset the probability of · a 1948 business 
slump." 

Those are Mr. Wallace's words, not 
mine. Mr. Wallace said: 

The armaments program, compulsory train­
ing, and the draft would be profitable to big 
business. 

I wish to make it clear that those are 
not my words, but the words of the 
former Vice President of this country,' 
who was elected on the Democratic tick-

. et, with Democratic support, with prac­
tically every Senator supporting him. 

Mr. Wallace continued: 
For the common man, they mean harder 

work and lower living standards. He will 
make the sacrifices, while the corporations 
will add armament profits to inflation profits. 
Mr. Ira Mosher, chairman of the finance com­
mittee of the National Association of Manu­
facturers, admitted this in the following 
comment on the remobili_zation program · 

"It is g_oing to cost a lot of work-a lot of 
work building things an~ growing things­
for which American workers and farmers are 
not going to ·receive one red cent in purchas­
ing power for a long, long time, and maybe 
never." 

That was said by Mr. Ira Mosher, 
chairman of the finance committee of 
the Nationai Association of Manufactur­
ers. He was quoted by Mr. Wallace. 

Mr. Wallace, the same Mr. Wallace who 
testified before the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate, continued: 

As I said earlier, when there is evidence 
that the big industrialists and financiers are 
willing to share equally with workers, 
farmers, and youth in the burden of national 
defense, I shall believe there is a legit~mate 
crisis. 

So according to Mr. Wallace there 1s 
no crisis at all. I maintain that that 
statement should be entitled to some 
weight in the minds of Democrats in the 
Senate. Here are the two leading Dem-

ocrats of the United States, President 
Truman, on the one hand, and · Henry 
A. Wallace, on the other. They disagree. 
One says there is a crisis, and the other 
says there is none. What are we poor 
Republicans on this side of the aisle to 
do? Mr. Truman says there is a crisis. 
Henry A. Wallace, who at one time had 
only one heartbeat bet.ween him and the 
Presidency, says that there is no crisis. 
So I conceive this statement to be very 
important. I believe that the Members 
of this body should at least give it a great 
deal of study, because, as I have said, 
if there is one chance in a hundred that 
Mr. Wallace is right, every Senator 
should have the patience to examine the 
record thoroughly to see what the prob­
ability is even of that one chance in a 
hundred. 

There is much to what Mr. Wallace 
says. Earlier I read that Mr. Wallace 
stated that big business had been making 
a great deal of mon~y out of World War 
II. He stated that-

The a.rmaments program, compulsory 
training, and the draft would be profitable 
to big business. . 

An hour or so ago when I challenged 
any Member of this body on the other 
side of the aisle to prove that Mr. Wal­
lace's statement was not true, even 
though I allowed an opportunity for a 
reply, no Democrat rose to defend the 
former Democratic Vice President of the 
United States. In view of the fact that 
no Democrat who was present rose to · 
defend Mr. Wallace, I wish to defend him 
to some extent by reading what a former 
Democratic ReP.,resentative from the 
State of Washington had to say. This 
was on January 22, 1946. This state­
ment is found on page A166, volume 92, 
part 9, of the Appendix of the RECORD. 
The speech is captioned "Who Made the 
Money in This War?" Apparently that 
was what Mr. Wallace was talking about. 
I maintain that if money was made dur­
ing the war the Democrats are to blame, 
because they had control of the House; 
they had control of the Senate, and they . 
had control of the White House. So 
everything that was said by Mr. John M. 
Coffee, a Democratic Representative from 
the State of Washington, was said about 
the Democratic Administration. At that 
time the Republicans were not in control. 
So if all this money was made by what 
Mr. Wallace now calls big business, it 
was made while Franklin Delano Roose­
velt was President and Henry A. Wallace 
was Vice President of the United States. 
When I speak of the record, I speak of the 
Democratic record. I quote from a 
Democrat, Mr. Coffee, who made this 
speech on the 22d day of January 
1946--

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia­
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. LUCAS. Who has the floor? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. 

Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I guar­

anteed that I would speak for an hour. 
I do not see why I should be interrupted. 

I quote from the speech of Han. John 
M. Coffee, a Representative in Congress 
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from tbe · State of Washington, made on 
January 22, 1946: 

Mr. Speaker, there are many citizens who 
are disturbed and perturbed by the spectacle 
.of the vast fortunes made during this war 
by profiteers and racketeers. 

This is a Democrat, John M. Coffee, of 
Washington, a Member of the House of 
Representatives, speaking about a Dem­
ocratic administration. ·. In a few weeks 
the Democrats will hold a convention in 
Philadelphia, where they will nominate 
a Democratic ticket. They will be call­
ing upon the people of the country again 
to trust them and have c_onfidence in 
them. So I think it is very i.rilportant·, 
in view of the amendment which I have 
offered, that we examine thoroughly the 
record ·of the Democratic Party, as ex~ 
posed by a Democratic Representative. 

I continue to quote from the speech of 
Mr. Coffee: · 

Many will recall that all _ veterans' organi­
zations adopted resolutions at annual con­
ventions each year, following the end of 
World War I, in which they proclaimed tpeir 
relentless hostll_ity to the making of profits 
out of w.ars,. 

·According to this Democratic Repre­
·sentative, -the Democratic administra­
tion was put ori notice, because Mr. 
Coff~e· said: . . . · · 

Many will ~:ecall that all vetera!,ls' organi­
zations adopted resOlutions at annual con­
.ventions each year, following ·the enci of 
World war I, in Which they proclaimed their 
relentless hostil.ity to the making . of profits 
out of wars. 

Year after year they told Mr. Roose­
velt and Mr. Henry A. Wallace of their 
relentless hostility to the making of 
profits out of ~ars. · 

The American Legion and the Veterans of 
Fo::-eign Wars suggested that we draft, prop­
erty as well as nianpower in the next war. 
This was in the period of 1919 to 1940. · ' 

I now challenge any Democratic Sen• 
ator to deny that before the war the 
American Legion and the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars suggested to ·President 
Roosevelt and to Henry A. Wallace, who 
now talks about taking the profits out of 

. war, that that be 'done before we got irito 
World War II. 
· But when 1940 came, somehow or other 

the Congress allowed the manufacturers to 
make the usual commercial killing out of 
war. With great reluctance and under ter­
rific pressure the Congress ·finally was com­
pelled to impose- an excess-profits tax run­
ning up, in some cases, to 90 percent. Great _ 
Britain had, from the inception of the war, 
levied a 100-percent excess-profits tax in 
addition to granting to a national commission 

, the power arbitrarily to disallow certain cor­
porate expenses claimed against tax charges. 
Meanwhile we permitted numerous loop­
holes. Salaries were raised enormously at 
~the b(lginning, although frozen later~ 

Again I say, Mr. President, that was 
under a Democratic national adminis­
tration. The Republicans are not to 
blame for that. 

I read further from the statement by 
Representative Coffee: 

We proceeded to 1 extend the draft, we 
raised from $30 to $50 a month the compen­
sation paid the inductee. The que[3tion 
.~rises, Who made the money in this · war~ 
In an article in the Janu~ry 1946 issue of 

This Month _magazine I ·have discussed· this 
.subject. The article is as follows: 

Mr. President, mind you, the article is 
-by Representative John M. Coffee; writ:­
. ing about a Democratic administration·, 
and a part of that administration was 
Henry A. Wallace, who testified just as 
I have read from the testimony which he 
himself gave before the Senate Commit-
tee on Armed Services.· , 

Here is what Representative Coffee 
wrote: 

• WHO~ MADE THE MONEY IN. THIS WAR? 

(By Representative John M. Coffee) 
When-the full tim for participati~n in the 

war is presented to the American people, it 
_is expected to total $336,000,000,000. That 
.is almost 11 times the cost of World War I. 
it is the equivalent of taking $2;551 from th~ 
pocket of every man, woman, and child in 
this country. 

· Mr. President, if ·$2 ,'551 was taken out 
of the pockets of every man, wom·an, and 
chiid in this country, who is to blame? 
In the article from which I a.m now read­
ing, we find a Democratic Member of the 
House -.of Represen ta ti ves : talking · about 
the :Democratic administration. · I sub­
mit to you that is an issue Mr. Truman 
will have to face in the coming-election. 
The RepubJfcans : w'ere not in power at 
that time. The House· ·of Representa- · 
tives was· contrrinEd:l tiy. the Democrats. 
The Senate was coiitrolled.by the pemo­
Cl·ats. Ye.t if Democratic Representative 
John M. Coffee's statem~nt is true­
and I believe it is-the taking of $2,551 
out' of the pockets o{ every man, woman, · 
and child in South Dakota and in every 
other State of the Union was permitted 
by a Democratic administration; because 
the Democrats had control of the lower 
House and the upper House and the 
·White House. - · . 

I read further from the article· by 
Representative <?offee: -

That, in dollars and cents, ·ts the price _we 
have ·pald fc;>r 'Victory . .. It doe·s not take into 
account the cost in human lives; 259,637 
kilied, 35,328 missing, 65-1;934 ·wounded. It 
does not include the suffering, the· sacri1lce, 
the ultimate waste of war. 

':{'here is another side to the ledger, the 
credit side. For there are those in the United 
States, as in other countries, who have made 
an enormous profit from the war. 

Mr. President, if an enormous profit 
was made out of the last 'World War, who 
is to blame? · Oh, we heard a lot of beau­
tiful phrases from . the lips of the then 
President of the United ·States. He said 
many things that sounded very nice. 
One thing he said was, "We will not per­
mit a single millionaire to be created out 
of this war." That is one thing he said. 
How was that promise kept? 'Why is it 
that today from one end Of the United 
States to the other the veterans are pour­
ing in to us petitions asking that the 
profits be taken out of war? I have 
used their protests as the basis of the 
amendment, which I now have at the 
desk, which provides . that those profits 
shall be kept down to 10 percent. 

Representative Coffee continued, as 
follows: 

In the years that preceded World War II a 
series of congressional investigations uncov­
·ered ·startling evidence of World War I 
profiteering. Public opinion was shocked 

and outraged, even though only a meager 
trickle of the sordid details ever reached it. 

That makes the _ record of the last 
Democratic administration so much the 
worse, -because the article by Representa­
tive Coffee states that the Democratic 
administration unearthed evidence of 
graft and greed and war profiteering dur~ 
ing World War I; so they were put on 
notice as to what mignt happen in World 
War. II. 

Mr. Coffee further states in this ar­
ticle: 

Evidence was produced, for example, that­
British, French, German, and American in­

dustriansts made a profit from ·every soldier 
killed on either side-. 
. Four years qf war profits created 22,000 new 
_millionaires in · this country. 

Mr. President, how does that jibe with 
what the late President Roosevelt told 
us? He said that not a single new mil­
lionaire would be created in this country 
as a result of the war. The Democrats 
then had control of the House of Repre- · 
·sentatives and the Senate and the White 
House. Then how does it happen that 
we have 22,000-new millionaires? Who 
is to blame but the Democratic Party 
.which was in control all through that en-
tire situation? · 

I read further from the· article by Rep­
resentati_ve Coff.~e ::. · 
- During t~e four war years-=-

The 4 ye~rs of World War I . when there 
was· also a Democratic administration.; 
that one was under Woodrow Wilson-=:-
1915-18-United States ·industry made a 
profit, after . taxes, of $28,500,000,000. Net 
earn_ings of United States corpor-ations in 
those 4 years. were as high as in i;he preceding 
10 years. 

By 1926, according to a Federal Trade Com­
mission report, 59 percent of the Nation's 
material was in the ·hands of 1 percent of the 
population; 31 percent was owned by 12 per­
sent of the people; the mast majority (87 per­
cent) owned less than 10 percent of the 
Nation's wealth. · , 

About 30 percent of the national wealth 
was owned by corporations. Some 70 per­
cent of all corporate stock was owned by only 
1 percent of the stockholders . 

Thus, as the Nation increased in wealth, 
its people as a whole became poorer. More 
economic power passed into the hands of 
fewer men .. -War had accelerated this process. 

Just after Pearl Harbor the late President 
Roosevelt pledged that there would be no 
profiteering from this war. 

'Representative Coffee himself says that 
the President pledged that. 

I read further from Representative 
Coffee's article: 

It was precisely to prevent the excesses of 
World War I that Congress imposed heavy 
war taxes (in some cases four times the pre­
war level) and applied a surplus-profits tax 
to all corporate earnings. 

The extent to which this noble purpose was 
fulfilled has just been revealed in separate 
studies made by Government and private 
agencies. Here are some of their conclusions: 

Net profits (about $56,000,000,000) made by 
United States corporations during World 
VVar II far exceeded those recorded in any 
similar period in history. 

Mr. President, that is the Democratic 
record, Democratic Representative John 
M. Coffee, of Washington, says so. 
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He says further in the article : 
Net profits (about $56,000,000,000) made by 

United States corporations during World 
War II far exceeded those recorded in any 
similar period in history. During this war 
the number of billion-dollar companies in 
the United States increased by 11, making a 
total of 43. 

Despite high war and excess-profits taxes, 
net profits after taxes of industry ( 1940-45) 
averaged 250 percent above prewar levels. 

Since Pearl Harbor ( 1942-45) profits after 
taxes averaged 300 percent above prewar 
levels. 

But even this picture is not complete, be­
cause it is an over-all picture. It includes all 
corporations, big and small alike, and many 
of the small ones went out of business during 
the war years or only just broke even. This 
means that 1f we consider only those corpora­
tions and industries which recorded a profit, 
the size of their earnings will stagger us even 
more. 

I wish we could get this record into the 
hands of every Democrat in the· country. 

Take a look at the percentage increases in 
1944 earnings, compiled by the OPA. <?om­
pare with average prewar (1936-39) earnings 
in the same industries. Motor-vehicle parts 
(increased) 896 percent. 

While American boys were dying over 
there-boys whose comrades have pro­
tested in the testimony on the pending 
measure-while the boys over there were 
losing. arms and legs and being made 
blind, motor-vehicle-parts profits in­
creased 896 percent. 

Iron, steel, and byproducts, 252 percent; 
lumber and timber byproducts, 1,064 percent. 

An enormous increase, Mr. President, 
all at a time when the Democrats were 
-in full control of the administration. 

Electrical machinery, 434 percent. 

That is more than four times as high 
as it was before. I am talking about 
the profits. 

Communications equipment, 521 percent. 

The profit became five times as great 
as it was before the war. 

Industrial electrical equipment, 399 per­
cent; other electrical products, 772 percent. 

Is it any wonder, .Mr. President, that 
some of the boys who lost their legs and 
arms feel that possibly aft~r all there is 
something wrong with the Government? 

Nonelectrical machinery, 360 percent; en­
gines and turbines--

They were patriots, Mr. President, who 
said they would not go to work, they 
would not manufacture anything unless 
the Government guaranteed their prof­
its. Those big corporations said that 
labor. when they went on strike, were 
unpatriotic and disloyal. Do you know, 
Mr. President, how much the profits were 
on the manufacture of engines and tur­
bines? They show an increase of 2,431 
percent. Where the manufacturers 
made $100 before the war, they made 
$24,310 during the war. Is it any won­
der that Mr. Wallace came before the 
committee and said, "Before we pass 
this bill I want a guarantee that these 
big industrialists, these big manufac­
turers, are going to have their profits 
limited?" In the amendment I have 
offered I provide that a profit of 10 per­
cent is enough-not 2,431 percent. 

The manufacturers robbed and looted 
the families of the soldiers, their broth­
ers and sisters and sweethearts and other 
relatives. They knew that engines and 
turbines were needed. The sky was the 
limit. I repeat, where they used to make 
$100 in profit, they made $24,310. Those 
are the people about whom Henry Wal­
lace talked. That is why no member of 
the committee interrogated him about it. 
That is why Mr. Wallace said: 

I am waiting for the · industrialists and 
financiers who now profit from these war 
preparations to say: 

"We are patriotic Americans. We are 
alarmed at threats to our country. For the 
duration of the crisis we are giving up all 
profits, all dividends, all huge salaries. 
Everything above normal living expenses be­
longs to the Treasury of the United States, 
and we want the Congress to put this into law 
until the emergency ends. We refuse to take 
a penny of profit for the defense of our 
country. We stand with the boys who are 
drafted in making sacrifices for freedom." 

But, Mr. President, I have not noticed 
a single large corporation, a single large 
industrialist making such an offer as 
this. If the program goes over, the 
same men, who have made millions and 
millions-altogether 72 millionaires were 
created in World War l--or their sons 
or their successors-will be here, a new 
crop, robbing the American people of 
every single dollar they can, unless my 
amendment is adopted limiting profits 
to 10 percent. 

Let us go back to the speech of the 
Honorable John Coffee. How about 
transportation equipment? We have 
heard a great deal about the railroads. 
The transportation equipment industry 
made a profit of 658 percent higher than 
before the war. What about aircraft 
and parts? They knew the armed serv­
ices had to have aircraft. 

Aircraft profits increased 1,686 percent; 
railroad equipment, 818 _percent; food and 
kindred products, 150 percent; meat products, 
271 percent; apparel, 280 percent; textile-mill 
products, 522 percent; petroleum and coal 
products, 159 percent; rubber products, 698 
percent .. 

Mr. President, that was nearly seven 
times as much profit as was earned be­
fore the war. 

Bituminous and other soft coal, 1,148 per­
cent. 

That is 11 Y2 times as much profit as 
they earned before the war. 

I read further: · 
And here is how the special Senate com­

mittee investigating the national defense 
program summed up the situation: 

"The Planning Division of the War Pro­
duction Board has estimated that net profits, 
after renegotiation and taxes, of the war in­
dustries (mtltals, chemicals, petroleum, and 
rubber) for the four wat years Will be about 
$16,000,000,000." 

The boys in Walter Reed Hospital, with 
one leg or both legs gone, or with one arm 
or both arms gone, or with one eye or 
both eyes gone, could reflect on how their 
Government had betrayed them. Mr. 
President, that was a Democratic admin­
istration. Henry A. Wallace was a part 
of it. He came before us and testified. 
He can say this much in his own favor, 
that, after all, he only presided over the 
Senate. He had no active part. Be that 

as it may, I give him credit for the fact 
that he is now protesting. That is more 
than many other Democrats are doing. 
He is now saying that he wants these 
excess war profits eliminated, or, if cor­
porations make such enormous profits, 
he wants them taxed. 

Mr. President, the amendment which 
I have offered limits those profits to 10 
percent. That is more than the average 
man makes on his investment. Much is 
said about risk. How often we have 
heard upon the floor that a corporation 
will not expand, will not take any risk, 
unless it receives a profit. It is passing 
strange that we now find that most of 
the large new plants were built by the 
Government, built by taxpayers' money, 
There is a great plant in Utah which 
was sold for almost nothing on the dol­
lar. Who bought it? The United States 
Steel Corp. So the great corporations 
came out of the war not only with huge 
profits, but owning some of the greatest 
plants in the world, which were built by 
the Government. We recently saw an 
example of what they did when the Sena­
tor from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER] Teported 
on the oil situation in the east, where 
our Government was promised delivery 
of oil at 40 cents a barrel. When the 
Navy wanted it for 40 cents a barrel it did 
not get it. No~ It had to pay $1.10 a 
barr'el. The Senator said in his report 
that the oil companies in the east were 
selling oil to other countries at from 45 
to 55, or 60 cents a barrel. 

I protest, Mr. President, against pass­
ing the kind of a bill we are about to pass, 
containing no limitation of 10 percent on 
profits. I hope I shall be able to get a 
yea-and-nay vote on the bill. · 

I read further: 
The Senate committee also investigated 

the relative earnings of the 100 United States 
corporations which had the largest volume 
of war business. They discovered that, after 
all deductions for wartime taxes in 1942, 3 
companies made more than 10 times their 
average prewar net profit; 19 earned more 
than three times prewar profits; 24 others be­
tween one and three times normal profits. 
Of the remainder, 12 companies which had 
sh,own average deficits during the prewar 
base period, earned in ·1942 a net profit of 
between on~ and eighteen million dollars. 

Mr. President, if a farmer in Montana, 
for instance, said, "I am not going to 
raise any crop unless I am guaranteed a 
profit,'' he would be called a Communist, 
just as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TAFT] was called a Communist in more 
than a hundred letters, which I men­
tioned today, because he dared to be for 
the Taft-Ellender-Wagner bill. If that 
farmer said, "I want to be guaranteed a 
profit for raising wheat or barley or rye,'' 
he would take his chances, Mr. President. 
The farmer is the biggest gambler in the 

· world. He gambles, when he seeds his 
crop, that it may not rain. He gambles 
that the frost may not come and take it. 
He gambles that after it is up the drought 
may not come and take it. It may not 
rain during the ·growing season. He 
gambles that when the grain is about to 
head out a hot wind will not come and 
shrivel the grain. He gambles, Mr. Presi­
dent, that the grain may not be killed 
by hail or by chinch bugs, and he gam­
bles that after he has tnreshed it and 
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after it is in the granary or elevator, the 
price may not be forced down to the point 
where the grain would be produced at a 
loss. He is not guaranteed anything; 
but these large corporations said, when 
the war broke out, "No; we are not going 
to build anything unless we are guaran­
teed a profit." 

This man, John Coffee, Mr. President, 
is a smart man. He is a patriotic man. 
He says this: 

Many of us have criticized organized labor 
for striking in wartime, and believe even now 
that labor demands for increased wages are 
unreasonable. Unions have been accused of 
being unpatriotic. But let's look at their 
side of the picture. 

Surely, Mr. Pfesident, we heard about 
John Lewis striking in the middle of the 
wartime. He was unpatriotic, he was 
everything that the big coal companies 
could lay their tongues to, everything 
that the controlled press could say about 
him that was untrue. John Lewis organ­
ized more than 400,000 men. They were 
working at starvation wages and he 
organized them and during wartime 
they produced more coal per capita than 
had ever been produced before in the 
history of this country. 

When Mr. Lewis testified before the 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs he 
said to one distinguished Senator, "All 
we are asking is 6 days' work, 8 hours a 
day. We are protesting that in the sum­
mertime we can work only 2 or 3 days a 
week." 

He gave the average figures, and 
showed that those men did not get 
calories enough to keep body and soul 
together, and of course they struck be­
cause of the high cost of living. The very 
fa.ct that the big coal companies made a 
new contract with them and paid them 
more showed that those coal companies 
knew deep down in their hearts ttiat 
John Lewis was right and they were 
wrong. 

Mr. Coffee says: 
The cost of living, as every housewife 

knows, has gone up tremendously during 
the war years. A large part of the increased 
wages has gone simply to pay for that infla­
tion. The unions, according to their own 
research bureaus and the evidence of Govern­
ment agencies, lmow that the corporations 
have been making these fantastic profits. 

A study, called Five Years of War Profits, 
published by the Research Bureau of the 
United Steelworkers of America (CIO), re­
veals further facts on the earnings of big 
corporations. It may be assumed that the 
unions base their decisions to strike or not 
to strike on these revelations. The study 
claims that 200 great steel corporations 
earned more than $2,000,000,000 in open and 
concealed P!Ofits during the war. 

Mr. President, these companies can 
conceal their profits, but a farmer can­
not conceal anything if he has a crop. 
They even go out and measure the num­
ber of acres a poor farmer has. Sena­
tors will remember that under the .soil­
conservation program a farmer was 
allowed so many acres for wheat, and 
if he exceeded that he lost everything 
he was supposed to get. 

I remember a poor farmer in North 
Dakota who was brave enough to go out 
among the hills and plow the ravines 

in the hills and put in a crop. Of course 
it was pretty hard to measure in the 
ravines and follow the gullies. The poor 
fellow planted half an acre in excess of 
what he was allowed, and it cost him 
$431. It is all right to soak the poor,. 
defenseless farmers. 

The record shows that in the Su­
preme Court appeals were made by some 
of the· farmers which -in every instance 
were turned down. In one decision a 
year ago the Supreme Court of the United 
States held by a vote of 5 to 4 that a 
farmer is presumed to read the Federal 
Register every day in order to find out 
what the last regulations of the depart­
ment are. Imagine a farmer having 
time to read the Federal Register. The 
Government publishes thousands upon 
thousands of · rules and regulations in 
that Register. - It is an insult to the 
farmers to say that they should set 
aside their work and read the Federal 
Register. 

Mr. Coffee coi)tinued: 
From 1940 to 1945 the industry averaged 

a profit, after taxes, of $245,000,000 per year. 
Total reported profits in the steel industry, 
after taxes, for comparative periods are: 
1936-39____________________ $576,000,000 
1940-44 ____________________ $1,225,000,000 

Increase (percent)---------- 113 
The United Auto Workers Union has re­

leased a study of 26 aircraft companies and 
their earnings during comparative years. 
The percentage increase in this industry is 
even more staggering: 
1936- 39 ____________________ .:___ $20, 554, 274 

19·1:1-44 ---------------------- $173, 598, 422 
Increase (percent)------------ 745 

Mr. President, is it any wonder that 
the veterans write to us saying there is 
something wrong in this country? There 
is something wrong. It was only a short 
time ago that 98 veterans were unable 
to get taxi licenses in the city of Phila­
delphia. They had gone forth and fought 
for their country, the majority of them 
were married, spme had children, and all 
they wanted was to come back and drive 

·taxis in Philadelphia. The board in that 
city would not let them do it. The taxi­
cab companies and others got out an 
injunction. The boys offered to haul the 
passengers in Philadelphia and take their 
chances of making a living by taking 
tips, believe it or not. , The oppositio:1 
sued out an injunction to keep those 
98 veterans from making a living. I 
appealed to the Public Service Commis­
sion over there. We had one of them 
down before the Committee on the Ju­
dicary, and we got E:xactly nowhere. 
They said they would give the veterans a 
hearing. Under State l-aw they could 
give them a hearing, but they could hear 
one veteran at a time. They could take 
that one veteran's case and have it drag 
along 3 or 4 or 5 weeks, and that is what 
they did. 

Mr. President, this article written by 
John M. Coffee is almost unbelievable. 
If I did not know him to be an honest, 
patriotic, God-fearing man, I would not 
believe the article, but he has the proof 
that word for word what he says is true. 

Think of it, Mr. President, while our 
boys were dying, while old.men went out 
and did the work on the farms all over 

the Northwest so that the boys could go 
to war, while all the women were scrimp­
ing to get enough to buy a $25 bond, the 
manufacturers of engines and turbines 
raised their profits so that their percent­
age oJ profit increased 2,431 percent, and 
not a single one of them was put in jail. 

As I said earlier this afternoon, Mr. 
President, we have had no enforcement 
of the Sherman Antitrust Act, regardless 
of whether there was a Republican or a 
Democratic administration in power. 
Mark Hanna was once asked who he fa­
vored for President. He said, ''I do not 
care who is President. Give me the At­
torney General and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and you can take the Presi­
dent." Not a single man has been put 
in jail for violation of the Sherman Anti­
trust Act in 57 years. Oh, but if a GI 
returns home and steals a loaf of bread to 
feed his . hungry family, he is arrested, 
and I will tell you, Mr. President, he has 
an awful time to keep from being put in 
the calaboose. A man or a woman en­
gaged in the grocery business, who some­
time ago, sold bread at one-half a cent 
more than the price fixed by OPA, would 
find his place visited by a horde of in­
spectors and arrested and fined in triple 
damages. But the great trusts which 
were combining to raise the prices of 
bread and milk, and raised them time 
after time, were safe from prosecution. 

Mr. President, some months ago the 
Senate confirmed the nomination of a 
certain individual to be an ambassador 
from this country. I read his record to 
the Senate. I objected to his confirma­
tion. I showed that companies in whicti 
he was interested had bought up 300 
dairies. Nobody went to jail for that. 
When my committee subpenaed one 
of the Assistant Attorneys General in 
charge of the Antitrust Division, who had 
been in charge of that division for years, 
he said they never arrested such per­
sons; they simply sued them for $5,000. 
They did not arrest them, he said, be­
cause it might hurt their social standing. 
Imagine hurting the social standing of 
a man who was robbing and fleecing the 
people of this country. I have always 
been glad that after I got through with 
that · gentleman he went back to the 
Office of the Attorney General and re­
signed· his position as a Assistant At­
torney General in charge of the Anti­
trust Division. 

Mr. President, I read further from 
Mr. Coffee's article: 

According to a United Press survey, some 
of the giants and their· assets are: 

Metropolitan Life, almost $7,000,000,000. 
Bell Telephone, more than $6,000,000,000. 
Prudential, more than $5,000,000,000. 
Chase National Bank, more than $5,000,-

000,000. 
Pennsylvania Railroad, almost $3,000,000,-

000. 
Standard Oil of New Jersey, $2,400,000,000. 
General Motors, $2,100,000,000. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con­
sent to have the entire a1·ticle written by 
former Representative John M. Coffee 
printed in the RECORD at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Ec­
TON in the chair). Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 
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The article is as follows: 

WHO MADE THE MONEY IN THIS WAR? 

(By Representative John 1\"". Coffee) 
When the full bill for participation in the 

war is pr esented to the American people, it 
is expected to total $336,000,000,000. · That 
is almost 11 times the cost of World War I. 
It is the equivalent of taking $2,551 from the 
pocket of every man, woman, and child in 
this country. 

That, in dollars and cents, is the price we 
have paid for victory. It does not take into 
account the cost in human lives; 259,637 
killed, 35,328 missing, 651 ,934 -wounded. It 
does not include the suffering, the sacrifice, 
and ultimate waste of war. 

Tbere is another side to the ledger, the 
credit side. For there are those in the United 
States, as in other countries, who have made 
an enormous profit from the war. 

In the years that preceded World War II a 
series of congressional investigations uncov­
ered startling evidence of World War I prof­
iteering. Public opinion wa:s shocked and 
outraged, even though only a meager trickle 
of the sordid details ever reached it. Evi­
dence was produced, for example, that--

British, French, German, and American in­
dustrialists made a profit from every soldier 
killed on either side. 

Four years of war profits created 22,000 new 
millionaires in this country. 

During the 4 war years---1915-18-United 
States industry made a profit, after taxes, of 
$28,500,000,000. Net earnings of United 
States corporations in those 4 years were as 
high as in the preceding 10 years. 

By 1926, according to a Federal Trade Com­
mission report, 59 percent of the Nation's 
material was in the hands of 1 percent of the 
population; 31 percent was owned by 12 per­
cent of the people; the vast majority (87 per­
cent) owned less than 10 percent of the 
'Nation's wealth. 

About 30 percent of the national wealth 
was owned by corporations. Some 70 per­
cent of all corporate stock was owned by only 
1 percent of the stockholders . . 

Thus, as the Nation increased in wealth, 
its people as a whole became poore!'. More 
economic power passed into the bands of 
fewer men. War bad accelerated this process. 

Just after Pearl Harbor the late President 
Roosevelt pledged that there would be ·no 
profiteering from this war. It was precisely 
to prevent the excesses of World War I that 
Congress imposed heavy war taxes (in some 
cases four times the prewar level) and ap­
plied a surplus-profits tax to all corporate 
earnings. , 

The extent to which this noble purpose was 
fulfilled bas just been revealed in separate 
studies made by Government and private 
agqncies. Here are some of their conclusions: 

Net profits (about $56,000,000,000) made by 
United States corporations during World War 
II, far exceeded those recorded in any similar 
period in history. 

During this war the number of billion­
dollar companies in the United States in­
creased by 11, making a total of 43. 

Despite high war and excess-profits taxes, 
net profits after taxes of industry ( 194<>-45) 
averaged 250 percent above prewar levels. 

Since Pearl Harbor (1942-45) profits after 
taxes averaged 300 percent above prewar 
levels. 

But even this picture is not complete, be­
cause it is an over-all picture. It includes all 
corporations, big and small alike, and many 
of the small ones went out of business dur­
ing the war years or only just broke even. 
This means that if we consider only those 
corporations and industries which recorded a 
profit, the size of their earnings will stagger 
us even more. 

Take a look at these percentage increases 
in 1944 earnings, compiled by the OPA. 

Compare with average prewar {1936-39) earn­
Ings in the same industries. 

Percent 
Motor-vehicle parts__________________ 896 
Iron, steel, and byproducts___________ 252 
Lumber and timber byproducts ______ 1, 064 
'Electrical machinery________________ 434 

Communications equipment:.-- .. - 621 
Industrial electrical equipment__ 399 
Other electrical products_________ 772. 

Nonelectrical machinery_____________ 360 
Engines and turbines ____________ 2, 431 

Transportation equipment___________ 658 
Aircraft and parts _______________ 1, 686 
Railroad equipment_____________ 318 

Food and kindred products__________ 150 
Meat products---------------------- 271 
Apparel----------------------------- 280 
'4extile-mill products________________ 522 
Petroleum and coal products________ 159 
Rubber products____________________ 698 
Bituminous and other soft coaL _____ 1, 148 

And here is bow the Special Senate Com­
mittee Investigating the National Defense 
Program summed up the situation: 

"The Planning Divi~ion of the War Pro­
duction Board has estimated that net profits, 
after renegotiation and taxes, of the war 
industries (metals, chemicals, petroleum, and 
rubber) for the four war years will be about 
$16,000,000,000. Since the proportion of 
civilian business in these industries had been 
very small, almost all these. profits may be 
regarded as coming from Government busi­
ness. Such profits are about twice the pre:. 
war average of such industries." 

The Senat.e committee also investigated 
the relative earnings of the 100 United .States 
corporations which bad the largest volume of 
war business . . They discovered that, after all 
deductions for wartime taxes in 1942, 3 com­
panies made more than 10 times their aver­
age prewar net profit; 19 earned more than 
three times prewar profits; 24 others between 
one and three times normal profits. Of the 
remainder, 12 companies which bad shown 
average deficits during the prewar base pe­
riod, earned in 1942 a net profit of between 
one and eighteen million dollars. ' 

Many of us have criticized organized labor 
for striking in wartime and believe even now 
that labor demands for increased wages are 
unreasonable. Unions have been accused of 
being unpatriotic. But let's look at their side 
of the picture. 

The cost of living, as every bousewl.fe 
knows, ·has gone up tremendously during 
the war years. A large part of the increased 
wages has gone simply to pay for that infla­
tion. The unjons, according to -their own 
research bureaus and the evidence of Govern­
nu:nt agencies, know that the corporations 
have been making these fantastic profits. 

A study, called Five Years of War Profits, 
published by the Research Bureau of the 
United Steelworkers of America (CIO), re­
veals further facts on the earnings of big 
corporations. ·It may be assumed that the 
unions base their decisions to strike or not 
to strike on these revelatiop.s. The study 
claims that 200 great steel corporations 
earned more than $2,000,000,000 in open and 
concealed profits during the war. From 1940 
to 1945 the industry averaged a profit, after 
taxes, of $245,000,000 per year. Total reported 
profits in the steel industry, after taxes, for 
comparative · periods are: 

1936-39-----------~~------- $576,000,000 194<>-44 _____________________ $1,225,000,000 

Increase (percent)---------- · 113 
. The United Auto Workers Union has re­

leased a study of 26 aircraft companies and 
their earnings during comparative years. 
The percentage increase in this industry is 
even more staggering. 

1936-39 ---------------------- $20, 554, 274 
1941-44 -----------------·----- $173, 598, 422 
Increase (percent)---~-------- 745 

If you have ever wondered how to make 
ends ·meet after you've paid your taxes, and 
how an extra few dollars a week would help 
that household budget, you'll be interes'ted 
in these statistics on some of the aircraft in­
dustries. All these are profits after t axes and 
include postwar and contingency reserves. 

1936-39 1941- 44 Percent 
average average increase 

Bell Aircraft __ _________ $32, 493 $3, 845, 404 11, 743 
Bellanca Aircraft_ ____ _ 6, 153 323,336 5,155 Bendix Aviation ______ _ 2, 480,661 17, 883,326 621 Booing Airplane _______ - 840, 038 7, 294,040 ,. __ __ ,.. __ 
Consolidated Vultee . .. 823, 702 16,957, 763 1, 959 
Curtiss· Wright ___ _____ 2, 954, 566 125, 351, 791 758 Glenn L. Martin ____ __ 2, 083,787 13, 569, 776 551 
Wright Aeronautical __ 2, 544, 172 111, 517, 484 353 

1 Average for 3 years. 

While making these profits, however, most 
companies were not generous with their 
stockholders. Dividend payments have by no 
means kept pace with the sharp advance in 
net profits. If they had, distribution of 
wealth would have been a little wider. The 
fact is that corporations paid out a much 
smaller proportion of their profits in divi­
dends during the war than ever before. Prior 
to 1940, dividend payments were often two­
thirds of net profits; since then they have 
averaged less than half. While the net in­
come of incorporated business increased 134 
percent between 1939 and 1944, dividends in 
the same period increased only 18 percent. 

Reason? The conservative financial maga• 
zine Business Week of August 11, 1945, at­
tributes it to the belief that high dividends 
at a time when war business alone was 
furnishing most corporate profits would in­
vite public criticism. 

Be that as it may, the fact remains that 
management had at its disposal a working 
capital 88 percent greater than in 1938. The . 
figure in dollars had jumped from twenty­
five billion in 1939 to forty-seven billion in 
1945. One result was that corporations had 
to raise very Uttle new capital for wartim.e 
expansion. At the same time, losses in 
enemy countries were written off or provided 
for through reserves. Investment in new 
plants was kept below depreciation charges, 
written off against taxes, charged to current 
operating expenses, or financed directly by 
the Federal Government. 

And thus corporations have piled up 
$31,000,000,000 in undistributed profits and 
reserves during the war. They have also 
paid off a billion dollars in long-term debts. 

A break-down of assets in the 200 great 
steel companies, as published by the United 
Steelworkers of America, further clarifies the . 
situation. 

January 1940. January 1945 In· 
crease 

Per· 
cent 

Total assets ________ $4, 860, 000, 000 $6, 000, 000, 000 22 
Dividend payments_ 419, 000, 000 765, 000, 000 82 
Working capitaL •• 1, 200, 000, 000 2, 000, 000, 000 68 
General reserves ____ 103, 000, 000 £95, 000, 000 288 
Undistributed prof· its ___________ -· ___ 585, 000, 000 1, 000,000,000 81 
Total financial re· 

sources_----··-·-- 689, 000, 000 1, 600,000,000 131 
Funded debt _______ 903, 000, 000 652, 000, 000 -28 
Excess working cap· 

ital over funded 
debt----··---·---- 308, 000, 000 1, 393, 000, 000 363 

The above figures give you a picture of the 
steel industry only. Others, of course, have 
fared as well. The 11 corporations that grad­
uated into the billionaire class during the 
war make a total of 43 companies with assets 
of more than a billion dollars. Forty-third on 
this list is the Ford Motor Co., with total 
assets of a mere $1,021,325,159. But Ford is 
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exclusively a family holding, while the others 
are owned by numerous stockholders. 

According to a United Press survey, some 
of the giants and their assets are: 

Metropolitan Life, almost $7,000 ,000,000. 
Bell Telephone, more than $6,000,000,000. 
Prudential, more than $5,000,000,000. 
Chase National Bank, more than $5,000,-

000,000. 
Pennsylvania Railroad, almost $3,000,000,-

000. 
Standard Oil of New Jersey, $2,400,000,000. 
General Motors, $2,100,000,000. 
American industry enters the postwar 

world with a greatly expanded plant and with 
tools and equipment far surpassing anything 
it had in the past. According to a report 
issued by the War Production Board, more 
than $25,000,000,000 worth of new plants and 
equipment were added to the industrial ca­
pacity in this country between 194.0 and 1944. 
The Government contributed directly more 
than two-thirds of the total investment in­
volved. 

At the end of 1939 there were 934,000 ma­
chine tools in place in this country; by 1944 
the number had risen to.1,400,000, an increase 
of nearfy 50 percent. General Motors had 
75,000 machine tools in 1940; in October 1943 
it reported 143,774 machine tools in place. 

Even after industry has finaneed its own 
transition to a peacetime production, equal 
at least to the prewar level of 1941, it will 
have on hand a fund, estimated by United 
States Department of Commerce economists 
in 1944 as between ten and twenty billion 
dollars left over for plant and -other expan­
sion. 

It will also get from the Government a 
flat 10-percent rebate on wartime payments 
of excess-profits tax as a sort of severance 
pay to compensate it for the cessation of war 
contracts. This sum alone amounts to a'Qout 
$2,840,000,000, and is equal to more than half 
the total net corporate earnings in the ban­
ner year of 1937. 

In addition, under the carry-back and 
carry-forward provisions of the excess-profits 
tax, United States corporations have accu­
mulated with the Government a sort of un­
employment insurance. Shouid the profits 
of any company in the next 10 years drop be­
low its so-called normal profit level, it is 
entitled to a cash refund from the·. United 
States Treasury to make good these losses. 
That refund cannot be greater than the total 
income and excess-profits tax parid during the 
war. Theoretically, industry has thus a re­
serve fund of $62,000,000,000, to offset recon-
version losses. _ 

The steel companies, for example, face re­
conversion with savings (net working capi­
tal) of $2,000,000,000. Their flat 10-percent 
rebate from the Treasury will amount to 
about $200,000,000 more. If they fail to 
show a cent of profit in 1946, the Treasury 
must give them a rebate of $149;000,000. 
This last rebate guarantees them 29 percent 
more profits than they averaged during the 
years of peace. 

Nowhere in the · world, in any period bf 
history, have comparable material gains been 
registered by industry. The war presumably 
has wiped out German and Japanese indus­
try. Principal industries in Allied countries 
have suffered so heavily that it will take them 
a decade or more to regain even prewar pro-
duction. . · 

American business today is in the position 
of completely dominating world trade. It 
has become so strongly entrenched through 
its war profits that for many years it . need 
fear no real competition anywhere on the 
globe. · · 

Congress has not yet passed a compre~ 
hensive full-employment bill for the Amer­
ican people. But the tax-reducti~:m bill has 
been rushed through in record time .. Prin­
cipal provision of this bill eliminates the ex­
cess-profits tax as of January 1, 1946. The 

total cut in taxes is almost $6,000,000,000, 
apportioned as follows between individuals 
and corporations: 
Individuals _________________ $2,784,000,000 
Corporations _______________ 3,136,000,000 

The reduction in individual income taxes 
is · overwhelmingly in favor of the larger tu­
come groups. The little man gets $1 a year 
more to spend; the millionaire gets $44,218 
more. 

The 900 largest corporations in this coun­
try will get a tax reduction averaging $2,000,-
000 each in 1946. This amounts to a benefit 
twice that of the rest of the 18,000 corpora­
tions which have admitted excess profits. 
There is no gain whatever for the 2,61,000 
smaller corporations that were never able to 
report excess profits. 

At the same time it was revealed that the 
deficit in the national budget for 1946 is 
estimated at $30,000,000,000. · 

All this, then, must go into the balance in 
which we weigh our victory. On one side we 
have the total cost of war: $336,000',000,000 in 
cash, plus the dead, the wounded, the miss­
ing; on the other the outright profits made 
by large corporations-some $56,000,000,000 
in cash, plus the power to dominate the lives 
of our p~ople anc;l the peoples of the world. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. Coffee has con­
siderable to say about :r:eduction of in­
come taxes. He presented his article on 
January 22, 1946. This is what he had 
to say about income taxes: 

The steel companies, for example, face re­
conversion with savings (net working capi­
tal) of $2,000,000,000. Their fiat 10-percent 
rebate from the Treasury will amount to 
about $200,000,000 more. If they , fail to 
show a cent of profit in 1946, the Treasury 
must give them a rebate of $149,000,000. 
This last rebate guarantees them 29 percent 
more profits than they average during the 
years of peaee. 

Mr. President, suppose a farmer said 
to the Governm.ent, "I want a guaranty' 
of 6 percent. I am going to get up 
at 4 o'clock in the morning, and I will 
work hard all day. I am going to put 
in a crop. I want a guaranty from 
you that I will receive 6 percent net." 
If a farmer made such a request se­
riously he would be sent to the insane 
asylum ort the ground that he was crazy 
for ever making it. Yet the steel com­
panies, because they have a monopoly, 
because they can hold our Government 
up for almost anything, receive a re­
bate of 29 percent. Mr. Coffee said 
further: 

Nowhere in the world, in any period of 
history,' have comparable material gains 
been registered by industry. The war pre­
sumably has wiped out German and Jap­
anese industry. Principal industries in 
Allied countries have suffered so heavily that 
it will take them a decade or more to regain 
even prewar production. 

American business today is in the posi­
tion of completely dominating world trade. 
It has become so strongly entrenched 
through its war profits that for many years 
it need far no real competition anywhere on 
the globe. 

Congress has not yet passed a comprehen- ' 
sive full employment bill for the American 
people. But the tax-reduction bill has been 
rushed through in record time. 

Yet, Mr. President, as I said yesterday, 
the Republican Party rushed through the 
tax-reduction program. They said that 
was a promise made during the campaign 
which had to be kept; but they did not 

rush through bills to carry out the other 
pledges they had made in unequivocal 
language. They did not put through a 
bill providing for the establishment of 
the FEPC. They did not put through a 
bill to do away with the poll tax. They 
did not put through a single concrete 
piece of legislation ag-ainst discrimina­
tion or segregation against Indians, Chi­
nese, Japanese, Mexicans, or the Negroes, 
not one. 

Mr. Coffee, a former Representative in 
Congress, continues: 

Congress has not yet passed a comprehen­
sive full employment bill for the American 
people. But the tax-reduction bill has been 
rushed through in record time. Principal 
provision of this bill eliminates the excess­
profits tax as of January 1, 1946. The total 
cut in taxes is almost $6,000,000,000, appor­
tioned as follows between individuals and 
corporations: 
Individuals _________________ $2, 784, 000, 000 
Corporations--------------- 3, 136, 000, 000 

The reduction in individual income taxes 
is overwhelmingly in favor· of the larger in- · 
come groups. The little man get $1 a year 
more to spend; the mHlionaire gets $44,218 
more. 

The 900 largest corporations in this coun­
try will get a tax reduction averaging $2,000,­
ooo ·each in 1946. This amounts to a benefit 
twice that of the rest of the 18,000 corpora­
tions which have admitted excess profits. 
There is no gain whatever for the 261,000 
smaller corporations that were never able to 
report excess profits. 

At the same 'time it was revealed that the 
deficit in the national budget for 1946 is 
estimated at $30,000,000,000. 

All this, then, must go into the balance in 
which we weigh our victory. On one side we 
have the total cost of war: $336,000,000,000 in 
cash, plus the dead, the ·wounded, the miss­
ing; on the other, the outright profits made 
by large corporations-some- $56,000,000,000 in 
cash, plus the power to dominate the lives 
of our people and the peoples of the world. 

Someone may say that John M. Coffee 
may be wrong. Some may say that he 
is radical. · Some may even claim ·that 
he was prejudiced. So I call upon other 
witnesses. 1 call upon the Comptroller 
General of the United States. Surely it 
will not be claimed that Lindsay Warren 
is an irresponsible public official. Let 
me read a few of the t.hings that he said: 
This is from page Al664, volume 90, part 
9, of the Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD in an extension of remarks of 
Hon. REID F. MURRAY, of Wisconsin. The 
following is from an article in the Aprill, 
1944, issue of Labor: 

Warren insisted with great vehemence 
that every contract settlement should be 
audited. He cited huge payments already 
made by "officials who made the contracts 
sitting across the table from the contractors." 

