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Moxpay, Aprir 11, 1949

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

O Thou God of Life and Light, help us
with contrite hearts to begin this week,
of all the year the holiest. May its
sorrows search our souls. May we rise
to newness of life as our glad hearts
thrill again at the awakening earth
robed in the blooming garb of spring.
Make us more worthy of the high trus-
teeship of power and of opportunity
which Thou hast committed to our hands
in these decisive days. In this quiet
moment of devotion, with all other
voices stilled, breathe on us, Breath of
God. Amid the turbulent things that
are seen may the peace of the unseen
and the eternal keep steady and stead-
fast our hearts and minds.

In the Redeemer's name, we pray.
Amen:
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On request of Mr. Lucas, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Friday,
April 8, 1949, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries.

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 report of the
committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 1757) to amend and extend the
provisions of the District of Columbia
Emergency Rent Act, approved Decem-
ber 2, 1941, as amended.

The message also announced that the
House had passed a bill (H. R. 40116)_[‘
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
would like to suggest that the Senate is
in session following an adjournment,
and there will be a morning hour very
shortly, at which time Senators can
present any matters they desire.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. LUCAS. I suggest the absence of
a quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Alken Hunt Mundt
Anderson Ives Murray
Bricker Johnson, Colo. Neely
Bridges Johnson, Tex. ©O'Conor
Butler Johnston, 8. C. O'Mahoney
Cain Eem Pepper
Capehart Kerr Robertson
Chapman EKnowland Russell
Donnell Langer Schoeppel
Downey Lodge Bmith, Maine
Eastland Long Sparkman
Ecton Lucas Stennis
Ellender McCarran Taft
Ferguson McCarthy Taylor
Flanders McClellan Thomas, Okla.
Frear McFarland Thomas, Utah
Fulbright McGrath Thye
George McKellar Tydings
Glllette Magnuson Vandenberg
Green Malone Watkins
Gurney Martin Wherry
Hendrickson  Maybank Wiley
Hickenlooper Miller Williams
Holland Millikin Withers
Humphrey Morse Young

Mr. LUCAS. I announce that the

Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrpl, the
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ],
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN-
NaLLyl, the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
HaypEn], the Senator from Alabama
[Mr, HiLL], and the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. Hoey] are detained on
official business in meetings of com-
mittees of the Senate.

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DouG-
ras], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
KErauveRr], and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MYERS] are absent on pub-
lic business.

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
K1Leore] is unavoidably detained.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
GraraM] is absent becanse of-il]ness.---
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The Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
SmitH] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Maine [Mr, BREwW-
sTER], the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Corpon], the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
JENNER], and the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. REED] are detained on oﬁiclal com-
mittee business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF LEGISLATIVE PRO-
GRAM AND WEEK-END HOLIDAY

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I desire
to make a brief announcement for the
benefit of Members of the Senate, After
the morning hour has been completed
we will then have the call of the cal-
endar. Affter the calendar has been
completed the Senate will resume con-
sideration of the unfinished business,
House bill 2632, the first deficiency ap-
propriations bill,

I desire to make a further announce-
ment, Mr. President. Some Senators
have been very much interested in what
the Senate expected to do on Good Fri-
day. It is the intention of the majority
to take a recess or have an adjournment
from Thursday night over until Monday.
I thought Senators might want to know
that at this time, in order that they might,
make their plans accordingly. In other
words, there will be no session on Good
Friday.

Those are the only announcements I
have to make at this time, Mr. President.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, before
the Senator takes his seat will he yield
to me?

Mr, LUCAS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Doesthe Senator have
any idea at what time the Senate may
recess or adjourn on Thursday? Some
Senators are interested in knowing, so
they may make plans.

Mr. LUCAS. I assume the session on
Thursday will be concluded around 5:30
or 6 o'clock, unless there is under con-
sideration at that time some measure,
action on which it is very important to
have completed and to complete which
will require but a short time.
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supplemental estimate of approbpriation,
amounting to $595,890,000, for the Vet-
erans’ Administration, fiscal year 1949,
which, with an accompanying paper, was
referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were presented, and re-
ferred as indicated:
‘By Mr. MILLIEIN:
A resolution of the Senate of the Leglsla-
ture of the State of Colorado; to the Com-=-
mittee on Finance:

“Senate Resolution 16

“Petitioning the President of the United
States to prohibit the imzportation of furs
from Russia

“Whereas the fur farming industry in the
SBtate of Colorado as elsewhere is fighting for
its existence due to unjust competitive con-
ditions brought about largely by the impor-
tation of furs from Russia: Now, therefore,
be it

“Resolved by the Thirty-seventh General
Assembly of the State of Colorado, That it
respectfully petitions the President of the
United States in the exercise of his emer-
gency or other powers to prohibit the impor-
tation of furs from the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics in order to protect the
fur farming industry in this State and else-
where in the United States; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this petition be
forwarded to the President of the United
States, and to the Senators and Congressmen
representing this State in the Congress of the
United States.

“WaLTER W. JOHNSON,
“President of the Senate.
“Frep C. FERGUSON,

“Secretary of the Senate.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Colorado; to the Committee on
Finance:

““House Joint Memorial 14
“Memorializing the Congress of the United

States to enact pending legislation for the

amendment of the Soclal Security Act to

provide assistance to unemployables

“Whereas there is now pending in the Con-
gress of the United States various measures
for the amendment of the Social Security
Act to provide for more comprehensive pub-
lic welfare programs of assistance and wel-
fare services to various categorles of needy
persons; and

“Whereas it is essential that provision be
made through Federal legislation in cooper-
atlon with the States for the asslstance of
the chronically ill, physically or mentally
handicapped, or otherwise unemployable per-
gons between the ages of 18 and 65, who by
clinical and laboratory tests, or otherwise,
have been determined to have a chronic or
prolonged disability which causes them to
be unable or unavailable for gainful employ-
ment: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the house of representatives
of the thirty-seventh general assembly (the
senate concurring herein), That the Con-
gress of the United States be and it is hereby
memorialized to approve such proposed legis-
lation providing for amendments to the So-
cial Security Act in order to provide for as-
sistance to the chronically ill, physically or
mentally handicapped, or otherwise unem-
ployable persons between the ages of 18 and
65, who have been determined by clinical and
laboratory tests, or otherwise, to have a
chronic or prolonged disabllity which causes
them to be unable or unavailable for gain-
ful employment; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this memorial be
forwarded to the President of the Senate and
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
of the Congress of the United States, to the
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Senators and Congressmen representing the
State of Colorado in the Congress of the
United States, and to the Federal Sescurity
Administrator.
“PAT MacIL, Jr.,
“Speaker of the House of Répresentatives.
“HENRY CHRISTENSEN,
“Chief Clerk of the House of
Representatives.
“WaLTER W. JOHNSON,
“President of the Senate.
“Frep C. FERGUEON,
“Secretary of the Senate.”

FROHIBITION OF LIQUOR ADVERTIS-
ING—PETITIONS

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference petitions
signed by 204 citizens of the city of Wil-
mington, and 30 citizens of Greenwood,
both in the State of Delaware, praying
for the the enactment of House hill 2428,
to prohibit the transportation of alco-
holic beverage advertising in interstate
commerce and the broadcasting of alco-
holic beverages over the radio, and I ask
unanimous consent that one of the peti-
tions be printed in the REcorp, without
the signatures attached.

There being no objection, the petitions
were referred to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and one
of the petitions was ordered to be print-
ed in the REcorp, without the signatures
gttached. as follows:

PETITION
To our Senators and Representatives in
Congress:

‘We respectfully request that you use your
influence and vote for the passage of a bill to
prohibit the transportation of alcoholic bev-
erage advertising in interstate commerce and
the broadeasting of alcoholic beverage ad-
vertising over the radio, The most perni-
cious effect of this advertising is the con-
stant invitation and enticement to drink,
The American people spent £9,640,000,000
for alcoholic beverages in 1947 as compared
with $7,770,000,000 in 1845. During the same
pericd there was a corresponding increase
each year in crime, juvenile delinguency,
broken homes, deaths, and injuries due to
intoxicated drivers, in the number of alco-
holies and also of habitual or heavy drink-
ers, There is every reason why this waste of
money and of human values should not be
increased but rather greatly decreased.

INTERFAITH DAY

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I present for
appropriate reference a joint resolution
which was recently adopted by the New
York State Legislature which memo-
rializes Congress to enact House Joint
Resolution 29, which would designate the
fourth Sunday in September of each
year as Interfaith Day. This joint reso-
lution is identical with House Joint Res-
olution 40 and Senate Joint Resolution
6. The last-named joint resolution was
introduced by me. I ask unanimous
consent that Senate Joint Resolution 6
may be incorporated in the REcorp at
this point in my remarks.

There being no objection, Senate Joint
Resolution 6 was ordered to be printed
in the REcORD, as follows:

Joint resolution designating the fourth Sun-
day in September of each year as Inter-
faith Day
Whereas the United States of America was

founded on the firm basis of freedom of

thought and conscience; and

APRIL 11

Whereas the fomenting of antagonism be-
tween Americans on a basis of sectarian
creed is contrary to American traditions and
to the spirit of the guaranties of freedom of
worship embodied in the Constitution of the
United States; and

Whereas it ought to ke, and is hereby de-
clared to be, the policy of Congress to en-
courage the mutual understanding of all
pezople of goed will; and

Whereas the pregram of the interfaith
movement offers a practicable means for en-
couraging such mutual understanding:
Therefore be it

Resolved, ete., That the fourth Sunday in
September of each year iz hereby designated
as Interfaith Day, and the President of the
United States is authorized and requested to
issue annually a proclamation calling on the
people of the United States to cbserve such
day, and wurging the participation cf all
Americans and =all religious groups in the
United States, regardless of sect or creed, to
participate in the observance of such day
by such means as they may deem appro-
priate.

The joint resolution of the Legislature
of the State of New York, relating to the
designation of the fourth Sunday in
September of each year as Interfaith
Day was referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

(See text of joint resolution printed in
full when laid before the Senate on April
T, 1949, p. 4014, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

PROTEST AGAINST INCREASE IN PENNY
FOST CARD—RESOLUTION OF BOARD
OF DIRECTORS OF SOUTH-CENTRAL
ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, ST. JAMES,
MINN.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference "and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorD a resolution adopted by the
board of directors of the South-Central
Electric Association, at St. James, Minn.,
protesting against increasing the cost of
a penny post card to 2 cents.

There being no objection, the resolu-

. tion was referred to the Committee on

Post Office and Civil Service, and ordered
to be printed in the REcorb, as follows:

The following resolution was adopted by
the board of directors of the South-Central
Electric Association at a special meeting held
at St. James, Minn., at 2 p. m., on the 4th day
of April 1549,

A motion was duly made, seconded, and
unanimously carried adopting the following
resolution and authorizing the manager to
send a copy of said resolution to our Con-
gressman and Senators:

“Whereas a proposed law (H. R. 2945) will
increase the cost of a penny post card to 2
cents; and

“Whereas the post office favors it because
they say big business buys post cards by the
billions; and

“Whereas small businesses also use a con=-
siderable quantity of penny post cards; and

“Whereas Increasing the rate from 1 cent
to 2 cents would work a distinct hardship on
many small businesses: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That a bill be introduced into
the Congress in which penny post cards be
rationed to not more than 10,000 per month
to any one buyer, so that the penny post card
can continue to help the little-business man
in his competition with the chain stores and
big business, and thereby save penny-post-
card advertising for the small ‘ stores,
churches, lodges, clubs, ete.”
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RESOLUTIONS OF INDEPENDENT BANK-
ERS ASSOCIATION RELATING TO BANK-
ING LEGISLATION

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference resolu-
tions adopted by the Independent Bank-
ers Association, in convention assembled

at the Buena Vista Hotel, at Biloxi, Miss.,

relating to banking legislation, and I ask
unanimous consent that they may be
printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tions were referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

1. TO CONVERT EITHER WAY

Whereas this association helieves that the
preservation of our free economy rests in the
continuance of the dual banking system; and

Whereas the National Bank Act contains
provisions authorizing two national banking
assoclations to merge, a State bank to con-
vert into a national banking association, and
a State bank to be consolidated into a na-
tional banking association; and

Whereas the present National Bank Act
does not permit a national banking associa-
tion to convert into a State banking institu-
tion or to be consolidated or merged into a
Btate banking institution without first going
through the process of liquidation; and

Whereas in the event of a merger of a na-
tional banking association into a State bank-
ing institution, the bank shareholders are
in most cases penallzed taxwise, which is
not true In the case of 'a State banking in-
stitution into a national banking associa-
tion; and .

Whereas this restricts the freedom of any
bank to choose either the national or the
State banking system and discriminates
agalnst the State banking system; and

Whereas this association Is convinced of
the vital importance to the preservation of
the dual banking system of establishing and
maintaining reciprocal = conversion and
merger privileges as between State-chartered
banks and national banks: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That this association expresses
its firm bellef in the need for the enactment
of a bill designed to accomplish this result,
such as H. R. 58, H. R. 1161, H., R. 1269, and
8. 101, which have been introduced in the
Eighty-first Congress, and urges the Congress
to proceed prompfly to pass such legislation;
and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of this asso-
clation is hereby directed to forward a copy
of this, resolution to each member of the
House and Senate Commitiees on Banking
and Currency and to make known the views
of this assoclation to the. chalirmen of such
committees; and be it further

Resolved, That each member of the asso-
clatlon is requested to write his Congressmen
and Senators, urging the prompt enactment
of such legislation.

II. TO CONTINUE THE STATUS OF THE THREE
FEDERAL BANKING AGENCIES

Whereas this association is firmly and
unanimously of the opinion that the con-
tinuance of the dual banking system is es-
sential t7 the maintenance of free enterprise
in this Nation; and

Whereas the continuance of the dual bank-
ing system in large measure depends upon
the division of Federal bank supervision and
examination among the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation, the Comptroller of the
Currency, and the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System; and

Whereas the House of Representatives of
the Eighty-first Congress has passed H. R.
1569, which ls a bill authorizing the Presl-
dent to reorganize and transfer functions
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among the Federal executive departments
and agencies by reorganization plans, which
plans will become law unless Congress dis-
approves by a majority of each House within
60 days after submission of the plan to Con-
gress; and

Whereas in H. R. 1569, the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System was
placed in a special category of agencies which
may be reorganized only by a separate re-
organization plan that does not contain
provisions for the reorganization of any other
agencles, which amounts in effect to an
exemption of the Federal Reserve System;
and

Whereas the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation and the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency were not accorded such an exempt
status: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation and the Comptroller of the
Currency should be maintained on a parity
with the Federal Reserve Board and should
be given like status under H. R. 1569 and
8. 526, and be it further

Resolved, That secretary of this assocla-
tion 18 hereby authorized and directed to
forward a copy of this resolution to each
member of the House and Senate Committees
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart-
ments and to make known the views of this
assoclation to the chalrmen of such com-
mittees; and be it further

Resolved, That each member of the asso-
clation be urged to write to his Congressman
and Benators requesting equal treatment for
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
Comptroller of the Currency, and the Federal
Reserve Board in H. R. 15669 and 8. 526, as
all are entirely maintained by the banks with
no expense to the Federal Government,

111, OPPOSE BRANCHES FOR FEDERAL SAVINGS AND
LOAN ASSOCTATIONS

Whereas this association 1s firmly and
unanimously opposed to chain, group, or
branch banking and the principle so In-
volved; and

‘Whereas the Federal savings and loan
assoclations are now establishing branches
in several States: Be it hereby

Resolved, That this association go on record
a8 opposing any branches whatscever for
Federal savings and loan assoclations ex-
cepting in States that permit State savings
and loan associations to establish branches;
and be it further

Resolved, That we recommend national leg-
islation that will necessitate Federal sav-
ings and loan assoclations to comply with
State law in regard to establishing branches.

IV. URGE LEGISLATION TO ADEQUATELY REGULATE
THE BANK HOLDING COMPANY

Whereas holding-company operation of

+groups or.chains of banks with its central-

ized control of credit and its lack of proper
supervisory regulation constitutes a grow-
ing monopoly and is a dangerous move toward
Government socialization of banking; and

Whereas holding-company operation of
groups or chains of banks is inseparably
linked to and identified with branch banking
and is branch banking in fact if not in name;
and

Whereas the expansion of bank holding
companies across State lines is a device look-
ing to and intended as a means of establish-
ing branch banking privileges In many
States in contravention of law; and

Whereas the Independent Bankers Asso-
clation believes that a system of independ-
ent unit banking is best adapted to the
highly diversified community life in the
United States and it is therefore unalter-
ably opposed to the growing menace of
branch banking which growth has been and
is aided, abetted, and made possible by its
hidden identity with the uncontrolled and
unregulated bank holding company: Now,
therefore, be 1t
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Resolved by the Independent Bankers As-
sociation, That there be a prompt and speedy
enactment by the Congress of the United
States of such legislation as will—

1. Prohibit the further expansion of bank
holding companies.

2. Place all bank holding companies under
effective Government supervision and regu-
lation similar to the supervision and regu-
lation imposed on unit banks,

3. Require the separation of bank holding
companies from all nonbanking activities.

PROPOSED REPEAL OF TAFT-HARTLEY
LABOR LAW—RESOLUTION OF COUNCIL
OF COLERAINE, MINN.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference a res-
olution adopted by the Council of Cole-
raine, Minn., favoring repeal of the
Taft-Hartley labor law, and I ask unani-
mous consent that it may be printed in
the REcORD.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was ordered to lie on the table, and
ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

Whereas the Taft-Hartley Act is in effect
antilabor legislation which aims at the ulti-
mate defeat of labor organizations in their
pursuit of bargaining freedom; and

Whereas under the Wagner Act, millions
of workers did organize into strong unions,
thereby providing the instrument necessary
to protect their interests; and

Whereas the workers in America, through
their unions, were able to hold up their
heads in the knowledge that for the first
time In history they were free men, proving
this by their great production record during
the terrible years of the past global war; and

Whereas President Truman in his preelec-
tion tour of the United States brought the
issue of the Taft-Hartley Act to the people,
making it the major issue of the day, and
the result was that the people voted support-
ing his stand in this matter: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Taft-Hartley Act be im-
mediately repealed and the Thomas-Lesinski
bill (8. 249-H. R. 2032) which have the ap-
proval of the Senate Labor Committee be
enacted as law; be it further

Resolved, That certified coples hereof be
forwarded to President Harry 8. Truman,
Senators Epwarp J. THyYe and Husert H. HumM -
PHREY, Representative JoEN A, BLATNIK, and
the Duluth and Iron Ranges Joint Council.

ArTHUR Toms, Village President.

Attest:

RutH F. Hargis, Village Clerk.

LONG-RANGE FEDERAL FARM PRO-
GRAM—STATEMENT OF POLICY OF
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FARMERS
UNION OF WALSH COUNTY, N. DAK.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference a state-
ment of policy adopted by members of
the Walsh County Farmers Union board
of directors, in meeting at Park River,
N. Dak,, relating to a long-range Fed-
eral farm program, and I ask unanimous
consent that it be printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the state-
ment of policy was referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and
ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as
l‘ollovys:

STATEMENT OF POLICY, WALSH COUNTY FARMERS
TUNION BOARD OF DIRECTORS

We, the undersigned, members of the
Walsh County Farmers Union hoard of di-
rectors, meeting at Park River, N. Dak., on
this 2d day April 1949, do unanimously agree
on behalf of 1,100 farm familles of this
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county that the following Federal leglslation
should be immediately enacted:

1. A long-range Federal farm program that
would: (1) guarantée 100 percent of parity
on all farm commodities up to what is nor-
mally considered farm-family production;
and that parity price supports should be
sharply reduced on all farm production above
these definitely set production limits; that
these and other limitations be effected so as
to encourage farm-family agriculture and
discourage present-day trends in factory-
type agriculture; and (2) greatly increase
all farm commodity storage facilities through
the use of Federal loans to local and reglonal
REA-type cooperatives; and where such farm
commodities must be processed before stor=
age, additional Federal loans be made for
the construction, establishment, and mainte-
nance of processing plants. Such a basle
farm program would not only strengthen the
Nation's agricultural economy but would,
additionally, stabilize the total economy.

2. We urge Federal legislation that would
equalize all education and health opportuni-
ties for everyone. We recommend Federal
ald to education and Federal health insur-
ance,

3. We urge immediate and sufficient ap-
propriations so that REA development can
be stepped-up in all areas not now serviced
by central power statlons. Such appropria-
tion measures should definitely specify that
they can be used for the construction and
establishment of central power statlons as
well as transmission lines; and that the nec-
essary materials be made available. We
further urge, that legislation be passed to
establish a rural telephone administration
;nE ;onjunctlon and along the lines of the

We direct that a copy of this statement be
sent by the county secretary to both Mem-~
bers of Congress and to the United States
Senators from this State; and that they be
urged to use their influence and throw their
wholehearted support behind this legislation.

A. E. ERICKSON,
Chairman.

GoRpON TWEDT,

W. R. LILLEHAUGEN.

GEORGE R. BERNTSON.

Mrs. ELMER STAVEN.