It was at this point that he declared that 
some of the officials were "just plain crooks, 
more interested in fattening the profits of 
contractors than in safeguarding the tax..: 
payer." 

"The tragedy is that no one seems dis­
turbed about it," Warren said, explaining 
that when such matters are brought to public 
attention they are met with a "shrug of the 
shoulder and condoned under the specious 
plea that we have got a war to win." 

I ask unanimous consent that the en­
tire article, under the heading "We all 
know Lindsay Warren is a responsible 
public official," be printed in the RECORD 
at this point as a part of my remarks. 
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There being no objection, the· matter 
referred to was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 
WE ALL KNOW LINDSAY WARREN IS A RESPONSIBLE 

PUBLIC OFFICIAL 
(Extension of remarks of Han. REID F . 

MURRAY, of Wisconsin, in the House of 
Representatives, Friday, March 31, 1944) 
Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker. the 

following article from the AprU 1 issue of 
Labor indicates what is taking place during 
this war. Certain agencies are continually 
calling the attention of the public to the 
profits of farmers when their total average 
income is only $3,000 to say nothing about 
the net income. The official study of Dr. 
Wylie Goodsell shqwed that a r ather large 
percentage of the farmers of America· m ade 
from 19 cents to 47 cents per hour in 1942. 

Certain other groups and individuals that 
have accepted a 21.6 percent cost-of-living 
bonus on an overtime basis themselves on 
the first $2,900 of their $2,900 to $15,000 Fed­
eral salaries at the same time have insisted 
on freezing the below-average-income groups 
with 40 to 50 cents per hour wage. They 
even protested the 15-percent advance in 
wages provided by the Little Steel formula, 
for this below-average-income group. 

The article foll~ws: 
"PROFITEERS ARE GETTING AWAY WITH MURDER, 

WARREN SAYs--AIDED BY 'CROOKS AND 
THIEVES' IN GOVERNMENT, COMPTROLLER 
CHARGEs--BLASTS COST-PLUS CONTRACTS AS 
'DAMNABLE' 
"'A Government official ~earing the u n i­

form of his country was arrested in New 
York recently with $15,000 in marked bills in 
his pocket.' 

"That startling ins ance was recited by 
Lindsay C. Warren, Comptroller General, in 
testimony before the House Naval Affairs 
Committee this week as proof of his conten­
tion that Congress must keep a sharp eye on 
administration if war profiteers are not to 
bleed the taxpayers white. 

" 'Some of these officials,' he charged, 
'have been found to be just plain crooks and 
thieves. We have been assured th!it the' 
b~d and the inefficient have been weeded out, 
but that is just not so.' · 

"Warren's statement was one of the most 
sensational yet made before a congressional 
committee-and that is saying a mouthful. 
He declared that profiteers 'are on the loqse' 
and are milking Uncle Sam for all he is worth. 
'Worse still,' he added, 'many are getting 
away with it.' 

"Warren, before taking over the Comp­
troller job, was a Member of the House from 
North Carolina and was respected as a hard­
working, conscientious, and extremely able· 
conservative. -The General Accounting Office, 
which he heads, was set up before the sorry 
experiences of the last war had grown cold, to 
check disbursements and to see that the Gov­
ernment got some);hing like an even break in 
ordinary business dealings. 

"GAO OUT OF PICTURE 
"As far as war contracts are concerned, 

however, the GAO is out of the picture, and 
will be kept out if bills now before Congress 
are approved. They provide for the settle-· 
ment of the war claims virtually qn the say­
so of the contractors. 

"Although billions of dollars are involved, 
the GAO is restricted to a mere comparison 
of the figures on vouchers and the amounts 
agreed upon by contractors and Government 
officials with whom settlements are made. 

"It was to protest against this proposed set­
up that Warren appeared before the com­
mittee, and he confronted. a rather hostile 
audience. The committee seems to take the 
position that it is more important that con':' 
tract settlements be ·made speedily than that 
the taxpayers shall be protected. 

"BLASTS COST-Pt.US PACTS 
.. 'Ruthless gouging,' Warren declared, 'is 

going on under cost-plus contracts,' which 
were branded as 'the most extravagant, the 
most vicious, and the most damnable form of 
business skullduggery.' 

•· 'Of course,' he conceded, 'war itself is 
wasteful and large expenditures are to be ex­
pected, but that,' he contended, 'is no reason 
why ordinary prudence should be thrown to 
the winds. Even on the battlefields,' he em­
phasized, 'Army generals try to spare their 
men.' 

" 'Like these generals,' be asserted, 'the 
contracting officers of the Government should 
make an effort to spare the public's money. 
Every ,dollar -spent should show a dollar's 
worth in return.' 

"JUST PLAIN CROOKS 
"Warren insisted with great vehemence that 

every contract settlement should be audited. 
He cited huge payments already made by 
'officials who made the contracts sitting 
across the table from the contractors.' 

"It was at this point he declared that some 
of t h e officials were 'just plain crooks, more 
interested in fattening the profits of con­
tractors than in safeguarding the taxpayer.' 

" 'The tragedy is that .no one seems dis­
turbed about it,' Warren said, explaining that· 
when such matters are brought to public 
attention they are met with a 'shrug of the 
shoulder and condoned under the specious 
plea that we have got a war to win.' 

"LIKE OLIVER TWIST 

"Driving home the matt er of laxity, War­
ren revealed that in cases where his office has 
had power to toss out illegal claims the con­
tracts have been revised and the Government 
recovered large sums. . 

"'If somebody would come to us and say 
the Government shouldn't pay for something, 
we would be the most surprised people in the 
world,' Warren declared. 'However, with the 
audacity of Oliver Twist, they come and say, 
"Please, sir, we want more."' · · 

"Warren hasn't concluded his presentation. 
When be again appears before the committee 
he promises to give chapter and verse details 
of how Uncle Sam is being hornswoggled on 
both sides of the bargaining tal;>le." 

WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION-CON­
FERENCE REPORT 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from North Dakota yield 
to me so that I maY submit a conference 
report, which I think can be disposed of 
without controversy? It relates to the 
World Health Organization. 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG submitted the fol· 

lowing report: 
The committee of conference on the dis­

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the joint reso­
lution (S. J. Res. 98) providing for member- . 
ship and participation by the United States 
in the World Health Organization and au­
thorizing an appropriation therefor, having 
met, after full and free conference, h ave 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree­
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to 
be inserted by the House amendment insert 
the following: 
. "That the President is hereby authorized 

to -accept membership for . the United States 
in the World Health Organization (h,erein­
after referred to as the Organization), the 
constitution of whiCh was adopted in New 
York on July 22, 1946, by the International 
Health Conference for the establishment of 
an International Health Organization, and 

deposited ·in the- archives of the United Na­
tions. 

"SEc. 2. The President shall designate from 
time to time to attend ·a specified session or 
specified sessions of the World Health As­
sembly of the Organization not to exceed 
three delegates of the United States and 
such number of alternates as he ·may deter­
mine consistent with the rules of procedure 
of the World Health Assembly. One of the 
delegates shall be designated as the chief 
delegate. Whenever the United States be­
comes entitled to designate a person to serve 
on the Executive Board of the Organization, 
under article 24 of the constitution of the 
Organization, the President shall designate 
a representative of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and may designate not to exceed one alter­
nate to at tend sessions of the· Executive 
Board. Such representative must be a grad­
u ate of a recognized medical school and have 
spent not less than three years in active prac­
tice as a physician or surgeon. Such repre­
sentative shall be entitled to receive com­
pensation at a rate not to exceed $12,000 per 
ann um and any such alternate shall be en­
tit led to receive compensation at a rate not 
to exceed $10,000 per annum for such period 
or periods as the President may specify, ex­
cept that no Member of the Senate or House 
of Representatives or officer of the United 
States nh.o is thus designated shall be en­
titled to receive such compensation: Pro­
v ided, That no person shall serve as such 
representative, delegate, or alternate until 
such person has been investigated as to loy­
alt y and security by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

"SEc. 3. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated annually to the Department of 
State-

"(a) such sums, not to exceed $1 ,920,000 
per annum, as may be necessary for the pay­
ment by the United States of its share of the 
expenses of the Organization, including those 
incurred by the Interim Commission, as ap­
portioned by the Health Assembly in accord­
ance with Article 56 of the Constitution of 
the Organization; and · 

"(b) such additional sums, not to exceed 
$83,000 for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 
1947, as may be necessary to pay the ex­
penses incident to participation bY the 
United States in the activities of the Or­
ganization, including-

"(1) salaries of the representatives and al­
ternate provided for in section 2 hereof, and· 
appropriate staff, including personal serv­
ices in the District of Columbia and else­
where, without regard to the civU-service 
laws and the Classification Act of 1923, as 
amended; services as authorized by section 
15 of Public Law 600, Seventy-ninth Con­
gress; under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of State may prescribe, allow­
ances for living quarters, including heat, 
fuel, and light and cost of living allowances 
to persons temporarily stationed abroad; 
printing and binding without regard to sec­
tion 11 of the Act of March 1, 1919 (44 U.S. C. 
111), and section 3709 of the Revised Stat• 
utes, as amended; and . 

" ( 2) such other expenses as the Secretary 
of State deems necessary to participation by 
the United States in the activities of the 
Organization:. Provided, That the provisions 
of se~tion 6 of the Act of July 30, 1946, Pub­
lic Law 565, Seventy ... ninth Congress, and 
regulations thereunder, applicable to ex­
penses incurred pursuant to that Act shall 
. be applicable to any expenses incurred pur-
suant to this paragraph {b' (2). . 

"SEc. ·4, In adopting this joint resolution 
the Congress does so with the understand~ng 
that, in the absence of any provision in the 
World Health Organization Constitution for 
withdrawal from the Organization, the 
United States reserves its right to withdraw 
from the Organizati~n on a one-year not ice: 
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Provided, however, That the financial obliga. 
tions of the United States to the Organiza-. 
tion shall be met in full for the Organiza­
tion's current fiscal year. 

"SEc. 5. In adopting this joint resolution, 
the Congress does so with the understanding 
that nothing in the Constitution of the 
World Health · Organization in any manner 
commits the United States to enact any spe­
cific legislative program regarding any mat­
ters referred to in said Constitution." 

And the House agr~e to the same. 
A. H. VANDENBERG, 
H. C. LODGE, Jr., 
TOM CONNALLY, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 
FRANCES P. BOLTON, 
WALTER H. JUDD, 
WmT CouRTNEY, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask unani­
mous consent for the present considera­
tion of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the conference report? 

There being no objection, the .Senate 
proceeded to consider the report. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
think it is sufficient to say that the joint 
resolution is in the precise form in which 
it originally passed the Senate, except 
that certain precautions have been 

, added, one of which is a ceiling upon any 
appropriations that can be made, and 
another requiring FBI inquiry into the 
qualifications of American · employees. 
Otherwise, I think it is substantially the 
same as in the form passed by the Sen­
ate. · I ask for approva-l of the confer­
ence report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the confer­
ence report. 

The report was agreed to. 
PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE­

INCREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCES 

The Senate .resumed the consideration 
of the bill <S. 2655) to provide for the 
common defense by increasing the 
strength of the armed forces of the 
United States, including the Reserve 
components thereof, and for other pur­
poses. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I am 
informed by the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. RussELL] that for 3 
days he has been waiting to obtain the 
floor. I know that to be a fact because 
I have talked with him. I know that 3 
days ago he was trying to obtaiu the 
floor. I am, therefore, yielding the floor 
so that he may be recognized, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the speech 
which I have made on my amendment 
shaH not prejudice my speaking again 
o·n the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from North Dakota? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, re­
serving the right to object, I respect­
fully suggest that the able Senator from 
North Dakota continue and complete his 
remarks on this subject, so that we may 
proceed in some order. The hour is 
growing late. We have before us per­
haps the most important bill which will 
be before this Congress. The Senator 

has had ample time, and under the rules 
of the Senate, he still has .ample time to 
discuss the merits of the selective' service · 
bill. However, I r.espectfully . suggest 
that he continue until he has completed · 
his remarks. Then the Senator from 
Georgia may obtain the floor in his own 
right. I think I shall have to object to 
recognition of the Senator from Georgia 
with the unanimous consent understand- · 
ing that the Senator from North Dakota 
may. be recognized again. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in view 
of the objection, I will say to my dis­
tinguished colleague from Georgia that 
I am very sorry. I did the best I could 
for him. He can now take a rest, because 
I intend to speak for a least an hour, or 
perhaps 2 hours more, in view of the ob­
jection. I tried to obtain unanimous 
consent, and was unable to get it. . 

My amendment is of great importance. 
I know that the Senator from Georgia 
has been waiting for 3 days for recogni­
tion. I am deeply sorry. 

Mr. RUSSELL.· I thank the Senator. 
It is far · from my purpose to prevent the 
Senator from North Dakota from fully 
covering the subject. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I now 
call upon another great statesman who is 
no longer with us, a man who was for­
merly a Member of the Senate, David I. 
Walsh. Mr. Walsh was a distinguished · 
Member of this body. On May 10, 1944, 
Mr. Walsh had a certain article inserted 
in the ·Appendix of the RECORD. The ar­
ticle had been printed in the University 
of Chicago Law Review .. The article is 
entitled "War Profits and Legislative 
Policy." Mr. Walsh had been Governor 
of the great State of Massachusetts. He 
had been reelected Governor. Three 
different times he had been elected to 
the United States Senate from the State 
of Massachusetts. I almost forgot to 
mention that he was also lieutenant gov­
ernor of that State for a while. 

· Here is what the great Senator Walsh 
of Massachusetts said in an article that 
was prepared by him for the University 
of Chicago Law Review: 

WAR PROFITS AND 'LEGISLATIVE POLICY 

(By David I. Walsh, United States Senator 
from Massachusetts) 

Just as inveighing against sin is spas­
modically a popular pastime, so, too, is in­
veighing against war profiteering. With the 
latter, considerable success has been experi­
enced in the last 2 years, and it seems doubt­
ful that, as a result of this success, postwar 
investigations will reveal anything like tbe 
scandals which shocked the public during the 
two decades following World War I. 

Mr. President, I mention that to show 
that regardless of whether it is World 
War I or World War II, the pattern of 
robbing the common people is the same. 
Even during the Civil War, when Abra­
ham Lincoln advertised for muskets and 
for horses, what the Army got was worn­
out muskets and spavined horses. As a 
result, the Congress passed the Informers 
Act. That act provided that if there ,was 
a conspiracy to defraud the United States 
Government and if anyone in the con­
spiracy informed against his fellow con­
spirators, the men who were guilty would 
be fined double the amount they had 
stolen from the Government or had de-

frauded the Government: and of the 
money which the Government recovered, 
the informer would receive one-half and 
the Government the other half. · The act 
also provided that in addition to putting 
the guilty persons in jail, the Govern­
ment could also get $2,000 for every crim­
inal 'offense. So even in the Civil War 
there were sharks and ghouls and war 
profiteers robbing the common people. 

So as Senator David Walsh said in the 
article, there was war profiteering in 
World War I. 

I read further from the article he 
wrote: 

From its earliest days this country has 
been confronted with attempts on the part 
of merchants and vendors "to avail them­
selves of the difficulties of the times; and 
to amass fortunes on the public ruin." A 
condition which o-ur people have faced iu 
every one of their wars-and which other peo­
ple have faced in their own wars-is perhaps 
best described by the Father of his Country 
in a letter dated March 31, 1779. It is worth 
quoting in extenso: 

Mr. President, nere we have the testi­
mony of George Washington. If my 
amendment is adopted, it will limit the 
amount of profits to 10 percent, which I 
say is enough. Here is what George 
Washington said about this matter-and 
this letter was written by him on March 
31, 1779: 

Our conflict is not likely to cease so soon 
as every good man wo"uld wish. The measure 
of iniquity is not yet filled. • • • 

Speculation, peculation, production, en­
grossing, forestalling • • • affording too 
many melancholy proofs of the decay of 
public virtue • • • and too glaring in­
stances of its being the interest and desire 
of too many who wish to be thought friends, 
to continue the war. 

Mr. President, Washington said those 
men were willing to ·continue the war in 
order to keep on making war profits­
just as Henry Wallace said, when he was · 
testifying before the Senate committee, 
that there were men trying to scare the 
Congress and trying to scar.e the people 
of the United States, when there was not 
one single substantial piece of evidence 
or proof that the national security of the 
country was in any danger at all. 

Mr. President, I repeat, that I chal­
lenge any member of the committee who 
heard that testimony to show one scin­
tilla of evidence that the national secu­
rity is in danger. As MI'. Wallace says, 
these men go around scaring people. 
They are hypnotists who instill fear. I 
continue to read the statement by 
George Washington: 

Cannot this common country America 
possess virtue enough to disappoint them? 
Is the paltry consideration of a little dirty 
pelf to individuals to be placed in competi- · 
tion with the essential rights and liberties of 
the present generation, and of millions yet 
unborn? 
· Shall a few designing men for their own 
aggrandizement, and to gratify their own 
avarice, overset the goodly fabric we have 
been rearing at the expense of so much time, 
blood, and treasure? And shall we at last 
become the victims of our own abominable 
lust for gain? 

Forbid it, heaven I Forbid it, all and every 
State in the Union I By enacting and en­
forcing efficacious laws for checking the 
growth of these monstrous evils, and restor­
ing matters, in some degree to tbe pristine 
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state they were in at the commencement of 
the war. 

Our cause is noble; it is' the cause of man- · 
kind. And the danger to it is to be appre­
hended from ourselves. (George Washing­
ton, in a letter to the President of Congress, 
dated ~ugust 16, 1777.) 

Then the article by Senator Walsh 
. continues: 

The hopelessness of General Washington's 
position, his impotence to cure or even deal 
with "speculation, peculation, production,. 
engrossing, forestalling," is akin to the diffi­
culties which he had in maintaining his 
armed forces, whose personnel was w~nt to 
take off for home on the slightest whim. 

This letter is worth quoting because it 
indicates the extent to which our groping for 
a solution to the problem of curbing war 
profiteering has advanced. In each of our 
wars adventurers have sought "to amass for-

. tunes upon the public ruin." But in the 
present war such attempts are being dealt 
with effectively. 

The problem is threefold-material, fiscal, 
and moral-with political overtones. Ade­
quate appreciation of this triple nature of 
the problem is essential to an understanding 
of the history of attempts to meet it. For if 
attention is paid to the tone of only one 
or only two tines of the tuning fork, the 
results may be highly discordant. 
PRICE OF ARMOR PLATE IN SPANISH-AMERICAN 

WAR 
The most important of the threefold 

aspects of the problem is the material. For 
to an increasing extent wars have become 
matters of materiel. The point is illustrated 
by attempts by the Congress to control the 
price of just one item of materiel-armor 
plate--prior to and during the Spanish­
American war. During the early nineties 
the ·Navy had paid from $574 to as high as 
$671 for armor plate. In the belief that such . 
prices were unreasonable, the Congress took 
action, and on March 3, 1897, a statute limit­
ing the pri£e of armor plate to $300 a ton was 
approved. Fiscal and moral considerations 
may have motivated such action, but that 

• material considerations were not amply 
weighed is indicated by the ineffectiveness 
of this legislation . . Manufacturers simply 
refused to accept contracts at the lower price. 
To avoid its having dire results in the prose­
cution of the war, the Congress had to raise 
the ceiling to $400. Notwithstanding this 
experience, the Congress subsequently 
tempted fate by reducing the ceiling ·once 
more to $300, with the result that manufac­
turers again refused to bid. Finally despair­
ing, the Congress gave the Secretary of the 
Navy authority to procure armor "at a price 
which in his judgment is reasonable and 
equitable." Thus, the Congress finally suc­
cumbed to the material aspect of the prob­
lem-the most important of the three. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con­
sent to have printed in the RECORD at this 
point in my remarks the article entitled 
"War Profits and Legislative Policy," by 
the late David I. Walsh, former United 
States Senator from Massachusetts. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the. REcORD, 

as follows: 
WAR PROFITS AND LEGISLATIVE POLICY 

(Extension of remarks of Hon. David I. 
Walsh, of Massachusetts, in the Senate of 
the United States, Wednesday, May 10, 
(legislative day of TUesday, May 9), 1944) 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent to have pub­
lished in the Appendix of the. RECORD an 
article by me entitled "War Profits and 
Legi!llative Policy," from the University of 
Chicago Law Review for April 1944. 

The1·e being no .objection, the article was 
ordered to be printed· in the .. RECO"'D, as , 
follows: 

"WAll PROFITS AND LEGISLATIVE POLICY 
"(By David I. Walsh, United States Senator 

from Massachusetts) 
"Just as inveighing against sin is spas­

modically a popular pastime, so, too, is in­
veighing against war profiteering. With the 

.latter, considerable success has been experi-
enced in the last 2 years, and it seems 
doubtful that, as a result of this success, 
postwar investigations will reveal anything 
like the scandals which shocked the public 
during the two decades following World War 
No.1. 

"From its earllest days this country has 
been confronted 'Yith attempts on the part 
of merchants and vendors 'to avail them­
selves of the difficulties of the times, and to· 
amass fortunes on the public ruin.' 1 A con-

-dition which our people have faced in every 
one of their wars-and which other people 
have faced in their own wars-is perhaps 
best described by the F.ather of his Country 
in a letter dated March 31, 1779. It is worth 
quoting in el{tenso: · 

" 'Our conflict is not likely to cease so soon· 
as every good man would wish. The measure 
of iniquity is not yet filled. • 

'''Speculation, peculation, production, en­
grossing, forestalli:pg • • • affording too 
many melancholy proofs of the decay of 
public virtue • • * and too glaring in­
stances of its being the interest and desire 
of too ~any. who wish to be thought friends, 
to contmue the war. • • • 

"'Cannot this common country, America, 
possess virtue enough to disappoint them? 
Is the paltry consider.ation of a little dirty 
pelf to individuals to be placed in competi­
tion with the essential rights and liberties of 
the present generation, and of millions yet 
unborn? · 

" 'Shall a few designing men for their own 
aggrandizement, and to gratify their own 
avarice, overset the goodly fabric we have 
been rearing at the expense of so mucb time, 
blood, and treasure? And shall we at last 
become the victims of our own abominable 
lust for gain? 

"'Forbid it heaven! Forbid it all and every 
State in the Union! By enacting and en­
forcing efficacious laws for checking the 
growth of these monstrous evils, and restor­
ing matters, in some degree to the pristine 
state they were in at the commencement of 
the war. 

" 'Our cause is noble, it is the cause of man­
kind. And the danger to it is to be appre- , 
hended from ourselves.'· 

"The hop~lessness of General Washington's 
position, his impotence to cure or even deal 
with 'speculation, peculation, production, 
engrossmg, forestalling,' is akin to the diffi­
culties which he had in maintaining his 
armed forces, whose personnel was wont to 
take off for home on the slightest whim. 

"This letter is worth quoting because it 
indicates the extent to which our groping for 
a solution to the problem of curbing war 
profiteering has advanced. In each of our 
wars adventurers have sought 'to amass for­
tunes upon the public ruin.' But in the 
present war such attempts are being dealt 
with effectively. 

"The problem is threefold-material, fiscal, 
and moral-with political overtones. Ade.:. 
quate appreciation of this triple nature of 
the problem is essential to an understanding 
of the history of attempts to meet it. For if 
attention is paid to the tone of only one or 
only two tines of the tuning fork, the results 
may be highly discordant. 
"PRICE OF ARMOR PLATE IN SPANISH-AMERICAN 

WAR 
"The most important of the threefold 

aspects of the problem is the material. For 

1 George Washington, in a letter to the 
President of Congress dated August 16, 1777. 

to an increasing . extent wars have become 
matters of materiel. The point is illustrated 
by . attempts by the Congress to control the 
price of just one item of materiel-armor 
plate--prior to · and during the Spanish­
American War. During the early nineties 
the Navy had paid fron;1 $574 to as high as 
$671 for armor plate.2 In the belief that such 
prices were unreasonable, the Congress took 
action, and on March 3, 1897, a statute limit­
ing the price of armor plate to $300 a ton was 
approved. Fiscal and moral considerations 
may have motivated such action, but that 
material considerations were no.t amply 
weighed is indicated by the ineffectiveness 
of this legislation. Manufacturers simply 
refuseq to accept contracts at the lower price. 
To avoid its having dire results in the prose­
cution of the war, the Congress had to l'aise 
the ceiling to $400. Notwithstanding this 
experience, the Congress subsequently 
tempted fate by reducing the ceiling once 
more to $300, with the result that manufac­
turers again refused to bid.8 Finally despair­
ing, the Co~gress gave the Secretary of the 
Navy authority 4 to pl'ocure armor 'at a price 
which in his judgment is rea,sonable and ' 
equitable.' Thus, the Congress finally s-uc­
cumbed· to the material aspect of the px:ob­
lem-the most important of the three. _ 

"Price and profit control must be so finely 
governed that the material requirements of 
a war. will be satisfied. This means that, 
under the capitalistic system to which we are 
committed, there must be incentive to pro­
duce and to produce quickly in large volume. 
In peacetime, competition provides this in­
centive, and as soon as competition kills it, 
production ceases. The fittest survive. But 
in wartime the production of the least fit may 
be just as essential as the production of the 
fittest, so that prices ~nd profits must be such. 
that both have an incentive to survive. If 
the material aspects of the problem are not 
give~ sufficient weight, the question of the 
moral and fiscal aspects may become aca­
demic through the loss of the war which is 
being fought. 
"PRICE AND PROFIT CONTROLS I.N WORLD WAR I 

"Attempts to control prices and profits 
of war contracts in World War I proved 
futile. Indeed, as in the case of the Spanish­
American War, they boomeranged-but for a 
different reason. The materi~l aspect of the 
problem was overemphasized by the adop­
tion of cost-plus-a-·percentage-of-cost con­
tracts. These were designed to underwrite 
the contractors, inducing him to turn to war 
production because by such underwriting he 
escaped risk, and at the same time inducing 
him to produce rapidly in large volume. But 
by the very nature of these contracts, he was 
actually in<;luced to increase his costs, for the 
ratio between profits and costs remained con­
stant and the higher the dollar costs the 
higher the dollar profits. Thus, a fiscal fal­
lacy entered into the .adoption of this kind of 
a contractual arrangement. It should have 
been evident at the outset, but in this as in 
so ma'ny aspects of pricing, hindsight is su­
perior to foresight. 

"Another fiscal error was made when at­
tempts to limit war profits were supple­
mented by relatively high excess-profits 
taxes.G 

2 Hensel and McClung, Profit Limitation 
Controls Prior to the Present War, 10 Law 
and Contemporary Problems 187 at 191 
(1943). 

3 Long, 1 The New American Navy 46 et seq. 
(1903)". 

4 Act of June 7, 1900, 81 Stat. 684, 707; 
H. R. Doc. No, 95, 55th Cong., 2d sess.; 31 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 934 (1898), 32 CON­
GRESSIONAL RECORD 2190~2191 ( 1899); report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, at­
tached to report of the Secretary of Navy 
(1905), 45-47. 

G Revenue Act of Sept. 8, 1916, 39 Stat. 756: 
780; Revenue Act of Mar. 3, 1917, 39 Stat. 
1000; and Revenue Act of 1918, 40 Stat. 1057. 
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"As Bernard Bart1ch has ~tated,6 high ex- -

cess-profits taxes· standing alone aggravate 
"The Republican plank 18 read as follows: 
~·'We believe that in time of war the Na­

tion should draft for its qefenses not only its 
citizens but also every resource which may 
contribute to success. The CO\lntry demands 

war evils. · 

· that should -the United States ever again be 
called upon to defend itself by arms, the 
President be empowered to draft such ma-. 
terial resources and such service~ as may be 
required, and to stabilize prices of services 
and essential commodities, whether utilized 
in actual warfare or private activity.' 

"The Democratic plank 14 ·read as follows: 
" 'In the event of war in which the man­

. power of the. Nation is drafted, all other re­
sources should likewise be drafted. '!'his will 
tend to discourage war by depriving it of 

"However lofty may have been the motives 
of the country, the Con~ress, and the pro­
curement agencies during World War I, 
'however much they may have had their eyes 
on the material and moral prongs of • the 
tuning fork, they failed to tune in with the 
third-the fiscal. While, unlike the experi­
~nce of the Spanish-American War, legisla­
tion did not in itself hamper satisfaction of 
the material considerations or discourage­
production, while attempts to limit profits 
satisfied lofty moral concepts, these at­
tempts were abortive because insufficient at­
tention was given to the fiscal aspect of the 
problem. Not only did cost-plus-a-percent­
age-of-cost contracts fall to curb war prof­
iteering; they aggravated it. Not only did 
high excess-profits taxes fail to prevent war 
profiteering; they made for inflation. 

- it~ profits.' • . 
'Apparently both .major political parties 

felt that with the adoption of these two 
planks in 1924 the matter· had been disposed 
of, for · future party platforms ignored the 
subject. In view of the extensive newspaper 
publicity and\ general public preoccupation 
with the- question of control of war profits 
that developed as -the years went on, it 
seems strange that neither political party 
made an issue of the matter. Nor is it reason­
able to explain this omission of the question 
from the party platforms by the fact that it 
was receiving so much attention in the Con­
gress. The omission may be set down simply 
as a political phenomenon. 

"During the 1930's, with World War II 
drawing nearer. agitation for a complete ban 

"Of the 168 bills and · resolutions intro­
duced into the Congress between the 1918 
armistice a.nd the fall of France for the 
purpose of coping with the problem of war 
profiteering, few were adopted and · none 
recognized the threefold nature of the 
problem. Of those that were adopted, all 
were failures because they considered · only 
the moral aspect of ·the problem. The only -
important piece of legislation of this nature 
was incorporated in - the Vinson-Trammel! 
Act, passed in 1934 7 and subsequently -
amended three times-in 1936,8 1939,0 and 
1940.10 By limiting profits on naval vessels 
(subsequently extended to apply to military 
and· naval aircraft) to a percentage of the 
contract price, .the V'inson-Trammel Act pre­
scribed what, in effect, was not very alien 
to the cost-plus-a-percentage-of-Cof!t con­
tracts of World War No. 1. The main dif­
ference was that the contract price rather 
than the cost was the base. While super­
ficially this difference might appear to be 
great, in actual practice, it could be almost 
meaningless. Thus, because it . did not give 
sufficient cognizance to the material and 
fiscal aspects of price control and profit 
limitation on war contracts, the Vinson­
Trammell Act was ineffectual. More than 
that, in some instances the act discouraged 
shipbuilders and aircraft manufacturers 
from entering into contracts, and thus de- -
layed the defense program.11 

- on war profits grew apace. Thus, a ma­
jority of the Senate Munitions Committee on 
June 18; 1936, recommended -the nationaliza­
tion of naval shipbuilding and manufacture 
of certain arms ·used by the Army and Navy.15 

The minority report of the committee ex­
pressed the belief that rigid-and conclusive 
munitions control would be more effective 
than nationalization in. promoting peace, 
defense, and econbmy. The majority rec­
ommendation was based on the conclusion, 
drawn from 2 years of investigation, that 
regulation of arms manufactUre is easily 
evaded.10 

"POLITICAL OVERTONES 
"During the twenties, the question of regu­

lation of prices of war contracts and limita­
tion of profits thereon became increasingly 
important from the political standpoint. 

"One of the most potent forces was the 
American Legion, whose political influence 
was growing rapidly. In 1920 it llj.Unched a 
campaign for what ·it termed 'Universal 
service.' 12 

"In 1924 the two major political parties 
each included a plank calling for the close 
control of the munitions industry in time 
of war. 

e American Industry and the War 415 
(1921). 

7 48 Stat . 505 (1934), 34 U. S. C., 1940 ed., 
par. 496. 

8 49 Stat. 1926 (1936), 34 U. S. C., 1940 ed., 
par. 1155. 

9 53 Stat. 555 (1939), par. 14, 34 U. S. C., 
1940 ed., par. 496. 

1o 54 Stat. 676 (1940), 41 U. S. C. 1940 ed., 
note preceding paragraph 1. 

11 See debate on 1940 Excess Profits Tax, 
81 CONGRESSIONAL RECORT 11,243, August 29, 
1940. 

12 This was a 3-way program designed to: 
"(1) Promote peace, (2) take the profits 
out of war, and (3) strengthen the national 
defense." Note that the American ·Legion's 
second point was to "take the profits out of 
war"-not so:rne of the profits. but by impli­
cation, all of the profits. 

"On June 22, 1936, the . women's committee 
on suggestions for the Democratic platform 
recommended by unanimous adoption that 
the best way to preserve peace was by pass­
ing stronger neutrality legislation and taxing 
the profit out of war.n · 

"Three months earlier, in one of the first 
polls conducted by Dr. George Gallup, di­
rector of the American Institute of Public 
Opinion, the people of the country had gone 
on record as strongly favoring manufacture 
by the Governm~nt of its own war materials. 
In the Nation-wide poll the vote favoring this 
change was 82 to 18 out of every 100, with 
about the same proportion of members of 
bot.h political parties favoring the change.1s 

"It was this agitation that, in part, led to 
the strengthening of the Vinson-Trammell 
Act of June 27, 1936.10 

':.The political crescendo reached in ·regard 
to war-profits control occurred in 1939 and 
1940 and 25 bills were introduced in the Con­
gress to deal with the subject more effec­
tively than it had been dealt with thereto­
fore. With war brewing and finally develop­
ing in Europe and with production of muni­
tions mounting rapidly in this country, it was 
only natural that insistence upon adoption 

1s See Republican Campaign Text Book of 
1924 at 85. 

14 See Democratic Campaign Text Book of 
1924 at 39. 

15 Baltimore Sun, June 20, 1936, Assocffi.ted 
Press dispatch from Washington. 

10 Supra, note 15. 
17 Philadelphia Record, June 23, 1936. 
18 The National Weekly Poll of Public Opin­

ion, March 7, 1936. · 
19 49 Stat. 1936, 34 U. S. C., 194.0 ed., par. 

296. 

of . some form of control should . increase. 
None of these numerqus bills, however, was 
adopted, for the Congress was tending more 
and more to the belief that the problem could 
be dealt with by a high excess-profits tax. 

"Still clearly uncertain as to how to .cope 
with the problem, the Congress side-stepped 
the issue in the Revenue Act of 1940. Fi­
nally, however, on July 1, 1940, shortly after 
approval of the Revenue Act of 1940, the Pres­
ident addressed a strong message to the Con­
gress directing its attention to the national 
defense program and to the duty of the Con­
gress to see that the burden of the program 
was equitably distributed according to abil­
ity to pay, and recommending the enact- . 
ment of a steeply graduated excess-profits 
tax, to be applied to all individuals and all 
corporate organizations without discrimina­
tion.20 

"As a result, both Houses finally adopted a 
highly complicated measure involving a com­
bination of the theoriils of average earnings 
and invested capital which represented a not 
very happy compromise.21 The provisions for 
excess-profits taxes were subsequently 
amended in 1941 22 and again in 1942.28 

"SIXTH SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONAL 'DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATION ACT 

"An uneasy fee.ling that the high excef?S• 
profits taxes did not wholly accomplish the 
purpose of controlling prices and profits on­
war production continued to prevail in the 
Congress. During discussion of the Sixth 
Supplemental National Defense Appropria­
tion Act of April 1942, Congressman FRANCis 
CAsE, Republican, from South Dakota, in­
troduced into the House a measure to limit 
the profits on war contracts to 6 percent.24 

While tt ·-was not specifically stated, it is to 
be presumed that this 6 percent was on a 
basis of before taxes, following the precedent 
established by the Vinson-Trammell Act. 
The measure passed the House by a vote of 
70 to 8.25 

"As it went,to the Senate, however, the pro­
curement agencies along with the War Pro­
duction aoard pointed out that this arrange­
ment would place a profit_ strait-jacket pn 
business and provide for the re::J.lization of 
excess~ve profits by companies which in the 
best of peacetimes were accustomed to mak­
ing no more than 2 percent on sales, while 
at the same time it might force heavy in­
dustry companies into bankruptcy by not 
allowing them sUfficient return. In other 
words, while the aim of the Case amendment 
was laudable, again the question of prac­
ticality was overlooked. 

"Meanwhile, recognizing that unprece­
dented v~lume of production was leading to 
excessive profits already indicated by 1941 
corporate reports, the War Department had 
conducted a number of price renegotiations 
with prominent war contractors. 'Therefore, 
when asked · by the Congress to suggest an 
alternative to the Case amendment, Lt. Gen. 
Brehon Somervell, Chief of the Army Service 
Forces, presented a substitute on behalf of 
the procurement agencies. It was based on 

2o H. Rept. No. 2697, 76th· Cong., 3d sess. 
(June 30, 1940), a conference report on H. R. 
10039. The bill was enacted into the In­
ternal Revenue Code, 54 Stat. 516, 26 U. S. C., 
1940 ed., pars 12 et seq. 

21 H. Rept. No. 3002, 76th Cong., 3d sess. 
(Sept. 30, 1940), a conference report on H. R. 
10413, which was enacted into the Excess 
Profits Tax Act of 1940 (Oct. 8, 1940), 54 
Stat. 974, 975 :II., 26 U. S .C., 1940 ed., pars. 
710 ff. 

22 55 Stat. 17 ( 1941), incorporated into In­
ternal Revenue Code, 26 U. S. C., par. 710 
(Supp. 1941). 

23 56 Stat. 798, act of Oct. 21, 1942, Public 
Law 753, 77th Cong., 2d sess. 

24 88 CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, Mar. 28, 1942, 
p. 3230 . . 

2" Ibid, at 3231. 
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the theory that if eve:ry c.ontract price could 
be reexamined by the parties in the light of 
actual experien~e under the contract, it 
should be possible to eliminate the· bulk of 
excessive profits.26 

"Appearing before the Sen-ate Subcommit­
tee on Appropriations, Robert P. Patterson, 
Under Secretary of War, gave the following 
reasons for opposing a set profit limitation: 

"'1. Effect of costs: In our view, the con­
trol of profits is an integral part of the 
problem of controlling costs and prices, and 
any method must be evaluated by its effects 
o~ all three aspects. From this point of view 
we feel that renegotiation is far superior to 
a fixed percentage limitation. 

" '2. Uniformity: In the second place, a 
fiat percentage limitation does not really 
achieve its prime objective of uniformity of 
treatment. Although it allows a fixed uni­
form percent of profit on gross sales, this will 
be most unfair as applied to the diverse 
types of business engaged in war work. It 
takes no account of the fact that in different 
lines of business the same volume of sales 
may require widely different amounts of capi­
tal, skill, and work, depending on the rate 
of turn-over.' 27 

"This can be regarded as a perfect summa­
tion of the practical aspects of control of 
prices on and profits from war contractors. 

"As for political aspects, the startling reve­
lations as to extraordinary salaries and bo­
nuses paid by Jack & Heintz, Inc., as brought 
out in bearings before the Naval Affairs In­
vestigating Committee,28 crystallized in the 
public mind the extent to which war prof­
iteering might lead. Public reaction, as re­
flected in newspaper comment and letters to 
the Congress, was immediate and intense. 
Under the leadership of Senator KENNETH 
McKELLAR, Democrat of Tennessee, the Sen­
ate Appropriations Committee adopted the 
principle of contract renegotiation in the 
form of section 403 of the Sixth Supplemental 
National Defense Appropriation Act.20 Thus, 
politically, this final approach to control of 
war profiteering had its active sponsorship 
from a Republican in the House and a Demo­
crat in the Senate. The 1924 party platforms 

. bad been fulfilled. 
"ANTmENEGOTIATION CAMPAIGN 

"But the matter bad not been fully re­
solved with enactment of the Sixth Supple­
mental National Defense Appropriation Act 
and its section 403. Perhaps because there 
had been no debate in the Senate or the 
House on this section, some contractors sub­
ject to it took the position that it had been 
111-considered and that it was designed to 
ruin American business. 

"In August of 1!142 the campaign to repeal 
or emasculate renegotiation was launched 
by John B. Hawley, president and sole owner 
of the Northern Pump Co., of Minnesota, 
when he circularized the Congress and busi­
nessmen with a silver-covered 42-page bro­
chure captioned. 'Dictatorship over United 
States industry under Public Law 528' and 
subcaptioned 'Sabotage of production, de­
velopment, and expansion-Towards losing 
the war.' This was only one of a series of 
mailings sent, out by one of the relatively 
few aggressive opponents of renegotiation­
an excellent producer, it must be said; as are 
most of the other vocal business opponents. 
At about the same time a financial magazine 
carried an article by a prominent writer con-

:6 Brig. Gen. Albert J. Browning, Price Con­
trol and Renegotiation, 29 Cornell L. Q. 149 
at 165 (1943). 

21 See testimony of Under Secretary of War 
Patterson at bearings before Senate Finance 
Subcommittee on sec. 403 of Public Law No. 
528, 77th Cong., 2d sess. (1942) a: 

2s Hearings before House Naval Affairs Com­
mittee on H. Res. No. 162 (vol. I; Mar. 28, 
1942) 77th Cong., 2d sess. 

2ll Public Law No. 528, sec. 403, 56 Stat. 245, 
50 U. S. C., par. 1191 (Supp. 1942). 

demnlng renegotiation and basing his argu­
ment almost wholly on a theoretical· case co­
inciding interestingly with Northern Pump.ao 
This article, displaying a wide misconception 
of what ren(lgotiation is all about, was sub­
sequently reprinted in condensed form in 
Reader's Digest. The battle was on. 

"The departments engaged in renegotia­
tion agreed with some of the more reasoned 
objections to the law which were voiced by 
businessmen of a less sensational stripe than 
Hawley, Jack, et al. Indeed, as the adminis­
trators began to work with the act, it became 
apparent that it did contain a number of 
minor flaws Telating chiefly to mechani9s. 
This was inevitable, since adoption and ap­
plication of the principle of renegotiation 
represented pioneering. Certain recommen­
dations for changes in renegotiation were 
adopted administratively by t_he departme~ts 
and subsequently incorporated as amend­
ments to section 403 in the Revenue Act of 
1942,81 jurisdiction for renegotiation having 
been transferred from the Appropriations 
Committee to the House Ways and Means 
Committee and the Senate Finance Commit­
tee, where it has continued to remain. 

"A summary of some of the other changes 
effected through the Revenue Act of 1942 will 
indicate the manner in which the practical 
aspects of profit controrwere now command­
ing an increasing degree of attention-the 
moral, fiscal, and political aspects having 
been satisfied by the adoption of the princi­
ple embodied in section 403. 

"One amendment provided for final agree­
ments. When a contractor or subcontractor 
renegotiated in good faith ~or a specified 
period and agreed to eliminate excessive 
profits for that period, it was clear that he 
should be entitled to assurance. that the 
matter would not be reopened at a lat~r date. 
The original statute did not provide expressly 
for any final clearance for liability for exces­
sive profits. This amendment specifically 
authorized such final agreements for a speci­
fied past or future period. 

"Another change was embodied in two pro­
vision~ affecting a statute of limitations on 
renegotiation. The first of these prohibited 
·renegotiation after 1 year from the close of 
the :fiscal year in which the contract or sub­
contract was completed or terminated. The 
second authorized a contractor to ' file finan­
cial and cost statements for prior fiscal peri­
ods and obtain clearance under the s~atute, 
unless the Secretary should begin renegotia­
tion within 1 year thereafter. Few contrac­
tors availed themselves of this privilege. 

"Under the original law, when a contractor 
or subcontractor held a number of war con­
tracts or subcontracts, the boards bad found 
it desirable to renegotiate with him to elim­
inate excessive profits on these contracts or 
subcontracts as a group, or on an over-all 
basis, instead of individually. Section 403 
authorized renegotiation of contracts indi­
vidually. In view of the boards' practice of 
considering contracts as a group, the group 
renegotiation was formalized as part <1f the 
statute. 

"By one of the amendments, too, the Treas­
ury Department was brought into the field 
of renegotiation; while other changes were 
largely of a technical and relatively minor 
nature. 

((CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS 

":t'olitically, the next important step affect­
ing renegotiation was an investigation by 
the Special Committee Investigating the Na­
tional Defense Program (Truman committee) 
begun in the early part of 1943 under the 
direction ot_ Senator CARL M. HATCH, chair­
man of a special subcommittee on renegotla-

ao Joh.n T. Flynn in Barron's National Busi­
ness and Financial Weekly for Aug. 31, 1942, 
Cost Plus, a World War Evil Returns. 

Jl1 Act of Oct. 21, 1942, Public Law No. 753, 
56 Stat. 798. 

tion. A report :12 issued by this subcommit­
tee under date of March 30, 1943, in general, 
endorsed the principle of renegotiation in no 
uncertain terms, praised its administration, 
and made a number of recommendations 
designed to lead to furthe_r ~mpr~vement J n 
both the act and the admxmstrat10n. 

"Led by a small minority of businessmen, 
the attack on the principle of renegotiation 
became increasingly vocal as the year 1943 
progressed. Thus it was that several score 
of industrialists thoroughly opposed to re­
negotiation appeared before the Naval Af­
fairs investigation committee during its 
hearings on the subject in June 1943.83 Also 
before this committee, on the other hand, 
appeared a ,number of contractors who fa­
vored the principle and the administration 
of the renegotiation statute.. The tra~script 
of these hearings is embodied in a 1,300-page 
document, which was supplemented on Octo­
ber 7, 1943, by a report of the committee 
itself.a4 The majority of this committee fol­
lowed ih the steps of the Truman committee 
by strongly endorsing both the principle and 
the administration of the statute. The mi­
nority endorsed the principle, praised the 
Government representatives in the price ad­
justment boards, but averred that renego­
tiation had served its purpose and should 
be repealed as to contracts made after De­
cember 31, 1943. 

"With attacks by certain business groups 
rising to a higher pitch, the House Ways and 
Means Committee-as part of its job in pre­
paring the revenue bill of 1943-began hear­
ings on renegotiation In September 1943, 
which continued off and on during the 
month. This testimony ran 1,100 pages.a$ 
The committee's report 86 outlined provisions 
for a new renegotiation act · based on sec­
tion 403 of the Sixth Supplemental National­
Defense Appropriation Act. To the amaze­
ment of business interests, the renegotiation 
provisions prescribed by the House Ways and 
Means Committee continued renegotiation in 
the main as it had been conducted for nearly 
a year and a half. Major changes-:-including 
provision for court review of unilateral de­
terminations and exemption of contractors . 
having renegotiable business less than $500,-
000 a year-had been either recommended 
or endorsed by the administrative depart­
ments. 

"When the Senate Finance Committee had 
completed its hearings on renegotiation early 
in December of 1943, however, it soon became 
apparent that the majority of the committee 
was determined to make such changes in the 
House bill as would leave only an empty 
shell. The form would be preserved but the 
substance destr:oyed. All over the country 
newspapers reflected the public reaction to 
this attempted emasculation. Such a cham-

82 Additional report of the Special Com­
mittee Investigating the National Defense 
Program pursuant to S. Res. 71 ((77th Cong.), 
a resolution authorizing and directing an 
investigation of the national defense pro­
gram, renegotiation of war contracts, March 
30 (legislative day, March 23), 1943. 