W. N. ErLznic,

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

The following reports of a committee
were submitted:

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

5.528. A bill to amend the Contract Set-
tlement Act of 1944 so as to authorize the
payment of fair compensation to persons
contracting to deliver certain strategle or
critical minerals or metals in cases of fallure
to recover reasonable costs, and for other
purposes; with amendments (Rept. No. 250);

5.729. A bill to amend the Trading With
the Enemy Act so as to extend the time
within which claims may be filed for return
of any property or interest acquired by the
United States on or after December 18, 1941;
with an amendment (Rept. No. 242);

H. 2.668. A bill for the relief of Alex Balil;
without amendment (Rept. No. 244);

H.R.679. A bill to authorize the admission
of Mrs. Julia Balint to the United States;
with an amendment (Rept. No. 258);

H.R.T11. A bill for the rellef of Mrs. Mar-
garet Gregg Dilnot; without amendment
(Rept. No. 245); '

H.R. 1010. A bil! for the relief of Mrs. Ma
K. Y. Mok, Frederick W, S. Mok, and Vincent
W. C. Mok; without amendment (Rept. No.
246);

H. R. 1035. A hill for the relief of Mrs. Ada
M. Ryan; without amendment (Rept. No,
247);
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H. R. 1041. A bill for the rellef of Jeanette
and Jesus Esteva and their four children;
without amendment (Rept. No. 248);

H. R. 1052, A bill for the relief of Lawrence
G. McCarthy; without amendment (Rept.
No. 249);

H.R.1079. A blll for the rellef of Maria
Veltrl Magnone; without amendment (Rept.
No. 250) ;

H.R.1101. A hbill for the rellef of Anna
Malone and Rita Anderson; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 251);

H.R.1460. A bill for the rellef of Mrs.
Silvia Mapelll; without amendment (Rept.
No. 252);

H.R,.1508. A bill for the rellef of Peter
Drozd; without amendment (Rept. No. 253);

H.R. 1591. A bill for the relief of Bram B.
g‘ell)ekamp; without amendment (Rept. No.

54);

H.R. 1629, A bill for the rellef of Kira and
Nina Grigoriefl; without amendment (Rept,
No. 255);

H.R. 1876. A bill for the relief of Ralph
Martin Elzingre, also known as Ralph Sea-
we:.il: without amendment (Rept. No. 256);
an

H.R. 1878. A bill for the relief of Ben Luke
Pond, Shao Hung Pond, and David Yat Wel
Pond; without amendment (Rept. No. 257).

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CER-
TAIN ALIENS—REPORT OF A COMMIT-
TEE

Mr, McCARRAN. From the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary, I report an original
concurrent resolution, and I submit a re-
port (No. 243) thereon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report
will be received, and the concurrent reso-
lution will be placed on the calendar.

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
l29) was placed on the calendar, as fol-

OWS:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
presentatives concurring), That the Congress
favors the suspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter named, in
which case the Attorney General has sus-
pended deportation for more than 6 months,

A-4455003, Abbott, Arnold, or Fellx Arnold
Abhott.

A-4446440, Acuna-Salclido, Francisco.

A-6072837, Adamopoulos, Georgios Athan-
asius, or George Athos Adamson, George
Athos Adamopoulos, .

A-3305353, Andrianocs, Panaglotis Stauros,
or Peter Andrianos.

A-9186071, Apell, EKarln Guborg Dagmar
(nee Ericsson or Karin Apell or Appell).

A-6096785, Arriaza, Dafne Raquel Alvarez.

A-1416522, Atkinson, Marguerite Anne or
Marguerite Anne Franklin Cavens or Mar-
guerite Alice June Cavens (nee Marguerite
Anne Franklin).

A-6248583, Balloff, Sophia (nee Papadou-
poulou).

A-4391738, Bencivenga, Gluseppe, or Joseph
Bencivenga or Raffaele Cirlllo.

A-4897041, Bennett, Raya.

A-1385801, Blankenberg, Frederick Moritz
Anst, or Frederick Moritz Ernest Blanken-
berg (alias Frederick Morris Ernest Blanken~
berg, alias Fred Blackwell, alias Fred Blacken=
berg).

A-6397588, Boellaard, Helena,

A-5713565, Bond, Austin,

A-6314545, Borg, Carmel Charlie,

A-T000606, Borza, Guiseppe.

A-T000607, Borza, Antonla.

A-1387774, Bushey, Elmer Joseph, or Bou-
cher or Bushey or Dick or Richard Bushey,

A-7032447, Caballero-Bustamante, Alberto
Antonio.

A-T032445, Caballero-Bustamante, Rafael.

A-T7032446, Caballero-Bustamante, Maria
Estela.
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A-6281651, Caramsaledis, Fotini (nee Dile-
veu).

A-3725684, Castellano, Vincenzo, or Vincent
James Castellano or James Castellano.

A-6720030, Cavallarin, Guerrino,

A-6448302, Chan, Eenneth Ivan, or Ken=-
neth Ivan Hing.

A-6660678, Chavez-Reyna, Alfredo, or Al-
fredo Chavez.

A-B6655456, Chew, Kwong Hal, or Harry
EKwong (Hai Chew).

A-6261653, Christake, Merope (nee Kiloni).

A-3289766, Clpolat, Romano.

A-1235054, Cohen, Dora (nee Rom).

A-6798522, Courtsis, Elias Athanasius or
Koutsis,

A-T005140, Cristlani, Henrietta Edith, or
Henrietta Cristiani,

A-5343796, Cybulskl, Benjamin, or Robert
Gordon or Manuel Solis or Josef or Joseph
Royer or Emlilio Valdez or Emilio Honorato
Valdez y Ramirez or Myer Bursyn or Burstein
or Benumek Subelsky or Zubelsky,

A-3249572, DeGarcladuenas, Adela Argui-
lera.

A-6429946, DeLeon, Manuel Valencla.

A-86715677, Del Valle, Raul Rodriguez, or
Raul Del Valle,

A-6323500, DePolendo, Genoveva Zavala.

A-6207365, Dittner, Pierre Raymond.

A-6194152, Eng, Winifred, or Winifred Ho
Chong or Ho Gum Lan.

A-6440402, Fischer, Bela.

A-2856078, Fox, Irene (nee Fuschs or Ronia
Malka Fuschs).

56051/858, Gall, Orzaio.

A-2358225, Gensen, Friedrich Paul, or Fred-
erick Gensen.

A-5942350, Godinez, Juan.

A-6282215, Griffin, Robin Delmar.

A-9769331, Grizopoulos, George,

A-7629777, Grove, Marmaduke, or Mar-
maduke Grove-Valenzuela.

A-6226149, Guillemette, Dorothy Leslie.

A-4745611, Harb, Salem Arbaham Esah.

A-5382338, Hobbs, Ernest Frank.

A-4698673, Horvath, Zofia Mary Rawlicz, or
Zofia Mary Rawicz Oldakowska.

A-8707622, Koenlg, Brigltta.

A-6489133, Eyrlakakis, Constas.

A-1972384, Lawson, Margorie
(alias Marjorle Naitto).

A-7539114, Lee, Yung Tsin.

A—4593373, Lee, Joseph Tsu-An, or Jew On
Lee or Joseph On Lee or Lee Jew On or Joe On
Lee.

A-3454683, Leibovitch, Harold.

A-B6405605, Lorenz, Kurt Paul.

A-6581437, Madrid, Manuel.

A-6581438, Madrid, Maria Elodia.

A-3405450, Matiatos, Spiros.

A-9533326, Matthios, Theodoros, or Terry
Matthios.

A-6491875, Meireles, Domingos Amaral.

A-6261594, Mishas, Efthimia (nee Man-
dicas).

A-6533340, Nahra, Gabrlel or Nahara.

A-1788665, Nemes, Bella, or Bill Names.

A-6450508, Niethe, Karl Wilhelm.

A-5295304, Onorati, Umberto, or Albert
Onorati.

A-6022600, Orta, Maria De La Luz, or Maria
De La Luz Horta.

A-6022602, Orta, Pllar, or Pilar Horta.

A-6022601, Orta, Ramona, or Ramona
Horta.

A-5952938, Palmisano, Gaetano.

A-3491965, Panclera, Mario.

A-6268180, Pandelaras, Paraskevl Gregory
(nee Paraskevi Apostolou Pavlou).

A-3435006, Papadatos, Evangelos Gregorl-
ous, or Angelos Papas.

A—6355563, Perez, Antonlo,
Perez Matezanta.

A-6811080, Perez, Virginia Soto, or Virginia
Soto Lagos Perez. X

A-6704624, Pieber, Gerda, or Bessie Sou-
karas.

A-1324167, Pinto, Alesslo.

A-6339441, Pollett, Robert Anderson.

Ing-Kal

or Antonio
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A-5974374, Ramirez, Jesus, or Jesus Rami-
rez-Carrasco.

A-6711690, Randolph, Frank Charles.

A-1585863, Relchenbach, Mary Elaine (nee
Pye, formerly Beebe).

A-3433637, Richter, John Frank.

- A—6696460, Rodriguez, John Negrete.

A-6451215, Rouse, Peter John,

A-9620460, Samuel, George Ryan.

A-6774210, Schlupp, Anna (nee Helman).

A-6296216, Serenl, Pier Dino.

A-4835531, Sobenko, Mary (see Maria Kuz-
miak).

A-3158427, Sootzmann, Alex Fritz, or Alex
Boodsmann.

A-1886212, Btaub, Hyman, or Herman
Btaub.

A-6492676, Stewart, Charlotte Rattray.

A-B066478, Btipanovie, Branko, or Branko
Stipanovich.

A-6816833, Tarin, Berta Alicia.

A-3363800, Tavares, Henry De Amorim
Paula.

A-6225120, Theodorlides, Georgios Basileios,
or Georgios Theodorides or Michael Pana-
glotis Hadjistylianos.

A-5087833, Thomas, Eugene Watkin.

A-5916170, Thompson, Oscar Leonard, or
Cyril Oscar Wilson. ;

A-3672478, Tomaselll, Charles Rudolph.

A-6245753, Trepcos, Helene (nee Helene

Kovatsis).

A-6260601, Van Hanen, Toivo, Albert.

A-6738733, Vargas, Cesar Medrano, or Cesar
Vargas Medrano or Jesus Maldonado San-
tiago.

A-B8706772, Vassllaros, Sofia Ilias (formerly
Apostolakis).
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A-1467265, Vassos, Alfonso Apostolas, or
John Paul Pappas or Paul P. A. Vassos.

A-4865007, Vene, Bruno.

A-1770952, Vitlello, Gennaro.

A-5336993, Volksdorf, Ernest William.

A-9726040, Vucetlc, Henrik Emil.

A-B081841, Walters, Jr., Alfred Ernest,

A-1633174, Wineland, Marion Gladys (for-
merly Bundy, nee Walker).

A-T7035406, Yee, Gloria.

A-2727250, Yue, Yeun Shal.

A-2751327, Ha, Chan (Chow) Min.

A-6724306, Zarate-Urzua, Dionisio; Dioni-
slo Zarate-Covarrubias.

REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON
REDUCTION OF NONESSENDIAL FED-
ERAL EXPENDITURES RELATING TO
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL IN EXECUTIVE
BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, as chair-
man of the Joint Committee on Reduc-
tion of Nonessential Federal Expendi-
tures, I submit an additional report on
civilian employment in the executive
branch of the Federal Government dur-
ing the month of February 1949, and, in
accordance with the practice of several
years' standing, I request that it be print-
ed in the body of the RECORD as a part
of my remarks, together with a state-
ment by me.