83 Investigation of the Progress of the War 
Effort; hearings before the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, House of Representatives, 
78th Cong., 1st sess. (Renegotiation of War 
Contracts, vol. 2, June 10 through June 30, 
1943.) 

84 Investigation of the Progress of the War 
Effort, report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, House of Representatives, Renegotia­
tion of War Contracts, October 7, 1943. 

s~ Renegotiation of war contracts, hearings 
before the Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives, 78th Cong., 1st 
sess., on H. R. 2324, H. R. 2698, and H. R. 
3015, revised, September 9 through 23, 1943. 

36 The revenue bill of 1943, November 18, 
1943, 78th Cong., 1st sess., House of Repre­
sentatives Report No. 871. 
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pion of private enterprise as David Lawrence 
at one extreme and such a leftist as PM at 
the other extreme, sprang to the defense of 
renegotiat ion. Said the former: 

" 'Undoubt edly there have been some in­
justices, and these ought to be revised by the 
tax court, or even some special court. But 
when a man like James Forrestal, Under Sec­
retary of the Navy, whose peacetime job is 
investment banking in Wall Street, cries out 
against the efforts to emasculate the renego­
tiation law, other businessmen will want to 
aslt themselves whether their tactics may not 
lead to a reaction and another wave of radi­
calism and antibusiness legislation when the 
servicemen come back home and get all the 
facts about wartime profits.' 37 

"Another advocate of private enterprise, 
Mr. Art hur Krock, in commenting on the 
at t empt to amend the renegotiation out of 
exist ence, said: 

.. . ,If the Renegotiation Act is amended to 
the extent favored by the congressional com­
mittees, war corporate profits will reach levels 
that, when spotlighted after the war, as t hey 
are sure to be, may infuriate the country, 
produce a reckless and destructive backswing 
against indust ry and start all over again the 
cycle of pacifism and "merchants-of-death" 
propaganda that helped so profoundly to 
send t his Nation unprepared into desperate 
war.' 38 

"The preservation of private enterprise is 
certainly one of my chief concerns. Any leg­
islation that would destroy or hurt it would 
be inimical to such a concern. Believing that 
renegot iation was not only in the general 
public interest but was of specific benefit to 
industry itself and convinced that any emas­
culation of renegotiation would be a serious 
blow to both the country ·as a whole and 
industry as an important segment, I pre­
sented on behalf of myself and Senators 
La Follette, Connally, and Lucas · a docu­
ment called Minority Views.89 The response 
to publication of these views, which at­
tacked certain of the provisions of the Sen­
ate bill that seemed to me to emasculate re­
negotiation, was instantaneous and dramatic. 
Newspaper editorial writers and commenta­
tors throughout the country, presumably re­
flecting a good cross section of public senti­
ment, made it clear that the public would not 
stand for renegotiation emasculation. It be­
came crystal-clear that the country would 
not tolerat e a return to World War I profit-

. eering and that it regarded renegotiation as • 
the only sound preventive measure so far 
developed. , 

"As a consequence, the Senate an,d House 
conferees, composing their differences, pre­
sented to the Congress what the Washington 
Post described as 'a testimonial to the legis­
lative process of study, discussion, and com­
promise. It is,' continued the Post, 'a 
sound, workable law, acceptable to the ex­
ecutive agencies which much administer it 
and responsive to the rights of the contrac­
tors who must submit to it.' ' 0 

"In short, after long trial and error, the 
fundamental trio of considerations, material, 
fiscal , and moral, had been satisfied by suc­
cessful legislative processes for the reason­
able control of wartime profiteering. 

"No doubt, as time goes on, new flaws will 
appear in both the legislation and the ad­
ministration. But as it now stands, theRe­
negotiation Act itself is the best solution of 
a difficult problem which human ingenuity 
and experience have been able to contrive." 

a1 Washington Star, December 14, 1943. 
ss How Business Can Make Itself the Post­

war Goat, Arthur Krock, in the New York 
Times, December 16, 1943. 

au The revenue bill of 1943, Minority Views, 
January 6, 1944, 78th Cong., 1st sess., S. Rept. 
62~ p~ 2~ . 

40 Washington Post, February 15, 1944, edi- • 
torial page. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, dealing 
further with my amendment to limit war 
profits to 10 percent, I refer back to the 
fact that on the 9th day of May 1944 I 
made a speech upon the floor of the Sen­
ate on that very subject entitled "More 
Evidence of Huge Profiteering." It is one 
of many speeches I delivered on the sub­
ject. I read: 

Few issues are of more vital importance · 
than taxes. The fairness with which they are 
levied and the effectiveness with which they 
are collected may make or break a nation. 

As everyone familiar with the situation 
knows·, our tax laws are full of loopholes 
through which wealthy individuals and cor­
porations are escaping their fair share of the 
cost of government. 

As between Congress and the executive de­
partment, we do not attempt to assess re­
sponsibility for this situation. Both must 
share the blame. That is abundantly dem­
onstrated by shocking disclosures in two offi­
cial reports made public recently. 

According to Randolph E. Paul, general 
counsel of the Treasury, the tax laws provide 
a postwar windfall for business that may 
reach the staggering figure of forty-five and 
one-half billion dollars, even if the war ends 
this week. The total will be larger if the 
conflicts extends beyond that period. 

Before entering Government service Paul 
accumulated a good-sized fortune as tax ad­
viser to business concerns. He can't be ac­
cused of radicalism or prejudice against 
business. 

Tax legislation enacted in 1940, Paul point­
ed out in a speech before a gathering of busi­
nessmen at New 'York, permits business to 
obtain a refund of taxes paid during the war 
to meet the cost of conversion to peace--a 
subsidy in the guise of tax relief is the way 
he describes it. 

For 2 years after the shooting stops-

Listen to this, Mr. President. Com­
pare it with a farmer or a laboring man 
or a white-collar worker employed in a 
store on a salary. Compare what hap- . 
peQ.s here with what happens to one 
of those men: 

For 2 years after the shooting stops, if 
their factories do not turn a wheel, indus­
triali.sts are assured of profits at least equal 
to their prewar earnings. Paul fears they 
may get more by infiating their costs and 
losses. 

For all its generosity, this provision does 
not satisfy certain business groups. They 
insist that wartime taxes be returned to them 
now and retained in their own treasuries. 
They plead they can lay nothing aside for 
postwar readjustment. Paul exploded that 
statement. 

He pointed out that, after paying taxes 
and all other charges, corporation profits 
during 1943 and 1944 alone will be three 
times average .Profits, after taxes, during the 
period from 1936 to 1939, inclusive. Fur­
thermore, he emphasized, these corpora­
tions-after paying taxes and dividends and 
greatly increasing the salaries of their offi­
cials-have already accumulated from their 
war profits more than twelve billions of un­
distributed profits. 

If 'we add the tax refunds to the undis­
tributed profits, we wiH find these big con­
cerns will have a postwar nest egg of $57,-
500,000,000-or 30 percent more than the 
entire national income during the last year 
Of the Hoover administration. 

That is what I said 4 years ago . . Sena­
tors told us that a great many people had 
robbed the Government. What good 
does it do to talk about it after the Gov­
ernment has lost the money? I have an 
amendment which I have submitted 

providing that under the pending legis­
lation no one dealing with the Govern­
ment shall receive more than 10 percent 
profit. 

On that same day I said: 
Additional light on the fantastic profits of 

war contractors was furnished a few days ago 
by the Truman committee, which for 2 years 
has been investigating various phases of the 
war program. 

Mr. President, we had the Truman 
committee in 1942. We have had inves­
tigation after investigation. Nobody 
ever seems to go to jail. The money of 
which the Government· was robbed is 
gone. I repeat, no one seems to go to 
jail now any more than under the 
Sherman antitrust law, under which 
for 57 years not one single person has 
been sent to jail. When somebody robs 
the Government, we merely have an­
other investigation. We find, somehow 
or other, that the action is outlawed, or 
else the criminal is dead and his de­
scendants have the money. 

I said at that time that the bulk of war 
business had been given to 100 corpora­
tions. Of these 100 the Truman com­
mittee asserted only 9 had been free 
of excess profits in 1942. As for the 
remainder, the profits ranged all the way 
from 25 to 600 times normal peacetime 
profits. 

Mr. President, in order to give the dis­
tinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL] an opportunity to speak, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in my remarks the remainder 
of the speech which I delivered in May 
1944 upon this subject. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I object. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I deep­

ly app,reciate the kindness of the Senator 
from North Dakota, but I prefer not to 
address the Senate until the pending 
amendment has been disposed of, unless 
unanimous consent be obtained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I did not object . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­

ator from Illinois made objection. 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in view 

of the objection of the distinguished act­
ing minority leader, I shall continue ' 
speaking with reference to my amend­
ment. 

I want the RECORD to show, Mr. Presi­
dent, that I twice tried to conclude my 
remarks and give the Senator from 
Georgia an opportunity to deliver his 
speech, and twice I was prevented by ob­
jection. So I shall continue speaking 
with regard to my amendment. 

In order that Senators whd have come 
in late may know exactly what the 
amendment provides, I shall read it: 

Amendment Intended to be proposed by 
Mr. LANGER to the blll (S. 2655) to provide 
for the common defense by increasing the 
strength of the armed forces of the United 
States, including the Reserve components 

- thereof, and for other purposes. 
On page 65, line 4, after the word "com .. 

pensation", insert the following: "but not to 
exceed 10 percent on invested capital.'' 

That is, by anyone dealing with the 
United States Government. 

In other words, if my amendment is 
adopted, no one will be able to make a 
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greater profit than 10 percent on a con­
tract held with the United States Gov­
ernment. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
my request to insert in the RECORD the 
remainder of the speech which I made 
in May 1944 was not granted, I desire to 
read, first of all, the remainder of the 
speech which I made upon that occasion: 

The Truman committee cited chapter and 
verse on the profits of various corporations. 
It tells of a New York aircraft corporation 
which had average peacetime profits of 
$32,493, but multiplied that figure 168 times 
in 1942 after paying taxes and dividends. 

I am sorry the distinguished acting mi­
nority leader has gone, because that 
statement shows what kind of an admin­
istration the Democrats gave this coun­
try. At that time they had control of the 
White House, the House of Representa­
tives, and the Senate. Yet under that 
kind of control a company raised its prof­
its, according to the Truman committee 
report, 168 times. 

The Truman report continues: . 
A small Pennsylvania airplane company 

Which was reported to have an average deficit 
of more than $70,000-

Mind you, a deficit of more than 
$70,000 each year between 1936 and 
1939-
had a profit of $11,400,000 in 1942. 

I can only say, Mr. President, that it is 
my judgment if the distinguished 'Sena­
tor from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON] had 
been in charge, someone would have gone 
to jail. The idea of a company having a _ 
loss of more than $70,000 year after year 
and then having a profit in 1942 of 
$11,400,000. That is the kind of a Gov­
ernment we had under Mr. Roosevelt 
with a Democratic House of Representa­
tives and a Democratic Senate. That is 
the heritage which Mr. · Truman had to 
assume. 

The Truman committee report con­
tinues: 

A concern in New York in 1942 increased its 
profits 25 times. 

An Ohio locomotive plant increased its 
profits around 42 times. 

They made $1,000 before, but they 
made $42,000 in 1942. 

A Pennsylvania corporation increased its 
profits 10 times. 

That is ali quoted from the Truman 
committee report, Mr. President. 

The story could be extended endlessly. The 
1llustrations given are n9t exceptional. They 
happen to have been taken at random among 
the 100 corporations holding the largest vol­
ume of war contracts. For smaller com­
panies the profit picture is equally as ex­
cessive. Only occasionally did a manufac­
turer bob up who placed his country's welfare 
above his pocket. One such is the United 
Aircraft Corporation of Connecticut, whose 
officials came to :yvashington and turned back 
$286,000,000 to the Government. They said 
they were ashamed to take the money. But 
after making the refund the committee ob­
served the company still had left, after taxes, 
in the year 1942, $17,000,000 of net profit, 
which was a little more than three times its 
average profit of $5,000,000 a year .during the 
prewar base period. 

What became of President Roosevelt's 
promise that a new crop of millionaires 
would not come out of this war? Vl{hat 

becomes of the piea of certain leaders-in 
the House and Senate that we cannot 
increase the taxes of the rich, and that 
if we are to get additional revenue we 
must place new tax burdens on small 
incomes? 
· They surely put taxes on small incomes~ 

Consider the school teachers, Mr. Presi­
dent. Oh, I remember so well when the 
tax bill was being considered. On the 
other side sat the distinguished Senator 
from Florida [Mr. PEPPER]. He offered 
an amendment. He said to the Senators 
that when a banker or a merchant goes 
to a national convention, every single 
penny of the expense, all his entertain­
ment expenses, can be taken off his in­
come tax. 

As I said before, the President of the 
National Teachers' Association appeared 
before our committee. He testified that 
in nearly every State in the Union a 
school teacher is required to attend sum­
mer school, and the average cost involved 
is $200. The teacher must attend sum­
mer school or lose her certificate. It is 
part of her business. So the Senator 
from Florida offered an amendment to 
the tax bill providing that the poor teach­
er should be on an equality with the 
banker or with the merchant who attends 
a convention. Mimi you, Mr. President 
the- tax would amount to only $5 or $6: 
The Senator from Florida did not ask 
that the whole $200 come off, but merely 
that the tax be deducted from the gross. 

The Senate refused to adopt the . 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Florida, I believe, by a vote of 44 to 40. 
In effect, the Senate said go ahead and 
let the poor teachers, who today are and 
at that time were the most underpaid 
profession in the entire ' United States 
go to summer school and get along th~ 
best way they possiply can. 

Mr. President, I was discussing Henry 
Wallace's testimony before the commit­
tee. Again I say not a single word has 
been said on the floor of the Senate to 
refute his testimony. He said: 

'I_'he armaments program, compulsory 
ttaming, and the draft would be profitable to 
big business. For the common man, they 
mean harder work and lower living stand­
ards. H~ will make the sacrifices, while the 
corporatwns will add armament profits to 
inflation profits. 

~urther along, Mr. Wallace, testifying 
said: • 

The armament boom will bring fantastic 
profits to the big corporation. 

Under my amendment, Mr. President 
that would not be possible; because they 
would be limited to 10 percent·. 

Even before receiving war orders, they 
wer~ making double the profits they made 
durmg World War II. With their own men 
hanQ.ling procurements, they will dictate 
their own terms on war contracts for the 
Truman-Forrestal doctrine. They will mo­
nopolize supplies of raw materials and freeze 

· out independent businessmen. In a sellers' 
market, with. increasing scarcities, they will 
push prices through the clouds. . 

Not a word is uttered here to refute his 
testimony. · 

The guns Instead of butter formula is 
already evident. In 1947, the first year of 
the cold war, per capita civilian consump- • 
tion declined by 2 percent, and food con-

sumption by 1 percent. The Department of 
Agriculture predicts a further drop in food 
consumption this year, and this will become 
a sharp decline if the military. are permitted 
to build up huge stocks to feed the Army 
they .have in mind. 

The Army will have 435,000 new men. 
The size of the present Army is 1,070,000, 
and according to the statement made by 
the distinguished Senator, from South 
Dakota, they will draft 435,000 more. 

Mr. President, Mr. Wallace's testi­
mony dovetails right in with that. He 
said: 

Housing will be the first victim of in­
creasingly acute shortages of steeLand lum­
ber and building labor used for milit ary 
projects. 

Instead of building houses they will 
be building more military projects, says 
Mr. Wallace; and that makes sense 

. to me. I do not know whether it did to 
the committee or not, but I remember · 
when I tried during the war to get trac­
'tors and binders and farm machinery for 
the farmers in the Northwest, I was told 
there was a shortage of steel, that they 
could not manufacture the machinery, 
that the military authorities needed the 
steel for war purposes. So the farmers 
had to go without. The present Presiding 
Officer, the distinguished junior Sena­
tor from Montana .[Mr. EctoN], is famil­
iar with western North Dakota, I know. 
In one county, the county of Hettinger, 
of which the county seat is Mott, N. Dak., 
I held a hearing. Four hundred farmers 
came to the hearing. I was particularly 
impressed with the testimony of the 
county agent, a Democrat. I shall never 
forget it. He said that the farmers could 
not get any new machinery. They had 
binders manufactured in 1927 and they 
could not get new parts for them. A 
farmer who had a tractor, a modern 
tractor at that, who broke a litle gadget, 
drove 800 miles, in spite of the shortage 
of gasoline and the shortage of rubber, 
and paid 75 cents, in the State of my dis­
tinguished colleague from South Dakota, 
so that he could repair his tractor and 
make it run. The testimony of the 
county agent was that because of their 
being unable to get new machinery, and 
because of the fact also that they could 
not get repairs for their old machinery, 
the loss in flax and wheat in that one 
county was a million dollars in 1943. 

Mr. Wallace testified before the com­
mittee that if we pass the bill now before 
us one of the first effects will be a short­
age in housing, the steel and building 
materials being used in the erection of 
military projects, while GI veterans who 
are trying to get little homes are unable 
to get any material. 

Mr. Wallace said further: 
Eventually with millions of workers forced 

to move again to new locations to produce 
war materials, a new and greater housing 
shortage will be piled onto the existing 
shortage. 

,These shortages w~ll ~ot plague big business 
firms-for they will-make more profits than 
ever out of the shortage and out of orders 
for- m111tary goods. · · · 

The one cloud on the business horizon is 
· the fear that the American people may l'ise 
· and demand that · Congress reject the re­

mobilization proposals of the administration. 

The only fear on the business horizon 
is the fear that the American people may 
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rise up against this iniquitous bill. That 
is the only thing they are afraid of. 

Mr. President, I am not in any hurry 
about getting this bil1 through, a bill 
that is going to take 435,000 boys away 
from their homes. 

I have here a letter which· I received 
from the National Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, one of the great or­
ganizations of America. This organiza­
tion, in my judgment, has done as much 
good for the youth of America as any 
organization within the history of the 
United States. This -is what it wrote me 

. under date of June 7: 
DEAR SENATOR: The Senate draft bUl, al­

though it has been amended to make military 
training for 18-year-olds voluntary rather 
than compulsory, still contains a provision 
for training some 161,000 18-year-olds in 
regular armed services and along with the 
Regular Army, Navy, Marine 'Corps, and Air 
Force. 

The President's Commission on Universal 
Training said: 

"We must admit at once that a serious 
moral problem i~ presented by the very re­
moval of a boy of 18 from the normal in­
fluences of his home, church, school, and 
local community, and his comparative isola­
tion in a camp with large numbers of other 
men under an entirely new and different en­
vironment." 

They recommended: 

That ·is, Mr. Truman's committee 
recommended; not the National Wom­
an's Christian Temperance Union-

They recommended: 
"(7) 11mitation of the opportunities for the 

purchase by trainees of any alcoholic bev­
erages, including beer, through (a) prohibit­
ing the sale thereof to them on any military, 
naval, or other camp reservation, or in any 
post exchange, ship's store, or canteen, (b) 
declaring ''off-limits" to trainees all taverns, 
taprooms, and similar facilities whose princi­
pal business is selling alcoholic beverages, 
(c) soliciting the assistance of local com­
munities in this program, and (d) making it 
a Federal crime knowingly to sell such bev­
erages to any person in training." 

Furthermore, under this bill you are draft­
ing 19- and 20-year-olds, boys whom . their 
home communities would protect against the 
sale of alcoholic beverages. In the absence 

. of Federal legislation, they were not pro­
tected in the Army in World War ll, with the 
result that Dr.-Harvey J. Tompkins, assistant 
chief of the psychoneurotic service, has esti­
mated that 10 percent of_ all Wo:Jild War II 
patients discharged from veterans hospitals 

· last year entered with a primary diagnosis. 
of alcoholism. He gave the figure for all 
wars, including World War II, as 12.6 percent. 

You will not benefit the defense of 
America by permitting these boys to be ex­
ploited by what General Marshall described 
as "sordid commercial interests." May we, 
on behalf of the many members of our own 
organization_ and the many parents of teen­
a_ge boys, again urge you not to pass this 
bill without proper safeguards against al­
cohol and vice. 

Very respectfully, 
ELIZABETH A. SMART, 

National Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union. 

That shows pretty well, Mr. President, 
that Mr. Wallace knew what he was 
talking about when he spoke of that 
situation, because, as I said before, it 
jibes quite well with what he said. 

A story published in t}le Journal of Com­
merce--

XCIV--463 

Mr. Wallace said-
on March 22, 1948, interprets the business 
outlook in these terms: 

"One official recalled • • • that 2 
weeks ago he had predicted that only a wors­
ening international situation could prevent 
a business adjustment. 

"Now, he says, only an improved inter­
national situation can dim the business out­
look." 

Mr. Wallace said: 
This is a cold statement that what is bad 

:for the world is good for business. 

Mr. Wallace said, and I repeat it: 
This is a cold statement that what is bad 

for the world is good for business. But 
that is only true for big business and inter­
national financiers. 

I repeat that Mr. Wallace was the great 
ideal of the Democrats. Some of the 
members of the Armed Services Com­
mittee were political friends of Mr. Wal­
lace. At least one of them seconded 
his nomination at Chicago. Mr. Wallace 
was the great prophet in 1940, 1941, 1942, 
1943, and 1944. Mr. Wallace apparently 
was thought by some to be the best man 
in the whole· world to be Secretary of 
Commerce, and he was confirmed with 
the advice and consent of my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle. The Re­
.publicans, it will be remembered, opposed 
Mr. Wallace. The Democrats were in 
a majority, and they were for him. If 
he was such a great man only 2 or 3 
years ago, why is not his testimony 
worthy of consideration now? But, Mr. 
President, have you heard one single 
Democrat, one Member on the other side 
of the aisle, read Mr. Wallace's testi­
mony or give its contents upon this floor? 
Not one has done so. No; it remained 
for a Republican like myself to bring to 
the attention of the Senate the testimony 
of Mr. Wallace. 

Mr. Wallace continues: 
While the huge corporations tap the rich 

lode of armament profits, the common peo­
ple will be increasingly subjected to the 
regimentation of a -militarist economy. The 
administration asked for a military draft 
and universal military training. But this 
little draft will be followed by a labor draft . 
It will be needed to man the war factories 
as labor shortages follow increased conscrip­
tion. But even more important, it will be 
required to regiment the people, to stifle 
criticism, to freeze wages and terrorize the 
unions . ' 

The Journal of Commerce on March 18, 
1948, reported that a stand-by manpower 
control plan would soon be initiated. It 
said: 

"The situation is serious enough • • • 
to warrant a request for manpower control 
right now. But political expediency left no 
room for it. • • • Only by keeping the 
initial proposals relatively innocuous • • • 
was it possible to obtain congressional sup .. 
port." 

Remobilization for war abroad involves 
intensified attacks against American labor. 

So. Mr. President, we come right back 
to the speech made by my distinguished 
friend, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. GURNEY] the day he opened the 
debate upon the bill. What did he say? 
He said that we want a force which we 
could send to every continent except 
Australia. The United States has grown 
up all right. We are not merely taking 

care of the United States any more, but 
we are taking care of all the continents 
except Austrialia. So we are going to 
send our boys all over the world, and the 
prophecy I made when the Senate 
adopted the United Natio.ns Charter, 
that England was placing the burden 
upon the United States is coming true. 

England used to send the money to 
keep Greece going. She no longer does 
so, but the taxpayers of the United 
States -pay the bill. We are sending our 
hard-earned dollars all over the world. 
Now they are not satisfied with our 
money, but they want the blood of our 
boys in every continent except Australia, 
says my distinguished friend from South 
Dakota. The bill may be passed, but the 
senior Senator from North Dakota will 
not vote to send boys between the ages 
of 19 and 25 to every country on the 
globe except Australia. 

How well I remember the speech of 
Winston Churchill, which came over the 
radio a few years ago. He said, in sub­
stance, "All we want is the material. 
Give us the guns. We do not want the 
men." But after England had the guns, 
she sent for the m.en. England now 
wants to turn Singapore over to us to 
take care of for her. 

Mr. President, I repeat that not a 
single Democrat has referred to Mr. 
Wallace's testimony. This is the same 
Mr. Wallace who, when he went to any 
of the States in 1940 or 1941, was ac­
companied to the rostrum by my dis­
tinguished frie:'lds. They were glad to 
be seen with the Vice President of the 
United States. Today no one quotes 
him, and it remains for a Republican to 
get his views before the Senate. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con­
sent to have the remainder of Mr. Wal­
lace's statement printed in the RECORD 
at this point as a part of my remarks. 
I want it clearly understood that I am 
not saying that I agree with him at all. 

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

Remobilization for war abroad involves 
intensified attacks against American labor. 
Employers are advised by the business press 
that remobilization will increase inflationary 
pressures--and that these must be offset by 
resolute opposition to demands for higher 
wages. 

President Truman has given the workers 
a foretaste of what is being planned for them 
under the remobilization program. He has 
invoked the Taft-Hartley injunction against 
labor in the atomic energy industry. The 
head of the Atomic Energy Commission has 
warned that the Government cannot permit 
strikes on atomic projects and industries 
supplying them with critical materials. That 
will now be extended to cover all industry­
since the whole economy will be required 
to service the remobilization program. Taft­
Hartley has been invoked in tl)e disputes 
in the coal and meat-packing industries, 
and with reference to the typographical 
union. 

The labor draft and the outlawing of 
stri):res will be accompanied by a wage 
freeze--already «ailed for by President Tru­
man and Bernard Baruch. Living standards 
must be driven down in a militarized econ­
omy-and this can be most effectively ac­
complished by a wage freeze . It is pre­
sented, of course, in t he guise of combating 
the inflation fed by the war boom. 
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A longer working week will also be forced 

on the workers. · Ever slnce the war ended, 
big business spokesmen have sought to 
cripple the Fair Labor Standards Act and 
abolish the 40-hour week. With millions 
of workers drafted into the Army and shifted 
to munitions factories, labor shortages will 
be used as the pretext to lengthen the 
working week and destroy the remaining 
safeguards of the Fair Labor Standards Act. 

Unlimited profits for the corporations and 
forced labor for workers will be the conse­
quences of the remobilization program. The 
Forrestal plan will bring death and taxes for 
the many, and very handsome profits for 
the few. 

The first effect, of course, is on those young 
men who are trained to kill. Not only do 
they learn to kill, senselessly, in a war in 
which ther'e can be no victory, but they are 
deprived at the same time of the training 
necessary for purposeful, constructive, peace­
ful lives. For ~very 1,ooo;ooo men who un­
dergo 6 months of military training, we lose 
500,000 man-years of study in the arts and 
crafts of peac~ and in the training in the 
sciences and humanities of civilization. 

What may be less obvious is that this con­
ditioning for war will _not only affect the 
trainees themselves, it will be universal. 

As stated in Ewald Banse, "philosopher" 
of nazism, a basic essential to war prepara­
tions is to "draft the minds of the •Whole 
people for war." The prime importance of 
doing this was stated long ago oy Hitler's 
teacher, General Ludendorff., who pointed out 
that every war must be presented to the 
people as a fight for existence, and not an 
aggressive war. "To accomplish this," said 
Ludendorff, "one must reiterate to the people 
that there is an immediate danger of war." 

The preparations and plans for compulsory 
military training and the draft do not differ 
from this concept. 

Gen. Leonard Wood, initiator of citizens 
military training camps, admitted their fu­
tility as practical aspects of national defense 
and went on to reveal the real purpose when 
he said: 

"We do not expect • to accom-
plish much in the way of detailed m1litary 
instruction * • • but we do believe a 
great deal can be done in the implanting of 
sound military policy." 

The same thing has been said many times 
by civilians, notably by educators. 

Sir Norman Angell remarked: 
"Conscription to be effective must be a 

conscription of minds as well as bodies 
• * * the state must take charge not 
only of the expression of opinion, but of the 
dissemination of facts which lead to the 
formation of opinion." 

Brig. Gen. Henry J. Reilly, retired, de­
scribed ideal training as follows: 

"The Army is supposed to fight. Leave 
the morale to the Army and to hell with 
morals. Some people want to keep the young 
soldier from women and liquor. That's 
what he· needs." 

.Major Hinman, of the Morale Division told 
a writer: 

"It is not our job to teach the men in the 
Army what is right. It is simply to teach 
them to fight for what is right-as laid down 
by the Government." 

Let us consider the impact Of thinking like 
this, in the teaching of all our young people. 
In the cu~rent war psychosis, what is "right" 
as laid down by the Government? Current 
events teachers may be permitted to say that 
our Government's betrayal on Palestine was 
"unfortunate" but they will be compelled to 
add that it is "right." It will be "right" 
because it adds to the profits of the oil mo­
nopolists. They will have to teach that it is 
"right" to feed the power of Fascist Franco, 
Salazar, Peron, Chiang Kai-shek, and the 
Grand Mufti and the puppets of Greece and 
Turkey. 

Civics teachers will be compelled to teach 
that only Reds are in favor of racial equal-

/ 

1ty, for segregation at this time is a fixed 
part of mllitary life. It wm be their job to 
explain how "right" it is for the President 
of the United States to trail along behind 
the British Foreign Minister in slandering 
loyal Americans of Jewish faith who have 
helped to build a refuge for other Jews in 
Palestine. 

UMT and the draft will not only affect 
the youth who sacrifice their schooling and 
their rights as citizens. It will be a draft 
and milltary training for the whole people. 
The military virus will infect every school, 
every college, every scientific institute; and 
the press, the radio, the magazine, the films­
all media of mass communications will be 
reduced to gears in the war machine. 

We have seen the bullying and blackmail 
of decent men and women who spoke the 
truth on the radio. We have seen the reign 
of terror instigated by the Thomas-Rankin 
committee sweeping away the livelihoods of 
writers, teachers, and scientists. 

It is this aggressive military doctrine which 
constitutes the real threat to American se­
curity. 

I share with Dr. Albert Einstein the con­
viction that UMT "would be harmful to the 
welfare and security of our Nation." 

It is the special pleaders for universal 
military training, for the draft, for a huge 
air .force, for more battleshiP.s. for more and 
bigger destructive atom bombs, who are en­
dangering our American security. 

A calm appraisal of our current military 
policy demonstrates that even on a pu:v,_ely 
military level it offers no security, an.d 
threatens us with disaster. 

The administration's military policy is ex­
pensive, wasteful, unbalanced, and contra­
dictory. 

In 1947 we spent on our Military Estab­
lishment a sum equal to the total spent by 
six leading world powers in 1938. But our 
fighting forces are unbalanced, lopsided, and 
in a state of crisis. 

Proposed new expenditures would make 
them more so. The Congressional Aviation 
Policy Board demands $10,000,000,000 a year 
to build our air strength. Proponents of 
UMT will ask an additional 2 to $5,000,000,000 
a year for their military kindergarten. The 
armed services are already .asking a military 
budget for the next fiscal year of some $14,-
000,000,000 but Washington reports indicate 
that the actual expenditures will be closer to 
$20,000,000,000, while additional billions may 
be spent for lend-lease to the western mili­
tary bloc. A yearly military budget of 40 to 
$50,000,000,000 is already hinted at by jour­
nalistic spokesmen of the administration. 

But there is no hint of a responsible mili­
tary policy. 

With expenditures of over $2,500,000,000 for 
land forces, we have been able to maintain 
two and a half combat divisions in the 
continental United States. General Eisen­
hower has admitted there is no program for 
reform for our land forces. 

Our tremendously strong Navy-greater 
than the navies of all the rest of the world 
combined-is without strategic justification 
except for purposes of conquest. 

The administration's military policy places 
its chief strategic reliance on the atom bomb. 
It is arming us, therefore, .for a war without 
limits or inhibitions-a war as dangerous for 
ourselves as it is for others. 

Army leaders and Air Force leaders hold 
contradictory conceptions about the func­
tions and importance of land power. The 
Navy O:r;l the one hand, and the Army and the 
Air Force on the other. disagree on the func­
tions of the Navy and the possibilities of its 
use in atomic war. There is a split between 
the advocates of blitz war and its adversaries. 
There are differences between those who be­
lieve the Air Force should use primarily 
atomic weapons and those who believe it 
should be pr.epared to fight with or without 
atomic bombs. There are many divergent 

conceptions of the functions of the Navy even 
among naval leaders themselves. 

These contradictory conceptions reflect 
the fact . that the administration has no 
sound military policy. This lack of an over­
all policy is an indication that it is not the 
security of our country which is the essential 
concern of the military. 

The more closely we examine the admin­
istration's military policy the more clearly 
we can see that_ it is not designed for security, 
The administration's military policy has as 
its object the imposition of military control 
of every kind whether purposeful or not. 
This is not a program for security but a politi­
cal program to control the American people. 

This is most clearly demonstrated in the 
case of universal military training. 

UMT is militarily valueless. 
This is admitted by military experts, as for 

instance, John Henry Martin, former con-. 
sultant to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who wrote 
recently: 

"Universal military training or, to call it 
by its older and more honest name, con­

_scription, would be the most expensive mili­
tary delusion this Nation could undertake. 
To adopt it would undermine our true 
strength, drain our public funds in wasteful 
activity, and leave us in ostrich-blind 
exposure." 

UMT does not prepare trained reserves. 
It does not lay the ground for an American 
land force. If we need trained reserves, we 
now have 15,000,000 veterans of World War 
II who, as Mr. Martin has pointed out con­
stitute a reserve of trained personnel that 
will be available for at least 10 more years. 

The 6 months' training proposed by UMT 
_can offer at the very best no more than a 
quarter of the knowledge and skill required 
for the education of the modern soldier. 
This is indeed no more than a military 
nursery school, corresponding roughly to the 
German labor service, instituted by the Nazis, 
as a preparation for Hitler's Wehrmacht. 

UMT will be wholly wasted on more than 
70 percent of the trainees since the experi­
ence of World War II showed that approxi- _ 
mately 7 men are needed in essential non­
combat duty for every soldier at the front. 

UMT will waste fully 30 percent of our 
officer corps, who would have to be used to 
shepherd the trainees through elementary 
training routine. 

UMT in sum can prepare only a police 
force on the home fron't, at high cost and 
without m111tary value. Some of its ad­
vocates openly and cynically admit that it 
Is no more than mass education for police 
purposes. A writer in the New York Herald 
Tribune declared March-7, 1948: 

"We should have the military training of 
youth because we ought to have the product 
of it for police purposes whether it is of any 
military value or not." 

The proposal for UMT is nothing but mili­
tary irresponsibility. It was recommended by 
the President's Advisory Commission on Uni­
versal Training along with other proposals 
to build up atomic weapons, increase our 
fighting forces, indoctrinate our citizens. In 
short, UMT was proposed as part of the uni­
versal militarization of America. The Com­
mission's report threw in .everything in out­
lining a reckless policy of expansion without 
limit and without knowledge of what is im­
portant or unimportant. 

The Congress should realize that the policy 
recommended by th_e administration and its 
military spokesmen is only the beginning of a 
series of demands for higher and higher 
military expenditures without any ceiling. 
If Congress yields to present demands, thus 
opening the way for a policy of reckless mili-

. tar ism, every service will demand more and 
more billions. The appetites of the .military 

· chiefs will grow. They ask more arms not to 
protect America but because they want mote 
power. 
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It is reported that Mr. Truman's request 

for additional military budget will total 
$4,000,000,000. However, the cat was let out 
of the bag in the testimony of the defense 
chiefs before this committee, the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, last Thursday, 
March 24. W. Stuart Symington, Secretary 
of the Air Force, admitted that his service 
wanted a much bigger expansion than Mr. 
Forrestal had previously reported to the 
committee. The report in the New York 
Times of March 26 said that when Mr. For­
restal was recalled to the witness chair, he 
appeared to regret exceedingly that this issue 
had arisen. He conceded that it had been 
drawn out of Mr. Symington and General 
Spaatz by committee questioning. But he 
warned that such a program might call for 
additional expenditures of $15,000,000,000. 

"Mr. Forrestal indicated that it was his 
conclusion that it would be futile to reque-st 
Congress for such sums at this point." 

Thus the strategy is plain-ask for only 
8 or 4 ·billions extra now then after a few 
months and a new synthetic crisis, raise the 
ante to 15 billion, as planned all along. 

The real potential military budget even for 
next year may prove to be as high as $25,-
000,000,000, quite apart from the foreign po­
litical adventures:· 

Militarily, this policy will lead nowhere or 
to world explosion since it is a policy based 
on the impossible conception of American 
military control of the globe. This is a geo­
graphical, political, and m111tary impossi­
bility. Even the United States cannot satu­
rate the world with its bases and military 
power. 

Only a few weeks ago, the Congress was 
asked to vote billions for what was called the 

· economic reconstruction of Europe. Now it 
· is being asked to vote even more billions for 
rearmament and still higher demands are 
being blueprinted. But we cannot have both 
rearmament and reconstruction. World re­
covery is incompatible with an unlimited in­
vestment in armament. 

American security and the security of all 
peoples are threatened by the aaminlstr.a­
tion's military policy. American military 
needs cannot be based on the destruction of 
the major part of the European and Asiatic 
Continents from the air nor on the conquest 
of these continents. · 

American security must be based on the 
recognition that in the modern world real 
security can only be attained through uni­
versal peace and not a program of world 
conquest. 

American security depends on the ability 
of American policy to help create the premises 
of peace. The ·best policy of national defense 
1s a constructive peace policy. The problem 
of American security cannot be solved by re­
armament. The War Department has itself 
realized this. It stated in a paper published 
April 8, 1947: 

"The atomic bomb and the potential of 
aircraft and missiles has made the defense 
of the Nation more difficult, more expensive, 
and less certain of attainment. The need 
of eliminating war itself has never been so 
vitally necessary to the national s·ecurity of 
the United States and· to the survival of 
civilization throughout the world:" 

The building of a military machine even 
on the scale recommended by the adminis­
tration will not prevent war; nor will it Win 
a war-there can be no victory in another 
world war. Military power alone only tn­
tensifies rivalries and tensions which finally 
set off military conflict. ·David Lawrence 1n 
the March 26, 1948, issue of the United States 
News summed up this lesson of world 
experience in these words: 

"For decades and decades m111tary men 
have argued that military ;preparedness pre­
vents war. This is an illusion. • • • to 
·say that a standing military force ever pre­
vented a war is to deceive oneself. For gen­
erations standing armies in Europe have been 

a factor 1n postponing wars OJllY until an­
other nation could build up a rival army or 
its equivalent in naval power." 

The efforts of the administration to 
frighten the world with a show of force will 
not bring peace. It will only intensify the 
efforts Of Soviet Russia and its allies to be­
come equally strong. 

Instead of taking a path which must in­
evitably lead to war, I urge the Congress to 
adopt a military policy which will not only 
insure the national security of the United 
States but promote world peace. 

A sound military policy must be based on 
sound political objectives. If the United 
States were to reverse the Truman doctrine 
with its program of unlimited aggression, 
then it could develop•and carry out a military 
policy that would truly safeguard national 
security at a small fraction of present mili­
tary expenditures. 

If the political objective 1s peace and not 
war, then the Military Establishment of the 
United States should fit the needs of the 
American. people. This should be a modern, 
first-class defense force, based on scientific 
research and the latest .developments in mili­
tary technology. 

With such a scientific Military Establish· 
ment, the United States could not be threat­
ened anywhere in the world, since it would be 
backed up by the almost limitless war poten­
tial of our incomparable industrial power 
and the millions of trained reserves who 
fought in World War II. This would more 
than overbalance in military terms the power 
of any other nation or combination of na­
tions on the globe. 

No nation actually threatens our vital in­
terests anywhere . in the world. No power 
would dare attack the United States. Since 
the only thing we have to fear is the irra­
tional fear whipped up by unfounded war 
hysteria, we can protect our national security 
while taking the lead in transforming the 
United Nations into a bulwark of peace and 
prosperity throughout the world. 

The United States should lead from its real 
strength-its democratic traditions, its un­
matched industrial capacity, its creative 
abilities which have made it the first Nation 
in the world. It can regain the leadership 
it had during the war by going back again 
down the road of good neighborliness, 
charted· by Roosevelt. 

In the spirit of cooperation, the American 
people must work for dis11,rmament, the out­
lawing of unlimited weapons of destruction 
such as the atomic bomb, the promotion of 
international friendship, laying the founda­
tions for universal peace through the instru­
mentality of the United Nations. 

Peace will come if the American people 
and their Government really work for peace. 
If they have the w111 to peace, war can be 
prevented. Congress owes it to the fathers 
and mothers of America whose sons wm be 
sacrificed on the altar of war to reject the 
Truman doctrine, turn down the proposals 
for . remobilization which will commit the -
Nation irrevocably to ATmageddon. Let 
Congress follow the hopes and Wishes of the 
American people and declare its determina­
tion to stop the drift to war. 

The CHAmMAN. While you are waiting for 
the balance of your statement, is it not a fact 
that you, through your campaign manager, 
Mr. Anderson-Mr. B. Anderson-telephoned 
and asked--

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Baldwin-Mr. C. B. Bald· 
win-yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Baldwin, from your 
office on Park Avenue. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Baldwin asked for my 
appearance bere; that is correct. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. About the same time each 
Member of the Senate, I believe, at least I 
did. received a telegram !rom you dated 
March 17, I think that 1s correct, an Irish 
date; is that correct? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, the morning of March 
pit was sent to eac~ M_ember <_?f Congtess. 

The CHAIRMAN. That telegram, I believe, 
had better go in the record at this point. 

(The telegram is as follows:) _ 
MARCH 17, 1948. 

Hon. C. GURNEY, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Your responsibility -and that of the other 

Members of the Congress to quell the war 
hysteria which is being fanned by the mili­
tary and cartelist members of the adminis­
tration is brought into sharp focus by the 
President's convening of another emergency 
joint session. There is no evidence that any 
nation has threatened acts of aggression 
against us or threatens our national secu­
rity. Yet the President and members of his 
Cabinet act as though a war crisis were im­
minent. The people look to the Congress 
for calmness and sanity. They expect you 
to guard them against dangerous and wholly 
unnecessary steps which will curtail their 
liberties and take us down the road to an 
economic and political life regimented by the 
military. 

Twice before the President has convened 
the Congress in an atmosphere of artificially 
created crisis to cover up failures of his own 
policy. In May 1946, the President made an 
inflammatory attack on the railroad workers 
and called for repressive legislation which the 
Congress wisely rejected. Again, in March 
1947, the President created another crisis to 
get military aid for Greece and Turkey. He 
embarked us on a course which has now 
proved bankrupt. 

The crisis in international affairs results 
from the complete failure of the Truman 
doctrine throughout the world. The way out 
of this crisis is to renounce the doctrine as 
the basis of our foreign policy. We must 
stop finding excuses for ignoring the peace­
making machinery of the United Nations. 

The American people cannot understand 
why a democratic election in Italy should be 
used to increase international hys·~eria mere­
ly because the administration fears the re­
sults may displease it. The Congress must 
give evidence that when we speak of democ­
racy we mean democracy. The present ad­
ministration is ruining the good name of the 
American people the world over. It rests 
with the Congress to quell the hysteria and 
set up a standard for the observance of demo­
cratic principles which Will enable us to re­
gain moral leadership in world affairs and in 
the cause of peace. 

HENRY A. WALLACE. 
The CHAmMAN. Do you care to wait for the 

balance of your statement? 
Mr. WALLACE. This is a sort of summing up 

or condensation. 
President Truman first recommended UMT 

2 month~ after VJ-day. That gave the Amer­
ican people time to look at it and decide that 
they did not want it. Even the new syn­
thetic crisis, it appeared that Congress might 
not pass this measure. 

So President Truman and Mr. Forrestal 
brought forward the other part of th~ir pro­
gram to militarize the American people­
the draft. They would have asked for it 
sooner or lRter, anyhow, but the resistance 
to UMT caused them to advocate the draft, 
as something mild and temporary, in the 
hope that Congress would pass this, even if 
it rejected UMT. 

Mr. Truman tn his crisis speech asked for 
only a temporary draft, and Mr. Forrestal 
asked for the registration of 36,600,000-l 
think that is 3,600,000 men~but estimated 
that only 220,000 wou,ld be drafted. We are 
told that the draft is necessary onlt as an 
emergency · measure to bring the armed 
forces up to authorized strength, because o! 
the .inadequate level of voluntary recruit­
ment. 

If the services really want to build up to 
authorized strength through voluntary en­
listments, I will tell them an easy way to do 
1t. 
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1. Stop the war propaganda. Resume a 

peaceful, cooperative foreign policy. With­
draw American troops from intervention in 
Greece, China, and other places. 

2. Improve the pay and conditions of en­
listed men. Improve relations between om­
cers and men. 

3. Abolish all forms of discrimination in 
the armed services, which keep out thousands 
of Negro recruits. 

Mr. Forrestal, Mr. Royall, and their asso­
ciates know these things as well as you and I. 
Their call for a limited draft is a screen for 
the much more sinister objective of militariz-
ing America. ..., 

The real intention is to draft, not hundreds 
of thousands, but millions of men into the 
armed services. The real intention is to reg­
ister not only young men, but all men of 
potential military value for service in the 
armed forces. The real intention is to draft 
all men and all women for militarized labor. 

Congress is being asked to pass a limited 
draft on an emergency basis. But even this 
limited draft will give the powers to conscript 
several million men. And it is only an qpeh-
1ng wedge for demanding the ultimate objec­
tive which I have st_ated. Once. Congress 
grants the initial power, the conditions will 
be created for provoking new emergencies, 
for coming to Congress with .even more ur­
gent demands for the unlimited powers 
which are really wanted-or for declaring 
an emergency and putting them into effecji 
without recourse to Congress. UMT and the 
draft are two sides of the same plan, and 
constitute a direct attack on the liberties of 
all Americans. 

The CHAIRMAN. Any questions, Senator 
ROBERTSON? 

Senator . RoBERTSON. No questions, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator RUSSELL. 
senator RussELL. I have a queEtion or two, 

Mr. Chairman. . 
Mr. Wallace, if you will indulge me. a pleas­

antry, I might say that I have heard the 
statement all of my life, about the Devil 
quoting Scripture, but 1f the Devil had ap­
peared here, horns, forked tall, and pitch­
forks, reading from the Holy Writ, I could 
not have been more surprised than to hear 
you rely upon the Wall Street Journal and 
the Journal of Commerce, and the spokes­
man for the National Association of Manu­
facturers. 

Mr. WALLACE. Are you inferring that the 
Wall Street Journal is the Bible, sir? 

Senator RussELL. No, sir; but I noticed you 
quoted it. I noticed you adopted it as your 
Bible and quoted it very approvingly on 
more than one instance. 

Mr. WALLACE. I did so because I felt that 
it might appeal to certain members of the 
committee as .a Bible. 

Senator RussELL. I am sure you exempt me 
from that, because I was the author of the 
revision of the first Draft Act of 1940, to 
provide for a draft of industry also, one that 
unfortunately the administration of which 
you were part of did not put into effect 
very often. 