There being no objection, the report
and statement were ordered to be print-
ed in the Recorp, as follows:
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FepErRAL PERSONNEL IN ExecuTive BrancH
JANUARY-FEBRUARY 1849, AND PAY DECEMBER
1948-JANUARY 1949

(Note with reference to personal service ex-
penditures figures: It should be noted that
the latest expenditure figures for personal
service shown in table I of this report are
for the month of January, and that they are
compared with personal service expenditure
figures for the month of December, whereas
the latest employment figures covered in this
report are for the month of February and
are compared with the month of January.
This lag in personal service expenditure fig-
ures is necessary in order that actual ex-
penditures may be reported.)

(Figures in the following report are com-
piled from signed official personnel reports
by the various agencies and departments
of the Federal Government. Table I shows
total personnel employed inside and outside
continental United BStates, and pay, by
agency. Table II shows personnel employed
inside continental United States, by agency.
Table III shows personnel employed outside
continental United States, by agency. Table
IV gives by agency the industrial work-
ers employed by the Federal Government.
For purposes of comparison, figures for the
previous month are shown Iin adjoining
columns.)

PERSONNEL AND PAY SUMMARY

According to monthly personnel reports
for February 1840 submitted to the Joint
Committee on Reduction of Nonessential
Federal Expenditures:

Civilian personnel In executive branch PAB IO T Shonpda of Soliem) g axoritiys
In February In January | Inerease (+)or| InJanudgry In December | Increase (+) or

numbered— | numbered— | decrease(—) | - was— was— decrease (—)
Total. 2,104, 879 2,102, 809 42,170 £527, 5681 $013, BT —$86, 296
i. Agencies exclusive of National Military Establishmen 1,210, 242 1, 210, 625 —383 307, 968 380, 263 ~T72,285
. National Military Establishment_.__ .. . .. _.: 894, 737 892, 184 +2, 553 219, 613 233, 614 =14, 001

Within National Military Establishment:

Office of the Secretary of Def 1, 205 1, 226 +68 434 450 —16
Department of the Arm 270, 024 367, B84 2,140 B7, 376 04,118 -, 742
Bemrtment of the Air Foree. 160, 232 158, 780 1,443 88, 207 38, 202 “+45
& epartment of the Navy. 363, 186 364, 285 -1, 089 63, 506 100, 754 -7, 248

Table I breaks down the above figures on
employment and pay by agency.

Tables II, ITI, and IV break down the above
employment figures to show the number of
employees inside continental United States,
the number outside continental United
Btates, and the number in the so-called in-
dustrial categories. This further break-down
in tables II, IT1, and IV does not include pay
figures because pay-roll reports submitted to
the committee by some agencies are inade-
quate for this purpose.

INSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES
(See table IT)

Federal personnel within the United
Btates decreased 170 from the January total
of 1,911,297 to the February total of 1,911,127,

Exclusive of the National Military Estab-
lishment there was a decrease of 851 from the
January total of 1,155,645 to the February
total of 1,154,794,

Total civillan employment within the
United Btates for the National Military
Establishment for February was 756,832, an
increase of 680 over the January figure of
755,652.

The Office of the Secretary of Defense in-
creased 69 from the January figure of 1,228
to the February figure of 1,205,

The Department of the Army civilian per-
sonnel within the United Btates Increased
783 from the January figure of 209,841 to the
February figure of 300,624.

The Department of the Air Force civillan

rsonnel within the United States increased

80 from the January figure of 132,205 to the
February figure of 132,985. :

The Department of the Navy clvilian per-
sonnel within the United States decreased
952 from the January figure of 322,380 to the
February figure of 321,428,

OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES
(See table III)

Outside continental United States Fedéral

sonnel Increased 2,341 from the January

tal of 191,612 to the February total of
193,853,

An increase of 468 was reported by the
departments and agencies other than the
National Milltary Establishment, from the
January total of 54,980 to the February total
of 55,448.

‘Total overseas civilian employment for the
National Military Establishment increased
1,873 from the January figure of 136,632 to
the February figure of 138405,

The Department of the Army reported an
increase of 1,357 in overseas civilian employ-
ment from the January figure of 68,043 to the
February figure of 69,400.

The Department of the Alr Force reported
an increase of 663 in overseas civiliah em-
&lozment from the January figure of 26,5684

he February figure of 27,247.

The Department of the Navy reported a de-

crease of 147 in overseas civillan employ-

ment from the January figure of 41,905 to
the February figure of 41,758.

INDUSTRIAL EMPLOYMENT
(See table IV)

Total industrial employment during the
month of February increased 582 from the
January figure of 574,164 to the February
total of 574,746.

The departments and agencies other than
the National Military Establishment de-
creased 270 from the January total of 19,758
to the February total of 19,488,

The National Military Establishment in-
creased its total industrial employment 852
from the January total of 554,406 to the Feb-
ruary total of 555,258.

The Department of the Army increased its
industrial employment 1,476 from the Janu-
ary figure of 206,389 to the February figure
of 207,865. Inside continental United Btates
there was an increase of 114, and outside
continental Unlted States there was an in-
crease of 1,362,

The Department of the Air Force indus-
trial employment Ingreased 823 from the
January figure of 85,050 to the
figure of §5,873. Inside continental United
Btates there was an increase of 186, and out-
side continental United States there was
an increase of 637.

The Department of the Navy decreased its
industrial employment 1,447 from the Janu-
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ary figure of 252,067 to the February figure
of 251,520,

The term “industrial employees,” as used
by the committee, refers to unskilled, semi-
skilled, skilled, and supervisory employees
paid by the Federal Government who are
working on construction projects, such as
airfields and roads, and in shipyards and
arsenals. It does not include malntenance
and custodial employees.
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EMPLOYEES INSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES,
BY STATE AND BY AGENCY, AS OF DECEMBER
1948

The Information in table V, carrled at the
end of this report, was compiled by the
United States Civil Bervice Commission, and
is included in this additional report of the
Joint Committee on Reduction of Nonessen=
tial Federal Expenditures In response to nu-
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merous requests for a break-down of paid
civilian employees of the executive branch,
by agency and by State.

It should be noted that differences between
the figures released by the Civil Service Com-
mission for the month of December and those
compiled by the Joint Committee on Reduc-
tion of Nonessential Federal Expenditures
are not identical, but they are reconciled
in footnote 1 which accompanies table V.

TapLe I.—Consolidated table of Federal personnel inside and outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies
during February 1949, and comparison with January 1949; and pay for January 1949 and comparison with December 1948

Pay (in thousands of dollars) Personnel
Department or agency
December January Increase Decrcase January February Increase Decrease
E’;‘Efﬁ‘"“ fleparf.ments (except National Military Estab- 5
ment
Agricaltore. ... ccoaeavananas $19,323 817, 805 | ca o $1, 518 73, 630 73,40
C e 12,614 12,118 4006 39, 926 40, 240
Totarior.. o s 13, 909 12, 826 1,173 49, 588 49, 901
Justice i 530 8, 531 708 26, 345 26, 186
Labor__._. LEu = 1,211 1, 100 111 3, 521 3, 300
Post Office 3 809 12208 . i £6, 701 507, 507 507, 430
e 5, 941 B, SO s 572 20,115 20, 210
IRy . 28,075 26,074 2,001 80, 015 ¥1, 302
Executive Office of the President:
White Honse Office......-—.. 84 119 Ty R 218 225 R I
Burean of the Budget........... 261 24 7 530 531 G S
Executive Mansion and Grounds.-.-.—mo-wuene 15 B e T E 0 o o e e 68 B e
National Security Couneil \.____.__. 9 9 y 22 29
National Security Resources Board. 190 150 40 410 407 |.aumn SRS 3
Council of Economie Advisers...___ 2 n 1 20 39
Emergency war agencies: Office of Defense Transportal[cn 17 12 b 39 39
Postwar agencies:
Displaced Persons C i e e N T 50 46 4 147
Economic Cooperation Admimstmtlon = 876 926 50 3,078
.Office of the Housing Expediter._____ . __.._____ 1,681 1,535 146 4,856
Philippine Alien Property Administration 34 32 2 128
Philippine War Damage Commission 203 L AR AT 13 933
War Assets Administration 5,007 2777 2, %30 6, 708
Independent agencies: ;
merican Battle M 15 14 1 138
Atomiec Energy C 1,768 1,652 118 4, 803
Civil Aeronautics Board. . 274 254 20 670
Civil Bervice Commission 1,480 1,167 313 4,228
t-Import Bank of Wi @l 55 L] 122
F:ggnl Communications C. B35 50 1,353
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. - 289 4 1, 052
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Serv 221 36 374
Federal Power Commission 3 30 824
Federal Soeuritl;{ Agency 1. 9, 234 227 85,114
Federal Trade issi 206 37 A50
Federal Works Agency_ 5,078 5, 716 202 23,081
General Accounting Office 3,084 2,773 26 0,432
Government Printing Office. 2,231 2,287 L, G, 999
Houmn%nnd Home Finance Ageney--.---ooweecmeena- 3,808 [Tl BRI T 65 11, 862
Indian Claims Commission. _.__.. 7 | AWOTE) i 1 11
Interstate Commerce Commission. oo coocoaeaeaes 013 o AR R 87 2,248
Maritime Commission . 1,878 s oL 6, 571
ational Advisory C ee for Aeronautics 2,238 177 6, 895
National Archiv 135 8 19 388
National Capital Housing Authority.._. 3 81 5 G 308
ot Capital Park and Plsnniné Commission. ... 13 ¥ 6 18
National Capital 8 ommission 1 1 3
nﬂmn Gallery DI‘ R s e R e 82 il 320
onal Labor Relations Board.. et 567 609 1, 582
-‘Intiona] Mediation Board. - . aiaaaanas 58 108
Panama Canal..____.....__... 3,216 22, 920
Railroad Retirement Board. .. ocooommiaaaanaaan 706 2, 421
Reconstruction Finance Corporation........... A 11,980 14, 578
Becurities and Exchange C on 486 1, 165
Selective Service Syslf‘m 1,212 5 903
Smithsonian Institution. .. 175 49
Tarifl Commission...... 108 240
Tax Court of the United States 53 122
Valley Authority. ccceecenacea- g S| 3,775 3,914 e ocers 13, 771
Veterans' Administration. . __ o Liil o « B8 48, 936 5012 212, 928
Total, excluding National Military Establishment.__ 380, 263 307, 908 036 72,631 1, 210, 625
Net decrease, excluding National Military Estab-
Hshment .. . . ... 72,205 Fad L et
National Military Establishment: *
ffice of the gematary of Defi g 450 434 16 1,226 1,205 -
Department of the Army: .
Inside eontinental United States 78, 463 73,617 4, 299, 841 300, 624 Lo | AR SR o
Qutside continental United States 15, 655 13,759 ' ; ' 68, 43 9, 400 s 17 (VORI S TOLAY
32, 661 43, 800 132, 205 132, 985 y (.o M T
5, 631 4, 497 26, 584 27, 147 083 |......
Department of the Navy..... it el 100, 754 43, 506 364, 285 363, 186
Total, National Mimnr? Establishment__. 233, 614 219, 613 1,139 15,140 802, 154 B, T37 3,652
Net change, National M i]itary Establishment_ RS P e L s pleer e e | 14, 001 Bl 2, 553
Grnd total including Naf.tml Military Estab- -
T e e T 613, 877 527, 581 L775 88, 071 2, 102, 809 2, 104, 979 7,411 5, 241
Net change, including National Military Establish-
i e R 1 R 8&[@6 2,170

! Exclusive of the pessannel andd

v of the Central Intelligence Agency.