Mr. WALLACE. I did not have in mind, Sen­
ator, I may say, that you were aifiicted with 
this tendency to look on the Wall Street 
Journal as your Bible. 

senator RussELL. i do not take these 
qudtes. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator RussELL, Mr. Wal­
lace comes from his oifice on Park Avenue 
in New York. Do not forget that. 

Senator RussELL. I ~o not attach any sig­
nificance to that. 

Mr. Wallace, you have very definitely r~­
jected any idea of universal m1litary service, 
of any ren-ewal of selective service. You have 
been very critical, 1f I understood your state­
ment correctly, of any enlargement of the 
air forces of the country. You state that the 
Navy, is much too large and should be great­
ly t;educed. 

If you were President of the United States 
at this time, what suggestions would you 
make to your Secretary of Defense as to the 
proper size of the M111tary Establishment to 
protect this country in today's world? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think anyone who is Secre­
tary of National Defense must think in terms 
of the possible next war ... instead of in terms 
of the last war. I a:rrl: talking now about the 
Secretar.y of National Defense, not the Pres­
ident. 

Senator RussEi.L. Have the peace treaties 
been signed for this war, World War II? 

Mr. WALLACE. Beg pardon, sir? 
Senator RussELL. You said the last war. 

Have the peace treaties been signed for World 
War II? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, ohly in part, of course. 
It is not over, but that common termi­
nology to look upon the war as essentially 
completed. 
~ut to get back to the main point, I do 

feel that a miiitary man, in order to be true 
to the security of this Nation, must think in 
terms of the next possible conflict, instead 
of in terms of the last conflict, and there­
fore a military man, in view of the various 
types of dangerous weapon~ which are now 
available, must think in terms of the science 
involved in those weapons. 

Now, that is not a matter of training young 
boys for 6 months. That is a matter of 
having an exceedingly well-trained force, we 
will say, of perhaps a million men. I do not 
know the precise number that would be 
needed, but they must be full-time men, 
fully trained. 

To some extent you misquoted precisely 
what I said with regard to the Air Force 
and Navy, but we will let that pass. You 
misquoted me. 

Senator RussEL~. Let us get it right. 
Here is the language that I have tried to 
mark, some of it, as I heard you read it. 
You state in here-

"Ou!' tremen~ously strong Navy, greater 
than the navies of all of the rest of the world 
combined, is without strategic justification 
except for purposes of conquest." 

So unless you as President would embark 
upon an imperialistic course cif conquest, it 
would be too large, according to your own 
statement. 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; I agree that it WOUld be 
too large. 

Senator RussELL.. About what do you think, 
if you were the Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy, would be the proper size for 
the Army and Navy and Air Force in today's 
troubled world? Do you think that a million 
men in all branches of the service would 
suffice? 

Mr. WALLACE. No; I do not see how anyone 
could possibly make a statement without 
going in~o that in very great detail with the 
Chiefs of the Army and the Navy and Air 
Force. 

Senator RussELL. But you are convinced 
that the present establishment is too large. 

Mr. WALLACE. Granted that we ha-ve a prop­
er foreign policy, I .say unqualifiedly that the 
present establishment is too large. 

Senator RussELL. Yes. Now, you state here 
that--

Mr. WALLACE. But with our present policy, 
it is not large enough, and cannot possibly be 
made large enough. 

Senator RussELL. Well, I am not altogether 
happy about our present foreign policy, but 
for en.tirely d11l'erent reasons than you hold 
and express. ' · 

You .have stated here that we are going to 
set off an armaments race. You are aware of 
the fact that Russia, which we may in all 
,frankness say is the only potential enemy we 
have that could wage. war on us, has .. 350 

· divisions .. under arms at .the present time; 
are you not? 
, Mr. WALLACE. I do not know of anyone 
who knows precisely the number. We all 

assume that it is a very large number of men 
under arms at the present time. 

Senator RussELL: Well, I thin!.: I have seen, 
if not in the Wall Street Journal or the Com­
merce Journal, at least in the New York 
Times or the New York Herald Tribune that 
you also quote, that Russia did have 350 divi­
sions under arms. 

How are we setting off any armaments race 
in view of the fact that we have practically 
demobilized the greatest military force tbat 
the world ever saw, and are now just propos- . 
ing to recapture a iittle of the security that 
we had at the end of World War II? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, undoubtedly as we seek 
to expand our armed forces, Russia again 
will proceed to go all out to expand her 
armed forces even further. I think there 
can be no question about that. Her chief 
reliance, of course, is on men. It is not on 
battleships or even on air power. 

We can expect her to go even further. I 
certainly do not take Russia as a model for 
what we do. 

Senator RussELL. No, sir. Well, we might 
differ about that. 

You state here that you are very critical · 
of the propaganda in this country, and you 
quoted, let me see if I can find this here, 
General Ludendorff saying that you had to 
have a policy of fear. 

Would not that same statement hav~ ap­
plied today to Russia if you had just stricken 
Ludendorff's name and suBstituted Stalin? 
Are they not constantly preaching they are 
being encircled, and are gravely endangered ·. 
by the capitalistic imperialism of the United 
~~~? • 

Mr:WALLACE. Stalin stated so in his speech 
in February of 1946. I have not been fol­
lowing what has been said specifically since. 
I assume they are continuing to preach that. 
I would be surprised if they did not, be­
cause--

Senator Rm;sELL. You think it is a fact. 
Mr. WALLACE. If we were, if Russia hap­

pened to have bases within striking distance 
of our shores, a great many different bases 
in striking distance from our shores, and 1f 
the Russian air chief were boasting that he 
could fly their aircraft and strike any pos­
sible plant in the United States and return 
to those bases, I think that we might think 
that we were being encircled. 

Senator RussELL. Well, do you mean-­
Mr. WALLACE. I say the Russians do have, 

I would be surprised if they did not preach 
it; as I say I have not been aware of the 
specific statements, but I have not been read­
ing the Russian press. 

Senator RussELL. It is rather general 
knowledge in this country through the Amer­
ican press that the Russians have been 
preaching the doctrine of encirclement, and 
that they are in grave danger from capitalis­
tic imperialism at the hands of the United 
States. 

Do you, Mr. Wallace, advocate complete re­
versal of what you referred to as the Truman 
doctrine? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is correct. 
Senator RussELL. As I understand it­
Mr. WALLACE. Yes. 
Senator RussELL. You would have us pull 

out of Greece immediately? 
Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

. Senator RussELL.- To stop any aid whatever 
to Turkey? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; that is correct. 
.Senator RussELL. Remove our fleet from 

the Mediterranean. 
· ·Mr. WALLACE. I · would say that from the 
standpoint of attaining world peace it might 
be essential before all of that were done to · 
have a meeting with Stalin in order' to have 
an over-all agreement. It might be a very 
wise thing to do. That certainly should be 
our objective as rapid.ly as it can be done 
with regard to an "of the factors . 

Senator ·RussELL. I thought you categor­
·ically advocated here wit hdraw American 
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troops from intervention in Greece, China, 
and other places. Would that not relate to 
the fleet in the Mediterranean? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; certainly. 
Senator RussELL. And that would also, you 

would also annul the European relief plan 
as it was passed by the Senate. 

Mr. WALLAcE. If you want to get into that, 
I have stood continually, and still stand, for 
very comprehensive relief to the people of 
Europe on the basis of the damage done to 
them by the Axis d'uring the war. 

Senator RussELL. Yes, sir; 1 have been 
more diligent as a reader of the papers than 
you have. I am more familiar with your 
view. 1 was referring to the European re­
lief plan, as such. 

Mr. WALLACE. 1 am not in favor of furnish­
Ing relief on the basis of dividing Europe. 
1 have not been at any time. I recognize · 
that it might be necessary for an interim 
period in order to take care of hungry people 
ln Italy and France in particular, it might 
be necessary for a certain number of months 
to make sure that certain quantities of food 
got to them, but as rapidly as could be done, 
we should get a new plan based on the United 
Nations· and not based on help through the 
United States alone. Othel;'wise 1 know that 
we are going to be hated by the rank and 
file of all of the people of Europe. 

1 would like to have other nations bear­
ing the burden of that obloquy. We are 
going to b'e feeling ourselves in the United 
States we have done a great many favors 
for millions of Europeans; at the same time 
those millions will hate us. I do not like It. 

Senator RussELL. Do you know of any way 
whereby we could force Russia to join in 
this program short of war? 

Mr. WALLACE. 1 think it can be done if 
Russia feels that we are not out to attack 
her. 

Senator RusSELL. And that would involve 
all of these military withdrawals that you 
have indicated you favor? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, as I say, I think that 
ought to be part of an over-a!~ settlement 
with Stalin. 

Senator RussELL. But leaving out the 
meeting with Stalin, you do not know of any 
great deal of difference in the program that 
you suggest here and that is being advocated 
by Mr. Stalin's mouthpieces, Pravda and 
Izvesta, and their propaganda? 

Mr. WALLACE. You are more familiar with 
those publications than 1 am. 

Senator RussELL. I try to keep up with 
them. I think it is a duty of every Amer­
ican to do so. I recommend it to you. 

You refer here to the fact that the Amer­
ican security is threatened by the endeavors 
of backward countries everywhere to lift 
themselves from feudalism into the modern 
world of the twentieth century. 

We are undertaking to help France, Brit­
ain, Belgium, Holland, and in the present 
European relief plan, have not those coun­
tries embarked upon a program more or 
less of state socialism? Would you not call 
that throwing off feudalism? -

Mr. WALLACE. I would not say that any of 
those countries were in a state of feudalism. 
I say that Greece and TUrkey are definitely 
in a state of feudalism. They never went 
through anything corresponding to the 

' French or the American Revolutions. I 
would say that China also was definitely in 
that position. 

Senator RussELL. You referred in your re­
marks to something about a strike in the 
atomic-energy plant. Do you believe that 

. the Government. of the United States should 
permit the atomic plant to be closed down. 
by a strike ·by the ptlople there in labor organ­
izations walking about without exhausting 
all of the resources of the law? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not believe that the cur­
rent trumped-up emergency is such as to 
warrant injunctiona under the Taft-Hartley 

Act, to prevent labor from striking in order 
to obtain its just demands. 

Senator RussELL. Even in the ato.mlc en­
ergy plant? 

Mr. WALLACE. Even in the atomic energy 
plant. As a matter of fact, you may know 1 
have advocated steadily that we should build 
up a· stock pile of atomic bombs, so I have 
felt that is one of the key things that is re­
sponsible for much of the present difficulty 
in the world. 

Senator RussELL. That was the next ques­
tion I wished to ask, that 1f you were the 
Commander in Chief at the present time, you 
would cease all operations looking to the 
construction of atomic bombs? 

Mr. WALLACE. 1 would say, too, I would 1m-
. -mediately use that as one of my bargaining 

points with Stalin, "See here, we are ready to 
stop construction of atomic bombs and ready 
to do this, we are ready to do other things, if 
you will do this, if you wm do that, If you 

. will do the other thing," and come to an 
agreement, an over-all agreement on the im­
portant points. 

Senator RussELL. Mr. Wallace, do you think 
there is any other man in the United States 
besides yourself who could reach an agree­
ment on all of the details with Stalin? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, I think that I could be 
. very helpful In it. 

Senator RussELL. "Barkis is w1111ng." 
In case of a war, would you favor or oppose 

the use of the atomic bomb as a }Veapon? 
Mr. WALLACE. I w111 say first that if the 

United States dropped the atomic bomb in 
a preventive war, the United States would go 
down in history for more than a hundred 
years as a nation having made one of the 
most dastardly acts. · 

If it were done on a preventive basis, as 
a certain rather small group in Washington 
would like to see done, that would be de­
structive of United States prestige for prob­
ably many centuries. 

Senator RussELL. Let us change­
Mr. WALLACE. If the war came. 
Senator RussELL. Pardon me. 
Mr. WALLACE. If the war came, and by the 

way, It is incredible to me that Russia would 
start an aggressive war for many years; she 
would be utterly foolish if she did, but grant­
ed that it would be many years in the future, 
1 would assume that Russia really committed 
the act of aggression, in that case you would 
have to look at the situation as it existed at 
that time. 

Senator RussEL!.. Well, to use a hypo­
thetical case, of course, I assume that you In­
clude Trieste in your ideas on Greece, that 
we should pull our troops out of there, or do 
you; or should we leave the American troops 
in there? 

Mr. WALLACE. Again I go back to the over­
all conversation with Stalin. 

Senator RussELL. To get back away from 
that for a moment, then, suppose tomorrow 
Tito were to swamp the small American forces 
stationed in Trieste, and either kill or cap­
ture all of our troops and the British there, 
and that Russia backed Tito up and attacked 
our troops in Berlin and in Vienna, and 
seized those two cities; do you think we 
would then be justified in dropping the 
atomic bombs over Russia? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that we would be 
very foolish so to do. I think your hypo­
thetical question is altogether b.eyond the 
realms of reality, however. 

Senator RussELL. I hope and pray that you 
are correct in that assumption, sir. 

But you think even under those circum­
stances we would not be Justified In using 
the atomic bomb. 

Mr. WALLACE. 1 say it would be foolish for 
us to do it. 

Senator RussELL. Why would 1": be foolish, 
Mr. Wallace, 1f Russia had 850 divisions in 
her land army and you state we · only have 

. 2Y2? What other hopes would we have of 

saving the American people that are over in 
Germany in the occupation at the present 
time? 

Mr. WALLACE.- Simply because that would 
not 11ave them. That. Is why I made the 
statement. That Is, Russia would promptly 
move in within a very few weeks on the way 
to the British Channel, and dropping bombs 
in Russia would make it more certain that 
she would move all the way across. She 
would do It out of purposes of defense, be­
cause she would . feel that we would be de­
terred for a time at least in dropping bombs 
on the defenseless civ111an population of 
western Europe. 

Senator RussELL. Well, suppose we were to 
pull out of Europe tomorrow and follow 
this policy. Is there any doubt in your 
mind that Russia would move right ln? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes. I think Russia has too 
_much good sense to move right in. 

Senator RussELL. You do not think they 
would move into any of· these troubled areas 
if we pulled out all of our forces and just 
said here It is, come and get it, in effect; 1 
do not mean literally inviting them, but pull 

. out all of our people. 
Mr. WALLACE. I would not expect Russian 

troops to move into any of these areas. 
Senator RussELL. You do not think even in 

western Germany? 
Mr. wALLACE. No, not even western Ger­

many. I think she would be foolish if she 
did. 

Senator RussELL. I would like to ask -what 
you think would have happened to any man 
in Russia who had occupied a high position 

. In the Russian Government if he had ex­
pressed the opposi tlon to the policy of the 
Politburo In Moscow in open meeting that 
you have expressed here in the United States 
to these proposals by this administration? 

Mr. WALLACE. 1 have exactly the same views 
that you have on that subject, Senator. 

Senator RusSELL .. You think he would be 
shot? 

Mr. WALLACE. 1 do not know whether he 
would be shot or sent to Siberia. . 

Senator RussELL. But at least we do have 
as American citizens that advantage over the 
people living in Russia. 

Mr. WALLACE. We have for the time being. 
I do not know how long it wm last. 

Senator RussELL. Neither do I. 
Those are about the only questions I have 

to ask. 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator WILsoN. 
Senator WILSON. Not for the present. 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator BYRD. 
Senator BYRD. No questions. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. 1 WOUld just like to 

ask Mr. Wallace about two questions. 
Mr. Wallace, do you believe that our secu­

rity in the United States depends in any 
way upon the peace, or lack of peace, if you 
wm, in Europe? · In other words, can we be 
secure in this country regardless of what 
goes on in Europe? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not think any part of 
the world can ultimately be secure if some 
other part of the world Is at war. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that we have cer-
1 tain responsibilities in Europe and Asia, your 
opinion being that the present policies con­
cerning those responsibllities are conducted 
wrongly; is that it? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is it. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. But we do have cer­

tain responsibillties. 
Mr. WALLAcE. Yes; I believe that. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. And our security 

does depend upon how those responsibilities 
are carried out? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is correct. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. So that the differ­

ence· of opinion between you and the present 
administration which is advocating these 
policies comes down to a question of means 
rather than a question of principles, so to 
speak? 
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Mr. WALLACE. In brief, I am not an isola· 

tionist. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. Now, may I ask you 

one other question? 
You made certain statements which I think 

are your assumptions rather than any state· 
ments of fact. On page 4, for instance, of 
your statement, you said in the seventh para· 
graph-

"Under the Forrestal plan still heavier 
taxes must be imposed, sales tax will be pro· 
posed to obtain revenue and cut down relief 
so that more output can be diverted into 
military channels." 

Then on page 9 you said: 
"Thus the strategy is plain-ask for 'only' 

3 or 4 billion extra now, then after a few 
months and a new synthetic crisis, raise the 
ante to 15 billion, as planned all along." 

Those are assumptions or conclusions of 
yours, rather than any present knowledge of 
the fact. 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; that is correct. I think 
you are wise to bring that .out. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Now, may I ask one 
other question, because we are primarily con· 
cerned with manpower in connection with 
our policies. I have not read, I do not think, 
I may have, I do not remember it, anyway, 
any of your views with relation to our policy 
in Japan and Korea. I bring that out be­
cause one of the arguments that were made 
to us is the shortage of manpower at the 
present time in Korea and Japan. 

Do you as a whole approve of the way we 
have conducted our policy in Japan? 

Mr. WALLACE. I regret to say, Senator, that 
I have not studied the details of our policy 
in Japan. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So that so far as you 
are concerned, the question of manpower 
with relation to our needs in Japan in that 
connection, you make no statement what­
soever. 

Mr. WALLACE. I am not making any state-
ment with regard to Japan. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Or Korea? 
Mr. WALLACE. Or Korea. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. Now, for instance, 

today on the Senate calendar at this moment 
now being debated OL the Genate floor is the 
question of our policies in China, and giving 
relief to Chinese, and also possibly making 
some funds available for the President to do 
what he pleases with there, which may mean 
added munitions, sending more armament to 
ChinJ.. 

Have you any suggestlon concernir.1 that, 
or any statement or views? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes. From what I have seen 
in China myself, when I was there in 1944, I 
would say that money we sent to China will 
be money lost. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Money wasted, in 
other words. 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, money wasted, that the 
rank and file of the people in China in the 
Kuomintang area are not for the ·•resent re­
gime, and that there is no way in wh:ch the 
present dictatorship, no matter how much it 
may be strengthened by munitions from the 
United States, can indefinitely prevent the 
rank and file of the people from pushing 
forward to get out of the feudalistic regime. 

When I was in China, I did not see any of 
the Communists. My duty and obligation 
on that occasion was to deal with the peo­
ple of the government for specific objectives. 
I did see certain people in the middle of the 
road, certain of the professors at various in­
stitutions, men who had been trained at 
Princeton, Harvard, and other outstanding 
institutions, including my own alma mater. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I am glad you 
brought in mine, too. 

Mr. WALI.ACE. Those men were very much 
disturbed at the violation of fundamental 
democratic freedoms. 

Since I have ' been there, two of the pro· 
fessors were assassinated by the secret police 
of Chiang Kai-shek. One was first assassi· 

nated, and the second one was assassinated 
when or immediately after he delivered the 
funeral oration. 

The ordinary people in China are mostly 
farm people. Our ,failure in dealing with 
the so-called backward economies is that 
most of our diplomats and makers of policy 
are not famlliar with farm situations, and 
not familiar with the fact that under the 
set-up as it has existed in most of these areas, 
where the farms are small and the land is 
poor, and the interest rates are high and the 
rent is high, and our plan of labor will bring 
in a return of about 5 cents or even less, 
those people are just not satisfied, because 
they know it is possible to build up the 
productivity. 

My eyes were first opened to the situation 
there by a representative of the National City 
Bank who had been in charge of the branch 
at Peiping, until the time of Pearl Harbor, 
and was unable to escape. He came in to 
see me immediately before I went over to 
China to give me certain information. He 
had to escape by way of the Communist 
territory and lived for some 6 months among 
the Communists there. 

The statement he made to me at that time 
was that these people were essentially agra· 
rian reformers. Personally I think that they 
are real Communists, but that was his im­
pression at that time. 

I think they are real Communists in their 
fundamental objectives, although I do not 
think tC.ey are Russian Communists. I think 
they are Chinese Communists. That is, I 
think they are patriotic in terms of China, 
which is not true in all countries, but I do 
believe it is true there from what I have 
been able to learn. 

At any rate, they have divided up the 
estates. They have cut down interest rates. 
They have taught the people to read and 
write. I got most of this information from 
this gentleman in 1944, who was with the 
National City Bank. They have done all of 
those things. 

The point I am making merely is that the 
Communists, in understanding the agricul­
tural problem in China, have been wiser than 
we, who also should have understood the 
agricultural problems. We have greater 
capacities, as a matter of fact, if we only put 
our minds to it, to increase productivity, en­
rich the land, induce better types of mach­
inery, and better types of seeds. 

That is essentially the problem in all of 
these backward areas, and we have let that 
field be abandoned too largely to the Rus­
sians and to the Communists, and if we really 
wanted to do a job, we should step in and in 
terms of the needs of the ordinary people. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. In other words, your 
point, to keep our nose to the grindstone of 
this bill, your feeling is that our need for 
additional manpower for purposes in China 
or our need for additional armament for pur· 
poses of selling to the Communists is un· 
warranted, or is it? 

Mr. WALLACE. Our money will be wasted. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. And it is going at 

the question in the wrong way, too. · 
Mr. WALLACE. It is going at it the wrong 

way, too. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. There is just one 

more question regarding manpower. We have 
been talking about any possible conflicts be­
tween Russia and ourselves, and you have 
no feeling regarding the Russians and their 
methods, and their advances in the eastern 
part of Korea and Vladivostok and up 
through that territory. You have no worry 
about them there at all, so that need for 
manpower on our part over in those areas is 
also unnecessary and wrong, is that correct? 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, I have not studied 
Korea and Vladivostok that we are worrying 
about. That is Russia's own territory. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I mean advancing 
from there, and so forth, the dangers of at­
tack upon our west coast, put it that way, 

Mr. WALLACE. We are talking about sub­
marines. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Well, I am keeping it 
general. I do not know any more about sub­
marines than you do. 

Mr. WALLACE. I hope you know more about 
them than the Navy does, apparently. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Well, what I am try­
ing to get at is, we have certain demands 
for manpower made on us. You have covered 
through Senator RusSELL and Senator GuR­
NEY very thoroughly the European side of it. 
I was trying to bring out your view on the 
other side of it. 

Mr. WALLACE. Vladivostok is a long way 
from San Francisco. So far as I know there 
is no evidence that any Russian submarines 
'have gotten within 5,000 miles of San Fran­
cisco. It is a long -way from our territorial 
waters. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. In other words, from 
our west coast and from the eastern side of 
the world, you are more of an isolationist 
than you are on the western side of the world. 
Is that a fair statement? 

Mr. WALLACE. No; I would not say so at 
all. It is just as important, I would say, 
for us to do our part in helping the Chinese 
toward a higher standard of living as it is 
the western Europe and Balkan states. 

Senator SALSTONSTALL. That WOUld take 
some manpower, though, would it not, to 
do our job correctly? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, to do the job as I would 
do it, I may say, I am outlining it in a book 
of mine called Toward World Peace, which 
1s just off the press. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Have you given this 
summary of it here in your statement? Have 
you given us that? 

Mr. WALLACE. I suggest in this book in the 
first instance until we get to better accord 
between the United States and Russia that 
the so-called backward nations should apply 
to the Economic and Social Council, and to 
the Food and Agriculture Organization of 
the United Nations for experts to help them 
in reorganizing, particularly their agricUl· 
ture, but to some extent their small in· 
dustries. 

That would not cost an awful lot of money, 
ang would not take an awful lot of man­
power. It is the same kind of job to some 
extent that we did through the Farm Se­
curity Administration, and that has long 
t?een done through the Extension Service. 
I think it is vitally important for increasing 
the productivity of the world, and furnishing 
the fundamental basis for peace. 

I do not think it takes tremendous sums 
of money to do that kind of thing. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. In other words, do 
you think there would be need for some 
manpower over there, but less manpower 
used in a different way? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is right. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Wallace, I notice on 

page 1 of your statement that after 2Y2 
years of reconstruction, its production, 
meaning Russia, has just regained the 
prewar level. , 

I am interested as to that. That is a 
definite statement. I had not heard from 
any other source that we had any informa­
tion as to their production reaching the 
prewar level. 

Mr. WALLACE. I suspect that the sources of 
information are no more accurate than the 
sources of information with regard to the 350 
divisions; if you wish to have a memorandum 
on the subject, I will be glad to submit it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will be glad to have it. 
Senator RUSSELL. I was also surprised, Mr. 

Chairman, that Mr. Wallace could have such 
little knowledge of Russia's m111tary strength 
and stated he knew nothing whatever about 
their propaganda, but could speak with such 
assurance that there had not been a sub­
marine within 5,000 miles of our coast, 



194~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 7347 
Mr. WALLACE. I am going merely by what 

BaldWin and Victor Bernstein report. 
The CHAmMAN. Mr. Wallace, you are 

definitely in your statement here against 
selective service for bullding up the immedi• 
ate manpower needs of the mUitary as recom­
mended by the Military Establishment. 
That is right, is it not? 

Mr. WALLACE. Beg your pardon, sir? 
The CHAmMAN. You are definitely against 

selective service at this time? 
Mr. WALLACE. That is right. 
The CHAIRMAN. And also you are definitely 

against UMT for the long·pull. 
Mr. WALLACE. That is right. 
The C'HAIRMAN. But just as definitely on 

page 8 of your statement, you say: 
"UMT does not prepare trained reserves. 

It does not lay the ground for an American 
land force. If we need trained reserves, we 
now have 15,000,000 veterans of World War 
n who, as Mr. MARTIN has pointed out, con­
stitute a reserve of trained personnel that 
Will be available for at least 10 more years." 

Do you feel it is right, then, to lean on that 
group of veterans of World War II in case .of 
any emergency? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not anticipate such an 
emergency, but I say we have them there as 
an insurance if the case of need should arise. 

The CHAmMAN. You are definitely against 
any program to build up any other reserve, 
so therefor.e you personally are relying on 
those reserves right there. 

Mr. WALLACE. Standing on the statement I 
just made. 

The CHAmMAN. That is in the statement, 
yes. I can understand how you as a nonvet­
eran would make that statement. 

Senator HILL. 
Senator HILL. Mr. Wallace, in 1940 you 

were a member of our Government. You 
were in the President's Cabinet. You sup­
ported the defense program at that time, 
did you not? 

Mr. WALLACE. I supported it very, very 
strongly, sir. 

Senator HILL. Very strongly; and why? 
Mr. WALLACE. Because I felt that we were in 

grave danger of having Hitler dominate this 
country. 

Senator HILL: You see no danger at all from 
Russia and communistic Russia at this time? 

Mr. WALLACE. I see no danger whatever to 
this country at this time from either Russia 
or communism. 

Senator HILL. You entirely differentiate 
then between Hitler and nazism, and Stalin 
and communistic aggression. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do completely, sir. I am ln 
accord with the United States Army in that 
respect. I will give you this. It is a publi­
cation put out by the United States Army, 
ent itled "Our Ally, Russia." 

Senator HILL. What is the date of that? 
Mr. WALLACE. That, I believe, was 1944. 
Senator HILL. 1944. Well, things have 

changed quite a bit since 1944, have they not? 
Mr. WALLACE. Yes, but I would like to read 

this statement to you, Senator, because if 
the Army did not believe what it was saying 
then, it was just putting out this for prop­
aganda purposes, for soft-soaping an ally 
that was serving our need tempm;arily. We 
ought to know it, I think. 

Senator HILL. Read it. 
Mr. WALLACE. So I think it would be well 

to read it into the record. The question 
asked in this publication, Our Ally, Russia, 
is: Are not Nazi Germany and the Soviet 
Union the same? Then it goes ahead and 
answers the question: 

"Some people who talk faster than they 
think would say yes. After all, both are 
dictatorships. But there are many di1fer­
ences, and they happen to be important dif­
ferences. The Nazi idea Is that Germany 
and the whole world must be ruled by a 
little clique of greedy men for the benefit 
of a small group. This clique nev.er intends 
to relinquish its power. It is not interested 

in improving the lot of the ordinary people. 
It is interested only in war, plunder, and 
world power. And the Soviet idea is that 
the d~ctatorship must serve the people. 
There 1s no master race idea in the soviet 
Union. All people are considered equal. 
Working conditions were constantly being 
improved before the war, at a time when the 
Nazis were ruthlessly destroying the German 
labor unions and turning their own people 
Into· slave laborers. The Soviet Government 
raised the status of women to equality with 
men, while the Nazis considered women fit 
only to breed children. The Soviet Gov­
ernment increased the number of school 
children by 400 pereent and of college stu.: 
dents by 800 percent, while the Nazis cut 
the number of students in Germany by more 
than half. The Soviet Government has as 
its goal the building of a better, happier 
country for its people. The Nazi government 
has as its goal the building of a powerful 
war machine that will plunder the world to 
enrich Germany." 

The Army put forth at that time a great 
.many other statements of that general char­
acter, ahd apparently in the main, I would 
not say exclusively by any manner of means, 
because there were many people in the Army 
that did not hold those views, but in the 
main, as long as :aoosevelt was alive, the 
Army had that kind of im attitude. 

After Roosevelt died, the Army attitude 
changed completely. 

Senator HILL. It was not the death of 
Roosevelt, but it was the acts, the subsequent 
acts of Russia that caused people to change 
their opinions. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would not undertake to 
differentiate. 

Senator HILL. You would not condemn 
Russian aggression. The close of the war 
changes your opinion no way whatever to­
ward Russia? 

Mr. WALLACE. Let US get right down to 
what we are concerned with. Suppose Rus­
sia is everything that you want to say she is. 
We will assume that you have said every­
thing against Russia that is in your mind, 
and that is the record. I still say that we 
here in the United States at the present 
time, in view of the power realities of the 
next 10 _years, are not warranted in taking 
this step to draft our boys. 

Senator Hn.L. Well, then, you say that as­
sume Russia is everything that some say she 
is, everything her actions would indicate she 
is, you still see no danger whatever between 
the United States and Russia. 

Mr. WALLACE. No, I do not. 
Senator HILL. No threat at all' there. 
Mr. WALLACE. I do not. 
Senator HILL. If Russia took over all of 

Europe, it would be the same thing, would · 
it? 

Mr. WALLACE. No, sir; I do not say that. 
Senator HILL. You would not say that. 

Well, you just would sit by and see whether 
she would take it. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say this. I do not 
know whether you read the speech I made on 
September 12, 1946, or not, but ·at that time 
I indicated a possible modus vivendi with 
Russia, and I may say that the President 
went over the speech at the time, and I think 
he was sold on my approach at the time he 
went over my speech with me. 

Since then we have followed the get-tough 
policy, and as the result of the get-tough pol­
icy, Russia and communism have .gotten 
stronger. I would say that the possibility, 
I would say that the methods we have used 
have served to strengthen Russia and com­
munism in the whole world, not to weaken · 
her, and that the more we use these methods, 
the more we will lose the sympathy of the 
rank and file of the ordinary people all over 
the world, and the more communism will be 
strengthened, I think human nature 1s made 
that' way. 

Senator HILL. We have changed our policy 
because we found that appeasement was not 

getting us anywhere with Russia; did we not? 
l>id we not find that the more we gave, the 
more they demanded? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would suggest, Senator, you 
ask your old friend Senator Byrnes; I may 
have been misinformed with regard to the 
last conversations he had with Molotov in 
December of 1946, but as I remember it, just 
before he ceased being Secretary of State he 
had great hopes for the next time when he 
met with Molotov, because he found Molotov 
being much more reasonable in December of 
1946 than he expected. 

Senator HILL. I do not think he said any­
thing about that in his book, did he, speak­
Ing frankly? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, maybe he did not. Ask 
him about it personally off the record. 

Senator HILL. Well, I think you will find 
that he found the more he gave, the more 
they demanded, and I am rather surprised 
that you would come here to defend your 
position today with a statement 1ssued by 
the Army in 1944, in view of all that Russia 
has done, all of the many acts of aggression 
on her part since 1944. 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, if you will just re­
verse the situation, if you will just reverse 
it, put yourself in the other position, if y.ou 
had seen the United States destroyed all the 
way from the Atlantic· seaboard up to Gary, 
Ind., all the various ~actories, all of the 
various factories, I repeat, 10,000,000 of our 
people killed, all of the livestock driven off, 
practically all of the farm homes destroyed, 
and then if you had seen, if you had all of 
that happen, and a foreign power then came 
close to your very borders with bases, many 
bases, air bases, close to your borders. I 
think you would try to use whatever mech­
anisms you had, any possible mechanisms 
you had, to stop that kind of a situation. 

Senator HILL. To reach out and take 
others. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that this method 
of answering tit for tat is leading irrevocably 
to war which Russia certainly cannot win, 
but neither can we. 

Senator HILL. That justifies Russian ag­
gression; is what you mean? 

Mr. WALLACE. No, I would say that I am not 
justifying anybody. I am just simply ex­
plaining how people get that way. 

Senator HIL . Do you not think that we 
went in the UN with an idea of working this 
peace out with Russia, as well as with all of 
the other nations, and that all we have 
gotten, practically all we have gotten from 
Russia has been a rebuff, and unwillingness 
to agree, and unwillingness to reach any 
mutual understanding? 

Mr. WALLACE. I should say that we were 
headed toward eventual peaceful understand­
ing as long as Roosevelt was alive. When 
Roosevelt died the whole thing changed. The 
military took control. 

Senator HILL. Of course you have to realize 
that Mr. Roosevelt died before even VJ-day, 
do you not, before the war was over with, 
when Russia was still in danger, was still 
needing our help, was still getting help from 
us. 

Mr. WALLACE. And we wanted her help very 
much, too. 

Senator HILL. We wanted her to continue 
in the war. That is perhaps true. But the 
change came when Russia was no longer in 
danger, is that not true? The change came 
when the war ended. 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, I will not attempt 
to assess blame. All I am interested in is in 
the future and in peace. I do not think there 
is any possible good comes out of trying to 
a~sess blame or call people names. , -

Senator HILL. I agree with you thoroughly. 
Nothing comes out or that. But you have 
to look at past acts if we are to judge the 
tuture. And our portion for the future. If 
you adjudge the motives of men and the 
courses of men, the direction they are tak­
Ing, of nations the same way, you can only 
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judge them by their acts, not by their so-
pious declarations, perh aps. . 

What I am judging Russia by, and the 
thing that interests me, is that you do not 
seem to consider at all her actions since the 
war, since VJ-day, her aggressions to other 
people. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that both na­
tions have been t aking actions which lead 
to war, and that we have got to reverse that 
policy. 

Senator HILL. Would you put us in the 
same class with Russia ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I will not at tempt to make 
exact measurements. I will say that both 
nat ions have been engaged in acts which 
lead to war. 

Senator HILL. You spoke several times of 
the atomic bomb. Do you not think we 
made a very fine effort to reach an agree­
ment on the bomb when we had the secret, 
and we were willing to turn it over to the 
world, provided we knew -it would not be 
used against us? 

Mr. WALLACE. No; I do not think so. 
Senator HILL. You do not think so? 
Mr. WALLACE. No; I did not think SO, and 

judging from the recent statement by Mr. 
Bernard, he did not think so either, and 
neither did Mr. Lilienthal. If that state­
ment that appeared in the press is correct, 
he thought it would lead to an inevitable 
destruction. 

Senator HILL. You mean Mr. Baruch? 
Mr. WALLACE. No; I am talking about Mr. 

Bernard, who recently became head of the 
Rockefeller Foundation, who was a member 
of the Commission at that time, with Mr. 
Baruch, Mr. Lilienthal, and I have forgotten 
the names of the other members at the 
moment. · 

Senator HILL. Then you think it is about 
as much our fault as it is Russia's fault? 
_Mr. WALLACE. I would say that the blame 

ts not all on one side, and the quicker we 
appreciate that, the more quickly we are to 
have peace. 

Senator HILL. But you see no threat to us 
from Russian communism today? 

Mr. WALLACE. No; I see no threat to us 
from Russian communism today. 

Senator MoRSE. I would like to ask two 
or three questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator MORSE. 
Senator MoRsE. I want to say at the out­

set that the foundation of my questions is 
the first paragraph of your statement this 
afternoon, consisting of those three short 
sentences, with which .I am in complete 
agreement. · 

I think you set out there objectives that 
we are striving for and the foundation of 
my question is based on those paragraphs. 

"The American people want peace. They 
want lasting peace achieved through world 
cooperation in the United Nations. They 
want a strong and prosperous America." 

Then I want to say most respectfully that 
following that statement I think we proceed 
tn argument based upon a series of assump­
tions in regard to which I desire facts and 
my questions are related only to those as­
sumptions because I am going to continue 
to insist, as far as my position on this legis­
lation 1s concerned·, that we get the facts. 

On the first page you say, "but the security 
of the United St ates is not threatened." I as­
sume by that you mean that as of now the 
territorial security of the United States is 
not threatened? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 
Senator MoRsE. Well, I also am concerned 

about the security of certain ideals, certain 
philosophical objectives upon which democ­
racy either has to rest or is going to fall. 
So, my line of questioning is whether or not 
those ideals, sometimes referred to as those 
conceptions of liberty and freedom we think 
are essential so that men as individuals may 
remain free in this world, are threatened by 
Russian policy. 

I think to paraphrase you a moment ago, 
let us. get down to the brass tacks of the sit­
uation, the problem is a Russian-American 
problem. We are not going to hav~ peace 
until the solution of that problem. 

As I read through these assumptions I 
find that my questions can best be based on 
the periodical that you have seen fit to quote 
today, which I seldom quote. However, when 
there is something which I feel is right I do 
not fail to quote it. I refer to an article by 
Chamberlin in the Wall Street Journal Gf 
this morning, if the chairman will permit 
me, because I want to use these three para­
graphs for the basis of my questioning. 

I want to read them to you because I 
think that there is where we come to grips 
with the problems as to these philosophical 
conc~pts of democracy that are in danger as 
far as Russian policy is concerned. 

Mr. WALLACE. Which Chamberlin do you 
have reference to? 

Senator MoRsE. William Henry Chamber­
lin, and the item is entitled, "Appeasement 
has not stopped Russian expansion Which 
now takes in large areas in Europe and Asia." 

I am interested only in the ideas expressed, 
irrespective of other ideas he may have. 

"There are at least four such reasons which 
may be briefly summarized as follows: 

"1. The fatalistic belief of Soviet states­
men; set down over and over again in the 
writings of Lenin and Stalin, that true peace 
and security can come only as a result of a 
triumphant world Communist revolution." 

Do you think, Mr. Wallace, that that is an 
accurate statement of the political objectives 
and the teachings of both Lenin and Stalin? 

Mr. WALLACE. I refuse to comment on any 
writings by William Henry Chamberlin. 

Senator MoRsE. Well, suppose that we 
eliminate his name? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is, I do not wish to deal 
in ad hominem remarks of any kind, and I 
do not care to comment on anything he may 
say. . 

Senator MoRSE. I know you do not, but 
suppose we take his name off and make 
them my statements? I will put the lan­
guage in my langauge and ask the question 
as to whether or not in your opinion the 
writings of Lenin and Stalin as far as the 
political objectives of Soviet Russia are con­
cerned lay down the program of world Com­
munist revolution? 

Mr. WALLACE. It is quite correct, sir, that 
baclc in the early twenties, both Lenin and 
Stalin made very extreme statements as to 
what they regarded as to th~ inevitable 
ultimate course of events and the desirable 
course of events. 

In other · words, in those days both Lenin 
and Stalin spoke for the eventual triumph 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat in all 
of the nations of the world. I think there is 
no gainsaying that. 

Senator MoRsE. Would you agree, Mr. Wal­
lace, that the fact that that is historical 
background has caused tremendous fear in 
America among the American people or mil­
lions of them as to Russia's world political 
objectives? · · 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that a very great 
disservice has been rendered the people of the 
Unit ed States by playing up those statements 
of Lenin and Stalin which were made under 
the stress of an extraordinary revolutionary 
situation, where there had been intervention 
by many countries in the internal affairs of 
Russia, millions of lives of the Russian people 
had been lost as a result of that intervention 
in the early twenties, the conniving had been 
of an extreme nature. You can read the his­
tory on that and discover just exactly the 
nature of the conniving as Britain drove for 
the oil fields of Baku, and various other people 
and Japan tried to make their objectives and, 
although the United States had a little clean­
er bill of health than the rest, it was really 
pret ty bad. 

I would say that they bad ext reme provo­
cation at that time and also they were proba-

bly moved by, you might say, a purely doc­
trinaire expression of what they approved to 
be true Marxism. 

I do not think it contributes to the peace 
of the world to emphasize those statements 
at the present time because Stalin last year 

· specifically took those statements back and 
came out for a modus vivendi with the 
United States when he gave interviews to 
Alexander Worth, a British newspaperman, 
to Harold Stassen and to Elliott Roosevelt. 
Moreover, it is also a part of history that 
after the death of Lenin, Trotsky was preach­
ing the inevitable world revolution and 
Stalin, instead of preaching inevitable world 
revolution, came out for the strengthening of 
communism of Russia; that a Socialist state 
could be built in one country; that you did 
not h ave to have the whole world socialized 
in order to build it. · 

Trotsky felt that you had to have capital 
from other countries in order to get Russia 
off dead center and moving into the scheme 

· of things. Stalin had a limited objective and 
in effect he took it out of the hide of the 
Russian people by very extraordinary meas­
ures. 

I did not like those measures at the time 
at all, referring particularly to the liquida­
tion of the Kulaks in 1932 and 1933, I did 
not lilce them at all. I remember when I was 
passing through Soviet Russia to China in 
1934 and t discussed that particular matter 
with the man assigned to accompany me 
through Russian territory from the Russian 
foreign office and he made this point which 
in a way was a well-developed point. · 

I visited some of these collective farms in 
Siberia; that if Russia had not under Stalin's 
leadership moved decisively to get the farms 
on a more practical basis, that it would have 
been impossible to remove the labor to make 
that extraordinary development in Russia 
during the thirties and if that had not been 
done Russia would undoubtedly have been 
defeated. That is no excuse for the liquida­
tion of the Kulaks where human values were 
sacrified in a way we do not like, but I do 
say that it saved the lives, undoubtedly, of 
many hundreds of thousands of American 
boys that Russia was able to withstand Ger­
many and we did not have to fight by our­
selves. 

Senator MoRsE. Would you say, Mr. Wal­
lace, then, that you think it would be a cor­
rect statement of fact to give to the American 
people today that the present Soviet· Govern­
ment does not have as one of its world politi­
cal objectives communistic revolutions in 
other countries. 

Mr. WALLACE. I think it is impossible to 
speak for all of the Russians in that respect. 
Stalin may have one view and other mem­
bers of the Polit Bureau may have another. 
I doubt if there is a contpletely unified atti­
tude such as we might be led to expect. We 
have many views in this country, goodness 
knows, in our top leadership. 

Senator MoRsE. I think you will agree with 
me, will you not, that fear itself can be a fact, 
one of the facts you have to deal with when 
you are dealing with relations between two 
countries; and I think it is an important fact 
trying to find a peaceful solution to present 
difficulties between the United States and 
Russia. 

I am going to put my question this way 
because to me it is an important question. 
Do you agree with me that as long as many 
American people fear that Russia's world po­
litical objective is to communize at least 
some countries, if not the world, that that 
fear is a fact which must be tackied? 

Mr. WALLACE. Let us put it this way: I was 
in Europe last spring a year ago and I was 
in Europe again last fall, and in a number of 
different countries. I would say that fear 
was very much in their minds and that their 
fear was of this nature. I think this applies 
to the large part of the people of the world. 

The fear is of this nature, that the United 
States, believing in the inevitable and de-
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sirable triumph of capitalism all over the 
world will come into conflict with a Russia 
that belleves as you state and therefore these 
people who desperately desire peace more 11],.­
tensely even than the people of the United 
States, because they have had first-hand ex­
perience with occupying armies, they are very 
fearful that they will be ground between the 
upper and the nether millstone. The fear 
is one that goes both ways, both doctrin~s 
in the eyes of these people stand out and is 
tending to be dominating. · 

What I am pleading for is modus vivendi 
between the two and not a head-on ci:mfiict 
between the two. 

Senator MORSE. Assume for the moment 
the existence of these two fears, the fears of 
our people and the fears of Europe. Refer• 
ring to your statement in your testimony 
that our security is not threatened, would 
you deny that these principles of indiviclual 
liberty, freedom of choice, and protection of 
the dignity of the individual which are basic 
to our American system, are not protected 
and to a rarge extent are not existent under 
a communistic society? 

Mr. WALLACE. It is true with regard to 
Russia. I do not know to what extent it is 
true in the communistic area of north China; 
that is, I do not care to generalize. 

Senator MoRsE. It is true of Russian com­
munism as it exists in Russia? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes. 
Senator MoRSE. Which leads me to this 

question': As Russia expands her territorial 
jurisdiction as she has in Poland, Czecho­
slovakia; and the Balkans--

Mr. WALLACE. I do not agree to that state­
ment that she has expanded her territorial 
jurisdiction in those particular countries. 

_Senator MoRSE. Let us pause on that one 
for a moment then because again I think 
we are dealing with a question of fact that 
again has created tremendous fears and mis­
understandings; if it is not a fact and is 
also basic to trying to find the reasons for 
the demand now for · universal ¥lilitary 
.training and for the draft, because after all 
they are simply the products, it seems to me, 
of the fears that have been developed in this 
country, and I am trying to find the factual 
basis for the fear. 

Is it your opinion that the policy which 
Russia has followed in Poland and Czecho­
slovakia and the satellite countries since 
VE-day is a policy that ought to be accepted 
by the United States as a policy not 
jeopardizing any of these democratic prin­
-ciples to which I have alluded? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to get the full 
information with regard to just what has 
been done in those various countries. I 
think that ought to be entered into our 
record as to just what exactly has been done 
1n those countries. I think you ought to 
get it from impartial sources. 

For instance, some of you may have tuned 
1n on the broadcast of Mr. Smith, who broad­
cast on sunday, in which he said there were 
more Americans at the time of the coup in 
Czechoslovakia than there were Russians. 
There were more American sold.iers, they 
were there on leave, but there were more 
American soldiers than Russian soldiers. 
There wer~ apparently few Russian soldiers 
at the time according to Mr. Smith, and that 
is contrary to the opinion customarily ex­
pressed. 

Then I would suggest you might read a 
statement made by Mr. Dick Crossman in the 
New Statesman and Nation, it is a British 
publication. Mr. Crossman is a member of 
Parliament who during the past 6 months 
has gone along with Ernest Bevin. He is 
alarmed on the whole about Russia but he 
apparently had just returned from Czecho­
slovakia and his statement I think you will 
find very illuminating. You will find it in 
the Congressional Library, undoubtedly. 

Senator MoRsE. Mr. Wallace, I certainly 
agree with you that we ought to find the facts 
and we have not the facts as yet, 

Mr. WALLACE. Dick Crossman was a former 
Oxford man and he is something of a scholar 
and I believe he has taught the classics. 
While he -is quite a rightist in the British 
labor politics, he is an objective observer on 
.the whole. 

Senator MoRsE. I say we should weigh any 
facts that any of those men you mentioned 
can offer us but is it not true that the primary 
reason why you and I cannot sit here this 
afternoon and speak with absolute certainty 
as to what the absolute facts are is because 
of the Soviet's policy of making facts behind 
the iron curtain unaccessible to us? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think the word "curtain" 
which was started by Mr. Winston Churchill 
at Fulton, Mo., has done an irreparable dam­
age to the cause of world peace. The Czecho­
slovakians, for example, were continually jok-. 
ing about the iron curtain, asking the Amer­
icans to point out to them 3 months ago, 
just where the curtain was. I venture if 
you go there today you will find them joking 
and asking where the curtain is. · 

Senator BALDWIN. They know now. 
Mr. WALLACE. I suggested that you go and 

:find out. 
Senator MoRsE. We tried to get visas and 

passports into countries dominated by Russia, 
Mr. WALLACE. Have you tried to get a visa 

in to Czechoslovakia? 
Senator MoRsE. I have tried to get a visa 

into Czechoslovakia and you would be sur­
prised the number of di~culties they are 
able to put in the way even after you get 
into Berlin to get into a satellite Russian 
country if they do not want you in there. 

Mr. WALLACE. Of course, I have no doubt 
that if they are convinced that if you are 
going in there for a specific purpose they will 
interpose objections. 

Senator MoRsE. I think that just the pur­
pose of observation is all the purpose they 
need; that has been my experience with 
them. 

I have one other line of questioning. I 
want to leave that one with this statement. 
I think that if we intellectually honest men 
are going to try to get the f~cts to eliminate 
the cause of these fears we cannot escape 
one fact that the Russian policy-and I will 
eliminate the word "curtain"-the Russian 
policy of nonaccessibility, as far as free inter­
change of ideas and the people going into 
these countries is concerned, has created all 
of these fears. 

Mr. WALLACE. I will agree with you whole­
heartedly that it has created these fears with 
Russia herself. I think it is unfortunate 
that Russia has not seen fit to allow us to 
talk freely with her people. 

I will not say it as an excuse for Russia but 
merely as an explanation that it does meas­
ure the very great depth of her fear of us, the 
fact that she will not allow her people to 
talk to any foreigner. I think that is a horri­
ble reflection on the state of the world-today. 

Senator MoRsE. I want to ask you a ques­
tion on the second sentence in that first 
paragraph, "they want lasting peace achieved 
through world cooperation in the United 
Nations." 

Is it your considered judgment that the 
Russian exercise of the veto power, her rec­
ord that she has made, as far as cooperation 
and noncooperation with the United States is 
concerned, has not been a factor in creating 
the situation in this country Which is caus­
ing us now to think of legislation for uni• 
versal military training? . 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, an examination of Rus­
sia's use of the veto power would require a 
great deal of research. It is not the excessive 
thing. that is indicated in the American 
press. If you conduct a careful scholarly, 
legal study without prejudice I think you 
will find that to be true. 

Senator MoRsE. You do not think that her 
exercise of the veto, the policy tha~ she has 
followed in these other countries that I 
have mentioned, in any way placed in 

jeopardy the security of these ideals of de­
mocracy to which I have referred? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; I think to some degree 
they have; I do not think there is any ques­
tion about that. I am merely saying that 
the full truth has not been · told about it. 

Senator MORSE. Your constructive, offer to 
the committee as to the :first step we ought to 
take in lieu of any of this legislation is to 
setnt a conference with the Russian leaders 
in an endeavor to reach some over-all agree­
ment, I think your phrase was, in regard to 
world peace. 

Now, what assurance can you give me on 
the basis of conferences of the past and the 
record of Stalin and the other members of 
his group that any successful negotiations 
eould be carried on in developing such an 
over-all plan in the absence of getting this 
country in a military position powerful 
enough so that he would understand that we 
intended to enforce the peace? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not think you can, by 
the military route, get the peace you are 
seeking for . If you have 10 times the force 
you have today, I say you still will not get 
the peace you are looking for. 

As a matter of fact, I will say you are much 
less likely to have the peace you are looking 
for because people do not respond to force 
in that way; they never have and never will, 
You just cannot go at it in that manner. 

Senator MORSE. Do you not think that be­
cause of the position that England and the 
United States and France were in at the time 
of Munich was' an inducement ·to Hitler to 
continue with his march? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, that is a very compli­
cated situation there. 

Senator MoRsE. I know; the whole thing is 
complicated. · . 

Mr. WALLACE. Of course, in that case Hitler 
was very definitely the aggressor, there is no 
question about that. 

Senator MoRsE. You and I may disagree 
as to whether Stalin is the aggressor on 
the policy he has followed in the satellite 
countries, but it looks to me like another 
march and that is what I am afraid of. 

Mr. WALLACE. I just disagree with you 
there. 

Senator MoRsE. I have no other question, 
Mr. Chairman, other than to say that I ap­
preciate the witness facing the issue. As 
far as my interest is concerned, if I were 
concerned as to whether democratic ideals 
are endangered by Russian present policy, 
I think they are greatly in danger. It seems 
to me that we cannot avoid taking some 
steps, manpower steps, to keep ourselves suf­
ficiently strong so that when we do nego.;.. 
tiate with Russia, if we are able to nego­
tiate, we w111 be able to enforce the peace. 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, I would like to make 
a further comment with regard to your ap­
proach, that if we attempt to bring Russia 
to terms in the manner you suggest, we shall 
find perhaps this year we have an over-all 
appropriation, this coming fiscal year for all 
purposes of containing Russia, of say, $25,-
000,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. I believe Senator MAYBANK 
has a question. 

Mr. WALLACE. Could I complete my com­
ment? 

The following year they will expend up to 
perhaps $40,000,000,000 and that will con­
tinually breed upon itself and it is quite 
conceivable that the Russian economists 
knowing the ultimate effectiveness on the 
economy in terms of inflation, in terms of 
unbalanced budget, would like to continue 
to needle us in this way, that way, and the 
other way into a position which ultimately 
will be a very weak position. 

Remember, the Russians are chess players. 
Senator MoRsE. Mr. Wallace, if that as­

sumption is true I do not think you are rec· 
oncile your statement to what you say in 
your prepared statement. 

Senator MAYBANK. I just wanted to ask Mr. 
Wallace a question because he was talking 
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about Czechoslovakia. The other day I read 
in the paper that you said our Ambassador, 
Steinhardt, engineered the coup there. I 
wondered if you had any definite informa­
tion that you base that on or is it a resume of 
things such as you reviewed a while ago that 
you heard on the radio? 

Mr. WALLACE. The statement there came 
up at a press conference and came up in a 
piecemeal fashion. The rightist ministers in 
the Czechoslovakian cabinet along about 
the middle of February raised certain is­
sues, I have forgotten the details of the is­
sues, with regard to I think the appoint­
ments by the police chiefs somewhere in a 
certain area, and said that if this particular 
issue of these appointments by a police chief 
in a certain area were not taken care of th~y 
would resign. The matter went along and 
Ambassador Steinhardt was in this country 
and got back, I think, on the 19th of Feb­
ruary. 

On the 20th of February he invited Czecho­
slovakia to come into the Marshall plan. 
With the crisis that existed in Czechoslovakia 
at that time a statement by the Ambassador, 
American Ambassador, inviting Czecho­
slovakia to come into the Marshall plan 
could not be looked on favorably by the 
Russians. 

I realize many people have differeht opin­
ions on this but this is my analysis of it 
and it could not have other than the effect of 
causing all the leftist groups in Czecho­
slovakia to fe~l that the United States was 

'doing the same thing that she had done in 
Italy and in France in forcing the left-wing 
groups out of the government. 

Therefore, when the rightists did resign on 
February 20, they immediately moved in. I 
said that Ambassador Steinhardt was re­
sponsible. I do not know whether I put in 

:the words, "to some degree," but I should put 
them because this was a very hasty con­
ference and it was not the main subject un­
der consideration. He was to some degree 
responsible for the situation the way it 
finally resulted, I will put it this way. 

The newspapermen brought back that we 
had hoped that the same objectives would 
be obtained in Czechoslovakia as had been 
obtained in Italy and France; that the Com­
munist members would be kicked out of the 
Government. We can say that from our 
point of view that would be a highly desir­
able thing and we ought to get to do every­
thing we can to get Communists out of the 
Government, but when you· have a country 
where Communists have 38 percent of the 
votes in the preceding election, if we do be­
lieve in democracy at all, and at that time 
Czechoslovakia was. a democracy in the 
western sense, if you do believe in democracy 
you do believe that they ate entitled to some 
representation. 

Senator MAYBANK. But the only speciftc 
thing that the ambassador did was to invite 
them to come in on the Marshall plan? 

Mr. WALLACE. To come into the Marshall 
plan on that particular day; that is the 
point that I made. 

The CHAffiMAN. Senator BALDWIN. 
Senator BALDWIN. Mr. Wallace, you were 

just discussing the term "democracy." 
Would it be, in your opinion, that ·u the 
people of Czechoslovakia were to choose a 
government and a Communist regime and 
thereafter be unable to change it would that 
be a democracy? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that if any coun­
try embarked on a regime which it never 
thereafter could change, that that could not 
be a democracy. 

Sen a tor BALDWIN. I am glad to hear you 
say that because that is my conception of it, 
too. In other words, 1f by the democratic 
process the people passing upon themselves 
a regime that they never can thereafter 
change by the democratic process, then they 
do not have a democracy. 
. Mr. WALLACE. That is . my understanding, 
sir. 

Senator BALDWIN. I remember that Abra­
. ham Lincoln once said that "if we knew 
where we were or where we were going, we 
would know better what to do." 

I would want to preface with a statement 
to the effect that on this confused state of 

· affairs many people have different views and 
you are entitled to yours as well as anybody 
else is entitled to his. That in turn is the 
working of the process of democracy. 

I am wondering if a people, such as the 
people of the United Rtates, see Latvia, Es­
tonia, Lithuania, the Balkan states, Poland, 
and Czechoslovakia taken into Communist 
regimes, if they are not entitled from that 
series of events to wonder whether or not 
their own institutions and the institutions 
of their former friends and allies are not 
being threatened. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not conclude that their 
institutions and their former friends and 
allies are being threatened. _ 

Senator BALDWIN. Well, would you say that 
the acts of Russia to date, to judge from 
what has happened in these other countries, 
indicate that she has pursued a policy of 
aggression or that communism has pursued 
a policy of aggression? 

Mr. WALLACE. No; I would not say that 
Russia had pursued a policy of aggression. 

Senator BALDWIN. You do not think that 
Russia has pursued in any respect a policy 
of aggression? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think that Russia has mere­
ly-mind you, it ·is not my objective to de­
fend Russia . . 

Senator BALDWIN. I know, but what we 
have to do is to adopt policies and lay plans 
upon what we see, what we hear, and what 
we can fairly believe to be the facts; do we 
not? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think we have to face this 
problem as realistically as we can. I think 
you have to realize this, that Russia having 
suffered in the way I previously described, 
and having been invaded century after cen­
tury via those level plains on her western 
border, was certain to do everything possible 
to get friendly governments in all the na­
tions that bordered her on the west. 

Senator BALDWIN. But you would not think 
that in the process of doing that she had 
been aggressive in any way, shape, or manner? 

Mr. WALLACE. When you say "any way, 
shape, or manner," possibly here or possibly 
there. 

Senator BALDWIN. "Possibly here or possi­
bly there," would you mind mentioning 
where? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, with regard to Czecho­
slovakia, I do not know of any proof that ex­
ists except the presence of. Mr. Zorin, I be­
lieve, in Czechoslovakia. So far as I know 
he was the only Russian that was in 
Czechoslovakia activ·ely at work at the time 
of the coup. 

Dick Crossman, in his article in the New­
Statesman, mentioned that Mr. Zorin had a 
·meeting with ' one particular person, a Mr. 
Lausman, I think it was. Mr. Crossman may 
not be completely informed, but that was the 
best information apparently that he could get 
while he was there. He makes the point that 
Russia was not active in the coup there ex­
cept that there was this fact that there was 
in the background-Mr. Crossman's analy­
sis-there was in the background the fact of 
this tremendous military power, which is 
Russia, that was close to the Czechoslovakian 
boundary. 

Senator BALDWIN. In other words, your an­
swer is that Russia did not do any more than 
she needed to do to accomplish her purpose? 

Mr. WALLACE. Frankly, I think it is a·ques­
tion of geography; that the infiuence of both 
Russia and the United States varies almost 
inversely with the distance. While the 
United States probably did everything she 
could there, yet we were so far away from 
home that what we did there did not count 
for as much as Russia did, 

In other words, it is a point that is made 
right along that· Russia with one unit ot 
energy along her borders can do 5 or 10 times 
as much as we can. 

Sena-tor BALDWIN. Well, she has geography 
· on her side. 

Mr. WALLACE. She has geography on her 
side. 

Senator BALDWIN. That is what makes it 
easier. 

Mr. WALLACE. That is right. 
Senator BALDWIN. But you want to be .re­

corded as saying that you do not think Russia 
has followed a policy of aggression or that 
communism has followed that line? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not know the full details 
there. I happened to read the statement of 

· Crossman with regard to Czechoslovakia day 
before yesterday and have it in mind. 

With regard to Poland, I do not know any­
thing particularly; I do not know of anything 
aggressive that she has done in Poland. 

With regard to Latvia, Lithuania, and 
Estonia, they were a part of Russia before 
World War I and Russia apparently for se-

, curity reasons deliberately tqok them back 
again. She was forced, apparently, to give 
them up after World War I because of an 
internal situation. You can say that that 
was aggressive and I will agree with you she 
took them over. 

Senator BALDWIN. In other words, as an 
America~ citizen, you do not feel that Rus­
sian conduct and Communist conduct toward 
these countries that have gradually been 

·drawn behind the iron curtailt is anything 
that should cause apprehension? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that it was a 
situation that was inevitable; that, frankly, 
was the point of my speech of September 12, 

_1946; that we should recognize the inevita­
bility of the geographical situation and start 
with tha_t. I think if we are going to fight 
for our type of democracy in the Balkans 
we will be fighting a long way from home, 
flghtiitg to get something for people who 
have never enjoyed democracy in our sense 
of the term. 

I will make the one exception for Czecho­
slovakia, which undoubtedly did enjoy de­
mocracy in our sense of the term. 

Senator BALDWIN. As I understood it, what 
'we were fighting this war for was aptly and 
perfectly expressed in the Atlantic Charter, 
to which . I understood you subscribed? 

Mr. WALLACE. Undoubtedly, 
Senator BALDWIN. Freedom of speech, free­

dom of press, freedom from fear, and freedom 
to worship. Do you think we have that in 
any of these countries that have been drawn 
behind the curtain? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think there is freedom to 
worship in practically all of these countries. 

Senator BALDWIN. But there is not any 
freedom of speech and press and freedom 
from fear? 

Mr. WALLACE. There· is not freedom of 
speech or freedom of the press in Russia, 
certainly. As to how much there is in ' the 
other countries-and probably not in Yugo­
slavia-as to how much there is in the other 
countries, I think would take a detailed and 
·careful survey to discover just how much 
there is. 
. Senator BALDWIN. You mentioned the pos­
sibilities of this survey, and you mentioned 
the possib111ties of a meeting with Premier 
Stalin to work out a basis of agreement. 
Would you not think that one of the first 
things that we ought to insist upon is a 
free exchange of knowledge and ideas and 
news from our respective countries to one 
another? Would not that be a great help 
toward bringing about an understanding 
relationship? 

Mr. WALLACE. Undoubtedly it would be a 
gre!J,t help; but I would say this-that you 
cannot do so with Russia in her present frame 
of mind and with her present very d11Hcult 
economic situation and her very great fears, 
which are immensely more than ours; that 
you cannot hope, as long as she suspects 
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that we are trying to do to her what the 
western nations did try to do to her in 1919, 
1920, and 1921-you cannot expect to get 
anything of this sort out of her until those 
fears are arrested and she has confidence 
that we do not have an aggressive objective 
for destroying her form of government. 

She believes that we are out to destroy it, 
and she has every reason to, in view of the 
recen"!; statements of President Truman. 

Senator BALDWIN. What opportunities has 
she given us today to have us demonstrate 
to her beyond what we have already demon­
strated that that is not our intention? Have 
we had the opportunity? 

Mr. WALLACE. We certainly have not dem­
onstrated it at the present time. 

Senator BALDWIN. May I ask you this ques­
tion: Mr. Wallace, a moment ago you drew 
an interesting parallel in which you said, 
"put us in their place." 

Supposing the United States had been in­
vaded by a hostile enemy and that the whole 
country to a line drawn from Gary, Ind., to 
Birmingham', Ala., had been laid waste. 
Then supposing Russia had given us $11,-
000,000,000 worth of equipment with which 
to fight; supposing Russia had withdrawn the 
greatest military force that had ever been 
assembled in history, that was right on her 
borders and ready if there were any militaris­
tic purposes to strike, and had yet withdrawn 
that force; supposing Russia had continued 
to make overtures, as we have tried to do, 
tried to internationalize the use of atomic 
energy and lay bare the secrets of the atomic 
bomb upon certain commitments of inter­
national control. What do you think would 
have been the reaction of the American peo­
ple toward Russia? 

You think it would be the same as the 
- Russian Government has Indicated toward 

us? 
Mr. WALLACE. I think if it had been done in 

the way that we did it, we would be very 
suspicious. 

Senator BALDWIN. In other words, we have 
given away $11,000,000,000 and we have made 
all these overtures in the wrong manner? 

Mr. WALLACE. No; let me say this: I hap­
pen to know something about the $11,000,-
000,000. We gave it under lend .. lease to ~us­
sia, stating specifically to Russia-! do not 
know whether this is a ~matter of writing or 
not, but I know it was done this way-stat­
ing to Russia that we were doing it to save 
ourselves and not for the sake of Russia. 

· We made that very clear .to her at the time. 
We believed that it was saving the lives of 
our American boys. 

Senator BALDWIN. Well, we did, and we were 
entitled to believe that. It. also shortened 
the war as far as Russia was concerned, did 
it not? . 

Mr. WALLACE. Oh, yes. As a matter of fact, 
as illustrated by these Army documents, all 
the time the war was on we were preaching 
the greatest friendship and understanding. 

Senator BALDWIN. Do you not think we were 
sincere in it? 

Mr. WALLACE. T:qat is what I would like to 
know. 

Senator BALDWIN. I would like to think we 
were. I think most Americans feel' that way. 

Mr. WALLACE. I think insofar as President 
Roosevelt had anything to do in determining 
these various pamphlets issued at that time 
to the Army, that he was sincere in it. 

Senator BALDWIN. Well, I would like to read 
a statement in regard to former President 
Roosevelt that seems to be very apt right 
here: "Roosevelt believed in peace through 
preparedness, . that preparedness was meant 
for peace." · 

It seems to me that that is pretty much 
our policy now, to try to get ready to meet 
any eventuality, is 1~ not? Could it not be 
interpreted as such? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, you can lift statements 
of that sort out of context; but undoubtedly 
Roosevelt was, as the war drew toward a 

close, thinking more and more about attain­
ing peace in other ways thEm through pre­
paredness. Especially so, if he had known 
that the atomic bomb was coming, he would 
have felt that to a greater degree. 

The atomic bomb means that the only 
safety, the only security for the United States, 
the only sound military policy, is that un­
derstanding between the United States and 
Russia which will give a strong United Na­
tions with a police force for the United Na­
tions stronger than that of any individual 
nation. . 

Senator BALDWIN. I think that is the thing 
we nave to work for; but, going back to this 
reference to Mr. Roosevelt and the atomic 
tomb. As a member of that Commission, you 
do not mean to imply that President Roose­
velt did not know that the atomic bomb was 
coming into existence? 

Mr. WALLACE. No. 
Senator BALDWIN. He did anticipate that it 

m ight have to be used a.s a weapon in war; 
that was the reaso·n for the haste in get­
ting it. 

Mr. WALLACE. Of course, nobody knew until 
the bomb was dropped in New Mexico that it 
would work. I knew early in the game, and 
I was one of the few people that did know, 
about the efforts to obtain the atomic bomb, 
but I do not have any assurance whatsoever 
that Roosevelt would have used, the atomic 
bomb in the way it was ultimately used. 

Senat.or BALDWIN. Would you subscribe to 
this statement, thinking of it in terms of 
today? 

"But we must face the fact that the -dicta­
tors have definite designs against this hemi­
sphere. Their tactics here, as in Europe, are 
to divide and conquer. They hope by propa­
ganda and bartering agreements to set one 
nation against another. They hope to set 
each class against another class. They in­
spire a multitude of angry voices in every 
democratic nation. Out of the confusion 
which they have created they hope to build 
political power and eventually military 
power.'' 

Mr. WALLACE. Undoubtedly - that is what 
Hitler was up to. 

Senator BALDWIN. Would you subscribe to 
that statement? 

Mr. WALLACE. Not with regard to the pres­
ent situation. I would say that it could rap­
idly get into that position. I would say that 
it is dangerously close to that position now. 
I would say that as long as we are creating 
this fear in Russia that there ·is danger that 
Russia will do what you describe there. 

Senator BALDWIN. You do Lot think Rus­
sians have any designs against this hemi­
sphere? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think ·as long as we are 
using our present methods they are going 
to create nuisance values wherever they can. 

Senator BALDWIN. Do you think they have 
designs against this hemisphere? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not know how anybody 
can . answer what communism is any more 
than you can say what the Democratic Party 

. is. . 
Senator BALDWIN. That is a hard thing to 

answer now, I will admit. 
Mr. WALLACE. It is equally hard to say 

what the Republican Party is saying. 
Senator BALDWIN. That has been true at 

times; I will admit that. 
Mr. WALLACE. But communism, undoubt­

edly, Is a different thing in China from what 
it is in some other places. 

Senator BALDWIN. Taking it generally-this 
idea that Senator MoRsE brought out so well 
about world revolution-do you think that 
there is any danger tn the Western Hemi· 
sphere of any such thing happening? 

Do you think there 1s any design to have 
1t happen? · 

Mr. WALLACE. Oh, no; I WOUld not think 
there could be a design, for the simple reason 
that Russia would be utterly foolish to move 
1n as Russia did into western Europe. Now, 

. enthusiastic Iocal Comrpunists may do their 
best to get control for communism, but 
Russia certainly hits enough good sense to 
know that as a controlling power she cannot 
move farther west than she now is. 

Senator BALDWIN. I certainly share that 
hope with you, but it does seem to me that 
we are lacking evidence. 

Mr. WALLACE. She would be utterly and 
completely overplaying her hand; it would 
expose her to the same kind of weakness that 
I think we are exposing ourselves to. 

Senator BALDWIN. That is a matter of 
opinion. 

Here is another statement which I would 
like to quote, and it reads: 

"Between now and November, I propose to 
. do everything I can to arouse the American 
people to the need for peace through pre­
paredness, to the importance of the solidar­
ity of the Americas, and to the duty of busi­
nessmen, workers, and farmers to cooperate 
together for full employment and for the 
national defense.'' · 

Would you subscribe to that? 
Mr. WALLACE. That sounds like something 

I said in 1940. 
Senator BALDWIN. It certainly was some­

thing you said in 1940, and so was the other 
statement something ' you said in 1940, but 
you do not subscribe to them now? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not think Russia is the 
same as Hitler; I just do not believe it. 

Senator BALDWIN. I would like to read an­
other statement to you which came from a 
very sincere witness before this committee, 
because of one of the questions that we have 
before us here .is: Are we justified in going 
ahead? [Reading:] 

"The whole aim and effort of the United 
1 States is to . attain the objective of peace 
to prevent differences between nations de­
veloping into armed conflict until the United 
Nations has gained a maturity in both a 
moral and physical force with which to deal 
with any international act of aggression. 
In the meantime it must be made clear and 
manifest to the world that any nation which 
tries to copy the pattern of action which 
through Hitler brought so inuch disaster on 
mankind, must, like Hitler and Germany, 
face the determination and will of the United 
States that it shall not happen again.'' 

Mr. WALLACE. Who was that? 
Senator BALDWIN. Would you subscribe to 

that? 
Mr. WALLACE. Who was that? 
Senator BALDWIN. I am asking you. Your 

opinion, Mr. Wallace, as to principles should 
not be affected by who states them. 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, I would like to know 
who stated that. 

Senator BALDWIN. You would subscri)Je to 
that? 

I am asking you the fiat, categorical ques­
tion, would you or would you not subscribe 
to that? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think I am entitled to know 
the author. 

Senator BALDWIN. Is that going to affect 
your judgment? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think I know the author, 
but I think you ought to furnish it to the 
audience. 

Senator BALDWIN. I am asking you, ir­
respective of who the author was. 

I will make it my statement, would you 
subscribe to it? 

Mr. WALLACE. Will you read it again, sir? 
Senator BALDWIN (reading): 
"The whole aim and effort of the United 

States is to attain the objective of peace, to 
prevent differences between nations develop­
ing into armed conflict \}ntil the United Na­
tions has gained a maturity 1n both moral 
and physical force with which to deal with 
any international act of aggression. In the 
meantime, 1t must be made clear and mani­
fest to the world that any nation which tries 
to copy the pattern of action which through 
Hitler brought so mucll disaster on man­
kind, must, like Hitler and Germany, f;;tce 
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the determination and will of the United 
States." 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; I will agree to that. 
Senator BALDWIN. That statement 1.s a 

statement that Mr. Forrestal .made before 
this committee as to. the reason why 11e 
thought we ought to bolster up our forces. 
I think it is int eresting, because you had so 
much fault to find with Mr. Forrestal. That 
was the statement as to the policy of the 
armed forces; that is the statement that 
comes from the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. WALLACE. Where I disagree is in his 
likening Russia to Hitler. 

Senator BALDWIN. Of course, that is, I am 
frank to admit, Mr. Wallace, the interpreta­
tion an American wants to put on what he 
has _observed happening abroad. I am will­
ing to admit that. 

You certainly were not in favor of the ap­
peasement of the Nazis, were you? 

Mr." WALLACE. No. 
Senator BALDWIN. And I know that you 

were against the aggressive actions of Hitler, 
but you claim that the actions of the Rus­
sians have not been aggressive. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would say that they have 
been no more aggressive than the actions of 
the United States. I would not attempt to 
establish an exact balance, but I would say 
that there has been aggression on both sides. 

Senator BALDWIN. Would you say that there 
is any difference in the manner in which 
Russia has handled .the situation in taking 
over the satellite nations, any difference in 
her method to procedure from what Ger­
many used? 

Mr. WALLACE. Greatly. 
Senator BALDWIN. What is the difference? 
Mr. WALLACE. In the first place, what na-

tion has Russia taken over? 
• Senator BALDWIN. You have your opinion 
on that, and I have mine. I think Russia 
has deliberately set out to dominate all of 
the Balkan states, Czechoslovakia, Poland, 
and the Latvian states, too. 

Mr. WALLACE. You mean the Baltic states? 
Senator BALDWIN. Th~ Baltic states, Lat­

via, Estonia, and Lithuania. 
Mr. WALLACE. I just disagree with you, and 

I would say that Russia had not taken over 
Yugoslavia, that she has not taken over 
Bulgaria, and not taken over Rumania, and 
has not taken over Hungary; that she has 
not taken over Czechoslovakia, that she has 
not taken over Poland~ I would say, in 
other words, that the three countries which 
she has taken over and made a part of the 
USSR are Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania. 

Senator BALDWIN. Of course, if that is a 
fact, you and I are poles apart on that ques­
tion-what Russia's action was with refer­
ence to these nations. 

Would you think that Russia would be 
willing to submit to an international court 
the question of whether or not she had de- · 
liberately attempted to dominate and suc­
ceeded in dominating the political policies 
o! these countries? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would think that she would 
feel at the present time that any interna­
tional court would be composed of men who 
would inevitably find against her. 

Senator BALDWIN. Then if that is the case, 
it is impossible to carry out the things that 
you think should be carried out; and that 
is, the establishm~nt of a United Nations 
in which there is real understanding. If 
Russia has the attitude that anything 
now done is designed to hurt her, then 
where are we at as long as Russia has that 
attitude? · 

Mr. WALLACE. I think it is very fine to ap­
proach the question in this way because you 
are getting at the very heart of the situation 
a.nd it is a very fine thing indeed that you 
are approaching the situation in this way. 
It illustrates, however, if we really want 
peace, it 1llustrates again that w·e must have 
a settlement which wlll make it possible-

an over-all settlement-which will make it 
possible for the United States and Russia to 
have confidence in each other. 

At the present time Russia has absolutely 
no confidence in the United Nations because 
she feels it is completely dominated by the 
United States. I think that can be changed 
but I do not think it will be changed by pres­
ent methods or by the present people in 
charge of our Government. ' 

Senator BALDWIN. Then your proposal to 
change it would be to completely disarm our-

' selves, withdraw all our forces from our 
erstwhile friends and then trust that some­
how or other Russia would understand us? 
She has not understoOd anything we have 
done, pouring out our wealth and withdraw­
ing our armies, gesture after gesture that 
we have tried to make. 

Mr. WALLACE. It is evident, Senator, that 
you were not here when I was talking to 
Senator RUSSELL. I think I made it abun­
dantly clear what I thought. 

Senator BALDWIN. I wish it was as clear to 
me as it appears to you but I am sorry, it is 
not. 

Mr . • WALLACE. I have not advocated the 
complete disarming of the United States at 
any time. 

I, in talking with Senator RussELL, advo­
cated that we have a ·very considerable force 
of full-time men, trained completely in terms 
of modern science which is the altogether 
important thing. 

Sen a tor BALDWIN. How big . do you think 
that force should be? 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator RUSSELL made that 
question and I finally made the statement 
that it was impossible for me without con­
sulting real experts, to determine just how 
big it should be. I made the tentative state­
ment it should be a million ·ror the Army 
but I would say that I would prefer to with­
draw that and say that I do not know 
exactly how qig it should be, but it should 
be full time and should be in terms of train­
ing, in terms of modern scientific training. 

Senator BALDWIN. That is what we are 
trying to accomplish with universal military 
training, a military force that would not be 
full tim'e, that would offer a great variety 
of opportunities for scientific training; that 
would not militarize the Nation to the effect 
that .. we would have continuously a large 
standing army, which is militarism. 

Mr. WALLACE .. I do not think any military 
man would think that you are going to get 
very effective a force out of universal mili-
tary training. · 

Senator BALDWIN. Well, they have recom­
mended it and they are the best authority 
that we have on military matters. 

Mr. WALLACE. I know. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Wallace, you said you 

would confer with the military. To be con­
sistent then you would say that we should 
listen to the military, I mean this committee? 

Mr. WALLACE. Naturally at the time I think 
the military is giving testimony in line -with 
the over-all pollcy of the administration and 
in line with the present foreign policy which 
is based on complete containment of Russia 
which, as I said to Senator RussELL, would 
take an appropriation very very much larger 
than you now have and in my opinion an 
appropriation so large that it is impossible 
to carry it out. 

The CHAI'RMAN. If you were in charge of ad­
ministration then you think that the military 
would give you advice in line with your 
views? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think that is always essen­
tial in a democracy; that a civilian should be 
in charge of the m111 tary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then if that is SO, and that 
ls your belief, the military only retlect · the 
policy of the administration then we should 
not listen to the mllitary? 

Mr. WALLACE. No, no; I think you ought to 
listen to the military to get the technical 

facts, but when it comes to over-all, you 
should use the civilian. 

Senator BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator BALDWIN. 
Senator BALDWIN. You have stated categor­

ically that -you are not in favor of universal 
military training or the draft, and you have 
also said that we have presently from the 
armed forces of the last war a tremendous 
reserve, all that ~e need? 

Mr. WALLACE. To carry us through the next 
10 years. 

Senator BALDWIN. To carry us through the 
next 10 years. In other words, whatever mili­
tary requirement that there might be in the 
United States, you would be in favor of call­
ing back into the service the v'eterans of 
World War II rather than going to a draft of 
new men or to universal military training? 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, you and one other 
gentleman had attempted to put words in my 
mouth whlch I never intended to be there. 

Senator BALDWIN. I do not intend to do 
that; that is an important question, and we 
do have to decide. · 

Mr. WALLACE. I know you do not, Senator, 
because ~ recognize in you a very earnest 
search for an outcome in terms of a peaceful 
world, I am sure. 

With regard to the veterans of World War 
II, I would say that they are there as an 
ultimate insurance policy if we have to use 

_it, but with any kind of a decent foreign pol­
icy we certainly will not have to l,lse it. The 
point I am trying to make is this: Those men 
did have the actual experience, they did have 
the technical training that universal military 
training just cannot give to you. 

Senator BALDWIN . . In other words, if we 
wanted to make· a real militaristic gesture 

. threatening Russia, as you seem to think our 
present suggested program might be, all we 
would have to do is mobilize those forces and 
then we would do that? 

Mr. WALLACE. You would have made a real 
gesture in that case. 

Senator BALDWIN. But we have not done 
that, I think the question we have to decide 
is this: Shall we have universal military 
training, shall we have the draft, shall we 
have either or both, or shall we rely for t,he 
next 10 years upon calling back into the serv­
ice'to meet an emergency the men who fought 
the last war? Which way would you resolve 
that question, yes or no? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would not take any one of 
those three alternatives. I would have the 
men who were in World War II as a reserve 
but I would have a foreign policy that would 
not make- it necessary to call them. They are 
there in case of ultimate necessity, but I 
would say the chances are 100 to 1 against 
calling them if we have a decent foreign 
policy. 

Senator BALDWIN. But supposing something 
goes wrong, we cannot guarantee, no matter 
how good our foreign policy may be, that 
some aggressor is not going to attack us. We 
cannot guarantee that no matter what we do 
Russia is not going to attack us. We al'e 
faced with the proposition of training a re­
serve and pulling our contribution to an in­
ternational police force from some trained 
military men. Where are we to get them? 

Mr. WALLACE. You are getting them in suf­
ficient number by voluntary enlistments at 
the presen't time and as a matter of fact if 
you will lower the requirements for entry 
into the armed services, for enlistments into 
the armed services to the point where it was 
during the war, you certainly wlll get all you 
need. · 

Senator BALDWIN. That is the point that is 
under consideration by the committee but I 
would like very much to have your opinion 
as to :whether or not we should count upon 
the present Reserve for the next 10 years; 
that is, the man that fought the last war, or 
whether we should attempt to build up a 
Reserve in some other way by universal mil1-
tary training or the drat t? · 
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Mr. WALLACE. It is not quite that straight, 

either-or proposition, because I always bring 
in the . third proposition which is the decent 
foreign policy. I say you would not need 
either the draft or universal military train­
ing or calling on these men, but if you should, 
which God forbid, have an administration 
after next January 20 that will continue these 
present fatal policies-- · 

Senat or BALDWIN. I do not think .we will. 
I do not t hink we will have the same admin­
istration but there are three different views 
on that. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have not seen too much in­
dication that the Republicans will carry on a 
policy which is much less fatal than the 
Democrats. · 

Senator BALDWIN. I said there were three 
different positions. 

I think that is a fair question. Should 
we as a Nation count upon the Reserve that 
we have from the trained. men of ·the last 
war ·or should we attempt by selective service 
or universal military training to build up a 
trained group of men? 

Mr. WALLACE. Let us .put this specifically 
and directly, we do not need universal mili­
t ary training and we do not need the draft. 

Senator BALDWIN. That I am sorry to say 
does not answer my question. 

Mr. WALLAcE. I guess it is as close as you 
Will get, Senator. 

Senator BALDWIN. Apparently it is. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. Mr, Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator SALTONSTALL. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. Mr. Wallace, do f 

understand it that you want to leave it that 
there is no international tribunal today in 
front of which Russia will willingly go to 
arbitrate any differences with us? 
· Mr. WALLACE. I really do not know, but I 
assume that would be the case. I would 
be very much surprised if it were not the 
case. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. That was the answer 
to Senator BALDWIN? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. If that is true, we 

have to be sufficiently prepared with what 
our military expert~ say is enough to he 
prepared to look after ourselves, have we 
not? 

Mr. WALLACE. You see, in my discussion 
with Senator RussELL, I made the statement 
repeatedly that it is essentia.l to have this 
over-all conference with Stalin on the pend­
ing points at issue so that we can get those 
pending points at issue settled in such a 
definite way that both Russia and the United 
States would be willing to go into a world 
federation where there is a world peace force 
stronger than the army of any nation or 
group of nations. 

I was very much interested in the New 
York Times of March 4, in Cordell Hull's 
memoirs where be stated that the Russians 

, were in favor, in the fall of 1944, of a world 
air force but that the United States was 
against it. ';['hat to me, when I reltd that in 
Cordell Hull's memoirs, that to me was 
a breath of hope that Russia eventually 
would be willing to enter with the United 
States into a world federation where the 

-world police force would be stronger than 
the armed forces of any single nation. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. But, until we reach 
that point, we have to be adequately pre- · 
pared? 

Mr. WALLACE. Ob, yes, of course; but I 
make this statement that now is the time 
to step in and to have that conference. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator GREEN, do YOU 

h ave a question? · 
Senator GREEN. Yes; I have. 
Mr. Wallace, I listened to your statement 

with a great deal of interest and I hope that 
I find it in a statement of your political 
philosophy on which your conclusions were 
based. 

If seems to me that I found the kernel of 
that philosophy in two short sentences which 
I would 11ke to read to-you: 

"The peoples of ·the world are on the 
march toward a more abundant life." 

A moment afterward you said: 
"If we are to compete with communism we 

h ad better get on the side of the people." 
Now, as I understand it, and I want to be 

quite sure :that I am right in my under­
standing, when you said "we had better get 
on the side of the people," you mean on the 
march toward a more abundant life, do you 
not? · 

Mr. WAUACE. That 1s correct. 
Senator GREEN. And then when you say, 

"Communism is on the march toward a 
more abundant life," is that true? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, I am not--! certainly 
do not stand for the conclusion that you are 
about to make. 

Senator GREEN. Let us answer one question 
at a time. You say if we are to compete with 
communism, we had better get on the side 
-<>f the people and you say that means on 
their march toward a . more abundant life? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is correct. 
Senator GREEN. That must necessarily 

mean that communism is on the side of the 
people in its march toward a more abundant 
life, does it not? 

Mr. WALLACE. If you want to state my phi­
losophy, Senator, you must include in it also 
my firm belief in the sacredness of the indi­
vidual human soul. 

Senator GREEN. Let us answer the question 
first. 

Mr. WALLACE. You are asking for what is 
the kernel of my philosophy? 
· Senator GREEN. No, I am not. I am asking 

whether these two sentences taken together 
do not mean that you say, you speak of com­
munism on the side of the people, on the 
march toward a more abundant life, is that 
not true? 

Mr. WALLACE. And I ask for us to compete 
with cdmmunism? 

Senator GREEN. Is that correct? 
Mr. WALLACE. I refuse to be trapped by a 

syllogism; syllogisms, Senator, rarely give. 
the whole truth. 

Senator GREEN. That is not a syllogism. 
Mr. WALLACE. That is a syllogism if I know 

what a syllogism is. 
Senator GREEN. You are evidently afraid of 

it? 
Mr. WALLACE. No; I refuse to say that I 

am for communism, if that is what you mean. 
Senator GREEN. That is not what I am ask­

ing you to say. I am asking you whether by 
these words you did not mean, when you 
say, "If we are to compete with communism, , 
we had better get on the side of the people," 
and you said that meant on the march to­
ward a more abundant life. 

In other words, if you are to put those two 
sentences together, "If we are to compete 
with communism, we had better get on the 
side of the people in its march toward a 
more abundant life"? 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, that is not what 1 
mean. I do not know what sentences you 
put together, but I certainly do not mean 
that. 

Senator GREEN. You do not mean what? 
Mr. WALLACE. That we are to get on the side 

of communism in order for the people to 
have a more abundant life. 

Senator GREEN, What do you mean, then, if 
we are to compete with communism? 

Mr. WALLACE. 7'hat is exactly what I do say 
that we must compete with communism in 
helping the people have a more abunda:at 
life. 

Senator GREEN. If we compete, then com­
munism must be for a more abundant life; 
1s that not true? 

Mr. WALLACE. Undoubtedly the Commu­
nists ·are doing their best to bring a more 
abundant life to their people. 

Senator GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. WALLACE. I am asking us in our way to 
contribute to a more abundant life. 

Senator GREEN, You say "compete with 
communism." 

Mr. WALLACE. That is exactly what I mean. 
1 want to show that we can do a better job 
than communism in bringing an abundant 
life to the people. 

Senator GREEN. I understand what you 
want to do, but in the meantime are you not 
stating in these· words that we are not com­
peting but we should compete with commu­
nism in providing a more abundant life? 
.That we should compete with communism to 
provide a ~0re abundant life for the people? 

Is that no't what you say? 
Mr. WALLACE, No; not in the sense in which 

you word it, at any rate; it is not true. 
What I am saying-and I believe that is at 

the very heart of our failure in foreign 
policy-is that we fail to recognize, especially 