1 Includes personnel and pay of }Emwm’d University and the C:alumbla Institution for the Deaf,

8 Revised.



TasLE II.—Federal personnel inside continental United Staies employed by executive agencies during February 1949 and comparison
with January 1949
Department or agency January | February | Increase | Decrease Department or agency January | February | Inerease | Decreass
Executive departments (except Nation- Independent cles—Continued
al Military Establishment): dian Clﬁ Commission. . _..... 11
Agricalture 71,622 T84 182 | ission.. 2,248
0B 36,922 , 199 ar|. 6, 632
Interior. 44, 260 3 220
Justice. 25, 868 25, T10 Aeronautics 8, 805
Labor 3, 485 3, 122 National Archives 388
Post Office 5085, 774 505, 700 74 National Capital Iiousing Author-
Btate 7. 744 7,792 e e i e W, o L 808
Treasury:. 88, 350 90, 613 ), National Capital Park and Plan-
Exeentive Gffice of the President: ning Commission. . 18 i S A S
White House Office. .. ___.oceeeeer 218 225 Bhleal National Capital Sesquicentennial
Burean of the Budget. . .__.__._.... 630 531 R 3 S e, B A
Executive Mansion and Grounds... [ ) W hatim)nl Gallery of Att_........._ a0 SR 1 Nl e D
National S8ecurity Counedlt.. ... 22 o R National Labor Relations Board. . 1,570 1006 b 64
National Security Resources Board. 410 407 8 National Mediation Board....._... 03 3
Council of Economic Advisers.._... 30 39 P Canal. . R : 646
Emergency war agencies: Office of Railroad Retirement Board. ...
' Defense Transportation_.._.......... 39 30 Reconstruction Finance Corpom-
Postwar agencies:
Displaced Persons Commission...... 56 66
Econmnio Cooperation Adminis- it i
Oﬂkse ol the Housing Expediter. . 4,831 4,850
Phlllpp{ua Alien Property Admin-
istration 2 2
Phillp]:!na War Damage Commis- Tennessee Valley Authority._...
.............................. 5 Veterans’ Administration
War Ams Administration. ....... 8, 663 S o 1,797
Independent agencies: Total, exclusive of National Mill-
merican Battle Monuments Com- Establishment...__..._....
7 10 Bl Net decrease, exclusive of Nation-
Atgmic Emrgy Comm!sslon_-..... 4, 800 4, 808 1 | BT T al Military Establishment
Civil Aer 650 662 12
Civil Serviee Commismun ......... 4,223 PO o T T 1 || National Military Establishment:
Emm-t Import Bank of Washing- Office of the Secretary of Defense. ..
...... 120 » i ISR 1 Department of the Army___
Fedeml Communications Commis- Depanment of the Air Fore
Fed : : 5 1,818 Department of the Navy.. anl
em Deposit Insurance Corpo-
ration 1,052 Total, National Military Estab-
Federal Mediation and Concilia- §iTL T e R R
r.lon MR e e it 37 Net lncmse, Natl:mal Military
]" d §.?J’§t°1 o s 34,% ki S AT
ederal Secu ey I
Fodoral W ;Sigem i 2,489 23, 500 52 G?&‘hﬁ‘&?}“ Botapiisnment. o | 1,011,207 | 1,018,120 4,855 5,025
T i i S sts shment........ , 911, , 911, 1
General Accounting Office... 9,432 FHr e ORI * Net decrease, ineluding National
Government Printing Office 909 , 087 | e o SR Military Establishment 170
Housing and Home Finance
Agency. 11, 814 11, 828 L R e
1 Exclusive of the personmel of the Central Intell & Revised,
% Includes personnel of Howard University and | Columbialust.itute for the Deaf.
Taste III.—Federal personnel outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies during 1949 and
comparison with January 1949
Department or agency January | February | Increase | Decrease Department or agency January | February | Incresse | Decrease
Executive departments (except Na- Independent agencies—Continued
tional Mﬂi{ary Establishment): ‘ederal Works Agency 683 624 9
griculture. 2,058
L e e e R S 8, 004 Agenc; 48 3% Sl bt 3
Interior. 5,328 Maritime C a9 29
Justice 477 National Labor Relations Board..... 12 11 1
P 22,273 158 115
Post Offien. ..o eeeemenneemmannanea 1, Reconstruction Finance Corpora- -
Btate 12,371 12, 418 A Jecomenapia tion 13 12 1
Treasury - I Selective Bervice SyStem.......ooo. 161 170 g
Postw agencies Bmitl ian Institution [ {7 el e 1
lx?lsplamd gersuns Comm!sslon ..... o1 113 bl Veterans’ Administration........... 1, 601 1,620 ) e
e | w e v 2,177 LT | enennae 80 Total, excluding Nntlonal Mil-
Office of the Housing Expediter__.. itary Establishment____________ 54, 980 448 45
Phillppins Alien Property Admin- Net increase, exoludlng Nntiona] : » B
124 hﬁg R el 1 Military Establishm 408
Phﬂjpplne War Damage Commissi 028 b M =
War Assets Admlnistmtion...- = 15 3 1 || National Military Establishment:
Ini dmt aganc partment of the Army._. 68, 043 69, 400 1 ol bl
ttle Monuments Com- epartment of the Air Force 26, 584 27,47 () RaRes
181 133 epartment of the Navy........... 41, 905 41, 788 fameeaaa. 147
A%Dﬂmff e e s 5 % Total, National Military Estab-
Civil Aeronautics s " otal, Nai stal
Civil Service Commission....._...__ 22 [; = R . kL 186,582 | 188,405 | 302 147
Export-lmpm Bank of Washing- i 5 g stt:g-rgm;u, National Military
! men
F:'ij‘m R o e St 8 % Grand total, fncluding National ==
.............................. Tan at
Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- Military Establishment___.____ 161, 512 193, 853 2, 665 824
tion 2 - 7 P U Net 1ncrease Including National
Federal Security Agency........... 073 083 1 S tary Establishment. ......_| sl SP e | 2,341
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agencies during February 1949 and comparison with January 1949

APRIL 11

employed by executive

Department or agency January Fi!i_ruary Increase | Decrease Department or agency January | February | Increase | Decrease
Executive departments (except Na- National Military Establishment—Con.
tional Mﬂitm'y Establishment): Department of the Army—Con.
C LE 1,008 1,118 e - Outside continen United
Taterior. ... 4, 600 4,372 137 States 45, 627 46, 989 1,800 4ol
State. 353 352 1
Treasur 4,352 4,402 1 o o= e
Indepeudunt agencies: 75, 764 5, 950
Atomic En Commission........ 150 151 ; iy IS, R
Housing an Home Finance 19, 286 19, 923
R N o 6 6 252, 967 251, 520
Panama Canal______._______ = 1,833 1,831 22
Tennesses Valley Authority-..-.... 7,437 7,258 179 Tot.a] Nntlonai Military Estab-
. thment_ ______.._ 554, 408 555, 258 2,299 1, 447
Total, excluding National Mili- Net increase, National Military
o Estat sl:-cf]mggm ey 19, 758 19, 488 69 339 C AT R R R RERR e S e 852
et decrease, exclu ational
Military Establist t i [ 270 Grand total, iucludlng National
Military Establ hment........ 574, 164 574,746 2,368 1,788
National Military Establishment: Net including National
Department of the Army: Military Establish % 582
Inside continen United
Biaton. . Slooiis e e 160, 762 160, 876 14 | g

TaBLE V.—Paid civilian employment in the executive branch of the Federal Government, by agency and State of official duty station,

December 1948, continental United States (ezcluding Alaska and Panama Canal Zone)

[This chart was prepared and released by the U, 8. Civil Service Commission as of Mar, 18, 1949 1]