·in the backward areas of the world, that the 
people want more efficient methods so that 
they can produce more per hour of man labor 
so that they can have more of the good things 
of life. 

I think we here in the United States have 
learned better than any people in the world 
that technology' enables .people to produce 
more, whether on the farm or in the factory. 

I think we have a tremendous contribution 
to make and that we should endeavor to 
·make that contribution not. so much in 
money but in terms of know-how all over 
the world, in terms of helping the people, 
not to exploit the people with factories that 
will pay them miserable wages while . they 
use the most up-to-date methods, as was 
done in Japan before the war-not in those 
terms, but in terms of helping the people 
to enjoy a better livelihood. 

I think we can· do a better job of that 
than the Communists can if we only ad­
dress durselves to the fundamental problem. 
But at the moment we are not addressing 
ourselves to the fundamental problem; on 
the other hand we are cooperating with the 
former exploiters of the people in these vari­

. ous backward areas of the world, whether 
China or Greece. 

Senator GREEN. I think I understood you 
perfectly, Mr. Wallace. In the first place, 
you say we should compete with communism 
in a march toward a more abundant life; 
but now as you explain it, we are not doing 
it but should do it; but the Communists are 
doing it and we should and must compete 
with them in that effort and we should not 
be on their side but get on the side of the 
people where the Communists already are; 
that is what the English language means. 

Mr. WALLACE. No, I think you are boring 
in rather superficially into it. 

Senator GREEN. It is not superficial. I am 
trying to get the kernel of your philosophy 
and I think that your philosophy is this: 
That communism is doing a better job for 
the people in providing a more abundant 
life than American democracy and that is 
the reason that you do not fear it. 

Mr. WALLACE. I say that American democ­
racy is not doing the job for the people in 

· the backward areas of the world which en­
. ables American democracy to compete with 
communism the way she should; that she 
can do a much better job, and I hope she 
does do a better job, but I see no hope under 
the present administration. 

Senator GREEN. Do you or do you not say 
that communism is at present doing a better 
job in providing an abundant way of life? 

Mr. WALLACE. Looking at it strictly from 
a materialistic point of view, it is necessary 

· to examine each of the countries separately. 
Senator GREEN. You speak of comparison 

yourself. 
Mr. WALLACE. In north China apparently 

the Communists are making it possible for 
the Chinese peasants to do a better job 
than in the Kuomintang area. 
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I would like to see us back the ordinary 

folks in the Kuomintang area. instead of 
the exploiters in ' the Kuomint~ng area. 

You can go through each of the countries 
separately and you can draw each of the 
backward areas of the world separately an.d 
you will find that the Communists generally 
have gone directly to the people and have 
tried to help them directly and we have gone 
to the people at the top and I would like 
to see us get on the side of the people. I 
think that is the road of safety for the 
United States. 

Senator GREEN. Then it seems to me, if I 
may conclude, that it is justifiable to draw 
the inferences that I drew which you perhaps 
unconsciously at the time expressed: That 
you believe that communism is doing a better 
job for the common people than American 
democracy and that would explain why you 
do not fear communism because if commu,. 
nism overran this country, the people would 
be better o:ff? ' 

Mr. WALLACE. Senator, you know me better 
than . that. We have known each other a 
long time and I cannot understand why yo~ 
woufd attempt to put words of that sort in 
my mouth. 

Senator GREEN. I am taking words out of 
your mouth. 

Mr. WALLACE. No, Senator; it is incredible. 
Senator GREEN. I feel very much shocked. 
Mr. WALLACE. J. am even more shocked, SP-n-

ator. 
However, ad hominem never gets you any­

where. Let us get to the issues and surely 
you will accept my statement of belief, how­
ever you may put together words in your 
own way hitherto-you will accept my state­
ment of belief that I want to see our Ameri­
can democracy in the so-called backward 
areas of the world do a better job than com­
munism is attempting to do in these back- . 
ward areas of the world for the people. 

I want to see them do a better job. I do 
not think there is any danger whatsoever of 
communism in the United States, Senator. 

Senator GREEN. I am not questioning what 
you hope and pray for; I am questioning your 
belief as to what the present situation is 
and I still do not see that you can deny that 
you believe that communism at present is 
doing a better job for the people on their 
march toward a more abundant life than our 
American democracy. 

Mr. WALLACE. Would you mind showing me 
the particular sentence where I say that, Sen­
ator? 

Senator GREEN. On page 3, the first sen­
tence which is only a line long; it is the 
second line. 

Mr. WALLACE. All right. Where is the other 
part? 

Senator GREEN. The next sentence is in the 
paragraph just below-about palf a dozen 
lines below-the first sentence there which is 
only a line long. 

Mr. WALLACE. What is. that one? 
Senator GREEN (reading): 
"If we are to compete with c.ommunism we 

had better get on the side of the people." 
If you read those two together, and my first 

question, whether they should be read to­
gether, and you said "yes," I think the con-:­
clusion is inevitable which I have drawn. 

Mr. WALLACE. I just deny your conclusion; 
I do not see it at all. It seems to me incredi­
ble that a man could reach such a conclusion. 

Senator BALDWIN. If I understood, Mr. Wal­
lace, you suggested that we did need an 
armed force for our own security of some kind 
and I think you said in answer to one of the 
questions that Senator HILL put that you 
thought an army of about a million well­
trained men would be adequate. 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, I said later on that I 
felt that it would be essential-that is my 
first suggestion, I said it would be; I said 
later on it would be essential to consult -tech-

nically with the people in the Army about 
that. 

Senator BALDWIN. I ·understood you to say 
a million. Was that a figure that you used? 

Mr. WALLACE. That is what I used in the 
first instance. 

Senator BALDWIN. I thought just to keep 
the record straight you might be interested 
to know, because you had riot heard Secre­
tary Forrestal's request-! am reading· from 
page 831 of the record: · · 

"For the short-term part of the program, 
we need at once to increase the present ac­
tual strength of the Regular Establishment 
by 349,500 officers and men as follows: 

"(a) The Army, by 240,000, from 542,000 to 
782,000." 

So that on that basis, Mr. Forrestal's own 
recommendations are nearly a quarter of a 
million under what you had suggested? 

I wanted the record to be straight that we 
are not being urged to build a military force 
of tremendous proportion. Secretary For­
restal's figure over-all for the Army was 782,-
000, and I think you in answer to one of 
Senator HILL's questions mentioned that. 

Mr. WALLACE. That was a figure that I 
pulled out of the air. 

Senator BALDWIN. You would have to de­
pend-you feel that we are justified in de­
pending upon the opinion of experts as to 
·what we need? · 

Mr. WALLACE. No; I say you ought to go 
to them for technical information. · Then 
I say the policy ought to be determined by 
civilians on the basis of what our foreign 
policy may be. 

Senator MoRSE. Mr. Wallace, would it be 
a fair interpretation on my part from your 
colloquy with Senator GREEN to conclude 
that you believe one of the greatest su­
periorities of democracy over communism is 
that in democracy we do give primary im­
portance to thE! dignity of the individual 
and to the freedom of the individual soul­
! think was the phrase that you used­
whereas in communism, materialism seems 
to be the primary idol or god of that political 
philosophy. 

Mr. WALLACE. You find that discussed at 
some length in my book, Toward World 
Peace. That is very important. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further 
questions? 

Senator RoBERTSON of Wyoming. I , have 
no questions to ask, but I would like to say 
that I feel that we have wandered very much 
from the object of the hearings here today. 
As I understand the hearings, they are to 
deal with universal military training and 
selective service, and I feel that Mr. Wallace 
has made himself very clear. on the both 
of tl1ose. He is opposed to them. Instead 
he suggests, if the emergency calls for it, 
calling on the reserve of 15,000,000 veterans 
of World War II-veterans who probably are, 
the majority of them, over the age of 25, who 
are married and with families, rather than 
the selective service which would bring the 
young men from 19 into active service in a 
comparatively short time. 

That, I think, is a very clear statement 
on page 9, paragraph 5, without any quali­
fications whatsoever, and I want to say that 
I am entirely opposed to any suc;h sugges­
tion of philosophy. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further 
questions, thank you, Mr. Wallace .. 

Mr. WALLACE. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. There are other witnesses 

this afternoon. 
Dr. Cad bury, we will hear from you next. 

• Will you come forward, please? You may 
proceed, Dr. Cadbury. I understand you 
represent the Society .of Friends. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I be­
lieve that Mr. Wallace has a right to have 
his views known by the people of the 
country. VV:hen a Senator quotes two 
l~nes from the statement of General 

Br~dley, and three lines from a statement 
of General Eisenhower, now president of 
Columbia University, and does not quote 
the man who for many years was consid­
ered by the Democratic Party to be a 
great and wise man, I want to protect 
the man who for 4 years presided over 
this body. 

Mr. President, I serve notice that I 
shall make a .second speech in connection 
with my amendment before it is voted on. 

I now yield the :floor. 
COORDINATION OF EMERGENCY ACTIVI­

TIES IN DISASTER AREAS 

During the de1ivery of Mr. LANGER's 
speech, 

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

Mr. LANGER. I yield to the Senator 
for a question. 

Mr. CORDON. I desire to introduce a 
bill. 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 
Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, on be­

half of myself, the senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AIKEN], the senior Sena­
tor from Minnesota [Mr. BALL], the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER]. 
the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
BuTLER], the senior Senator from Indi­
ana [Mr. CAPEHART]. the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. COOPER], the junior Sena­
tor from Washington [Mr. CAIN], the 
junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR­
SHAK], the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. EASTLAND] , the junior Senator from 
Montana [Mr. EcToN], the junior Sena­
tor from Vermont [Mr. FLANDERS], the 
senior Senator from Georgia IMr. 
GEORGE]. the Senator from South Da­
kota [Mr. GuRNEY], the Senator from 

· Iowa [Mr. HICKENLOOPER], the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. HILL]. the junior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. HoLLAND], the 
the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
JENNER], the senior Senator from Wash­
ington [Mr. MAGNUSON]. the junior Sen­
ator from Oregon [Mr. MoRsE], the 
senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MuR­
RAY], the senior Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PEPPER], the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. REED], the junior Senator · from 
Georgia [Mr. RussELL], the junior Sena­
tor from Minnesota [Mr. THYE], the 
senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. TAYLOR], 
the junior Senator from Nebraska f,Mr. 
WHERRY], and the Senator from North 

.Dakota [Mr. YoUNG], I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce for appropriate 
reference a bill to authorize the Federal · 
Works Administrator to coordinate 
emergency activities of Federal agencies 
in disaster areas and to provide emer­
gency aid, and so forth. 

Ihape to have an opportunity of mak­
ing a few remarks on it later in the ses­
sion. I do not desire to interrupt my. 
colleague from North Dakota for that 
purpose at this time. · 

There being no objection, the bill 
<S. 2831) to authorize the Federal Works 
Administrator to coordinate emergency 
activities of Federal agencies in disaster 
areas and to provide emergency aid, in­
cluding aid for the repair, restoration, re­
construction, or replacement of public 
facilities in such areas, and for other 
purposes, was received; read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Works. · 
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PROMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENS~ . 

INCREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCES 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill <S. 2655) to provide for the 
common defense by increasing the 
strength of the armed forces of the 
United States, including the Reserve 
components thereof, and for other pur­
poses. 

Mr. GURNEY. I suggest the 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 their. 
names: 
Aiken 
Baldwin 
Ball 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Gurney 
Hawkes 

Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Hoey 
Holland 
Ives 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kem 
Kilgore 
Know land 
Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarthy 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McGrath 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Malone 
Martin 
May bank 
Millikin 
Moo.re 
Morse 
Murray 
Myers 

O'Conor 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Pepper 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson, Va. 
Robertson, Wyo. 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Smith 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah · 
Thye 
Tydings 
Umstead 
Vandenberg 
Watkins 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Young 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty­
two Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the 
pending question, as I understand, is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Sen­
ator from North Dakota to add, on page 
65 of the bill, in line 4, after the word 
••compensation", the words "but not to 
exceed 10 percent on invested capital." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. GURNEY. As I see the matter, 
Mr. President-and I am sure the com­
mittee agrees with me-this amendment 
is not germane to this personnel bill. In 
the committee we decided to add the 
utilization o{ industry section for the 
reason that in calling men to the colors 
by means of selective service, we should 
at the same time guarantee that they will 
be equipped. We feel that an amend­
ment regulating profit is not germane to 
this bill. It should be handled as a reve:.. 
nue measure before the Finance Com­
mit tee. It should be ·handled by rene­
gotiation, as the matter is presently be­
ing handled, because recently we adopt­
ed a renegotiation clause in the appropri­
ation bill aut horizing the purchase of 
airplanes. 

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

Mr. GURNEY . . I yield. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Not only do I associ- · 

ate myself with what the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota has said 
about tbis amendment, but in my opinion 
it renders an otherwise intelligible sec­
tion of the bill utterly meaningless. It 
does. not say whether the 10 percent shall 

apply for 1 day or 1 year or for some 
·other period of time, and it would de­
stroy the meaning of the' provision which 
now is in the bill. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Georgia is correct. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I hope the 
Senate will reject the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment of the Senator from North Dakota, 
on page 65, in line 4. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

bill is open to further amendment. 
Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, anum­

ber of amendments are available. I am 
sure the Senator from Georgia is ready 
now to offer the amendment which he 
has lying on the desk. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I call 
up, and ask to ha~e read, the amend­
ment intended to be proposed by me for 
myself and the Senator from· South 
Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the proper place 
in the bill it is proposed to insert the fol-
lowing: · 

SEc.-. (a) Any person who registers as re­
quired by the terms of this act, and any 
person who hereafter voluntarily enlists in 
the· armed forces of the United States, shall 
be afforded an opportunity to state in writ­
ing over his signature whether he was a pref­
erence to serve only In a unit all of the en­
listed personnel of which are of his own race. 
Such opportunity shall be afforded at the 
time of registration in the case of those reg­
istering under the requirements of this act, 
or upon enlistment in the case of those who 
hereafter enlist in the armed forces of the 
United States. Any such person who ex­
presses such preference shall thereafter be 
assigned only to units of a type consistent 
with his preference. The right to express 
and the effect of expressing any such pref­
erence shall be clearly explained to each per­
son who hereafter registers under this act 
or enlists in the armed forces of the United 
States. As used in this section the term 
"unit" means a group of persons serving in 
the armed forces who ( 1) share the same 
housing, messing, or sanitary facilities, or 
(2) participate jointly in recreational or so­
cial activities. For the purposes of this sub­
section an individual's race. shall· be deter­
mined in accordance with the more detailed 
classification as to race used . by the Bureau 
of the Census in connection with the taking 
and preparation of statistics of the Sixteenth 
Census of the United States. Nothing in this 
subsection shall be deemed to preclude the 
assignment of any individual who belongs 
to a race comprising less than 1 percent of 
the population of the United States to units 
containing enlisted personnel of the most 
numerous race in the United States, if the 
Secretary of the armed force concerned has 
determined that it is impracticabi.e to or­
ganize units all of the enlisted personnel 
of which are of such individual's race. 

(b) Any commissioned officer of the armed 
forces who knowingly and willfully denies to 
any person his right to express a preference 
upon enlistment as provided by subsection 
(a) or assigns any person after enlistment 
or induction to any unit in violation of the 
provisions of such subsection shall be guilty 
of conduct unbecoming an o:fftcer and a gen­
tleman and shall be subject to trial and pun­
ishment under the appropriate article of war 
or article for the government of the Navy. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, at the 
out~et I wish to make it perfectly clear 

that there is no real similarity between 
the proposition I now submit and the 

·amendments proposed yesterday by the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. LAN­
GER]. The confused impression has been 
created that one of these proposals was 
designed to serve as an antidote for the 
other, and that each is as revolutionary 
as the other in its effect.- This is far 
from the truth. ·, 

The proposals offered by the Senator 
from North Dakota •.vould have brought 
about drastic changes in the organiza­
tion and operation of all of our armed 
services. His nonsegregation amend­
ment would have completely transformed 
the tables of organization and ·the sys­
tem employed by the Army, Air Force, 
and Marine Corps from the time of their 
creation down to the present day. His 
other amendments went further afield 
and undertook to change the Constitu­
tion and laws of sovereign States, as well 
as long-established customs of life of our 
people. They could have only caused 
great confusion. They came from one 
who is opposed to the enactment of se-
lective-service legislation. · 

On the contrary, the pending proposal 
in manner changes the system which 
has been applied in the armed forces 
of this country for 150 years~ It merely 
recognizes by law a right of the indi­
vidual American citizen which had never 
been questioned by anyone until 4 or 5 
ye·ars ago. It prevents rather than cre­
ates confusion." It comes from those who 
are strongly supporting the principles 
of the pending legislation. We have no 
desire or purpose to hamper or delay its 
passage. W-e only seek to make it more 
effective by preventing threatened 
changes in long-tried methods which 
changes are sure to cause chaos and con­
fusion and defeat the basic purposes of 
this legislation, · even if it is enacted~ by 
weakening the effectiveness of our entire 
national defense establishment. 

The purpose and effect of the pending 
amendment is clear. It is -simply worded, 
and may be applied and administered 
without any difficulty. It merely pro­
poses to guarantee to any individual citi­
zen brought int.J tt.e services the right 
to serve in a military unit composed of 
members of his own race where such in­
dividual makes an amrmative declara­
tion of his desire to do so. It does not 
deprive any other individual citizen of a 
single right, real or imaginary. If at the 
time of registration or induction any 
young man declares that he prefers to 
serve with his own kind, this proposal 
assures him of that privilege. The same 
identical right is allowed those of any 
and all races of our people, whether be­
longing to the majority or whether called 
a minority. It does not discriminate 
against any citizen or group of citizens. 
It does not take away anything from any­
one. It cannot harm or injure anyone. 
It does not deny any individual the right 
to serve in units composed of mixed races 
if he so desires and is ordered to do so. 
It does not change the present policy of 
assignment used by the Army and Air 
Corps. 

That is all that is involved. It is al­
most unbelievable that there can be op­
position to such a fundamentally fair 
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and American proposal, particularly 
since there is no conflict between it and 
the system which has enabled us to 
emerge victoriously from every war ~n 
which this country has been engaged. 

Unfortunately, it appears that this 
amendment cannot be considered in an 
atmosphere of calmness such as should 
characterize the legislative deliberations 
of the Senate of the United States. I 
urge Senators to open their minds and 
accord it a fair heating on its merits. I 
realize that this is an election year. I 
know that we are afflicted with the politi­
cal hysteria which besets us every 4 
years when we elect our public officials 
from the Presidency on down. I know 
that perspectives are often blurred by the 
desire to capture the votes of a highly 
organized and very vocal minority. I 
know the truth of the old saw, "The 
squeaking wheel gets the grease." 

It is our duty, however, to protect the 
rights of the individual citizen. and to · 
consider the desires of the unorganized 
and inarticulate majority of both parties, 
even though there be no immediate threat 
to translate those desires into votes. If 
we would but do that, I am convinced 
that this amendment wpuld be adopted 
by an overwhelming vote. 

The passage of selective service legisla­
tion when we are not engaged in a shoot­
ing war is an unprecedented step. We 
are proposing to interrupt each year the 
normal lives of nearly a million young 
Americans of all races. We declare that 
the dangers of today's troubled world are 
so grave that we must resort to the com­
pulsions of law in order to obtain enough 
men for the armed services to secure the 
defense of our Nation. 

I am one of those who believe that 
the conditions confronting us demand 
that we take this very drastic step. But, 
Mr. President, I insist that men who are 
required by law to forego the opportuni­
ties of civilian life for 2 years in order 
to serve their Nation as soldiers have 
rights as Ameiican citizens which we as 
their representatives are bound to re­
spect, if we in good conscience represent 
them. They will be patriotic citizen sol­
diers of this great Republic, and should 
be honored as such. They are being 
drafted into the highest public service, 
and should not be treated as though they 
had been found guilty of the commission 
of a felonious offense. We should be ex­
ceedingly careful not to indicate by any 
word or act that they are to be treated 
as felons sentenced to the penitentiary, 
because we find it necessary to call them 
to the service of their country against 
their will. We should consider their 
wishes as fellow citizens of this Republic. 
It is appropriate to.allow them any meas­
ure of autonomy or independence which 
is consistent with military discipline and 
general efficiency. I submit, Mr. Presi­
dent, it is not asking too much for them 
to insist that instead of making the con­
ditions of their service intolerable or un­
pleasant the Congress should exercise 
great care to see that their surroundings 
should be as pleasant as possible and that 
the rights and wishes of every individual 
called are retained and respected, insofar 
as it is compatible with the maintenance 
of an efficient Military Establishment. 

That is all this amendment proposes to 
do. 

I submit, Mr. President, that if there 
is any one fundamental and sacred right 
inherent in every individual in a free 
state it is the right of choosing the type 
of people with whom we will associate in 
our daily lives. This right is respected 
everywhere if there is a pretense of 
democracy. Everyone who truly believes 
1n a democracy must respect and defend 
this right. Without it the individual is 
stripped of his essential dignity. The 
denial of this right is the hallmark of 
the police state. Even war cannot justify 
its temporary suspension unless the very 
existence of the land is endangered. 

The vast majority of those who will 
be taken or forced into the services by 
this legislation each year will serve as 
enlisted men. • There is no more inti­
mate human relationship known to men 
than that of enlisted men serving to­
gether at the squad level. They eat and 
sleep together. They use the same sani­
tary facilities day after day. They are 
compelled to stay together in the closest 
association. · Except for the members of 
their own squad or platoon they have 
no confidants .with whom they may dis­
cuss their letters from home and with 
whom they may talk of their plans and 
hopes for the future when they shall 
have finished the service required by this 
law. 

These things may sound trivial to Sen­
ators sitting in this Chamber. I can 
assure the Senate that they are not small 
in the minds and hearts of boys serving 
as soldiers a long way from home. This 
amendment merely recognizes that, 
though soldiers, these men are still citi­
zens of the United States. To deny 
them this simple right because, forsooth, 
they are compelled to sacrifice 2 years 
for their country, is to treat them as 
automatons or animals whose prefer­
ences and happiness are of little con­
cern. 

I repeat, Mr. President, this amend­
ment can harm no individual American 
citizen nor deprive a single one of any 
right, real or imaginary. It will only 
make secure a very modest privilege to 
men who are required to give a great 
deal that we may safely sit in this Hall 
enjoying the honors and emoluments of 
Senators. 

Many of those who will serve have en­
joyed greater opportunities than some of 
their fellow citizens and they will be per·­
mitted the rank of commissioned officers. 
Commissioned officers have some privi­
leges enabling them to maintain their 
right of association. We will have a 
more democratic, as well as a more effi­
cient service, if we make it possible for 
enlisted men who wish to take advantage 
of this provision to have the right to 'ex­
press themselves as to their associates. 

I wish that the people of the United 
States could be permitted to understand 
and pass upon the principle involved in 
this amendment. If that could happen 
I am confident that it would meet with 
the approval of a majority of every one 
of the diverse races constituting our citi­
zenship. It would appear that many 
Senators are of the opinion that their 
constituency, of whatever race, has no 

interest in the recognition of this right of 
those who express such a preference to 
serve with thef:r own race and kind. I 
would not presume to spea~ for the peo­
ple of any part of this Nation, other than 
my own section. I do, however, hazard 
the prediction that if this proposition is 
submitted to the young men of every race 
who will be called under the terms of this 

· bill, a very large majority of each race 
and of every section will approve of it. I 
think the majority in its favor in North 
Dakota would be as substantial as that 
in the State of Georgia. · I believe that 
the citizens of Maine or of California 
or of any other State would approve of 
it. It is plain Americanism. Even those 
who would prefer to have their sons 
serve in unsegregated units could scarce­
ly be so narrow as to deny the right of 
any other young American ' o assert a 
preference to serve in a unit composed 
of members of his own race. 

The people of this country recognize 
the great sacrifice which we are requir­
ing of all of these men. It may seem to 
be good politics for the moment, in view 
of the opposition expressed in some quar­
ters, to vote against this amendment. 
I assert, Mr. President, that if the events 
which I apprehend do come to pass, there 
will be ample opportunity in the future 
for all of us to reflect upon the political 
wisdom of voting against this amend· 
ment. Its fundamental fairness has 
never been challenged. In the discus­
sion in the committee where it was de• 
feated, as well as in the criticisms voiced 
by the press, I have seen no one deny 
the justice of this small measure of free­
dom to choose the type of people with 
whom one must associate merely be­
cause a man is compelled to make an 
unusual sacrifice· for his country. 

I realize that there are those who are 
determined to destroy any semblance of 
segregation, either voluntary or by law, 
not only in the armed services but in 
every phase and incident of our daily 
lives. Those people will find this amend­
ment obnoxious. · Let them point out 
where it does violence to the rights of 
any individual citizen to · allow another 
individual the right to express this choice 
in his conditions of service. 

Having been unable to oppose this pro­
posal on its merits, the opposition has 
been compelled to resort to two specious 
arguments against it. One of them is the 
argument that there is· no necessity for 
the amendment nor any reason to in­
clude it in the law. The other under­
takes to raise the rather puerile .bugaboo 
of difficulties in its administration. 

Because, Mr. President, I am so strong 
in my belief that selective service or other 
legislation similar to this is necessary, I 
have earnestly and prayerfully sought 
solace in the argument that there was no 
necessity for placing any safeguard in 
the law to protect the rights of those who 
wish to express a choice as to the type 
of associates they will live with while in 
the service. My search has been in vain. 
I have been unable to find any justifica­
tion for any confidence in the argument 
that there is no danger of the adoption 
by Executive or.der of the same theory 
contained in amendments offered by the 
Senator from North Dakota. All that I 
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heal. as well as my knowledge of human 
nature, convinces me that if we are to 
show any regard for the preservation of 
the individual right which this amend­
ment will protect it is most necessary 
that it be- incorporated into the law. 

It does not require any great under­
standing of our form of government or 
knowledge of the Constitution of the 
United States to be aware of the powers 
of the President and of Cabinet members 
appointed by him over our armed forces. 
Section Z of article II of the supreme law, 
the Constitution, declares, "the President 
shall be Commander in Chief of the Army 
and Navy of the United States, and of the 
Militia of the several States, when called 
into the actual service of the United 
States." The President of the United 
States has no difficulty in ridding his 
Cabinet of any member who does not re­
spect his wishes. He has almost auto­
cratic powers over those who serve in the 
armed forces of the United States unless 
his acts run counter to a law enacted by 
Congress under the constitutional powers 
of the Congress. We have not only the 
right but the duty to make such laws for 
the administration and direction of the 
armed service as we deem proper. Sec­
tion 8 of article I of the Constitution 
makes it mand~;~.tory upon the Congress 
to "raise and support armies," "to pro­
vide-and maintain a Navy," and "to make 
rules for the government and regulation 
of the land and naval forces." The 
President has the power to act where the 
Congress fails or refuses to exercise its 
primary responsibility for the proper 
guidance of those in command of those 
forces. 

In this case we are confronted with 
the fact known to all Members of the 
Congress that the President has repeat­
edly, officially and formally, served no­
tice on the Congress of the views he holds 
as to this issue. He had advised us of the 
action he proposes to take if the Congress 
does not have the courage to express it­
self on this issue, when we have under 
consideration a bill of this character. 
No one but the Congress. can be blamed 
for any consequences of our failure to 
adopt this amendment. In the absence 
of legislation by the Congress on this sub­
ject there can be no question as to the 
constitutional power of the President to 
enforce his announced decision to elimi­
nate segregation in the armed services, 
whether segregation has been dictated by 
military considerations or based on the 
expression of choice of individuals in the 
future. · 

The adoption of this proposal will not 
go as far as I would like, because it 
would permit unsegregated units where 
the individuals comprising units have ex­
pressed rio choice as to service. It will, 
however, have the effect of enabling 
those belonging to either the majority 
or a minority race who wish to do so to 
serve with their own kind. 
1 Referring to the position of the Presi­
·~ent, it is so clear and oft repeated that 
to hold the view that this amendment is 
hot necessary would be to delude one's 
·self. I have here the report of the Presi­
dent's committee on what he chooses to 
call civil rights. The committee making 
this r eport was appointed by the Presi-
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dent for specific purposes. Through the 
entire report runs the same thread of 
condemning what it calls discrimination 
in the armed forces, and the report 
makes it abundantly clear that in the 
view of the committee any form of seg-

. regation amounts to discrimination. 
The ·President's committee adopts the 
comparatively new idea that the word 
"segregation" and the word "discrimina­
tion" are completely synonymous. 

The President has endorsed this re­
port without any qualification as to de­
tail. I shall not read all the arguments 
of the report dealing with this subject, 
but I do wish to read briefly from its 
conclusions, wherein it makes its rec­
ommendations as to the proper organiza­
tion of the armed forces. It says: 

Legislation and regulations should ex­
pressly ban discrimination and segregation 
in the recruitment, assignment, and train­
ing of all personnel in all types of military 
duty. Mess halls, quarters,. recreational fa­
cilities, and post exchanges should be non­
segregated. The National Guard, Reserve 
units, and any universal military-training 
program should all be administered in ac­
cordance with these same standards. 

That is the background of the Presi­
dent's message to the Congress on Feb­
ruary 2, when he officially notified the 
Congress o_f the views he had previously 
expressed when the committee made its 
report. It was no snap judgment on his 
part. He had appointed a committee to 
advise him, the committee had held hear­
ings and submitted its report, he had 
approved the report in a public state­
ment, and called it officially to the atten­
tion of the Congress in these words: 

During the recent war and in the years 
since its close we have made much progress 
toward equality of opportunity in our armed 
services without regard to race, color, re­
ligion, or national origin. 

This is the pertinent part: 
I have instructed the Secretary of Defense 

to take steps to have the remaining instances 
of discrimination in the armed services elim­
inated as rapidly as possible. The personnel 
policies and practices of all the services in 
this regard will be made consistent. 

· Lest one should attempt to console 
himself with the idea that the-word "dis­
crimination" as here used admits of the 
"separate but equal" theory, let him take 
counsel of his reason and consider the 
fact that the President's committee deals 
with the words "segregation" and "dis­
crimination" as being synonymous, and 
the further fact that · the Navy, prior 
to his statement that all the services 
would be made consistent, had officially 
abolished any form of segregation in the 
Navy . . 

Of course, Mr. President, this is not 
the most drastic recommendation of this 
misnamed civil-rights program, a pro­
gram which, I may say, has caused con­
siderable resentment in some sections of 
this country. 

The report is replete with instances 
where it is recommended that new rights 
be created for those who are fortunate 
enough to belong to a minority race at 
the expense of rights, long cherished and 
never challenged, of individuals who be­
long to the majority race. 

I shall not, of course, deal with the 
other phases of the report. I only ob­
serve - in passing that about the only 
thing overlooked in the report of the 
President's committee in establishing 
these new rights for the members of 
minority .!;'aces was to recommend a com- , 
mission similar to the FEPC to fine and 
imprison any banker_ refusing a loan to 
a member of a minority race if there be 
any .ground to suspect that the refusal 
was prompted by reason of the race or 
creed of the applicant. If any person in 
this country has a civil right to have 
another fined or imprisoned for refusing 
him a job, he should certainly have a 
similar right of action against a banker 
where an application for a bank loan 
rather than an application for a job is 
involved. I cannot understand how this 
Commission overlooked recommending 
the creation of a Fair Bank Loan Com­
mission. I rather suspect that Mr. 
Wallace will beat the two old parties in 
espousing this idea. 

It is unnecessary to go further into the 
details of the report. No person who 
reads it and the President's endorse­
ment thereof, as well as his message to 
the Congress, could possibly delude him­
self with the idea that this amendment 
is mere surplusage and unnecessary, un­
less he deliberately wishes to do so. 

Mr. President, I have here a copy of 
the New York Times dated Friday, May 
28, within the past 2 weeks, which carries 
a headline on the front page that "Pres­
ident stands on antibias order to 
armed forces." 

I shall read only the first paragraph. 
Injection of the segregation issue into the 

congressional fight over the stopgap selec­
tive draft has not caused any change in Pres­
ident Truman's instructions to the Secretary 
of Defense to eliminate racial discrimination 
within the armed forces, the Chief Executive 
told a news conference today. · 

The remainder of the article deals with 
the subject at great length, but it is abun­
dantly clear that the President is firm in 
his determination to carry out the recom­
mendations of what he calls his Civil 
Rights Committee. 

Even if the danger were not so immi­
nent, it is a complete answer to the argu­
ment that it is unnecessary to adopt the 
amendment to answer that the provision 
cannot hurt anything if it is inserted in 
the bill. 

Not only do the President's oft-repeat­
ed views disclose the necessity for the 
amendment, but, as I have said, the 
policy of nonsegregation has been put 
into effect in the Navy. The action of the 
Navy in abolishing segregation is warmly 
applauded in this report. It has like­
wise been applauded by the lobbyists for 
the National Association for Advance­
ment of Colored People and other organ­
ized minority groups. 

Up until this time the abolition of se­
gregation in the Navy has been more a 
matter of an order than an established 
fact. The Navy has had volunteers in 
sufficient numbers of the types desired b¥ 
the recruiting service, and I understand 
that less than 5 percent of their total per­
sonnel are Negroes. In addition to this, 
all of those who are now in the Navy en­
listed of their own free will and accord. 
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They took their chances with theoretical 
· knowledge of the Navy's policy of enlist­
ment .and assignment to duty. This·.bm, 
however, will greatly increase the size of 
the Navy. It will either induce the en­
listment or select for service in the NavY 
a total of 140,000 men a year. Once the 
policy of selection is applied we may be 
sure that at least 10 percent of these en­
listees or draftees will be nonwhites. 

The State I represent in part here has 
more Negro citizens than any other State 
of the Union. I would fight for equal 
treatment for Negroes drafted into the 
NaVY, or any other branch of the service 
for that matter, just as vigorously as I 
oppose the compulsory establishment of 
unsegregated units. I would be the first 
to insist that where Negroes demonstrate 
capacity and ability they should be ad­
vanced to the grade to which they are 
entitled. They are of course entitled to 
the same treatment in clothing, rations, 
wages, and quarters as those issued or 
assigned to the white race, and I do not 
understand it has ever been complained 
that their quarters are not in every re­
spect equ-al. 

I also in the amendment demand for 
my Negro constituents the right to claim 
the privilege of serving in units composed 
of members of their own race. There is 
little doubt in my mind .that a majority of 
them will affirmatively request service 
with their own race. They will find the 
2 years they would be reqUired by the 
proposed law to serve much pleasanter 
when serving with their own kind, and 
wher·e they desire it they are entitled to 
be assigned to units of their own race. 
In cases where they or members of any 
other race express no choice the NavY 
will, of course, assign them to unsegre­
gated units. 

There are those who rely on the testi­
mony of General Eisenhower as to the 
importance of assigning men to units 
composed of members of their own race 
and also rely upon statements attributed 
to the Secretary of the Army and the 
Secretary of Defense that no immediate 
change is contemplated in the policies of 
the Army and Air Force. General Eisen­
hower's testimony before the Armed 
Services Committee on the subject of seg­
regation strongly supports the principle 
of this amendment. He points out that 
it is to the advantage of the Negro to 
have him serve with members of his own 
race, and his argument on this point is 
unanswerable. General Eisenhower's 
testimony clearly proves that the Army 
is more efficient with separate units for 
the races, and that such a policy is to the 
advantage of both. 

Mr. President, I ask to have printed in 
the REcoRD at this point as a part of my 
remarks the portion of General Eisen­
hower's testimony on this subject bearing 
on the question I have just discussed. 

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

Senator SALTONSTALL. May I ask you one 
further question? There have been some 
very extreme statements made before this 
committee, and I think I have heard most 
of the evidence concerning the program of 
segregation in the Army, and in the pos­
aibil1ttea of segregation of races or creeds 

or colors in this UMT program. You have 
been the ·Chief of Staff, a very distinguished 
general. I think it would be extremely help­
ful if you would elaborate briefly your views 
on that problem and what the Army is doing 
about it at the present time. · 

General EISENHOWER. It has been the prob­
lem, of course, that has been with the Army 
ever since it has been with the country. 
We must never forget that in a very definite 
way the Army is merely one of the mirrors 
that holds up to our faces the United States 
of America. It has never been easy to solve 
because you have certain incontrovertible 
facts that you must walk right up to. 

One of them is that there is race preju­
dice ln this country, and when you put in 
the same organization and make live together 
under the most intimate circumstances men 
of ditferent races, we SQmetimes have trouble. 
Therefore, there has been a sort of a com­
prozp.ise made with this problem, right down 
through the years with the Army. When 
I first joined the Army there were two regi­
ments of infantry that were Negro, two regi­
ments of cavalry. We began to organize 
smaller units, and I believe at the present 
regulations allow us to build down to com­
pany strength, the company being the small­
est administrative unit. It allows them to 
live together, mess together, sleep together, 
and so on. 

• • • • 
I personally have 9;lways stood since that 

time for organizing the Negro down to in­
clude units no larger than platoons. It does 
create certain social problems on a post, be­
cause you always have men that do not like 
to mingle freely between the races, and 
therefore if you have a dance for your sol­
diers, you have a problem. But I believe 
those things can be handled. They are not 
too difficult; particularly since we are going 
to have large posts, the social problem can 
be met without difficulty. I personally see 
no reasol} why he should not be amalga-
mated to that extent. · 

Now, if you are going to go further, here 
is the problem you run into, Senator. In 
general, the Negro is less wen educated than 
his brother citizen that is white, and if you 
make a complete amalgamation, what you 
are going to have is in every company the 
Negro is going to be relegated to the minor 
jobs, and he is never going to get his pro­
motion to such grades as technical sergeant, 
master sergeant, and so on, because the com­
petition is too tough. 

If, on the other hand, he is in smaller units 
of his own, he can go up to that rate, and· I 
believe he is entitled to the chance to show 
his own wares. 

I do not mean to say that I have any final 
answer to the problem, and I believe that 
the human race may finally grow up to the 
point where it will not be a problem. It will 
disappear through education, through mu­
tual respect, and so on. But I do believe 
that if we attempt merely by passing a lot 
of laws to force someone to like someone else, 
we are just going to get into trouble. 

On the other hand, I do not by any means 
hold out for this extreme segregation as I 
said when I first joined the Army 38 year8 
ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator RussELL has a 
question, General. 

Senator RussELL. My question will not be 
the one I first had in mind, due to the ques­
tion that Senator SALTONSTALL asked. 

The question of segregation is one that is 
always painful for me to discuss, and par­
ticularly unpleasant for me to ask ques­
tions that I shall now, but due to the de­
cided views I have on this issue, I must 
ask these questions. More is involved than 
racial prejudice, it goes directly to such vital 
factors as the morale, discipline, and health 
of the troops. 

You are familiar, I am sure, with the ratio 
of crime among Negro troops as compared 
with white troops in the service, are you not ? 

General EISENHOWER. Well, certainly on a 
partial basis, within my own theater, . I 
would say. 

Senator RussELL. How did the ratio of 
crime among the Negro troops compare with 
that of the white troops? · 

General EISENHOWER. It was higher. 
Senator RussELL. You are familiar with 

the reports that indicated the incidence of 
venereal diseases, were you not? 

General EISENHOWER. Yes, sir. 
Senator RussELL. How did those reports 

compare the colored troops as against the 
white troops. 

General EisENHOWER. It was higher. 
Senator RussELL. I am sure you are 

familiar with the figures that among the 
men examined for the draft, the incidence 
of venereal diseases, gonorrhea and syphilis, 
was 252 per thousand among the Negro race, 
as compared to 17 per thousand with the 
white race. 

General EisENHOWER. I am not famlliar 
with those particular records. 

Senator RussEi..L. I. would like to later 
offer those reports for the record, Mr. Chair­
man. 

The CHAmMAN. All right. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I may say, Mr. Presi­
dent, that I have never heard of any 
other outstanding officer who has ever 
had actual experience in commanding 
large bodies of troops who took a con­
trary view to that expressed by General 
Eisenhower. If the amendment is not 
adopted we have no assurance whatever 
that the views of these outstanding mili­
tary leaders will not be brushed aside. I 
have made some inquiry into the matter, 
and I cannot find that a single man of 
experience in military matters was called 
before the so-called Committee on Civil 
Rights to support their findings that 
Congress sbould by law or the President 
by Executive order do away with any 
form of segregation in the armed serv­
ices. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. I wonder if the 

Senator is going to have any comments 
to make respecting the practice in the 
British Navy or Army on this matter, if 
there is any testimony on it? 

Mr. RUSSELL. There was no such 
testimony taken before the Senate Com­
mittee on Armed Services, but so far as 
I know anything about the tables of or­
,ganization of the various military forces 
of Canada and Great Britain they have 
never used absolutely unsegregated units 
in their armed forces. 

Mr. President; as I stated, we do not 
know that the advice of these miiltary 
leaders will be respected if we fail to put 
this common, ordinary horse-sense safe­
guard provision in the bill, which does 
not discriminate against any person in 
the United States. 

We must not overlook the power of or­
ganized minorities in a Presidential year. 
I sometimes think, Mr. President, that if 
this great civilization we call the United 
States ever falls it will be because the 
Congress of the United States has not 
the courage to stand up against the or­
ganized minorities whose clamorous 
voice is always heard here. I do not base 
that solely upon the racial minorities but 
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upon other minorities who seek to obtain 
legislation which is detrimental to the 
great masses of the people because they 
are so insistent, l)ecause they repeat so 
often the th reats of political reprisal. 

We have a very peculiar situation. in 
this country today. The leaders of the. 
two old-line political parties, the Demo­
cratic and Republican, seem to be per­
fectly sure that each of them will r eceive 
the Negro vote. Both of them are rely­
ing upon the promises .of persons who 
hold themselves out as being leaders of 
the Negro race who claim they can de­
liver the Negro vote . . The idea that the 
Negro will vote as a group for either the 
De1:11ocratic or Republican nominee this 
year, whoever he may be, is utterly fan­
tastic. If Henry A. Wallace stays in the 
race he will capture a large part of the 
Negro vote without regard to any promise 
or any act on the part of the Democrats 
or Republicans. 'The few Negro leaders 
who have heretofore had the ears of the 
leaders of the two old parties may stand 
hitched, but members of the rank and 
file will vote for Wallace as surely as he 
stays in the race, and there is nothing 
that either of the old parties can do 
about it. The same thing would happen 
if you enacted every suggestion in the re­
port of the President's Commission, and 
in addition advocated intermarriage of 
the races and absorption of the Negro 
by the white race through the process of 
miscegenation. 

However, the bidding for the support 
of Mr. Wallace's followers has already 
caused some queer turns. After the con­
vention and when the campaign really 
gets under way this bidding will go much 
higher. This will be particularly true in 
the event there is no slackening on the 
part of the so-called Southern revolt. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, does the 
Senator object to being interrupted for 
a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I prefer not to be in­
terrupted, but I have no objection if the 
Senator desires to ask a question. · 

Mr. PEPPER. No; I would not want to 
interrupt the Senator if he does not de­
sire to be interrupted. I did not know 
what the Senator's pleasure was in that 
matter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have expressed no 
pleasure. 

Mr. PEPPER. ·wm the Senator then 
yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. PEPPER. I wish to ask if the Sen­

ator has any information as to how the 
Navy policy is working out as a practical 
matter? Were the Negro members of 
the naval forces infiltrated into the gen­
eral personnel, or were they grouped into 
groups each-to its own color; and, if the 
Senator has ascertained the fact, how 
has the plan worked out? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have undertaken to 
make some investigation into that sub­
ject, and I will say that the Navy policy 
has caused no confus-ion until now, be­
cause it has been merely a paper policy. 
I think the Army has been much more 
honest and straightforward in its ap­
proach to the problem than the Navy has 
been. The Navy has been more hypo­
critical in its approach, because it ·has 
said it has abolished all segregation, and 

yet when it comes to enlistment it has 
been well nigh impossible for any Negro 
to enlist except as a mess attendant . . Of 
course, all mess attendants eat and sleep 
together. There has been no issue raised 
about that. For that reason I undertake 
to point out that it would be raising a 
real issue when we draft 140,000 men to 
fill the requirements of the Navy for each 
of the next 2 years under this bill. . · 

At the present time a Negro has a 
greater opportunity to advance in his 
grades and ratings in the Army, which 
has in force a policy of segregated units, 
than in the Navy with its boasted policy 
of nonsegregation. 

The situation would be very acute, be­
cause at least 10 percent of each of those 
groups would be Negroes and the other 
90 ' percent would be white. The issue 
would arise unless we gave both whites 
and Negroes the right to declare whether 
they wished to serve with units composed 
of members of their own race. 

There is another thing which causes 
me gravely to question the argument 
that this amendment is not necessary. 
We are confronted today with some­
thing that is without precedent, so far as 
I am advised. If this bill is passed, the 
President of ·the United States will be 
confronted with a real threat of mass 
civil disobedience. This threat has been 
raised. It was raised before the com­
mittee by one of the most radical and 
popular Negro leaders, one A. Phillips 
Randolph. Randolph was arrested in 
Cleveland during World ·war I for ob­
structing the draft. Since that time he 
has grown in stature as a Negro leader. 
He has great influence with his race out­
side the South, particularly in the cities 
of the East. and West, where large num­
bers of them are concentrated. He is 
supported by a Negro official of the State 
of New York and other Negroes who claim 
to be leaders. On the eve of an election 
an administration would be subjected to 
great pressure if it were compelled, be­
cause of the failure to issue an Executive 
order to abolish segregation in the armed 
services, to face the threat of mass civil 
disobedience affecting three or four hun­
dred thousand men and perhaps one mil­
lion or more votes. It would certainly 
pose a great temptation to yleld, rather 
than to have to go through with mass 
prosecutions all over the United S tates. 
How could a campaign of mass civil dis­
obedience be carried on against this 
amendment, based as it is on individual 
choice? I submit that the adoption of 
this amendment, permitting the individ­
ual himself to choose whether he shall 
serve with the members of his own race, 
will eliminate the threat of civil dis­
obedience. It could only be interpreted 
as a threat of 10 percent against per­
mitting the 90 percent of the population 
a voluntary choice. The threat would 
be completely laughed out of existence. 
There could be no mass disobedience 
against a law which merely allowed the 
right to individual American citizens to 
choose the unit in which they should 
serve. 

I do not know who will be elected 
President of the United States in No­
vember. The Governor of New York was 
the last nominee of his party, and is one 

of tl;le leading contenders .this year. 
One of h is appointees, a member of his 
official family, Grant Reynolds, is among 
the leaders of the Negro race in New 
York. He is perhaps more vigorous in 
his leadership of the civil-disobedience 
movement than is Phillips Randolph, 
The Governor of New York is a great 
proponent of what is_ commonly called 
social equality. If nominated he will be 
subjected to great pressure in the cam­
paign to declare himself on this issue. 
It is supposed to be very popular among 
the Negro voters outside the South. A 
recent edition of the magazine News­
week carries some interesting state­
ments in this connecti.on. 

I do not care to risk the effect of 
the in:fiuence that this man Reynolds 
and his followers in New York might 
bring to bear upon the present Governor 
of New York should he be elected Presi­
dent of the United States this fall .or 
during a campaign if· he is nominated. 

To show how far the threat of a civil­
disobedience campaign has gone, News­
week magazine of June 7 carries a 2-
page article on the subject. A poll has 
been conducted on college campuses. 
Two thousand, two hundred Negro un­
dergraduates have been polled on 26 
campuses; 71 percent reported that they 
favor A. Phillips Randolph's proposal for 
resisting the draft under present con­
ditions. The poll results were as fol­
lows: 

Are you inclined to favor the Randolph 
proposal? Yes, 71 percent; no, 15 percent; 
not sure, 13 percent. 

Seventy-one percent stated that they 
favored the campaign of mass treason 
against the laws of the United States 
unless they had a right to impose their 
own will upon the Government of · the 
United States, as well as upon 90 per­
cent of the people of the country who 
happened to be white. 

I ask that the remainder of this poll, 
as well as one paragraph from the ar­
ticle, be printed in the RECORD at this 
point as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the matter 
referred to was ordered to be printed 
in the RE'coRD, as follows: 

TO SERVE OR NOT 

Of 2,200 Negro college youth polled on 28 
campuses by the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People, 1,619, or 71 
percent, reported that they favor A. Philip 
Randolph's proposal for resisting a ' draft 
under present conditions. About 75 percent 
of those polled were veterans. The poll re­
sults were as follows: 

Are you inclined to favor the Randolph 
proposal? Yes, 71 percent; no, 15 percent; 
not sure, 13 percent; no answer, 1 percent. 

If called today to register for a draft into 
segregated armed forces, what would you do? 

Register and serve, 24 percent. 
Register but not serve if called, 23 percent. 

Refuse to register, 14-percent. 
Not sure, 39 percen~. 
In case of a real war emergency, would you 

be willing to serve? 
Yes, whenever called, 31 percent. 
Yes, but only if segregation is abolished, 

51 percent. 
No, not at all, 10 percent. 
No answer, 8 percent. 
These results have to be taken as 2,200 indi­

vidual opinions since the balloting was done 
at random and cannot be regarded as tap­
ping a scientifically selected sample. 
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Many Negro leaders avoided open repudia­

tion of Randolph, hoping the thr·eat would 
be enough to get concessions . . Walter White, 
the careful and cautious secretary of the Na­
tional Association for Advancement of Col· 
ored·People, said he "did not share Mr. Ran­
dolph's faith in the efficacy of a civil-disobe­
dience campaign," but that the only way out 
would be "the immediate and total abolition 
of segregation." The NAACP said it· would 
not advise young men to follow Randolph, 
but White told Newsweek NAACP would give 
legal aid to those who did. 

MJ;. RUSSELL. If the Congress will 
yield' to this sort of intimidation against 
reserving the simple right of selection, 
what can we expect of a man in either 
political party who is seeking the high­
est office in the gift of the people? On 
what issue can we go before the people 
if we reject this idea which, as I see it, · 
would not only be fair and American, but 
would absolutely stop the threatened 
campaign of civil disobedience? 

I have already referred to the weak­
ness of the argument that there ·was any 
administrative difficulty in applying this 
choice-of-assignment amenpment. I 
am utterly amazed that it would be ad­
vanced by any man who had even a 
smattering of knowledge of the military 
history of the United States. It is a 
purely imaginative difficulty, the falsity 
of which is disproved by the complete 
military history of the United States, and 
the success of the separate unit method 
of handling our troops in every war in 
which w.e have been engaged. -Yet we are 
told that this amendment would cause 
administrative difficulty. 

The War between the States saw -the 
first Negro organizations. They . were 
organized by regiments, and were sub­
jected to real discrimination in that they 
were not paid as high a rate of pay as 
that received by the white troops. After 
the ·war, by an act of 1866, provision w;:ts 
made for the establishment of two Negro 
infantry regiments and two · Negro 
cavalry regiments. Up to this time there 
have always been separate units in which 
the races of this country could serve 
their Nation, without any complaint 
whatever of administrative . difficulty. 
There have always been separate units 
for the white race and the Negro race. 
This same condition existed through all 
of World War I. In World War II, when 
we mobilized the greatest number of men 
this country has ever had in the services, 
there were separate units for the whites 
and blacks, without any complaint of ad­
ministrative difficulties. 

If there is any one illustration to show 
the· specious falsity of the argument that 
there is any difficulty in the administra­
tion of the amendment it is the record of 
the handling of the nisei combat teams. 
The word "nisei" of course means sec­
ond-generation Japanese. They ·are 
native-born citizens of America of Japa­
nese parentage. The entire Japanese­
American population of the United 
States and Hawaii is estimated at 200,194. 
This is less than fourteen-hundredths of 
1 percent of the total population of the 
United States and Territories as of 1940. 
The War Department organized these 
men into combat teams, and they proved 
to be among the most effective of all 

the troops in the American uniform. 
They all served in the Army. None of 
them were .in the Navy, Marine Corps, or· 
Coast Guard. In view of the record of 
these great :fighting units in World War 
II, it is apsolute folly to claim that any 
mild amendment such as this, preserv­
ing the right of th.ose men who desire 
it to serve with members of their own 
race, can cause any administrative diffi­
culties.- The nisei combat teams wrote 
a glorious page in the history of: Ameri­
can valor. With a racial pride that is 
unknown to some other minority groups 
they were not only satisfied but glad to 
serve with their own race- and kind. 
Surely if anY group ever had a right to 
complain about segregation it was these 
men. So far as I am advised there is 
no record of their entering any com­
plaint that they were being discrimi­
nated against. Instead of complaining 
they showed that there were no better 
troops ih the American · Army. They 
looked at their equipment and saw that 
it was the equal of that issued to any 
other American troops. They realized 
that their mess and quarters were the 
equal of those of any other American 
Army organization. They saw other 
nisei by their sides and felt no inferiority. 
When brought into contact with the 
enemy they did not refuse to :fight be­
cause a white man was not in front of 
them or another white man by their side. 
Instead of ''fading away in the face of 
enemy action" they took every objective 
they ·were ordered to take; and few if any 
other outfits of comparable size, whether 
of the Army, the Navy, or the Marine 
Corps, whether rangers or paratroopers, 
received more medals for heroism and 
achievement in action than did this 
segregated minority group. I , have yet 
to hear the first soldier · who served in 
Italy who was not loud in his praise of 
the courage and fighting efficiency of this 
minority group .organization. 

It -is a great pity that other minority 
groups do not emulate .their example in­
stead of fading in the face of enemy ac­
tion or refusing to serve at all in defense 
of their country unless they can dictate 
all -of the terms of their service, even 
though such terms may be violative of 
the rights of other American citizens. 

Among the most insidious of all the 
facets of Communist propaganda in. this 
country is the subtle effort to disparage 
the sense of pride in our Nation which 
has caused us to grow great. The other 
day I read an article to the effect that 
pride in one's State is evidence of a 
small mind. It is vehemently argued 
that pride of race is evidence of Hitler-: 
ism. It_ is' suggested that there is some­
thing un~lean about a man who is proud 
of his country and of its history. Mr. 
Pre$ident, if these forces ever succeed in · 
killing the pride that the average Ameri.:. 
can citizen feels in his community, in his 
State, in his race, and in his Nation, 
they will have killed patriotism, and 
these United States will be ready for 
burial. The competitive spirit between 
the small towns within the State, gen-· 
erated by community pride, has built 
great States. The belief that one's State 
is the greatest of the 48 and the deter-

mination to keep it so has built our great 
Nation. ·. The faith that our· American 
civilization is the greatest that the world 
has ever seen, and that our form of gov­
ernment is more desirable than any that 
mankind has ever enjoyed, has made us 
the greatest Nation of the .earth. This 
pride of community, State, and Nation, 
and of race, has enabled the American 
:fighting man to emerge victoriously from 
every war in which this country has en­
gaged. It has been responsible for our 
great civilization. 

The Continental Army won our in­
dependence in the war from 1776 to 1783 
through the use of regiments that were 
assembled in the State of residence of the 

_men in the ranks. Mr. President. some 
people scornfully refer to this as ancient 
history. , Certainly if the day ever comes 
when we do not appreciate the sacrifices 
made by -the Continental Army, if we take 
for granted the heritage we enjoy as the 
result of those sacrifices, we shall be ap­
proaching the end. Anyone who has 
read the record of that 7 years' struggle 
for the independence we enjoy today, can 
not fail to be impressed with the fact 
that it was the pride of men in their State 
organizations which finally . enabled the 
untrained Americans to stand before the 
regiments of British regulars. 

According to the concept that pride is 
a bad thing, I suppose that the historian 
of the future will be ostracized, and his 
books .will be barred from use in the 
public schools of· the Nation if he men­
tions the achievements of the Maryland 
line, the Blue Hen's Chicks from Dela­
ware, ¥organ's Virginia Riflemen, or the 
other fine Continental units which gained 
our freedom. Their great achievements 
were symbolic of their pride of State. 
The war with Mexico was largely fought 
by volunteer regiments which bore the 
names Of the States from which they 
were enlisted, and who had a pride in 
their State which would not permit them 
to retreat in the face of overwhelming 
odds. In the tragic fratracidal strife of 
the '60's, with the exception of a few 
units of the Regular Army who retained 
their identity throughout the war, each 
regiment bore a number and the identity 
of the State from which its members 
came. There has never been bloodier 
:fighting or a greater display of heroism 
than that manifested by the armies on · 
both sides in that struggle. This was 
in part due to this fact that a regiment 
from Wisconsin would. not yield ground 
for fear it would cause New ·Yorkers to 
laugh at them. while on the other side a 
soldier from North Carolina would die 
lest his regimental colors be planted be­
hind those from other States in Pickett's 
char-ge at Gettysburg. I never saw a 
veteran of the War Between the States 
who did · not think that his particular 
regiment was the best organization in 
either army, and I have no doubt that 
this pride of organization was respon­
sible for the accomplishments of both 
armies, which caused foreign observers 
from the regular armies of Europe to 
constantly marvel. Mr. President, · we 
could deal with this subject at great 
length, of course. There never has been 
bl.oodier :fighting or greater heroism than · 
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in the great battles in the War Between 
the States; and the pride of the men in 

·their States, as well as in the Nation, 
was one of the things that made those 
men great. That sort of pride of organ­
ization is one of the important things 
upon which we must depend if we are to 
expect to continue the successes we have 
enjoyed in the past. 

I now come to the argument which is 
directed at showing the detrimental ef­
fect that mandatory intermingling- of 
the races and denial of any voluntary 
right of segregation in the armed serv­
ices will have on.the health, the morale, 
and the morals of the armed forces of 
the United States. 

I should have preferred, ·Mr. Presi­
dent, to limit my argument solely to the 
high principle that it is our duty to pre­
serve the right of a man to choose to serve 
in a unit composed of members of his 
own race. That of itself should be ade­
quate in a . free land which claims that 
its institutions of government are free 
and that we have a maximum of indi­
vidual liberty compatible with organ­
ized society. But with the great pres­
sure from one minority group to abolish 
all segregation in the armed services, ac­
companied as it is by threats of political 
reprisal and of mass civil disobedience, 
I fear that the rights of the inarticulate 
majority will not be very impressive in 
the minds of some Senators. 

Mr. President, it can be' demonstrated · 
from statistics relating to the prevalence 
of communicable diseases and the crime 
rate of the United States that the adop­
tion of this amendment will be wise. 
These are unpleasant subjects to discuss. 
One who has the temerity to deal with 
them is certain to have his position mis­
represented by th<;>se who have an ax 
to· grind. There are those who will de-

·Iiberately misunderstand and distort any 
statements dealing with these touchy 
subjects. Facts are not always pleasant. 
However, I deem it to be a duty to bring 
these facts to the attention of the Amer­
ican people, and I shall not shirk it be­
cause it is not a pleasant duty. When 
General Eisenhower appeared before the 
Armed Services Committee, I asked him 
a simple question. I said, "General 
Eisenhower, how did the ratio of crime 

, and venereal disease compare as between 
the white and colored units?" He said, 
"Of course they were higher among the 
colored groups." Later, to my amaze­
ment, I saw that the National Association · 
for the Advancement of Colored People 
the next day charged me with uttering 
a malicious and false attack on the heroic 
Negro_ soldiers of this country, merely 
because I asked that question of General 
Eisenhower. They did not attack the 
General who gave the answer, but they 
charged me with making a vicious attack 
merely because I asked the question of 

·General Eisenhower when he appeared 
as a witness before the committee. I 
know that the bringing of these statistics 
to the attention of the Senate will bring 
in the Negro press lurid charges that I 
have indicted the entire Negro race. 
Mr. President, I wish to ~ay in passing 
that if the Negro press wo_uld. devot~ to 

attempts to inculcate a sense of racial 
pride in the Negroes, one-half of the 
time that it devotes in trying to tell the 
Negroes that they can force the Congress · 
to pass laws-declaring black to be white, 
white to be black, that press would serve 
a much more useful purpose to the mem­
bers of their race. 

I know them well. I am proud to 
claim many of them as my friends. I 
know many Negroes who are as law­
abiding as any white man. Many of 
them are models of cleanliness. The 
moral and spiritual life of numbers of 
Negroes is above reproach. 

But, Mr. President, the uncontrovert-
. ible fact remains that the Negro race as 

a whole, the masses of the Negroes of 
the Nation, have not yet reached the 
standards which I gladly attest to be 
held by individuals belonging to the race. 
Therefore, it is my unpleasant duty to 
discuss these facts as reflected by Gov­
ernment statistics, in an effort to per­
suade Senators who do not recognize the 
rights of the people -of both Negro and 
white races to serve with units of their 
own choice, that the mandatory inter­
mingling of the , races throughout the 
services will be a terrific blow to the ef­
ficiency and fighting power of the armed 
services which we propose to augment 
through the draft system provided in this 
bill. 

Mr. President, a failure to adopt this 
amendment and to allow this right of 
choice is sure to increase the . numbers 
of men who will be disabled through 
communicable diseases. It will increase 
the rate of crime committed by service­
men. I submit in all earnestness that it 
will be most detrimental to the armed 
services to insist upon unsegregated units 
to such an extent that the right of choice 
is denied. It will have a most adverse ef­
fect on the morale of la-rge numbers of 
the fighting units of the servjce, as well 
as upon the morals of the individuals 
comprising those units. Those who have 
no interest in the health or welfare of 
the individuals whom they propose to 
draft by the passage of this measure 
should have some concern as to the ef­
ficiency and effectiveness of the forces 
to be augmented and created if they are 
properly to defend their country. 

Statistics can be quoted without num­
ber dealing with every phase of this ques­
tion which will show that the incidence 
of .syphilis, gonorrhea, chancre, and all 
other venereal diseases is appallingly 
higher among the members of the Negro 
race than among the members of the 
white race. The disparity is great be­
tween Negroes and whites in civilian life. 

It is likewise great between the Negro 
units in the Army as compared with the 
white units, though both races have 
available identical systems of instruction 
and of hygiene to prevent venereal dis­
eases. The incidence of tuberculosis 
among the Negro race as compared with 
the whites in the United States is. almost 
unbelievable; and of course tuberculosis 
is a highly communicable disease. The 
mortality rate from tuberculosis in the 
age group 15- to 44, according to official 

- documents· published by the Pub!ic 

Health Service of the United States, 
which are upon my desk at this moment, 
is five times greater in the Negro race 
than in the white race. The crime ratio, 
particularly in the case of crimes of vio­
lence, on which statistics have been col­
lected not only by the civilian crime re­
ports issued by the FBI but by the Army 
of the United States in reporting crimes 
committed by those in the service, show 
that it is infinitely higher among the 
Negro race than among the white race. 
It is not confined to the South. As a 
matter of fact, the percentage of crime 
among the Negroes in the great cities 
outside the South is a great deal higher 
than among the southern Negroes . 

Mr. President, I have here a publica­
tion issued by the United States Public 
Health Service. Figures and percent­
ages are always tiresome, and I shall not 
undertake to quote all those appearing 
in this report. It is unnecessary to do so 
in. order to establish the point I am 
making. They have to do with the physi­
cal examinations given the selectees in 
World War II. I read this brief para­
graph from this report: · 

In the first 2,000,000 selectees examined, 
the prevalence rate for syphilis based on 
serologic testing was 45.3 percent per thou­
sand men tested; ·the rate for white males 
was 17.4 per thousand; for nonwhite males 
252.3 per thousand. 

Every Member of the Senate owes it 
to himself and to . those he· represents 
here to get this fact sheet and read those 
figures again and again before he votes 
to permit commingling of the races in 
the Army. I repeat them: 

The rate for white males was 17.4 per 
thousand; for nonwhite males 252.3 per 
thousand. 

This bill proposes to draft the young 
men between the ages of 19 and 26. I 
wish to read the very next line in the 
report. It deals with the incidence of 
syphilis found in the age group between 
20 and 25 years as disclosed in the physi­
cal examinations given under the selec­
tive-service law in the report of the Pub­
lic Health Service. I ask Senators to lis­
ten as I read this one very brief state­
ment--

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, ' will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr: RUSSELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. GURNEY. I have been talking 

. with the majority leader. The Senator 
will remember .the announcement made 
at the beginning of today's session, that 
we intenaed to' go· on into the evening. 
I am trying to answer the majority lead­
er, the Senator from Nebraska , correctly, 
in an effort to analyze the situation we 
confront ·tonight. I told the Senator 
from Nebraska, the Senator from Geor­
gia had about finished the presentation 
of his amendment. Would the Senator 
tell me if he could be through by 10 
o'clock? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I could 
not guarantee it. I shall not exceed it 
by more than a very few minutes. 

Mr. GURNEY. Then could the Sena­
tor tell me how many other speeches 

.: there will be on th~ .a~endment? As 
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I understand, the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], and the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL­
LAN] are the only ones who are to speak, 
and the total time to be taken by their 
remarks on the amendment will prob­
ably not exceed 30 minutes. Is that cor­
rect? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I can 
speak only for myself. I have no idea 
of the length of the remarks of the Sen­
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The length of my 
remarks, I may say to the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota, will be 
about 20 minutes . . 

Mr. ELLENDER. I do not think mine 
will exceed more than 15 minutes. 

Mr. GURNEY. The Senator from 
Arkansas has just told me his remarks 
would take 5 or 10 minutes at the most. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ten minutes. . 
Mr. GURNEY. I am very hopeful, I 

may say to the majority leader, that we 
can conclude consideration of -the 
amendment tonight. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to vote 
upon the amendment tonight. 

Mr. GURNEY. I should like to ask 
if any other Senators wish to speak on 
the amendment. 

Mr. MA YBANK. I should like to say 
to the majority leader, I also hope we 
may vote on the amendment tonight. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for an observation? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. If I have added up 

the time correctly, and if Senators stay 
within the time, it would be about 10: 45 
before we. would have an opportunity to 
vote. I merely want to let the Members 
of the Senate know that that is about 
the hour when we shall reach a vote on 
the amendment. If it meets with the 
approval of the Senate, I have no objec­
tion to remaining in session until a vote 
on the amendment can be-obtained. 

Mr. GURNEY. I hope that is agree­
able, because I am anxious to finish con­
sideration of the amendment tonight in 
order to have the slate clean for another 
amendment in the morning. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Florida might wish 5 or 10 
minutes. I did not want to be pre­
cluded, in case I desire to speak, by an · 
understanding to the contrary. 

Mr. WHERRY. I suggest we proceed, 
Mr. President, and see how we get along. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, when 
interrupted I was reading from an 
official publication of an agency of the - · 
Government of the United States which 
analyzed the results of the examinations 
which were conducted of selectees in 
World War II. I was dealing with the 
age groups of the young men who will be 
taken from · their homes by the pending 
measure and who will give 2 years in 
their country's service. I read from the 
official report, which states referring to 
the terrible disease of syphilis: 

In the age group 20-25 years the prevalence 
rate among nonwhite males was 19 times 
greater than among white males. 

I hope that Senators from States 
which have comparatively few Negroes 

in their population wil1 "pay heed to 
these :figures. When a boy is drafted 
only has 251 Negroes he will not serve 
from the State of North Dakota, which 
solely with North Dakotans· or with 
Negroes from North Dakota. He will 
serve in an army which is gathered from 
every section of the United States. I 
submit that it is unfair to vote to com­
pel a boy from North Dakota or any other 
State to serve against his will in an un­
segregated unit where the chances for 
his innocently acquiring this dread 
disease of syphilis . is 19 times greater 
than it would be if he were permitted 
to express a choice to serve only with 
members of his own race. It is not only 
unfair to the individual concerned to 
deny him this right, but it is almost a 
crime against the fighting power and the 
military efficiency of the very expensive 
military establishment which is provided 
for by the pending bill, to mix and inter­
mingle all of the men together without 
regard for race when such action ex­
poses 90 percent of the troops h~ving a 
very low syphilitic incidence to 10 percent 
of them having a shockingly high syph­
ilitic incidence. 

I shall pass on from this venereal 
disease fact sheet, through it i$ replete 
with figures, after reading one more line 
which appears thereon. I read it and 
leave it for Senators to ponder: 

Gonorrhea incidence is estimated as ap­
proximately five times the syphills incidence. 

I have secureq from a ·study made of 
the health reports of the War Depart­
ment a statement showing the percent­
age of the command admitted to treat­
ment for venereal disease during an 
average peripd. These figures reflect the 
percentages not only in the total Army 
but the percentages from the units of 
the armies stationed in Europe. 

It may ,be said with respect to the 
examinations made of the seiectees when 
they were taken into the Army that the 
Negroes had not had the same educa­
tional opportunities as the whites to pro­
tect themselves against venereal disease 
and to effect a cure. I willingly admit 
that there is some merit in that connec­
tion .• However, Mr. President, the figures 
for the Army in the United States and 
for the Army in Europe, where both races 
had identical provisions for sanitation 
and hygiene and were subjected to the 
same educational course, show a great 
disparity. In 1942 the venereal-disease 
rate among the colored troops in the 
Army as a whole was 9% times -as great 
as it was among the white troops. 

Among the troops stationed in Europe 
it was 7.6 times as great. For the years 
1943 through and including 1947 the ratio 
runs from approximately 6 to 9 times as 
great among the colored troops in the 
Ar~y, and averages around 5 times as 
great among the troops in Europe. 

I ask, Mr. President, to have the table 
on venereal incidence in the Army of the 
United States printed in the RECORD at 
this point as a part of my remarks. 

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

Percent of command admitted to treatment 
for venereal diseases 1 during the average 
week, in specified periods-total Army and 
Europe for total, white, and colored per- · 
sonnel and rates for the Ninety-second 
Division 

1942 TotaL ___ 
Waite __ __ 
Colored __ 

11l43 Total. ___ 
White ____ 
Colored._ 

1944 Total __ __ 
White __ __ 
Colored __ 

1945 TotaL ___ 
White __ __ 
Colored __ 

1946 TotaL ___ 
White ___ _ 
Colored __ 

1947 TotaL ___ 
White ____ 
Colored __ 

Total 
Army 

0.06 
.04 
.38 
.05 
.03 
.'Zl 
.07 
.05 
.29 
. 13 
.09 
. 55 
.23 
.14 

1. 06 
.17 
.12 
.65 

Number Number 
of times A~y of times 
greater m greater 

per 1,000 Europe per 1,000 
troops trOQPS 

0.07 

-----9~5--
.05 -- ---T6-.38 
.07 

-----9~0--
. 06 
.27 4. 5 
.06 
.04 

5.8 . 23 5. 75 
.19 
.15 

6.11 . 67 4. 47 -
.46 

-----7~57-
.34 

1.63 4. 79 
• 41 
.32 

5,42 1. 29 4.03 

1 Includes cases acquire( while in the service, not pre· 
viously reported by an Army medical installation. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, con­
tinuing this unpleasant duty, I also wish 
to give some figures which I have se­
cured, showing the ratio of crime for 
100,000 enlisted men in the Army, broken 
down into the white and colored races. 

·This report shows the nature of the 
offenses committed· by general prisoners 
in confinement at rehabilitation centers, 
disciplinary barracks, and Federal insti­
tutions during the year 1945. They do 
not deal with such military offenses as 
desertion, cowardice in the face of the 
enemy, or absence without leave. They 
relate only to the crimes designated as 
civil offenses. 

The table shows. that the commitment 
rate of all civil offenses among the white 
enlisted men in the Army amounted to 
78 per hundred thousand. The rate 
among Negro enlisted men was 229 per 
hundred thousand. The rate for the 
crime of murder among the Negro troops 
was 9 times the rate for the same offense 
among the white troops. As to the crime 
of rape the ratio was 13 times as great 
among the Negro troops per hundred 
thousand as it . was in the case of the 
white troops. In the crime of assault 
with intent to rape the rate among the 
Negro troops was 5 times as great as 
among the white troops. In the crime 
of robbery the rate was almost 4 times 
as great per hundred thousand among 
the Negro troops as it was in the case 
of the same crime per hundred thousand 
among the white troops. In the crime 
of manslaughter the rate was 6 times 
as great among the Negro troops per 
hundred thousand as among the white 
troops. In the crime of assault the rate 
was practically 10 times as great among 
Negro troops as among the same number 
of white troops. In the crime of sodomy 
the rate was 2Y2 times as great per 
hundred thousand Negro troops as it 
was per hundred thousand white troops. 
In the crime of burglary and house­
breaking the rate was nearly 4 times as 
high among the Negro troops as it was 
among the white troops. 
· I ask unanimous consent that this 

table of crimes per hundred thousand 
of enlisted men in the Army,- by races, 
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for the year 1945, be incorporated in 
the RECORD at this point. 

There being no objection, the table 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Rates per 100,000 enlisted men in the Army, 

by race (white and colored) and principal 
offense, of general prisoners in confine­
ment at rehabilitation centers, disciplinary 
barracks, and Federal institutions during 
the year 1945 

Commitment ra_te I 

Per 100,000 P er 100,000 
white Negro 

A. w. o. 1.-------------------- 113 118 
D esertion . __ ------------------ 75 105 
Other military offenses. _______ 41 181 Civil offenses __________________ 78 229 
JYiurder --------- -------------- 9 
Rape __ ___ ___ __________ -------- 13 
Assault with intent to rape ____ 2· 10 
Robbery_ --------------------- 3 11 
Assault with intent to rob _____ 
Manslaughter .•• ~------------- 2 12 
Assault. __ -------------------- 7 69 
Sodomy----------------------- 2 5 
:Assault with intent to commit 

sodomy---------------------
Burglary, housebreaking ______ 3 11 
Larceny ____ -----------"------- ~9 38 
Receiving stolen goods ________ 
Frauds against Government._ 6 13 Embezzlement_ _______________ 2 2 
Forgery- - - -- - ----------------- 10 8 Other offenses _________________ 11 28 

1 R ates based on an estimated enlisted personnel 
stren gth as of Dec. 31, 1944 of 6,353,807 white (89.14 per­
cent) and 661,469 Negro (9.28 percent). 

A rate of Jess than 1 person per 100,000 Is indicated by 
"~". ~ 

. Mr. RUSSELL. Mr . . President, I also 
wish to have inserted in the . RECORD a 
brief comment taken from a statistical 
study of 24,000 military prisoners made 
by a consultant to' the Under Secretary 
of War in 1946. 

Because of the lateness of the hour, I 
s)lall not read it, but any person who 
really wishes to do justice to all parties, 
even if they happen to be members of 
the majority race, in the matter of as­
signment units, should certainly read it 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the com­
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
REcORD, as follows: 

Race: The relative proportion of general 
prisoners representing minority groups was 
considerably higher among general prisoners 
than in the Army as a whole. The dis­
tribution by race for soldiers in the Army 
as a · whole was approximately 89 percent 
white as compared with 9 percent Negro 
(a ratio of 10 to 1), and 1.5 percent for 
those of other races. This distribution closely 
corresponds . to that of population figures 
for the United States. Among tne 24,327 
general prisoners studied, white prisoners 
constituted '80.6 percent of all commitments 
as compared with 17.3 percent Negro (ratio 
of nearly 5 to 1), and 2.1 percent of other 
races. In the cases covered by the study 
the commitment rates were 307 per 100,000 
whites, 633 per 100,000 Negroes, 457 per 100,000 
of other races, and 341 per 100,000 of all 
races. With respect to military offenses, it 
should be pointed out that proportionately 

more Negroes than whites come from en­
vironmental situations which greatly vary 
from experiences and relationships in the 
mil1tary environment, and that the Negro 
soldier will therefore find greater difilculty 
in making adjustments to the new condi­
tions of the Army experience. 

5. Bureau of the Census figures for male 
felony commitments during 1940 show 70.1 
percent white, 29.1 percent Negro, and 0.9 
percent other races. 

6. Based on Bureau of the Census figures · 
for male felony commitments during 1940 be­
tween the ages of 18 and 44, the ratio of 
w'hite to Negro commitments was nearly 
4 to 1, and the ratio of other races to white 
was about 3 to 1. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, be it 
said to the credit of the Negro serviceman 
that the ratio of crime among Negro 
troops, even though it is exceedingly 
high as compared with crimes among 
white troops, is somewhat lower than the 
ratio of crimes between the races in civil 
life in cities outside the South. 

I have had a table prepared, taken 
from the Uniform Crime Reports made 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
of all crimes committed in the year 1947, 
broken down by races. I ask unanimous 
consent that the table from the reports 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation be · 
printed in the RECORD at this point. 

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

Statistics of arrests for the white and Negro races for selected offenses, 1946 and 1947 1 

Ol!enses charged 

1947 total, all offenses 3------------~-------------------
Criminal homicide ___ ----- __ ------------- --------- •••• _____ 
Robbery ___ --- ____ ---------------- _____ .------------ _______ 
Assault .. --------------------------------------------------Burglary-breaking or entering ____________________________ 
Larceny_ •• ____ •• __ ----------- •------- - - __ 2. _ --- __ ---- _____ 
Arson .••. --------- •• -------------------- •• --------------.--
Rape. ___ --------------------------------------------------Prostitution and commercialized vice ______________________ 
Disorderly conduct.-------------- __ -----._. ___ ---------- __ 
Drunkenness._--------------------------- __ ••• ___________ . 
Vagrancy_----.----------------------.------------- ••• _----Gambling _________________________________________ _________ 

1946 total, all offenses! ______ ... _______________ : ________ 

Criminal homicide ____ .----------- •• __ ----_.------------ ___ 
Robbery _____ ---_.---.-- ____ ------------------------------_ 
Assault.---------------------------------------------------
Burglary-breaking or entering_---------------------------
Larceny_ •• ------------------------------------------------
Arson _______ --------_.----- __ ----_-------------_-------. ___ Rape _____ • _____________ --- __________ -------- _______ • ______ 
Prostitution and commercialized vice ______________________ 
Disorderly conduct. __ • _____ •• __ •• ____ ----_--------_---- ___ 
Drunkenness. ____ -------------- ______________ -'---- __ ------
Vagrancy---- ______ -------------- _________ ----------------_ 
Gambling_---- •••• __ ••• _ •••• ____ •• ____ •• _ •• ______ ••• _ ••••• _ 

Total white 
and Negro 

offenses 

724,476 

6, 514 
21,321 
57,622 
37,867 
63,707 
1, 023 
9, 648 
9, 568 

t~~:~ 
42, 752 
15,809 

637,383 

6, 430 
1!1, 821 
50,835 
34,732 
E6, 293 

696 
8,200 

10,120 
43,854 

147,596 
36,384 
12,662 

Total 

536,695 

3, 555 
12,806 
31,863 
26, 415 
42,812 

782 
6, 731 
6,108 

36; 015 
143,350 
32,534 
!!,087 

478, 211 

3, 559 
11, 503 
29, 173 
24,936 
38,431 

533 
5,887 
6,401 

32,118 
126,147 
28,187 

6, 017 

White offenses 

Percent of Rate per 1,000 
white popu- white popu-

lation lation 

0. 422 4.22 

.003 .03 

.010 .10 

.025 .25 

. 021 . 21 

.034 .34 

.001 .01 

.005 .05 

.005 .05 

.028 ' · 28 
13 1.13 

:o26 .26 
.006 .06 

.382 3.82 

.003 .03 

.009 .09 

.023 .23 

.020 .20 

.031 . 31 

.0004 .004 

.005 .05 

.005 .05 

.026 .26 

.101 1.01 

.023 .23 

.005 .05 

Total 

187, 781 

2, 959 
8, 515 

25,759 
11,452 
20,895 

241 
2, 917 
3,460 

14, 229 
27,519 
10,218 

7, 722 

159, 1'72 

2, 871 
7, 318 

21,662 
9, 796 

17,862 
163 

2,313 
3, 719 

11,736 
21,449 
8,197 
6, 645 

Negro offenses I 
· Number o. 

times Negro 
Perccn t of Rate per 1,000 rate is greater 

Negro popu- Negro popu- than white 
lation 2 lation 

1.316 13.16 3.12 

.021 . 21 7.00 

.060 .60 6.00 

.181 1. 81 7.24 

.080 .80 3.81 

.146 1. 46 4. 29 

.002 .02 2.00 

.020 .20 4.00 

.024 .24 4.80 

.100 1.00 3. 57 

.193 1.93 1.71 

.072 .72 2. 77 

.054 .54 9.00 

1.140 11.40 2. 98 

. 021 . 21 7.00 

.052 . 52 5. 78 

.155 1. 55 6. 74 

.070 . 70 3.50 

.128 1.28 4.13 

.001 .01 2.50 

.Of7 .17 3.40 

.027 .27 5.40 

.084 .84 3.23 

.154 1.54 1. 52 

.059 .59 2. 57 

.048 .48 " 9.60 

1 Popula.tion figures are estimates by the Bureau of the Census, July 1 1946, and Apri11947. 
2 No estimate has been made of Negro population since 1940 census. Figures used for Negro population are computed on basis of constituting 95 percent of total nonwhite 

population, as Indicated by the 1940 census. . 
a Total offenses includes other offenses not shown In the table. 
Source: Uniform Crime Reports for the United States and Its Possessions, Annual Bulletin, vol. XVll, N9. 2, 1946, p. 124. Same for 1947, vol. XVU, No. 2, p. 122. Federal 

Bureau of Investigation. , 
Estimated Population of the United States, by Age1 Color, and Sex: 1940 to 1946, Series P-41 No.3, Apr. 3,1947. U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
Current Population Reports, Population Charactenstlcs, Series P-20, No.9, Jan. 19, 1948. u.S. Bureau oft~ Census. 

Mr. RUSSELL. ' Mr. President, I do not 
wish to use all the detailed statistical 
matter which I have in regard to this 
issue. 

Figures are tiresome things, particu- -
larly when they stand by the side of logic 
and reason and in the way of a position 
which is determined by a desire to get 
'.'otes. I do wjsh to say. however, that my 

study of this subject has revealed some 
amazing facts. I have been for many 
years, and still am, concerned about 
the very high crime rate among the 
members of the Negro race in the South. 
I knew, for example, that Atlanta, Ga., 
in my home State, had one of the high­
est murder :rates per capita of any city 
of the United States. Approx·imately 34 · 

percent of the population of the city of 
Atlanta are Negroes. In 1947, the ap­
palling number of 91 murders were com­
mitted in the city of Atlanta. Though 
the Negro population was one-third of 
the total, they were responsible for prac­
tically 80 percent of the crime. However, 
in my investigation of the record of 
crimes committed in other cities I found, 
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to my amazement, that in such cities as 
Detroit, St. Louis, and Cincinnati the 
crime rate per capita among the colored 
citizens of those cities was much higher 
than the ratio of crime among the Ne­
groes who live in the South. Too many 
crimes of violence are committed by Ne­
groes in the southern cities, but I am 
glad to .bear testimony to the fact that 
statistics clearly show that the southern 
Negro is much more law abiding and less 
adqicted to crime than are the Negroes 
living outside the South. 

I -shall not go into all these tables, but 
I w111 illustrate my point from the one 
compiled on the crimes committed in 'the 
city of Detroit, in the State ·of Michigan. 
I should like to place it in the RECORD. 

It shows, Mr. President, for the year 
1947, that _although the population of the 
city of Detroit is 88.6 percent white aad 
only 11.4 perce-nt colored, there were 21 -
murders committed by whites, who com­
pose 88.6 percent of the ·population of 
tl:lat city, and 55 were committed by col-

Detroit 

ored persons, who cbmpose 11.4 percent 
of the population. The crime of mur­
der was _20.4 percent greater among the 
colored population per thousand in the 
city of· Detroit than among the white 
population. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi­
dent, that this table may be printed in 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

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

[Population: White, 1,580,800 (88.6 percent); colored, 204,200 (11.4 percent)j 

1946 1947· 1946 

• I 

White Colored 

White Colored White Colored 

Percent Per 1,000 Percent Per 1,000 

------------------
Murder _________ ---------- _____ 22 49 21 55 0. 0013 0. 0139 0. 0240 0. 2399 
Manslaughter __________________ 39 7 22 R .0024 .0247 . 00342 .0342 
Larceny_--------·-------------- 435 537 508 646 .0275 . 2752 ' 2630 2. 6297 

~~~::-:::~~=================== 
257 235 305 205 .0163 .1626 .1151 1. 1508 
184 245 194 217 . 0116 .1164 .1200 1.1998 

Rape __ ------------------------ 47 87 52 81 . 0029 .0297 . 0426 .4260 
Aggravated assault__---------- 172 352 186 385 . 0108 .1088 .1724 1. 7238 Auto theft_ ____________________ 101 43 122 55 .0063 .Oft39 . 0211 • 2105 

Total crimes: 1946-White, 1,257; colored, 1,555; 1947-White, 1,410; colored 1,647. 
Rate per thousand: 1946-White, 0.00079; colored, 0.0076; 1947-White, 0.00089; colored, 0.008. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I may 
say in passing that the figures on crime 
as between tne races are not available 
for the cities Gf New York and· Chicago. 
Due to political pressure put upon the 
authorities of those cities, in which large 
numbers of Negroes reside, the police de­
partments of those municipalities re­
fused to release any figures showing the 
ratio of crime by races. We can secure 
only general figures for the Nation sub­
mitted by the FBI, and by making a study 
of the general figures in connection with 
the definite figures that can be secured 
from cities, it is very .apparent that the 
Negro political leaders in New York and 
Chicago, who have intimidated the -offi­
cials of those cities into suppressing the 
issuance of a break-down of crime fig­
ures, had a very sound reason for 
doing so. 

Mr. President, I wish to say in conclu­
sion that I do not think all the American 
people clearly understand this amend­
ment. It has been said time and again 
that it was to compel the segregation of 
the two races in the armed services. It 
could only be done by voluntary action of 
American citizens. I heard one of the 
most distinguished commentators last 
night, while opposing this amendment, in 
explaining it say, "It will compel segre­
gation in the armed services. Well," he 
said, "it practically compels it because it 
gives the people the right of choice and 
if they have that right you will have 
segregated forces." 

Mr. President, what is unfair and what 
is un-American about that? If 90 per­
cent of the people of this Nation who-are 
white wish to express preference as indi­
viduals to serve with members of their 
own kind they should have the right to 
do so and they are taking away nothing 
from the 10 percent in this country who 
are nonwhites. The minority has the 
same right granted to whites. 

Mr. President, I am not ashamed of 
my race. I am proud I am a white man. 

I care nothing for thc,se who will say 
that feeling evidences a Hitlerian con­
cept, because I know it does not. I would 
be ashamed to impose upon any other 
man because of his race .. Every Ameri­
can citizen is entitled to fair treatment. 
I do resent any effort to .deprive a mem­
ber of the white race of a fundamental 
right that does not injure those of other 

· races. 
I would, Mr. President, that all minor­

ity groups had the same Pride. of race 
the Chinese have. One may go to the 
humblest peasant on a farm ·in China, 
living in utter poverty, and it will be 
found that he has a great pride of race. 
He thinks that his culture and his peo­
ple a:r;e superior to those of any white 
man or of any other race. 

Mr. President, I would that I could in­
spire the members of the Negro race in 
this Union with the same pride of race 
that I feel in mine. I would not take 
a way from them their pride of race or 
any privilege of equality before the law, 
but I shall not surrender my pride of race 
on any specious argument that posses­
sion of such pride stamps me as being a 
follower of Adolf Hitler or anyone else. 

Mr. President, I am appalled by the 
thought that pride of race in this coun­
try could be so dead that a simple propo­
sition permitting people· of my race to 
assert a voluntary preference to serve 
with their own kind when they are in­
ducted into the service of the United 
States against their will, to give 2 years, 
with small recompense, to their country's 
colors, could be denied that privilege by 

• a vote of the Senate of the United States. 
Mr. MAYBANK obtained the· floor. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield, that I may suggest the 
absence of a quorum? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I appreciate the sug­
gestion of the distinguished Senator from 
Florida, but the hour being late, I shall 
just go along with my remarks. I thank 
the Senator. 

Hl47 

White Colored 

X Percent Per 1,000 Percent Per 1,000 X 
----------------

17.26 0. 0013 0. 0132 0. 0269 0. 2693 20.40 
1. 38 .0013 . 0139 . 0015 . 0146 1. 05 
9. 56 .0321 .3213 .3164 8.1635 9.85 
7. 08 . 0193 .1929 .1004 1. 0039 5. 20 

10.31 .0123 .1227 .1063 1. 0626 8. 66 
f4. 34 .0033 .0328 .0397 . 3966 12.09 
15.84 .0118 .1176 .1885 1. 8854 16.03 
3. 29 .0077 .0771 . 0269 .2693 3.49 

Mr. President, the Senator from 
Georgia and I offered the amendment 
now pending in the Armed Services Com- · 
mittee, and the amendment was defeated. 
As I remember, we received only 4 votes, 

• which were made public to the press­
the votes of the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. BYRD], the Senator froiJl Alabama 
[Mr. HILL], the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. RUSSELL], and myself. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a unanimous-consent 
request? 

Mr. MA YBANK. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I have conferred with 

the distinguished S'enator from South 
Dakota, who has been most cooperative, 
as have all other Senators, in the debate 
today, and called his attention to the 
fact that in 50 minutes we will have been 
in session 12 hours. We were in session 
practically 12 hours yesterday. In view 
of the fact that the distinguished Sena­
tor from South Carolina stated that he 
would speak for possibly 20 or 25 min­
utes, and the Senator from Louisiana 
probably will want 20 or 25 minutes, and 
the Senator from Arkansas will want 
some time, I wonder if all the speeches 
could not be concluded within an hour, 
and.if I might not suggest a unanimous 
consent agreement for a vote on the 
amendment tomorrow at 12 .o'clock, the 
Senate to recess tonight to 11 a. m. to­
morrow. 

Mr. MAYBA~. Mr. President, there 
is no objection on my part, but my re­
marks will be rather brief, and I should 
prefer to make them before the recess is 
taken tonight. 

Mr. WHERRY. I shall not press the 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
S'enator from South Carolina will pro-
ceed. ' 

Mr. WHERRY. I understand the 
Senator would prefer to make his re­
marks tonight. 

Mr. MAYBANK. That is correct. 
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Mr. WHERRY. t think we may as 

well go ahead and try to reach a vote. 
Mr. MAYBANK. Whatever the dis­

tinguished Senator suggests is satisfac­
tory to me. I should like to agree with 
him, but the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL] and myself, as the chairman of 
the committee well knows, proposed this 
amendment in the committee. 

Mr. WHERRY. I think I shall renew 
the unanimous-consent request at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from South Carolina, if it will be agree­
able at that time. 

Mr. MAYBANK. If it is agreeable to 
the Senator from Louisiana and the Sen­

_ator from Florida, I _shall not object. 
Mr. WHERRY. Let me propose a 

unanimous-consent request that the 
Senate vote on the Russell-Maybank 
amendment at 12 o'clock noon tomorrow, 
the Senate to recess tonight until 11 a. m. 
tomorrow. It seems to me it would not 
be necessary to divide the time, but agree 
that a vote be had at 12 o'clock, and that 
the Senate remain in session tonight at 
least until the Senator from South Caro­
lina shall conclude his speech. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Twenty minutes will 
be ·all the time I shall need. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senate will re­
main in session until the Senator con­
cludes. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I have no objection, 
if the Senator from Georgia does not 
object. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I suggest that there 
be added to the request that no substi­
tute for the pending amendment be in 
orde~ . 

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to in­
clude that no amendment shall be in 
order unless it is germane. 

Mr. GURNEY. That the Senate vote 
on the Russell-Maybank amendment and 
any amendment thereto, and that the 
Senator from South Dakota may be given 
3 minutes -in order to make a statement 
before the vote is taken at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. WHERRY. Let me see if I · can 
recapitulate what the request is, with 
the suggestions which have been made. 

I ask unanimous consent that a vote 
be taken on the Russell-Maybank amend­
ment, which is the pending question, and 
all amendments thereto, at 12 .o'clock 
noon tomorrow, only amendments to be 
considered which are germane to the 
subject matter; that the time be divided; 
that 55 minutes be allotted to the propo­
nents of the amendment, to be controlled 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL]; and 5 minutes be .allotted to 
the Senator from South Dakota; and 
that the Senate recess tonight until 
11 a.m. tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the 
understanding of the Chair that the re­
quest includes the taking of a recess to­
night at the conclusion of the speech of 
the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. WHERRY. I did not include that 
in the unanimous-consent request, but I 
give the Senator from South Carolina 
my word that a recess will not be taken 
until he shall conclude his remarks 
tonight. 

Mr. MAYBANK. And that no substi­
tute shall be in order. 

Mr. WHERRY. I think that is in­
, eluded in the suggested unanimous-con­
sent agreement. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, a par­
liamtmtary inquiry. 

The .PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Did the ·senator say 
that only 5 minutes would be reserved 
for opponents of the amendment? 

Mr. WHERRY. Yes; and 55 minutes 
for the proponents, in charge of the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I might 
desire to make some comment in opposi­
tion to the amendment, and I should like 
the reservation of as much as 10 minutes 
time in case I should desire to speak to­
morrow. 

Mr. WHERRY. I amend the request 
then to include in it the proposal that 
45 minutes of the time be in charge of 
the Senator from Georgia and 15 min­
utes in charge of the Senator from South 
Dakota, which will take care of the time 
for the Senator from Florida? Is that 
satisfactory? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think that is satis­
factory. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I 
think the distinguished acting majority 
leader in making the request for unani­
mous-consent agreement has used the 
words "submitted" and "substituted." I 
take it-and I want it to be clearly under­
stood for the RECORD-that he is referring 
solely to the amendment of the Senator 
j"rom Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL]. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection to the unanimous-consent re­
quest made by the Senator from Ne­
braska? 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, re­
serving the right to object, I should like 
to have 15 minutes tomorrow. Will the 
Senator change his request so that the 
vote shall be taken at 12:30 tomorrow? 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I will 
have to appeal again to the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GuRNEY] . . It is "!lnderstood that the Sen­
ate will stay in session tonight until the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MAY­
BANK] has concluded his address. That 
will leave only .two Senators who have 
asked for time. If the Senator from Mis­
sissippi would like time certainly the time 
·he requires can be covered in the 45 min­
utes time under the control of the dis­
tinguished Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. EASTLAND. I doubt whether 
there will be sufficient time left to me in 
view of the time which, I understand, 
will be required by the two Senators who 
have asked for time to speak in favor of 
the amendment. 

Mr. WHERRY. I will modify my 
unanimous-consent request once again 
by extending the time until the hour of 
12:30, with 1 hour being allotted to the 
proponents of the amendment and 30 
minutes to the opponents of the amend­
ment. Will that be satisfactory? 

Mr. EASTLAND. Yes. 
Mr. WHERRY. Then I modify my 

unanimous request by asking that 1 hour 
be allotted to the proponents of the 
amendment, the time to be controlled by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus-

SELL], and 30 minutes to be allotted to 
the opponents of the amendment, the 
time to be controlled by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. GuRNEY]. The other 
·portion· of the unanimous-consent re­
quest has previously been stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the Sen­
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, the 
unanimous-consent request, as I under­
stand, includes the provision that after 
I shall have concluded speaking tonight 
the Senate will recess? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­
ator is correct. 

Mr. MAYBANK. It is my purpose to 
submit another amendment which I shall 
ask to lie on the table. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous-consent re­
quest made by the Senator from Nebras­
ka, which includes, as the Chair under­
stands, a determination to vote on the 
pending amendment at 12:30 o'clock to­
morrow, with an hour being given to the 
proponents and 30 minutes to the 
opponents. 

Mr. WHERRY. The time on behalf of 
the proponents to be controlled by the · 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL] and 
the time for the opponents to be con­
trolled by the Senator from South Da-
kota [Mr. GURNEY]. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous-consent re­
quest made by the Senator from Ne­
braska? The Chair hears none, and the 
agreement is entered into. 

The unanimous-consent agreement, as 
reduced to writing, is as follows: 

Ordered, That on the calendar day of 
Wednesday, June 9, 1948, at the hour of 12:30 
p. m., the Senate proceed to vote, without 
further debate, upon · the amendment pro­
posed by Mr. RussELL (for himself and Mr. 
MAYBANK) to Senate bill 2655, the Selective 
Service Act of 1948, and upon any amend· 
ment, if any, that may be proposed to the said 
amendment: Provided, That no amendment 
that is not germane to the subject matter of 
the said amendment shall be received. · 

Ordered further, That of the intervening 
time between 11 o'clock a. m. and 12:30 
o'clock on said day, 1 hour be allotted to 
those favoring the amendment, to be con· 
trolled by Mr. RuSSELL, and 30 minutes be al· 
lotted to those opposed to the amendment, 
t~ be controlled by Mr. GURNEY. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President and 
Members of the Senate. It has been my 
privilege to serve on the Senate Military 
Affairs Committee and more recently, the 
Armed Services Committee. My col­
leagues on these committees will bear 
witness to the fact that week in and week 
out, and session after session, I worked 
for and supported every measure which 
was in the interest of national defense. 
During the critical war years, I devoted 
most of my time to the work of the Mili­
tary Affairs and Armed Services Com­
mittees and helped secure the necessary 
legislation to build an Army and Navy 
capable of crushing the Axis Powers. 

During recent months when it became 
apparent that another totalitarian force 
was a threat to the peace of the world, I 
have worked with our Armed Services 
Committee to strengthen our national 
defense-to the end that we would not be 
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again unprepared for any emergency 
which might confront this Nation. 

It grieves me beyond words that the 
. question of segregation has been injected 

in our national-defense program which 
should always be above politics. 

This is a campaign year and un­
fortunately, for the good of the country, 
and for the people of the world, there are 
some who are so determined to win an 
election that they will injure the na­
tional defense of the Nation in order to 
curry favor with groups of minority votes 
in doubtful States. 

To protect our armed forces from pres­
sure in high places, and to assure that 
our national-defense program shall not 
be sacrificed on the altar of political ex­
pediency, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL] and I have offered the so­
called Russell-Maybank amendment. 
My colleague, the Senator from Georgia, 
has discussed that amendment and it 
is not necessary for nie to repeat the un­
answerable presentation he has made. 

This matter of segregation-as it ex­
ists in the armed services at the present­
was admirably revealed in the testimony 
of General Eisenhower before the Armed 
Services Committee. This great gen­
eral declared that nonsegregation would 
slow the progress and development of 
colored boys who had been put into 
mixed units. Their .advancement to the 
grades of sergeant, technical sergeant, 
and master sergeant, is almost prohibi­
tive in the face of competition from the 
better-educated, better-trained, and 
more adaptable white boys of the same 
organizations. 

This is a nation of many races but we 
must not forget that white people carved 
it out of the wilderness, white people con­
ceived this Republic, white people fought 
the War of the Revolution, and in victory 
they gave to the world the greatest sys­
tem of free construction of government 
ever known to mankind. 

The decent, self-respecting people of 
this country, regardless of the section in 
which they live, are getting more than 
sick of all this kowtowing to a minority 
group which holds the balance of power 
in a few large doubtful States. 

Senators, make no mistake about one 
thing. There is a political awakening 
taking place in this country. Some may 
think it is smart politics to placate these 
pressure minority blocs, but there is a 
time coming when any President or any 
Senator or any Representative who at­
tempts to tamper with our national-de­
fense structure, or any other laws, to win 
political support will be forever repu­
diated by the right-thinking and fair­
minded people of this country. 

As mayor of one of the Nation's oldest 
cities, as Governor of a State which had 
been one of the original Thirteen Col­
onies, and as a Senator representing the 
sovereign people of a sovereign State, no 
one can point to a single utterance or act 
of mine as being unfriendly to the Negro 
race. I . have always fought, and will 
continue to fight, to improve his eco­
nomic status and to assure him equal 
justice under the law. But I will resist, 
and the people of my State will resist, 
any break-down of our well-established 

segregation laws and customs which we· 
know are for the benefit of both races. 

We do not underestimate the present 
political power of these groups which are 
now demanding that our Army and our 
Navy abandon the ancient policy of seg­
regation in our armed forces. 

We realize that this is election year. 
The situation is bad, but we are going to 
oppose with every force at our command 
this cheap, miserable display of political 
maneuvering to win support from the 
National Association for the Advance­
ment of Colored People, and other simi­
lar org-anizations which seek to rule this 
country through the use of their minority 
block .of votes, which votes as just so 
many sheep. The clean, self-respecting 
people Of this country are going to see to 
it that a small block of votes under the 
absolute control of a few professional 
lobbyists shall not eliminate this Govern­
ment to the detriment of the majority 
of the people. 