P ok ton. D.&, | Ala- [ ari- | AR | Coli- | ogro. Son: | Dela- | Flor- | Geor- | 1gano | M- | Indie | poo | Kan- | Ken-
£aney met bama | zona [ 257 | [ | rado | POSEC| ware | ide | gia nois | ana sas | tucky
tan area
Total 11,809, 143 210, 620 |31, 845 12,050 (14,305 |206,014 |22, 191 [11,432 | 1,765 (33, 618 (40,166 | 5,832 |07, 742 |20, 803 [15,360 19,307 | 24, 406
White House Office ... 200 o T R AR N T IR AT R RO M, [ et
of the Bud 521 47 6 (] - 6
Council of Economic Advisers. ___.. 38 38
Executive Mansion md Grounds.__. 64 64
National Security Counefl.__..._._. 20 20 He = A R,
National Secur[ty Resou.rc&s Board. 353 353
ce of Defense Transportation_ ... 26 24
Pl;:ﬁpgiino Alien Property Admin- g 4
War Assets Administration._ ... 7,826 1,217 21 25 14 9 106 (1 R 50 M 892 amn 3 15 2
State._ . 7,635 i R e T 18 1 ] s [ A= o A AT AR
........................... 88, 801 19, 605 619 212 217 | 5,301 906 814 87 971 | 1,160 127 | 9,111 | 1,005 527 | 1,116
Secretary of Defense____ 1,159 1,136 | ek O 7 il LS A Ml | I TN T WY
Department of the Army. 207,019 20, 567 | 6, 053 736 | 3,343 126,474 | 4, T14 11 81 640 |11, 707 13 |14, 634 | 4,750 531 | 2,282 | 7,778
Dspartmenc of the Navy._. 321, 510 35,778 10 884 715 182,721 1 5 ) SR , 248 935 | 5,1 262 886
Department of the Air Foree_.._.._. 130, 946 4,310 | 7,344 | 1,612 1 |15, 794 | 1,287 2 19 | 3,143 | 6,422 51 | 3,835 627 565 | 1,518 122
Justice__ 25, 606 7,068 188 79 037 »7 13 473 20 581 375 23 393 227
Foat Oftee 2020 e e 506, 585 7,623 | 6,247 | 1,610 | 5020 4,672 | 6,962 050 | 6,778 | 7,013 | 1,734 |[41,320 |12,141 | 9,280 | 7,412 | 7,652
Interior. 44,185 4,131 170 | 4, 14 | 3,472 | 4,000 20 4 235 23 881 270 510 58 374 27
Agriculture 70,054 10,802 | 1,482 606 | 1,426 | 4, 1, 586 137 60 955 | 2,130 | 1,053 | 2,625 | 1,072 | 1,420 | 1,410 | 1,150
37,072 13, 408 365 207 260 | 2,101 439 103 55 912 914 191 | 1,138 500 257 465 n
labor. ... S 8,422 1,620 [i%3 ¥ 10 133 20 2 2 17 5 ] 170 34 20 45 19
American Battle Monuments Com- ’ 3
Atomic Energy Commission_. 4,824 664 44 LI 1 9
Board of Governors, Feder
serve System_._____. 529 513 § O e 2 3
Civil Aeronautics Board. 043 587 " 11 N 2 5 4
Civil Service Commission 4,066 2,240 1 265 8 )| Ehaa 2 171 170
Displaced Persons Commiss! 45 45 A L=y
Economie Cooperation Administra- 4
tion 854 1 D i ps s [ e i - ormr e iR s w e L e o i e e et O
Ex Tmport Bank .. ... . oo 121 PR Y e, Al IR e e THH TR
em 1 Communications Commis-
Fed _i__ﬁ ..... R e S 1,318 3 | BRI PN e 4
leral Dy Insurance Corpo-
ration. . -,p?ﬁ _____________________ 1,029 52 19 17 4 9
Fedara Medistion and Concilia-
tion Service 3 25 5 4 1 3
Federal Power Commission..._.._.. oot O R T e o e SRR I e e R IS I i PO 31
Federal Security Agency...ooecaeeae 33, 094 23| 1,124 149 74 92 565
Federal Trade Cc i34 s laiiy Sl e o 2| USR] L R
Federa Wor‘ks FN L T e S| 22,321 613 96 17 84
ing Office 9,413 R | 5 7 7 8
Clovemmnnt Printing Office__._____ 6,953 MR e ) M =i s o
Hi and Home Finance Agency. 11, 548 19 333 1 6l 248 45
Indian Claims Commission__.______ 11 et e
Interstate Commerce Commission_ _ 2,286 19 9 [} 8 7
‘Maritime Commission_..._._.._____ 9,072 1,331 [ 7| M IS Y | 456 5
Natlonnl ..\dvisory Committee for
6,870 130 4 1,008 e et N L) (VTR | ST % v ¥
Nal:iunal A_rchives--__-._.-._._h._ E Fo | EETRL L R, SRR et RRialer (Uit SEaEe SRt ittt
National Capital Housing Au-
T e R e e R e 306 306 it
Nat i&uﬁ Capital Park and Plan- s 7
l\nt.iunnl Cnpiw Sesquiccnteunml 5 =
Naf..lona] Labor Relations Bonrd..... 1,648 561 2 122 b Eegeen Reeetean R B B 1 B [ s BT
National Mediation Board._.____ 107 41 = PASERNR
Office of the Housing Expediter.. 4,813 301 52 28 44 12 116 197 7
Panama Canal __.__________. 130 )| SR e pnd SN B
Panama Railroad Company . 505 e e e F T AR N PRI, [ e e,

1 GENERAL NoTE,—It is emphasized that the above break-down of Federal eivilian employees of the executive agencies by States was

Commission. It is noted that the total figures in this break-down are not ident
for December by the Joint Committee on Reduction of Nonessential Federal I
the fact that the joint committee report excludes the employees of the Federal Reservi
of the Currency, which are included by the Civil Service Commission, The em;

from funds collected through levies on banks.
rumivmg compensation while on terminal leave, which are excluded in the Civil Batviee report.

# Partially estimated.

The Joint Committee report

xpenditures.

1 with the number of Federal
The

agency civilian employees o
difference of 11,546 between the flgures in these 2

@ System, Maritime Commission trainees, and employees of the
loyees ofthe l?edernl Reserve System and the Offi

epared by the U, 8, Civil Eervice
the Federal Government reported
rc(pnrts is accounted for by

Miice of the Comptroller

ee of the Comptroller of the Currency arepaid
cludes persons of the “expert consultant” type who serve without compensation, and persons
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TasLe V.—Paid civilian employment in the executive branch of the Federal Government, by agency and State of official duty station,
December 1948, continental United States (excluding Alaska and Panama Canal Zone)—Continued

motar | ton DL | Ater | Ante | Ar | Calie | gy, | Con | gy | pior. f Gieor- mi- | Indi- Kan- | Ken
Agency ¢ mtagopolt- bama | zona kg i&ra rado |26t | ware ida | gia Idaho| 505 [ ‘ana | T0%8 | “sas” | tucky
Phili;rpina War Damage Commis- % .
sion cssselesave sclin-snes e B Bt L P P
Railroad Retirement Board..._..... 2,388 7 9 5 7 86 51 ] feeaRG 11 " 9 8
Beocmtmutlon Finance Corpora-
...... 4,610 1,888 82 3 68 215 54 64
strmea and Exchange Commis-
sion 1,150 820 L et e 85 18l avaes =) L P et O | e peie Sariies
Belective Service Systam........-.- &5, 819 228 113 83 105 315 92 54 16 131 140 128 140
Smithsonian Institution 867 ] e M LSREEE e L Lesdii T & %
Tarifl Commission.......... 239 231
Tsx Court of the United Sta 124 1 |5
Tennesses anley Authority.... 13, 982 8| 3,053 | e P i
Vi ration m'. 800 13,205 | 3,884 | 1,547 | 2,448 (16,302 | 2,718 | 1,877 422 8 537
Mas- . Mis- Ne- New New |- North Nor:h
Loui- Mary- Mich-| Min- Mis- | Mon- Ne- New Neow
Agency Maine sachu- sis- bras- Hamp- Mex- Caro-
siana land 2 setts igan |nesota sippl souri | tana Xa vada shire Jersey foo York i kot.a
Total 22,670 |12,901 |40, 464 |55, 992 |36, 745 (10,320 (15,419 (48,005 | 7,602 |16,000 | 3,545 | 2,059 (42,031 (10,910 [181,110 (24,119 | 5, 956
White House Office. 1 3
Bureau of the Budget
Counceil of Economic Advisers.
Executive Mansion and Grounds.
National Security Couneil.
National Security R ces Board
Difice of Defs Transportation 2
thalplne A]ien Property Administration....|..... ElEATEES Ry Baies
War Assets A ration 88 40 71 81 3 45 o O P 4 142 967 [ EEERE
Btate___ i 4 1 gy R RGeS R 1 f ) ARt e ™ b i s,
103 450 48 118 ] 1,797 119 111, I% 6857 178
441 | 8,115 28 (14,410 | 1,470 {25,605 | 2,122 658
502 | 1,200 4,129 108 |19, 577 Ll R
1,149 87| 202 (1,697 | 1,529 5,376 | 147 1
] 15 93 440 126 1 19 9 285 51| 3,000 121 75
Post Oﬂ‘lw 3 5,480 | 3,614 | 5,857 (21,412 (10,102 | 8 180 | 4,341 [17,875 | 1,852 | 5,488 410 | 1,985 |14,331 | 1,584 |79,369 | 7,343 | 2,520
Interior 145 226 o7 27 72 414 229 870 | 2,108 1, 053 19 50 | 2,248 334 272 847
Ag:rlcultwﬁ 2,280 218 415 411 034 | 1,582 | 1,704 | 1,640 | 1,200 | 1,534 185 156 476 045 | 1,604 | 1,488 655
642 114 144 335 422 202 304 | 1,751 372 32 140 61 150 347 1,781 392 17
I-Bhor ........ 2 13 21 113 47 28 12 46 ] 9 4 4 15. 5 256 10 3
American Battle Monuments Commission.... - A
Atomic Energy Commission & 2 19 87T | L1756 | M7 ) BEEER
Board of Governors, Federal Reserve Sy o 1 1 1 1
Civil Aeronautics Board o 2 2 8 S ] 13
gsvn Sarvige C c' i Ead B 117 2| s 1| 1 : 3 248
‘Emnomlu Cooperation Adm[njstmtion_ ....... %
Export-Import Bank_ ____ . ceemeans] oo =
Federal Communications Commission. - .—..__ 7 3 41 25 2 T e TANRED SRETIRE WS Al
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation... ... 4 ] 7 16 ] B8 1 s - e 44 138 7 1
Federal Mediation and Conclliatlon Bervice. . 2 1 19 19 1 1 yol 3 v F O
Federal Power O 27
Federal Securit 984 110 | 5 730 T84 495 141 70 19 7 175 176 8,003 152 22
Federal Trade 7 ] i - e e -
Feoderal Works Agency. . ..ccecccacacasansasss 96 85 179 380 40 44 75 [ 18 109 45 | 1,650 112 20
General Accounting Office. 32 28 39 61 4 5 9 100 1. ) U
Government Frin l§ Office__. .- 1 | e At [T 43 3
Housing and Homo INANCe AZenoy..-eme--- 86 18 229 64 609 76 107 115 12 i 13 35 231 36 999 )i G (SR
Indian Claims Ci o ey AUHELN] (5 e o S S T sty | A oile
Interstate Commerce Commission. ....eceee-- 12 2 5 a2 ] - H . 52 5 r ¢ e 2 12 4 20 3
Maritime Co: b 106 156 196 200 224 2,608 488 | s
Nattonial Advisory Committee for Aero-
juties. - y
National Archives. ... R L e et m ] m e | m v | M e e el el s .v?.... 17
National Capital Housing Authority. i i
National Capital Park and Plaunina Commis-
Rlﬂl’l o
Natiigga] Capital Besquicentennial Com-
National Labor Relations Board - [} 169 % B
National Mediation Board . o _ i
Omm of thn Houains Expediter._......cc.cii 40 19 29 17 16 83 9 1 107 16 741 61 6
Canal - i
Panama Railroad Company. 2 MW 502
Philippine War Damage Commission e = I s
ailroad Retirement U ERS ER e akdans 11 2 7 12 1 83 8 82 9 8 1 9 6 160 6 4
struction Finance Corporation.......... a7 8 106 165 58 170 30 85 3 r— 2 1 200 [ 13 [E—
Becurities and Exchange Commission. ..eeeeacfocaooofoanns .- 11 v i AT AR SR e | e, AT V1N Py AR
Selective Service System 128 82 75 130 206 126 107 261 67 141 26 28 85 48 26 172 70
Smithsonian Institution_ PR
Tariff Commission. ....... 1) R [
Tax Court of the United States 7s S CEEERlT RSN S RO SR ERAEEnT BBl Ml BRTIR b vt SRR IS
Tennnssea Vaﬂuy e Ny 1 e SR S RO B ] P oS el ek it et S L T et Sl bl IO EE O Bl Sl el Frraels | L G 8ead AL e [ e B
Veterans ation 2,530 | '1,170°| 2,604 | 8,080 | 4,056°| 5,037 | 2,763 | 4,020°|  B4d | 020 | 2087|254 | 8,510 | 088 |19,177 | 8,267 | 724
Penn- Houth | Bouth Wash-| West | Wis- Unde-
Okla- | Ore- . |Rhode = | Ten- Ver- | Vir- = " | Wyo- :
Agency OBo | Byma | gon v?;:lla Island cug:' ﬁ:n nessee | L¢X88 | Utah | ont.! ginia ! it?:sn gvmj"a a ming el
Total 81,130 mﬂ,g& 15,807 (111,158 |11, 117 (18,745 | 7,427 |36, 210 (86, 903 &924 3, 082 |66, 268 (40, 157 {10, 531 (20,1908 | 4,913 178
White House Office ; a = = e : 1] A b
Bureau of the B t Mewas abcaa]-sengpelass ] i A
Council of Economic Advisers.. i w5 il B
Nesiona) Sooarlt anug.c[l i - % [ssa
] ona ¥y 4 a2 RiFiesty = ’ - —mgpinm
Natiogal Security R es Board i ™ oy A F P 5 o -
Dffice of Dely 'I‘mnapﬂr*"ﬂ“" 1 eeldanal i el e o s s i i e i e S 4 e adi

1 Exclud, lo; t within the Wi D, 0., metropolitan
.P;ﬂl;ueggﬁnymenw e Washington, po! area,
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Tasre V.—Paid civilian employment in the erecutive branch of the Federal Government, by agency and State of official duty station,
December 1948, continental United States (excluding Alaska and Panama Canal Zone)— Continued

Agency Ohlo

Ponn-
syl-
vania

South
Hhode C

Island

Ore-
gon

Ten-

nessee | 10%83

Utah

Wash-| West
ing-
ton

Wis-
con- i
sin

Vir-
ginia ?

Philippine Alien Property Administration....
‘War Assets Administration. g
State. .. ..
Treasury
Becretary of : efense._____

Department of the Army __
Department of the Navy.
Department of the Air Force.
T T e S

Post Office -......o-ooooomee et ]
Interior.
égricnlturp

A+ R
Labor
Ameriean Battle Monuments Commission.
Atomic Energy Commission_ . _....._._..__...
Board of Governors, Federal Reserve System.
Civil Aeronautics Board. ..o ccoooamrcncannan
Civil Service Commission._.
Displaced Persons Commission .

T ey
3'933 8, 653

Economie Cooperation Ad
Ex eggrrt-lmmn Bt el B S

Federu Deposit Insurance Corpoml.io :
Federal Mediation and (.uonclliatlcn S[!IV
Fc:t eral Power Commission.. -
al Securit

Wi

J‘
Faceml
Federal Works
General Accountin,
Government Print
Housing and Home
Indian Claims Commission.....

Interstate Commerce Commission. ... c.an. 7
Maritime Commission

National Advisory Committee for Aero-
tics 2341

nau!
National Archives.

National Capital Housing Authority ..

Naitbgnal Capital Park and Planning Commis-

Natlonal Labor Relations Board.

National Mediation Board o
Dffice of the Housing Expediter.....-.-.-.---.
"snama Om

21 a2 285

10

Panama Railr

"l;ilj ine War D

pp Iroad Retiremen % ...................
Reeons‘mmtlun Fi.n.mce Gorpmtion_.
Jecurities and Exchange Commission.........
Jelective Bervice System............
Smithsonian Institution. . .ceoociocmmanaanaas 2
Mariff Commission...

68
812

70

SIS mmm
=

T'ax Court of the United States
vV FTT AT | ) SN S W

ennessee s
Veterans' Administration 10, 258

11,108 | 7617 | 1, 401 9, 205

2,139

705

1 Excl
3 Partially estimated.

Source: U. 8. Clvil Service Commission, March 1049,

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BYRD

Civilian personnel in the executive branch
of the Federal Governmént in February in-
creased by 2,170, The total employment for
the month was 2,104,979,

Civilian employment by the National Mili-
tary Establishment for February totaled 894,-
737—a net increase of 58,000 since February
1948. The February 1949 increase was 2,653.
This was partially offset by a decrease of
383 in the civilian agencies of the Govern-
ment.

In addition to the Military Establishment
there was an increase of 2,287 in the Treasury
Department and lesser increases in 24 other
agencies.

Principal decreases were reported by the
War Assets Administration which is in ligui-
dation and the Veterans' Administration. In
addition to these decreases there were lesser
decreases in a score of other agencies.

Civillan employment inside continental
United States decreased by 170 during the
month and outside continental United States
it increased by 2,341.

These figures were revealed today in the
monthly check of civilian employment in the
executive branch of the Federal Government
compiled by the Joint Committee on Reduc-
tion of Nonessential Federal Expenditures.

es employment within the Washington, D, C., Metropolitan area.

FEDERAL PERSONNEL BY STATES

In addition to the usual break-down of civil-
ian employment the committee this month
includes also a break-down of eivilian employ-
ment by the various agencies of the Govern=
ment showing the number of employees in
each State of the Union and the District of
Columbia as of December 1948. This break-
down was compiled as of this month by the
United States Civil Service Commission, It
shows that the State of California is run-
ning a close race with the District of Colum-
bia in the number of Federal employees. As
of December the Federal executive agencies
were employing 206,014 people in the State
of California as compared with 210,629 in
the District of Columbia.

The number of employees in New York
State ranked next with 181,110. Outside of
the District of Columbia, Pennsylvania was
the third ranking State in terms of Federal
employees with 111,158, Illinois was fourth
with 97,742, Delaware was Tforty-eighth
among the States with 1,765 Federal em-
ployees.

In the field the Post Office and the Vet-
erans' Administration as a rule were the larg-
est employers of Federal civillan personnel,
with the Military Establishment employing
large numbers in certaln States.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred to the
appropriate committees.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. ELLENDER:

5. 1546. A bill disclaiming and reconveying
any interest of the United States to the min-
eral rights in the lands comprising the Peason
Artillery Range, La.; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. LONG (for himself and Mr.
ELLENDER) :

8. 1547. A bill to amend the Flood Control
Act of May 15, 1928, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works,

Mr. TAYLOR:

S.1548. A bill to authorize the Secre-

tary of the Interior to make arrangements
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for adequate educational facilities in con-
nection with the opening of lands on the
Hunt unit of the Minidoka reclamation proj-
ect, Idaho; and

5. 1549, A bill to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to make provision for public
roads in connection with the construction of
the Hunt unit of the Minidoka reclamation
project, Idaho; to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

8. 1550. A bill to authorlze the Issuance of
& stamp commemorative of the one hun-
dredth anniversary of the establishment of
the Department of the Interior; to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. LODGE:

8.1551, A bill for the relief of Jose Au-
gusto Pereira; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. DOWNEY:

8.1552. A bill for the rellef of Ernest E.
Heintz; and

S.1553. A bill for the relief of Mary Ann
Wilkinson; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. HOLLAND:

8.1554. A bill to extend the time within
which claim may be filed by O. M. Shaller
of Lake Butler, Fla.; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. CHAVEZ:

5.1555. A bill to amend section 144 (b)
(4) (A) of the Internal Revenue Code to
make applicable to pumice and scoria the
percentage dllowance for depletion appli-
cable to certain other minerals, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. MAYBANK:

§.1556. A bill to make certain Govern-
ment-owned facilities available for interna-
tional broadeasting in the furtherance of au-
thorized programs of the Department of
State, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. McCARRAN:

8.1557. A bill to provide for the appoint-
ment of an additional judge for the Ju-
venile Court of the District of Columbia;
to the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia. ©

8.1558. A bill for the relief of Herbert L.
Hunter: to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAYBANK (for himseif and
Mr, TOBEY) :

8. 1559. A blll for the establishment of the
National Monetary Commission; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

REPEAL. OF OLEOMARGARINE TAXES—
AMENDMENT

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado submitted
amendments intended to be proposed by
him to the bill (H. R. 2023) to regulate
oleomargarine, to repeal certain taxes
relating to oleomargarine, and for other
purposes, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be
printed.

AMENDMENT OF COMMODITY CREDIT
CORPORATION CHARTER AND STRATE-
GIC AND CRITICAL MATERIALS STOCK
PILING ACTS—AMENDMENT

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to
the bill (8. 900) to amend the Commod-~
ity Credit Corporation Charter Act, the
Strategic and Critical Materials Stock
Piling Act, and for other purposes, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

WIDOWS' ANNUITIES UNDER CIVIL: SERV-
ICE RETIREMENT—AMENDMENT

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, Public
Law No. 426, enacted last year, provided

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

that under the Retirement Act widows
should get annuities or benefits. How-
ever, for some reason or other, widows
under the Panama Canal Retirement Act
were excluded. In order to take care of
widows of retirees from service in the
Panama Canal Zone, I now submit for
appropriate reference and printing an
amendment intended to be proposed by
me to Senate bill 1081, to repeal the Canal
Zone Retirement Act, and to extend the
Civil Service Retirement Act, with
amendments, to employees affected by
such repeal, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment, together with
a statement by Mrs. Louise G. Franklet,
of Bradenton, Fla., be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment was referred to the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service, ordered to
be printed, and to be printed in the
REecorp, together with the statement, as

follows:
AMENDMENT

On page b, before the period in line 6, in-

sert a colon and the following: “And pro-
vided further, That any such officer or em-
ployee who shall have died during the period
beginning on April 1, 1048, and ending on
the last day of the month following the
month in which this paragraph is enacted,
leaving a surviving wife or husband, shall
be deemed to have made such election and
to have named such wife or husband to re-
ceive an annuity as provided in the proviso
in such paragraph, but no such annuity shall
become payable to such wife or husband
prior to the date of enactment of this par-
agrap '"

ETATEMENT ON WIDOWS' ANNUITIES UNDER CIVIL=

SERVICE RETIREMENT

The Panama Canal Retirement Act at pres-
ent provides no annuity benefit for the wid-
ows of Canal-Railroad retirees.

The Civil Bervice Retirement Act does
provide for widows of retirees. The amend-
ment authorizing this became effective April
1, 1948 (Public Law 426).

There has been introduced in the Senate
of the present Eighty-first Congress, a bill,
8. 1081, which proposes to merge the Pan-
ama Canal and Civil Bervice Retirement Sys-
tems.

If enacted into law, in its present form,
B. 1081 would provide for the widows of
previously retired Canal employees, as an
optional alternative to be exercised by the
retiree annuitant under the provisions of
the Civil Service Act, as amended by Public
Law 426.

This optional alternative involves a possi-
ble increase of 25 percent in the previously
established annuity, not to exceed $300 a
year, as in lieu thereof the establishing of
a-future annuity for the surviving widow in
an amount equal to 50 percent of the pre-
viously established annuity but not to exceed
$600 a year.