In all seriousness, I ask the Members 
of the Senate why there is all this agita­
tion for breaking down a segregation 
policy which has prevailed in our armed 
services since the Republic was estab­
lished? Does any Senator seriously con­
template that the mixing up of the white 
and Negro races in combat units or hav­
ing them sleep and eat together on our 
battleships and in our barracks strength­
ens our national defense? 

The wars of this country have been 
won by white soldiers and I defy any 
Member of this body to challenge this 
statement. The Army and Navy have 
wisely attempted to utilize the Negro 
soldiers in the positions which they are 
capable of filling. Certainly there are 
some Negro · soldiers and some Negro 
units which have demonstrated a certain 
degree of effectiveness on the battlefield; 
but by and large, Negro soldiers have 
rendered their greatest service as cooks, 
drivers, maintenance men, mechanics, 
and such positions, for which they are 
well qualified. 

I believe that Negro soldiers should be 
educated and entitled to a higher level 
of service in our armed forces. How­
ever, racial pride alone should make 
them want to train and tight with a 
unit of their own people, and in dis­
tinguishing themselves reflect due credit 
to their race. They should not be con­
tent to hitchhike on the accomplish­
ments of white soldiers. 

We must not forget that the Negro 
race is only a few generations removed 
from slavery. We cannot expect them 
to distinguish themselves either on the 
battlefield or in private life to the · extent 
that we expect the white man to dis­
tinguish himself. We must encourage, 
in every way possible, the Negro's at­
tainment of a higher degree of mental 
stability, but we are :p.ot going to help 
him or his race by thinking this can be 
accomplished by forcing him into service 
along with white boys. 

Already the Navy, acting under pres­
sure from higher· ups, has issued orders 
to wipe out the policy of segregation on 
battleships. This same pressure is now 
at work to abolish segregation in the 

·Army. Unless this policy is reversed, we 

are going to create a fundamental weak­
ness in our fighting forces. 

A vast majority of the ·white soldiers 
and the white sailors of this country, 
especially in the South, will refuse to 
associate with Negroes in their barracks 
and mess halls; and, more important, no 
decent, self-respecting Negro would want 
to be forced into the company of people 
who do not want him. Our amendment 
gives these boys, both white and colored, 
an opportunity to serve in a segregated 
unit if they so desire. 

Segregation in our armed forces is a 
sound policy and has proved to be the 
most effective in every war in which we 
have been engaged. This issue is one 
which should not be decided on political 
expediency; and I pray that it will not be. 

We feel that those who are responsible 
for our national defense should be left 
absolutely free to administer the policies 
they think contribute most to effective 
fighting units, and should not be ham­
strung by pressure from any source, 
whether from the President of the 
United States or the Congress of the 
United States. 

In the amendment which the Senator 
from Georgia and I have offered, we have 
not undertaken to tell the Army or the· 
Navy what it shall do about segregation, 
but we have determined that if the Fed­
eral Government is going into our States 
and draft our young men, then those 
young men shall at least have a choice of 
reJecting service in a nonsegregated unit. 
This amendment will not only benefit the 
white individual, but it will benefit the. 
colored individual, because we feel that 
colored boys, especially those in the 
South, will prefer to serve in units made 
up of their own people. 

In view of the plans for inductees to 
be sent to camps in the general vicinity 
of their homes, this amendment carries 
added weight. Many of the training 
camps will be located in the South. 

If the Army adopts a policy of forcing 
our white boys to serve in such mon­
grelized units, it will stir up such racial 
strife as can never be overcome in a 
decade. The progress which has been 
made up until now will all go for naught. 
I predict that the Army will be faced 
with a deluge of courts martial such as 
has never been seen. I visualize a con­
script army of bitter malcontents. 

Those who are agitating the breaking 
down of our segregation laws may think 
they are playing smart politics, but they 
are destroying years of effort on our part 
to improve the economic and educational 
status of the Negro. 

Time will not now permit me to tell 
the Senate what the South has done, and 
what it is· doing, to make the Negro a 
more useful citizen. Our economic 
struggle in the South knows no color line. 
Since the War Between the States we 
have been up against economic disad­
vantages imposed upon us, which have 
weighed heavily upon both the white and 
colored people . of the South. To some 
degree we are winning our fight for eco­
nomic parity with other States, and as 
we do-, the economic level of all of our 
people will rise. When this is accom­
plisbed we shall have new and better 
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educational facilities for all · of our 
people. 

Increased economic and educational 
advantages are what the Negroes in the 
South need, and that is what the for­
ward-thinking people of the South are 
seeking to provide. Yet our efforts are 
set back constantly by misguided cam­
paigns to abrogate our segregation laws 
and customs. It is easy to see that the 
Negro of the South is being made the 
victim of political by-play aimed at win­
ning the Negro vote in doubtful States. 

I appeal to my colleagues not to weak­
en our national defense program by giv­
ing encouragement to this scheme to put 
a compulsory end to segregation in our 
armed services. By adopting this 
amendment we shall give assurance to 
those who are drafted of some selection 
in the units in which they serve. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk an­
other amendment, and ask that it be 
printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be printed and lie on 
the table. 

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

Mr. MAYBANK. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I should like to ask 

the Senator from South Carolina a ques­
tion. If the amendment which has been 
offered by the Senator from Georgia and 
the Senator from South Carolina be­
comes law, what effect will it have on 
the 50,000 foreign soldiers who. are sup­
posed to be taken care of under the 
Lodge amendment? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I will say to my dis­
t inguished friend from New Mexico that 
the Lodge amendment was never brought 
before the committee, and never dis­
cussed before the committee. I voted 
against it, as did the Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I voted against it. 
Mr. MAYBANK. That amendment 

was not contemplated when we drafted 
our amendment. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The Lodge amendment 
has already been acted upon by the 
Senate. 

Mr. MAYBANK. That is correct. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The amendment of the 

Senator from Georgia and the Senator 
from South Carolina has not yet been 
acted upon by the Senate. . 

Mr. MAYBANK. That is correct; but 
the amendment was considered and dis­
cussed by the committee. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. But the Lodge amend­
ment has been accepted by the Senate. 

Mr. MA YBANK. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. What is to prevent the 

Army of the United States from accept­
ing those 25,000 soldiers and making 
them subject to the provisions of the 
amendment which ·the Senator has in 
mind, the one which was offered by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL] for 
himself and the Senator from South 
Carolina? What would be done with the 
25,000 foreign soldi.ers? 

Mr. MAYBANK. Frankly, the com­
mittee did not discuss that amendment 
in any detail. When we drew our 
amendment, that amendment was not in 
the bill. I may say to the Senator from 
New Mexico that the Senator from 
G~orgia [Mr. RussELL] tried for some 

time to obtain the floor earlier today so 
that we could present our amendment; 
but it was not possible to do so. We tried 
yesterday. The amendment presented by 
the Senator from Massachusetts earlier 
in the day followed the drafting of our 
amendment and its consideration by the 
cemmittee. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am seeking informa­
tion. Suppose we get in the Army 10,000 
Senegalese Negroes; French Negroes. 

Mr. MAYBANK. This amendment 
applies only to those who are drafted. I 
do not presume that any Poles or Italians 
will be drafted. They will be volunteers. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. They will be volun­
teers. 

Mr. MAYBANK. This amendment 
does not apply to volunteers. Our 
amendment applies only to the draft or 
selective service provisions. It does not 
apply to those affected by the amend­
ment of the Senator from Massachu-
setts. . 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I should like some as­
surance as to the sincerity of purpose 
of those who voted for the Lodge amend­
ment. I should like to know whether 
or not they really meant it. 

Mr. MA YBANK. That amendment 
applies entirely to a foreign group, not 
subject to the draft. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Of course it applies to 
a foreign group. 

Mr. MA YBANK. It would have no 
effect on our amendment, which applies 
to those drafted by law. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia and the Senator 
from South Carolina affects only those 
who are drafted; but so far as segrega­
tion is concerned, it would affect those 
who volunteer as well as those who are 
drafted. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Of course, those af­
fect ed by the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts are not Americans. 
They would be segregated. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 
should like to have the RECORD show that 
tomorrow, after the Senate convenes, it 
will carry out the unanimous-consent or­
der, of course, to vote upon the Russell­
Maybank amendment at 12:30. 

After that amendment has been dis­
posed of, there will be an amendment by 
the ·Senator from Missouri [Mr. KEM] 
and an amendment which will be offered 
by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. MA­
LONE]. Of course I am not stating the 
amendments in the order in which they 
will be considered. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I should 
like to suggest to the acting majority 
leader that I would rather not have him 
state the order in which the amendments 
will be taken up tomorrow. 

Mr. WHERRY. I am not doing so, of 
course. 

Mr. GURNEY. I am sure we can work 
out that matter during the day. 

Mr. WHERRY. I do not mean that 
the amendments will be brought up in 
the order in which I am referring to them 
now. But I wish the Senate to know that 
in addition to the amendments I have 
already mentioned, there are also on file 
amendments by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MoRsE], the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. O'DANtELJ, and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART]. I am not sure 

how long the consideration of those 
amendments will take. 

However, I wish the Members of the 
, Senate to know that it is our intention 

to conclude the action on all amendments 
to the bill and on the bill itself tomorrow 
or tomorrow night, even if we have to 
run quite late at night, and that may 
mean later than 10:30 p.m., if necessary. 
I think Senators have been most cooper­
ative; but by tomorrow night we should 
get this bill out of the way. So I sincerely 
trust that all Senators will come prepared 
tomorrow to. have the Senate vote finally 
on all a'menciments to the bill and on 
the bill itself. 
RECORD OF RADIO STATION KLZ, OF 

DENVER, IN COMBATING HEART 
DISEASE 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I should like at this time to 
invite the attention of Members of this 
body and have made a permanent part 
of the RECORD the work of a particular 
radio station in Colorado, KLZ, of Den­
ver, for its job in combating the Nation's 
No. 1 killer, heart disease. 

At a time when public information is 
needed on this subject as never before, 
KLZ, in discharging its public-service 
responsibility, sought the aid of the 
Colorado State Medical Society in pro­
viding its listeners an authoritative, in­
teresting, and highly important series of 
broadcasts entitled "Knave of Hearts," 
dealing with diseases of the heart. 

I am happy to say that on May 2 the 
plan reached its fruition with the first of 
these programs. KLZ's manager, Hugh 
B. Terry, and Dr. John S. Bous1og, 
highly respected president of the Col­
orado State Medical Society, worked out 
a detailed plan to bring knowledge of 
the heart and its diseases to every 
listener in the Rocky Mountain area. 
KLZ's staff prepared dramatic and ac­
curate scripts. A three-man committee 
of heart specialists, appointed by Dr. 
Bouslog, checked each program for ac­
curacy. Then, to assure complete pub­
lic confidence, a doctor appears on every 
one of these vital Sunday night pro­
grams. 

To make its contribution to the pub­
lic all the · greater, radio station KLZ 
not OI)ly provided valuable station time, 
writers; actors, and producers, but also 
spent considerable sums of money in 
many forms of paid advertising to call 
attention to this heart series and to in­
sure its reaching the largest possible 
audience. Newspaper advertisements, a 
personalized letter to 1,250 ·business and 
civic leaders, transcribed announce­
ments by prominent citizens, such as 
Colorado's chief executive, Gov. W. Lee 
Knous, transit and bus cards, outdoor 
billboards, motion-picture · trailers, and 
many more-all were utilized to make 
the program more effective. 

A luncheon was held for the State's 
Parent-Teacher Association and educa­
tional leaders at which time the com­
plete plan for the series was laid before 
members of this group. The women who 
rear our children have now rallied round 
with their support, since they know all · 
too well, for example, the danger of rheu­
matic fever, a phase of heart disease that 
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has become the riumber one crippler of 
children. 

Dr. Bouslog and his group considered 
the series so significant that a letter was 
sent to every doctor in the region en­
listing his cooperation. As Dr; Bouslog 
said in his letter: 

This series is undoubtedly the finest pro­
duction of this kind ever produced in coop­
eration with a State medical society. 

The daily press, the weekly press, and 
the national industry press of radio itself, 
have singled out the series as a milestone 
of public consciousness and . social re­
sponsibility. 

Cognizant of the part a free press and 
radio must play in placing vital informa­
tion before our people, I heartily endorse 
this display of civic awareness on the 
part o.f K.LZ, Denver. · 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con­
sent to have the letter from Dr. Bouslog, 
President of the Colorado State Medical 
Society, together with the letter from 
Mr. Hugh B. Terry, Manager of the KLZ 
Broadcasting Co., printed in the RECORD 
at this point as a part of my remarks. 

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

COLORADO STATE MEDICAL SOCIETY, 
Denver, Colo., April 26, 1948. 

DEAR DOCToR: As doctors you and I are 
well aware of the toll taken by diseases of 
the heart and of the broad public interest in 
such lllnesses. There is a real need for much 
more public education as well as for medical 
science to make every effort to reduce the 
ravages of diseases of the heart. 

The Colorado State Medical Society is at­
tempting to do something about better edu­
cation of the public. Radio station KLZ of 
Denver in cooperation with our society is 
beginning a new series of Sunday night pro­
grams starting May 2 at . 10:15 p. m. It 
is a dramatic health documentary entitled 
"Knave of Hearts," a 15-minute program 
designed for adults and dramatizing in an 
interesting and intelligent manner the causes 
of heart diseases and what can be done about 
them. The first two or three programs will 
be about rheumatic fever, whieh lends itself 
to dramatic treatment. All of the major 
heart diseases, however, will be covered. 

Station KLZ and its entire staff is going 
"all out" on this series. The station has as­
signed seven actors, writers, and announcers. 
We are supplying the information and KLZ 
is doing the writing, production, and the 
broadcasting. A special State society com­
mittee is checking each script. · KLZ has 
assigned this hour because it follows a pop­
ular newscast and also because it was desired 
to reach adults, not childr'en, since the latter 
might not understand certain programs, es~ 
pecially those on rheumatic fever. 

Knave of Hearts has our officiar backing. 
We assure you it merits your interest and 
support. Urge your patients to listen. Urge 
mothers and fathers to listen. Do all you 
can to call attention to this excellent heart 
series every Sunday evening at 10: 15 begin­
rung May 2. It is undoubtedly the finest . 
production of this kind ever produced in· co­
operation with a State .medical society. 

Sincerely,· 
JOHN S. BOUSLOG, 

President, Colorado State Medical Society. 

KLZ BROADCASTING Co., 
Denver; Colo., April 24, 1948. 

The Honorable QUIGG NEWTON, 
Mayor of the City of Denver, 

Denver, Colo. 
MY DEAR MAYOR NEWTON: I'm writing you 

about "murder." 

Not murder in the sense of gangsterism or 
wanton killing, but the kind of murder th.at 
takes place whenever a vicious evil goes un­
checked. This evil is heart disease-the 
Nation's No. 1 killer. 

Serious? Take rheumatic fever for ex­
ample. Forty thousand veterans of World 
War II are victims of it. Ninety percent of 
all heart disease in children is traceable to it. 
It's a disease that causes five times as m any 
deaths as infantile paralysis, polio, scarlet 
fever, measles, spinal meningitis, dipht heria, 
and whooping cougli combined. 

Heart disease is so serious, that the Colo­
rado Stat e Medical Society in cooperation 
with KLZ is presenting Knave of Hearts, a 
serie;?- of locally produced dramatic programs 
that will 'point out the major causes of dis­
eases of the heart and how they can be recog­
nized and prevented. 

I hope you, you17 family, and your friends 
will listen to these vital programs. Tune in 
KLZ Sunday n ight, May 2, at 10:15, and every 
Sunday n ight thereafter. Your children's 
future, your own future is t ied up with the 
heart-right where you live. 

Very truly yours, 
HUGH B. TERRY, M anager. 

THE FLOOD IN THE NORTHWEST 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD, as a part of my 
remarks, a newspaper article, a 'letter, 
and various telegrams which I have re­
ceived in regard to the flood in the North­
west. Tomorrow I shall speak at some 
length on the problem in that section of 
the country, because these communica­
tions make perfectly clear the impor­
tance of our taking early action in re­
gard to the catastrophe which has af­
flicted some 30,000 persons .in my section 
of the United States. 

There being no objection, the article, 
letter, and telegram were ordered to be 
printed in tbe RECORD, as follows: 
[From the New York Times of June 6, 1948] 
NATION LACKS A POLICY ON CONTROL OF 

FLOODs--TRAGEDY IN THE NORTHWEST SHOWS 
NEED FOR NEW APPROACH BY CONGRESS 

(By Samuel A. Tower) 
WAsHINGToN, June 5.-Devastating floods 

in the Columbia River Basin of the Pacific 
Northwest spurred congressional action this 
week on flood control. 

President Truman asked . Congress to pro­
vide $600,000 for emergency flood assistance 
for the inundated communities of the North­
west. Action was under way in the House to 
append the sum to a deficiency appropriation 
measure. There was every assurance that 
Congress would provide the supplemental 
funds for the worst flood on the Columbia 
River in the last 50 years. 

At the same time, there was going on this 
week a series of conference~ between Sena­
tors and Representatives over conflicting ap­
propriations to be provided the Army · engi­
n~ers for flood-control work in the next fiscal 
year. 

SENATE APPROPRIATION HIGHER 
The Senate, over the protests of a Repub­

lican bloc that sought a· $200,000,000 reduc­
tion, approved roughly $708,500,000, or about 
$102,000,000 more than was voted by the 
House. Even the Senate sum, however, was 
$29,000,000 less than the President in his 
budget had recommended as a rock-bottom 
figure. 

·While Congress was considering legislation, 
men in the Columbia River Basin were 
straining against new rains and floods, rein­
forcing levees and fills to combat the -still 
rising river and the threat of still greater 
inundations. 

Not all, but much of the funds carried in 
the War Department;s civil-functions appro-

priation bill was for flood cont rol. One or 
more. projects, big or little, were listed for 
almost all of the 48 States, though the major 
target of flood defense w~ in the Mississippi 
Valley. 

SEC:fiON AL APPROACH 
While many of the appropriations carried 

forward long-range bulwarks against the 
devastation of floods, in a program of years­
and there is a broad recognition on Capitol 
Hill that flood-control projects are essential 
to the nat ional welfare-Congress has never 
been disposed to view the problem from over­
all policy and has consistently ~played a 
tendency to regard it with a parochial and 
sectional outlook. 

In giving emphasis to the Mississippi River 
Basin, Congress followed President Truman's 
plea of a ' year ago. Its outlays, however, 
have been berow the Presidential conception 
of a vast long-range program to cope with 
the tragic; recurrent blows ·to the national 
economy, a problem of prime importance in 
our national life, according to the Chief 
Executive. · 

On -the other hand, a number of members 
have maintained that Congress has at no time 
before displayed such generosity with funds 
for flood control, with construction alloca­
tions marked by a huge increase over prewar 
levels. 

Over and above flood control, however, Mr. 
Truman has urged on Congress consideration 
of such projects in terms of conservation of 
natural resources, branding as false economy 
feeble or inadequate measures while precious 
assets waste away. 

The President hammered away at his belief 
in the desirabiiity of regional authorities, 
similar to the Tennessee Va:lley Authority, 
which could combine with defense against 
floods such things as irrigation, hydroelectric 
power development and other water utiliza­
tion project's that could build up and co­
ordinate the resources of ·an area. 

The TV A has demonstrated conclusively on 
a number of occasions that it could control 
floods and ~imultaneouely produce beneficial 
power. Envisioned by the President was a 
Missouri Valley Authority or a Columbia 
Valley Authority. Only by such steps, it is 
argued, can a coordinated attack -be made 
against the erosion and recurring devasta­
tion and death that come year after year. 

In Congress, however, the concept of an 
MVA or other authorities has been dead as 
a dodo. The opposition -has many reasons, 
including economy, ineffectiveness, bureauc­
racy, and .regimentation by the Government. 
Furthermore, the present Congress has shown 
a disposition to chop away at the Tennessee 
Valley Authority. 

OREGON STATE COUNCIL, 
AMERICAN VETERANS COMMITTEE, 

Portland, Oreg., June 2, 194.8. 
The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 

Senate Office Building, 
washi ngton, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: The Portland 
Housing Authority this morning- began con­
sideration of various sites for 5,000 minimal 
.family units (trailers, etc.) for immediate 
stop-gap relief of th~ victims of the Vanport 
disa.ster. We think this figure _may be too 
low. There are about 19,000 homeless from 
, Vanport alone and several thousand from ad­
jacent areas. The total of homeless for this 
section of the Columbia _Valley is reputed lo 
be 65,000. 

It was brought out during the meeting that 
the Authority· has not yet begun-to _consider 
any pel'manent housing program, out may set 
up a committee next week to do so. Ob­
viously there is danger, in this approach, that 
possible permanent sites may be blocked out 
by temporary construction. · 

When questioned as to their thinking on 
the subject of permanent housing relief, 
members of the Authority emitted some 
vague remarks about the possibility that 
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some of the victims might go home, and this 
may modify the need for a permanent pro­
gram. 

Regardless of the Portland Housing Au­
thority's views of the matter, the residents 
of Vanport, the majority of whom are vet-

$50,000,000 to meet emergency need for more 
permanent type housing in Multnomah 
County. 

Mrs. DOROTHY SANFORD WILSON, 
President. 

erans of the last war, are citizens and con- PORTLAND, OREG., June 4, 1948. 
stituents of this district and they are en- Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
titled to be treated as such. It is our feeling senate Office Building, 
that the views of local real-estate interests washington, D. c.: 
are shared to a very great extent by the Port- Supplementing our request for immediate 
land Housing Authority, and this identity of stopgap housing it is recommended that 
viewpoint may result in policies reflecting Congress appropriate $50,000,000 for perma­
great discredit upon the people of. Portland nent housing tor Portland flood disaster vic­
and Oregon. - tims. Recommend this be made available 

We ask therefore that you give close at- to Public Housing Administration be dis-
tention to this situation in the future. A burs~d to local bodies in loans and grants 
number of organizations are setting Yp to- as may be necessary to enable flood victims 
ordinating committees to maintain pressure to purchase or rent dwell1ngs within their 
on the Housing Authority, and AVC is work- financial abilities. Also recommend ap­
ing closely with the City Club, the League of propriation of $5,000,000 to rehabilitate and 
Women Voters, the Urban League, and reimburse flood victims for financial losses. 
others toward that end. We Will try to keep HOUSING AUTHORITY OF PORTLAND, 
you supplied with accurate and reliable in- OREG., 
formation as the situation develops. HERBERT J. DAHLKE, Chairman. 

Any help you can give us in securing a 
square deal for the veterans and other resi­
dents of Vanport will be greatly appreciated 
not on y by us but by the vast majority of 
the people of the State. 

Sincerely, 
KENNETH KRAEMER, 

Chairman, Portland Area Council, 
American Veterans Committee. 

PORTLAND, OREG., June 5, 1948. 
Senator WAYNE MoRsE: 

The League of Women Voters tonight called 
together a group of about 100 Portland 
citizens representing over .30 civic and pro­
fessional groups whose members are deter­
mined to help find a decent and intelligent 
solution to the long-standing housing short­
age now rendered disa.strous by the Vanport 
tragedy. This group is on record against 
permanent reliance on temporary housing. 
After 4 years we want no more. The west­
ward migration is permanent therefore the 
problem is permanent therefore we must 
have a permanent · solution. We believe 
temporary stop-gap relief program is pro­
ceeding well as could be expected. Our 
major concern is with prompt establishment 
of permanent, low-cost housing designed for 
low-income groups available in 6 to 8 months 
and wit h buildings designed to last at least 
25 years. No other approach can solve 
problem. Population experts predict prob-­
lem will grow worse not better in next several 
years. The refugees are not going home. 
They are here to stay. We want to know 
whether legislation for permanent, low-cost 
housing is being prepared. It -not we want 
you to prepare such legislation at once. 
Program should stress multiple rental units 
of good but inexpensive construction and 
lowest possible rents. If subsidy necessary 
it should go to tenant not to contractor or 
speculator. If such legislation or any simi­
lar legislation has been prepared we want a 
copy immediately by wire. If such legisla­
tion is prepared in future we want to be in­
formed on all technical details: Further, we 
want to be kept continually informed of all 
developments relating to a permanent, low­
cost housing policy or lack of such policy i:q 
this area. · Toward· this end we ask that you 
give this matter your closest attention until 
such time as a definite policy shall ha:ve been 
adopted and executed. Please forward all 
current information at once by wire. 

. HOWARD MORGAN, 
Chairman, Specia·z Housing Com'mittee 

of Portland Civic Groups. 

PORTLAND, OREG., June 7, .1948. 
Senator WflYNE MORSE, 

. Washington, D. C.: 
Portland Federation of Women's Organi­

zations urge immediate appropriation · of 

PORTLAND, OREG., June 4, 1948. 
The Honorable WAYNE MoRsE, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Have contacted Field of F.WA. He is leav­

ing Portland sunday and w1ll contact you 
immediately upon return to Washington 
either Sunday night or first thing Monday 
mo.rning. He will appear before Oregon dele­
gation sometime Monday morning and re­
turn with Fleming to Portland Tuesday. · We 
are all very much impressed with his find­
ings and I feel sure that he has all the 
answers . to the information you requested 
such as the number of dwellings needed1 

the damage etc., and more especially the 
question as to what legislation is required. 
I am in entire agreement with Field that the 
legislative program must be wrapped up in 
one bill. He will discuss this with you in 
dt;tail. Tom Humphrey also contacted Field 
and he has I believe a complete picture of 
what is needed and I am sure that you will 
not go wrong in following his recommenda­
tions in Which we all concur. Should you 
need additional information after talking 
with Field Monday wire or phone me and 
I wm secure it for you. 

PORTLAND LABOR MANAGEMENT 
.COMMITTEE, 

LEE STOLL, Chairman. 

PORTLAND, OREG., June 4, 1948. 
Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C: 
Sixty-five thousand persons estimated dis­

placed in lower Columbia River flood area. 
Five thousand three hundred families involv­
ing approximately 18,500 people displaced in 
Vanport housing project flood. Sunday 
night, May 30, all Vanport evacuees mass 
sheltered in churches, schools, and commu­
nity buildings. Many families taken into pri­
vate homes. These people can exist ·in mass 
shelters and live with strangers for only a few 
days. Federal, State, and local authorities 
all agreed on ·three phases of housing flood 
victims. One.. Emergency mass shelters. 
Two. Temporary emergency stopgap hous­
ing for from 3 to 7 months until permanent 
housing can be supplied. Three. Permanent 
long-range housing program. Emergency 
mass shelter problem no _longer exists. Im­
mediate problem is temporary emergency 
stopgap housing. Of 5,300 displaced Van:. 
port families, 45 have been housed at Uni­
versity Homes housing ,project; 350 at Guilds 
Lake housing project, and 90 more in G~ilds 
Lake when waters recede su!ficlently to open 
sewers. It is esthnated. 700 more families 
can be absorbed in present private housing 
fac111ties in Portland or will leave the com-

munity temporarily. From housing realty 
board and city's experience only few families 
wlll leave community permanently. This 
leaves balance of 3,800 temporary emergency 
stopgap housing to be provided immediately. 
River estimated to require 30 days or more to 
recede sufficiently to allow persons to re­
enter their flooded houses still standing in 
other areas and another 30 to 60 days before 
they have sufficiently dried out to allow re­
pairs and redecorating to make habitables. 
Many of these families wm seek stopgap 
housing in Portland. Representative cross­
section committee has determined 5,000 tem­
porary emergency stopgap houses necessary, 
of which 1,200 have been or will be accounted 
for in other projects or private housing. 
Of 3,800 additional stopgap houses need­
ed only have available 440 trailers- in vary­
ing conditions of disrepair, belonging to 
PHA, FWA, or W AA. Portland housing 
authority has taken over 10 Swan Island bar­
racks buildings suitable for hotel-type ac­
commodation of 320 to 400 families. Will 
begin placing f!tmilies from mass shelters in 
Swan Island June 5. When water recedes 
sufficiently that Portland Airport no longer 
endangered. Fifty to eighty two-story bar­
racks buildings available for conversion into 
accommodations for 200 to 320 families as 
stopgap housing. When · such stopgap 
housing is available Swan Island will be used 
as replacement cent-er from mass shelters to 
stopgap housing. Have requested trailers be 
shipped immediately. Twel~e quonset huta 
to accommodate two families each are on 
way. Federal, State, and local authorities 
agree trailers most satisfactory for stopgap 
housing because more could be. realized on 
resale or could be moved to other locations 
where temporary or emergency. housing may 
become necessary. PHA has requested Na­
tion-wide survey of trailers availa'Qle together 
with cost. Sufilcient sites on land .owned by 
Federal Government, city, county, and school 
districts in and on outskirts of Portland and 
in Vancouver, Wash., with sewers, water, and 
electricity immediately available to set up' 
trailers. Must have money to purchase and 
install stop-gap housing asd provide toilets, 
wash rooms, and laundry rooms. Ten mil­
lion doll,ars should .be made available; through . 
appropriations or net revenues from feder­
ally operated housing projects throughout 
Nation to public housing administration re­
gion one to provide temporary emergency 
stopgap housing. Fifty million dollars 
should be made immediately available for 
permanent housing for Portland flood dis­
aster victims. Highest water ' this area has 
been Colon, Columbia, 30.2 feet. Willamette, 
29.95 feet. Water has receded slightly. New 
freshet with higher flood crest now begin­
ning. Predicted States: Willamette as fol­
lows: June 5, 29.1 feet, June 6, 29.2 feet, 
June 7, 30 feet, June 8, 30.5 feet. Columbia 
June 5, 29.4 feet; June 6, 29.5 feet; June 7, 
30.3 feet; June 8, 30.8 feet. Dike situation in 
Columbia critical. Every -effort being made 
to prevent additional breaks. 

LESTER W. HUMPHREYS, 
Attorney for Housing Authority 

of Portland, Oreg. 

PORTLAND, OREG., June· 5, 1948. 
Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 

Senate Office Building: 
Additional facts. Cost repairing Govern­

ment trailers $200 to $500 each; cost. new 
trailers $2,000 to $2,500 each. Cost installa­
tion water, sewerage, bath, and laundry facili­
ties for trailers, $200 per trailer. Cost build­
ing ·temporary houses $4,000 to $4,500 each; 
temporary house cost more; salvage not so 
great in proportion to salvage for trailers. 
Survey PHA shows 5,000 to 7,000 trailers avail­
able on· west coast for immediate purchase; 
trailers can be· made ready for occupancy im­
mediately, houses take 2 to 3 months to.erect. 
No difficulty in obtaining land for trailers. 
Complications obtaining land for houses. 
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Greater difficulty in getting temporary houses 
removed which may if left create slum, shack, 
or substandard housing later. • 

LESTER W. HUMPHRE'l!;S, 
Attorney, Housing Authority .of Oregon. 

ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED 

Additional bills were introduced, read 
the first time, and, by unanimous consent, 
the second time, and refer.red as follows: 

(Mr. CORDON (for himself, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. 
BALL, Mr. BREWSTER, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. CAPE­
HART, Mr. COOPER, Mr. CAIN, Mr. DWORSHAK, 
Mr. EASTLAND, Mr. ECTON, Mr. FLANDERS, Mr. 
GEORGE, Mr. GURNEY, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. HOLLAND, Mr. JENNER, Mr. MAGNU­
SON, Mr. MORSE, Mr. MURRAY, Mr. PEPPER, Mr. 
REED, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. THYE, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. 
WHERRY, and .Mr. YouNG) introduced Senate 
bill 2831, to authorize the Federal Works Ad­
ministrator to coordinate emergency activi­
ties of Federal agenCies in disaster areas and 
to provide emergency aid, including aid for 
the repair, restoration, reconstruction, or re­
placement of public f-acilities in such areas, 
and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Works, and ap­
pears at the end of Mr. LANGER!s speech.) 

By Mr. BUTLER: 
S. 2832. A bill to define and limit the juris­

diction of the courts, to regulate actions aris­
ing under certain laws of the United states, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
S. 2833. A bill to amend section 605 of the 

Communications Act of 1934 in order to in­
crease the security of the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

P~OMOTION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE­
INCREASE IN PERSONNEL OF ARMED 
FORCES-AMENDMENTS 

Mr. MALONE (for himself and Mr. 
REVERCOMB) submitted amendments in- · 
tended to be proposed by them, jointly, to 
the bill (S. 2655) to provide for the com­
mon defense by increasing the strength 
of the armed forces o'f the United States, 
including the Reserve components there­
of, and for other purposes, which were 
ordered to lie on · the table and to be 
printed. , -

Mr. MAYBANK submitted an amend­
ment intended to be proposed by him to 

·Senate bill 2655, supra, which was or­
dered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
ADDITIONAL REPORT OF A COMMITTEE . 

Mr. MILLIKIN, from the Committee 
on Finance, to which was referred the 
bill <H. R. 6556) to extend the authority 
of the President under section 350 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report <No. 
1558) thereon. 

CONSIDERATION OF EXECUTIVE 
NOMINATIONS 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President;! now 
ask unanimous consent that, as in execu­
tive session, the Senate proceed to the 
consideraiton of various executive mat­
ters, including the nominations on the 
Executive Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 

nominations were submitted: 
By Mr. LANGER, from the Committee on 

Post Office and Civil Service: 

William L. Alison, to be postmaster at 
Minter, Ala.; and 

Loyd C. Olive, to be postmaster at Bartow, 
Fla. 

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

Herbert A. Bergson, of Massachusetts, ·to 
be an Assistant Attorney General, to fill an 
existing vacancy. -

By Mr. GURNEY, from the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

TracyS. Voorhees, of New York, to he As­
sistant Secretary of the Army; and 

Lt. Gen. Lewis Hyde Brereton, and sundry 
other officers for appointment in the United. 
States Air Force. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If ·there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina­
tions on the Executive Calendar, as in 
exe~utive session. 
MUNICIPAL COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 

. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA -

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion of Hon. Andrew McCaughrin Hood, 
of the District of Columbia, to be an asso­
ciate judge of the municipal court of 
appeals for the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, th~ nomination is confirmed. 
UNITED STATES COURT OF CUSTOMS AND 

PATENT APPEALS 

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion Of NOBLE J. JOHNSON, of Indiana, to 
be associate judge of the United States 
Court of Customs and Patent Appeais. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

UNITED STATES ATI'ORNEY 

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion of J: Skelly Wright, of Louisiana, to 
be United States attorney for the east-
ern district of Louisiana. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion of Thomas J. ~ynch, of Ohio, to be 
general .counsel _for the Department of 
the Treasury. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
obJection, the nomination .is confirmed. 

COLLEQTOR OF CUSTOMS 

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion of Austin J. Mahoney to be collector 
of customs for customs collection district 
No. 8, with ·headquarters at Rochester, 
N.Y. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that · the President 
be immediately notified of all the con­
firmations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President ·will be notified 
forthwith. 

THE ARMED FORCES 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, there 
are various nominations of the military 
'which we should like to have considered 
and confirmed tonight, and I shall ask 
the Senator from South-Dakota to pre-
sent them. · 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, there 
are numerous nominations in the armed 
forces. Approximately three-quarters of 
them are in the Navy and possibly one-

fourth of them are in the Army or the 
Air - Force. These are largely junior 
nominations, although small numbers of 
them are nominations to the rank of 
lieutenant colonel or possibly the rank 
of colonel. All the nominations are rou­
tine, in accordance with _the promotion 
bill. 

I am informed by the executive clerk 
that it would cost approximately $450 
to have this large number of nomina­
tions and promotions printed on tne Ex­
ecutive Calendar, and wou.Id cost ap­
proximately $1,300 to reprint the 26 
pages in the RECORD. 

Therefore, I have the authority of the 
committee to ask that the nominations 
be presented as approved unanimously 
by the committee, and to ask for their 
immediate consideration and confirma­
tion, without having them placed on the 
calendar and lie over one day. I ask­
unanimous consent to that effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
- Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, in this 

_case I shall not object to the immediate 
consideration of the nominations, in 
view of the nature of the nominations 
and the fact that they are for the mili­
tary establishment. 

. Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, as is 
our custom, we do not ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration 
of nominations of general officers. · 

Therefore, I ask that the promotions 
and the nominations of general officers 
listed in Executive Report No. 3H and 
also the nomination of Tracy S. Voor­
hees, of New Yorlt, to be Assistant Sec­
retary of the Army, as listed in Execu­
tive Report No. 312, be offered for the 
calendar and appear on the Executive 
Calendar tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In ac­
cordance with the request, the nomina­
tions of general officers and the nomi­
nation of the Assistant Secretary of the 
Army will be placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 

Is there oojection to the request for 
present consideration of the nomina­
tions of officers other than those just 
mentioned? The Chair hears none. 
Without objection, the nominations are 
considered and confirmed en bloc. 
·· Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the President 
be notified forthwith of these confirma­
tions. 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be immedi­
ately notified. · 

RECESS 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­
ator will state it. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senate is now in 
legislative session, is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct; the Senate is in legislative ses­
sion. 

Mr. WHERRY. I now move that the 
Senate take a recess until tomorrr lW at 
11 o'clock a. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 10 
o'clock-and 37 minutes p.m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
June 9, 1948, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate June 8 (legislative day of 
June 1, 1948) : 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Hon. Andrew Mcc'aughrin Hood to be an 
associate judge of the municipal court of 
appeals for the District of Columbia. 
UNITED STATES COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT 

APPEALS 
NoBLE J. JOHNSON to be an associate judge 

of the United States Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
J. Skelly Wright to be United States at­

torney for the eastern district of Louisiana. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Thomas J. !Jynch to be general counsel 
for the Department of the Treasury. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 
Austin J. Mahoney to be collector of cus­

toms for customs collection district No. 8. 
with headquarters at Rochester, N. Y. 

IN THE ARMY 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 

UNITED STATES 
The nominations of Col. James Lendsey 

McKiimon et al., to be colonels in the Regular 
Army of the United States, under the pro­
visions of sections 502 and 510 of the Officer 
Personnel Act of 1947, were confirmed today, 
and appear in full in the Senate proceed­
ings of the CoNGRESSIO~AL RECORD for Thurs­
day, June 3, 1948, under the caption "Nomi­
nations," beginning on page 7042 with the 
name of Col. James Lendsey McKinnon, and 
ending on page 7043 with the name of Brig. 
Gen. Paul Frailey Yount. 

The nominations of Col. Leon Jacob Liv­
ingston et al., to be lieutenant colonels in 
the Regular Army o~ the United States, . 
under the provisions of sections 502 and 518 
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, were 
confirmed today, and appear in full in the 
Senate proceedings of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD for Thursday, June 3, 1948, under the 
caption "Nominations," beginning on page 
7043 with the name of Col. Leon Jacob Liv- · 
1ngston, and ending on page 7060, with the 
name of Chaplain (Lt. Col.) John James 
Wood. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 

UNITED STATES, IN THE GRADE AND CORPS SPECI­
FmD, WITH DATES OF RANK TO BE DETERMINED 
BY THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, UNDER THE 
PROVISIONS OF .SECTION 506 OF THE OFFICER 
PERSONNEL ·ACT OF 1947 AND TIT,LE ll OF THE 
ACT OF AUGUST 5, 1947 (PUBLIC LAW. 365, BOTH 
CONG.) 

To be lieutenant colonel 
Howard W. K. Zellhoefer, MC, 0233474. 

To be majors 
Charles T. Brown, MC, 0301813. · 
Paul V. :Oavis, MC, 01685365. 
Horace W. poty, Jr., MC, 0212407. 
William W. Franklin, DC, 0272330. 
Vance H. Marchbanks, Jr .• MC, 0379380. 
Harry Spitz, MC, 0209984. 
James C. Vanneter, MC, 0~47042. 

To be captains 
Jesse F. 'Brown, MC, 01747307. 
Roy E. Clausen, Jr., MC, 01786358. 
Oscar K. Diamond, MC, 0402602. 
George J. Hayes, MC, 01725182. 
John J. Kavanagh,_MC, 0542867. 
Julien C. Kennedy, MC, 0392610. 
James W. Lassiter, MC, 0469672. 
Charles S. Lueth, MC, 01725172. 
Richard L. Martin, MC, 01747313. 
Melvin T. Pennell, MC, 0414939. 
Earl S. Smith, DC, 01775014. 
William C. Strong, DC, 01746019. 
Henry Thompson, Jr., MC, 0539345. 
Norman A. Twigger, MC, 01725493. 

To ~e first ·zteutenants 
Charles F. Althaus, Me; 0936899. 
Francis E. Barry, MC, 01705683. 
John R. Black, MC, 01786936. 
Ralph W. Clell!ments, MC, 01718624. 
Millard E. DeYoung, DC, 01756583. 
Charles C. Dugan, MC, 0490998. 
Cloyce L. Duncan, MC, p935981. 
William F. Enos, Jr., MC, 01705088. 
James D. Green, MC, 01756385. 
Harry M. Henderson, Jr., MC, 01776460. 
Frank F. Marsh, MC, 01714764. 
Marlon E. McDowell, MC, 01765012. 
William A. Moore, MC, 01786509. 
Thomas M. O'Grady, MC, 01717760. 
Edmond Scavone, MC, 01725570. 
Martin J. Schumacher, MC, 01755987. 
David G. Simons, MC, ' 01726132. 
Harry F. Sproat, MC, 0935706. 
Richard J. Sullivan, DC, 01746777. 
Clarence G. Sutherland, MC, 01735210. 
George C. Walter, MC, 01786575. 
Gordon T. Wannamaker, MC, 01736519. 
William H. Westbrook, MC, 01776236. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES, IN THE GRADE OF SECOND 
liiEUTENANT, WITH DATES OF RANK TO BE DE­
TERMINED BY THE , SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, 
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 506 OF 
THE OFJ:'ICER PERSONNEL ACT OF 194 7 

Regular Army 
Lonnie E. Harrington, Wilmer C. Marvin 

Jr. Graham A. Penniman, 
Walter N. Higgins Jr. 
Jo,hn W. Hodnett, Jr.Lynn L. Pesson 
John C. Littlejohn Walter Redd 
Albert L. Loth, Jr. Robert P. Reder 
James W. Mann Jack R. Sadler 
Robert W. Martin John R. Tilden 

IN THE AIR FORCE 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR AIR FORCE OF 

THE UNITED STATES, IN THE GRADE OF SECOND 
.LIEUTENANT, WITH DATES OF RANK TO BE DE­
TERMINED BY THE . SECRETARY OF THE ARMY 
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 506 0; 
THE OFFICER PERSONNEL ACT OF 194 7 

Regular Air Force 
Stanley W. Ahrends Thomas J. Mathews 
James_M. Burdette, Jr. Robert F. Saydah 
George W. Mathews, Ofus L. Slayton, Jr. 

Jr. 
IN THE NAVY 

Vice Adm. Forrest P. Sherman, United 
States Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay, • 
and allowances of a vice admiral while serv­
ing under a designation in accordance with 
section 413 of the Officer Personnel Act of 
1947. 

The following five groups of appointments 
In the Navy, which were· received by the 
Senate on Thursday, June 3, 1948, and which 
were confirmed today, appear in full in the 
Senate proceedings of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD for Thursday, June 3, 1948, under 
the caption "Nc>minations," beginning on 
the pages indicated: 

The nominations of Aaron G. Alexand~r 
et al., beginning on page 7060 with the name 
of Aaron G. Alexander; 

The nominations of Samuel J. Abel et al., 
beginning on page 7061; 
· The noni.lnatlons of George W. Absher, Jr., 
et al, beginning on page 7064; 

The nominations of Kenneth Adams et al., 
beginning on page 7066; and 

The nominations of Raymond B. Carob 
et al., beginning on page 7067. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 
The following-named citizens to be second 

lieutenants in the Marine Corps: 
Stuart M. Cohen John B. Garrett, Jr. 
Morris N. Jenkins John F. Merritt 
Donald A. McCartin Edward E. Smith 
Frederic L. McGiffin Roy M. DuCharm 
Frank G. Peterson Lyle H. Worster 

The following-named permanent warrant 
officers, now serving in temporary commis-

sioned ranks, to be permanent commissioned 
warrant officers in the Marine c9.rps, to rank 
with but after second lieutenants: 

Reuben C. Coll1ns 
Charles B. Hirsch 
Richard S. Hooker 
The following-named officers for appoint­

ment to the temporary grade of colonel in 
the Marine Corps: ' 
Austin R. Brunelll 
Richard C. Mangrum 
W .1yne H. Adams 
John H. Cook, Jr. 

Edward H. Forney 
Samuel G. Taxis 
Harry G. Fortune 
Walter T. Short 

The following-named officers for appoint­
ment to the permanent grade of lieutenant 
colonel in the Marine Corps: 
Wade M. Jackson William M. Gilliam 
Frank J. Ervin Hector R. Migneault 

The following-named officers for appoint­
ment to the temporary grade of lieutenant 
colonel in the Marine Corps: 

Harry A. Wa-ldorf 
Nicholas A. Sisak 
John W. Stevens II 
The following-named officers for appoint­

ment to the permanent grade of major in 
the Marine Corps: 
Frank R. Wilkinson,James C. Short 

Jr. Howard M. Lee 
Irving B. Hayes Jules M. Rouse 
Leslie A. Gilson, Jr. Fritz Stampfli 
Paul M. Smith George J. Brookes, Jr. 
Whitman S. Bartley Robert E. Johnson 
Bruce E. Keith Gordon L. Allen 
Robert S. Anderson 

The following-named officers for appoint­
ment to the permanent grade of captain in 
the Marine Corps: 
Wallace D. Blatt 
Carl E. Schmidt 
Baxter R. Little 
Orlan R. Lodge 
George J. Edelmann, 

Jr. 

Louis R. Daze 
John Finn, Jr. 
Donald S. Hopkins 
John R. Hyneman 
John C. Shoden 
Richard B. Smith 

The following-named officers for appoint­
ment to the permanent grade of first lieu­
tenant in the Marine Corps: 
Donald E. Holben Jack H. Butler 
James E. Condra Robert D. Winn 
James M. Hayes Donald E. Morin 

. Patrick J. Hagarty 
The following-named officer for appoint­

ment to t!le temporary grade of first lieu­
tenant in the Marine Corps: 

Roy L. Parker 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TuESDAY, JtrNE 8, 1948 

The House met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont­

gomery, D. D., offered the following 
.prayer: 

Blessed Lord and Father, unto this 
waiting assembly do Thou manifest to 
each Member and otncer such knowledge 
and wisdom that will guide the present­
day life of our country. If any be con­
scious of undue burden or care which 
cannot be well endured, 0 reveal unto 
him · Thy guiding presence. Forgive 
every empty resolution arid wasted op­
portunity and keep us mindful of our 
own omissions that we may be patient 
with the follies of others. 

We pray for those conditions out of 
· which come spiritual discipline and un­
derstanding that is beyond the analysis 
of man. Bless our whole land, that our 
homes may become nurseries of virtue 
and affection in which we find strength 
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