There has also been introduced, in the
House of Representatives, a bill, H. R. 1722,
which proposes to modify the above optional
alternative for widows under the Civil Berv-
ice Act. H. R. 1722 proposes to establish
an annuity for the surviving widow if the
retiree accepts a 10-percent reduction in his
annuity after it has been Increased by 25
percent not to exceed §300 e year, and thereby
establish a future annuity for the surviving
widow of 50 percent of the amount of above
resultant annuity.

It remains to be developed whether the
present Congress will enact 8. 1081 without
change and whether or not it will become
effective as of April 1, 1848, to place the Pan-
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ama Canal retiree in the same status as

civil-service retirees.

It would be quite a discrimination against
Panama Canal retirees if the increase in pre-
viously established annulties was not made
applicable the same time as other Govern-
ment retirees simply because the past Eight-
ieth Congress did not get around to consider
their case before it adjourned in June 1948.

It is not now apparent what consideration
would be given to those who become widows
before the above merger becomes law, as in
case the option has not been exercised by a
retiree before his death.

Mrs. Louise G. FRANKLET.

BRADENTON, Fra.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 4046) making appro-
priations to supply deficiencies in certain
appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1949, and for other purposes,
was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Appropriations,

NOTICE OF HEARING ON NOMINATION OF
PHILIP J. FINNEGAN TO BE JUDGE,
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS,
SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Mr., McCARRAN. Mr. President, on
behalf of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, and in accordance with the rules
of the committee, I desire to give notice
that a public hearing has been sched-
uled for Monday, April 18, 1948, at 11:30
4. m., in room 424, Senate Office Build-
ing, upon the nomination of Philip J.
Finnegan, of Illinois, to be judge of the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Seventh Circuit, vice Hon. William M.
Bparks, retired. At the indicated time
and place all persons interested in the
nomination may make such representa-
tions as may be pertinent. The subcom-
mittee consists of the Senator from Ne-
vada [Mr. McCarraN], chairman; the
Senator from Rheode Island [Mr. Mc-
Grara]1, and the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. FErGUSON].

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE
SHESSION

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
subcommittee of the Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare, which is now hold-
ing hearings on amendments to the Fair
Labor Standards Act, be permitted to
continue its hearings during the session
of the Senate.

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

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent that the members of
the Finance Committee may be priv-
ileged to continue the hearing on the
oleomargarine bill during the afternoon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
Jection, consent is granted.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be excused
from attendance upon the sessions of the
Senate for a period of 2 weeks, when I
shall be absent on official business.

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

VETERANS' PENSIONS—LETTER FROM
8. FRED OLSEN

|Mr. CAIN asked and obtained leave to
have printed In the RECORD a letter relative
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to pensions for veterans addressed to him
by S. Fred Olsen, of Seattle, Wash., which
appears in the Appendix.]

MORAL REARMAMENT—LETTER FROM
H. EENASTON TWITCHELL

|Mr. CAIN asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp a letter on the
subject of moral rearmament, addressed to
him by H. Kenaston Twitchell, which appears
in the Appendix.]

INVESTIGATION OF ACCOUNTS OF THE
COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION—
EDITORIAL FROM WASHINGTON (PA.)
OBSERVER

|Mr. MARTIN asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcomp an editorial en-
titled “Warren Backs Willlams,” published
in the Washington (Pa.) Observer of April 4,
1949, which appears in the Appendix.]

PENNSYLVANIA GRIDIRON DINNER—
SONG BY MILTON V. BURGESS

[Mr. MARTIN asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the RECORD a song entitled
“Roll Along, Pennsylvania,” composed by
Milton V. Burgess for the Pennsylvania grid-
iron show at Harrisburg, Pa., on April 5, 1949,
which appears in the Appendix.]

THE MILITARY PROBLEM IN THE
PACIFIC—EDITORIAL COMMENT

[Mr. MCCARRAN asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp two editorlals,
one entitled “Pacific Retreat—Military Plan~
ners Are About To Let Down the United
States and Asia,” from the current issue of
Life magazine, and the second, entitled
“United States Neglecting to Protest Pacific
Interests,” published in the Washington Sun-
day Star of April 3, 1949, which appear in the
Appendix.]

THE NORTH ATLANTIC SECURITY PACT—
EDITORIAL FROM CHICAGO DAILY
TRIBUNE
[Mr. LANGER asked and obtalned leave to

have printed in the REcorp an editorlal en-

titled “Invitation to the Hangman,” pub=-
lished in the Chicago Daily Tribune of April

6, 1049, which appears in the Appendix.]

RATIFICATION OF NORTH ATLANTIC
SECURITY PACT

[Mr, NEELY asked and obtained leave to
have printed In the REcorp an article enti-
tled “Petition Asks Senate To Ratify Atlan-
tic Treaty,” published in the New York Her-
ald Tribune of April 5, 1948, which appears
in the Appendix.]

TOP-LEVEL SALARIES—EDITORIAL FRCM
THE WASHINGTON POST
[Mr, FLANDERS asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp an editorial
entitled “Top-Level Balaries,” published in
the Washington Post of April 11, 1949,
which appears in the Appendix.]

WHY DEMOCRACY WORKS—PRIZE-WIN-
NING ESSAY BY MISS ISABEL BERN
[Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina asked

and obtained leave to have printed in the

RECORp an essay entitled “Why Democracy

Works,” by Miss Isabel Bern, as printed in

the Anderson (S. C.) Independent on April

4, 1949, which appears in the Appendix.]

INTERSTATE COMPACT RELATING TO
BETTER UTILIZATION OF FISHERIES

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the amendment of the House of
Representatives to the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 42) granting the consent and
approval of Congress to an interstate
compact relating to the better utilization
of the fisheries (marine, shell, and anad-
romous) of the Gull coast and crealing
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the Gulf States Marine Fisheries Com-
mission, which was, on page 6, line 16,
after the word “limit”, to insert “or add

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, I move that the Senate disagree to
the amendment of the House, request a
conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and that the Chair appoint the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. JOHNSON
of Texas, Mr. O'CoNOR, and Mr. BREW-
STER conferees on the part of the Senate.

THE CALENDAR

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calen-
dar, under rule VIII, is in order.

Before the call of the calendar is be-
gun, the Chair would like to make a state-
ment. His attention has been called to
the confusion which frequently arises
when a bill is called and a Senator, with-
out rising from his seat, says “Over,” or
“I object.” That is not in accordance
with the rule. The rule requires that be-
fore a Senator may make any statement
he shall rise from his seat and address the
Chair. It is difficult for the reporters and
the clerks at the desk to know which Sen-
ator objects to a bill unless that course
is pursued. Their ears must be fairly
well attuned to voices in order to enable
them to know which Senator objects, if a
Senator remains in his seat and objects.

The Chair will ask Senators who in-
tend to object when a bill is called to rise
and address the Chair, so that the Rec-
ORD may properly show who objects to
the consideration of a bill.

The clerk will proceed to state the busi-
ness on the calendar.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 130) to provide for the
demonstration of public library service in
areas without such service or with inade-
quate library facilities was announced as
first in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
{)ection to the present consideration of the

ill?

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

The bill (S. 206) relating to the immi-
gration status of the lawful wives and
children of Chinese-treaty merchants
was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of the
bill?

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

The bill (S. 88) to amend section 60 of
an act entitled “An act to establish a uni-
form system of bankruptcy throughout
the United States,” approved July 1, 1898,
as amended was announced as next in
order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. DONNELL, Mr. LODGE, and Mr.
THYE rose.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Missouri is recognized.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I ob-
Jject.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

The bill (8. 196) for the relief of James
G. Smyth was announced as next in
order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

The bill (S. 612) to provide for the
payment of a sum not to exceed $10,-
607,000 to the Swiss Government as par-
tial compensation for damage inflicted
on Swiss territory during World War II
by United States armed forces in vio-
lation of neutral rights, and authorizing
appropriations therefor was announced
as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of.
the bill?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will
be passed over,

The bill (S, 45) for the relief of the
owners and operators of certain gold
mines which were closed or the opera-
tions of which were curtailed by War
Production Board Limitation Order L-—
208 was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

: ]\tar‘ WILLTIAMS. Mr. President, I ob-
ect.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

LIMITATIONS OF TIME ON ACTIONS FOR
RECOVERY BROUGHT AGAINST CER-
TAIN COMMON CARRIERS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S.-257) to amend the Interstate
Commerce Act, as amended, so as to
provide limitations on the time within
which actions may be brought for the
recovery of undercharges and over-
charges by or against common carriers
by water, and freight forwarders, which
had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce with an amendment in section 5,
on page 4, line 25, after “Sec. 5,” to
strike out “Title” and insert “Part”, so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted ete., That part II of the In-
terstate Commerce Act, as amended, is
amended by inserting after section 204 there-
of a new section as follows:

“SEC. 204a, (1) All actlons at law by com-
mon carriers by motor vehicle subject to this
part for the recovery of thelir charges, or any
part thereof, shall be begun within 2 years
from the time the cause of action accrues,
and not after.

“(2) For recovery of overcharges, action at
law shall be begun against common car-
riers by motor vehicle subject to this part
within 2 years from the time the cause of
action acecrues, and not after, subject to par-
agraph (3) of this sectlon, except that if
clalm for the overcharge has been presented
in writing to the carrier within the 2-year
period of limitation said period shall be ex-
tended to include 6 months from the time
notice in writing is given by the carrler to
the claimant of disallowance of the claim,
or any part or parts thereof, specified in the
notice.

*“(3) If on or before expiration of the 2
year period of limitation in paragraph (2)
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a common carrier by motor vehicle subject
to this part begins action under paragraph
(1) for recovery of charges in respect of the
same transportation service, or without be-
ginning action, collects charges in respect of
that service, said period of limitation shall
be extended to include 90 days from the time
such actlon is begun or such charges are
collected by the carrier.

“(4) The cause of action In respect of a
shipment of property shall, for the purposes
of this section, be deemed to accrue upon
delivery or tender of delivery thereof by the
carrier, and not after.

“{5) The term ‘overcharges’ as used in this
section shall be deemed to mean charges for
transportation services in excess of those ap-
plicable thereto under the tariffs lJawfully on
file with the Commission.

“{8) The provisions of this sectlon shall
epply only to cases in which the cause of
action may accrue after the date of the.en-
actment of this section.”

Sec. 2. Bubsection (a) of section 308 of
the Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

“(a) For the purposes of this section the
term ‘carrier’ means a commbn carrier by
water.”

8Ec. 8. (a) Subsection (f) (1) of section
808 of the Interstate Commerce Act, as
amended, 1s hereby amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(1) (A) Al actions at law by ecarriers
subject to this part for the recovery of their
charges, or any part thereof, shall be begun
within 2 years from the time the cause of
action accrues, and not after.

“(B) All complalnts against carriers for
the recovery of damages not based on over-
charges shall be filed with the Commission
within 2 years from the time the cause of
action accrues, and not after, subject to sub-
division (D).

“(C) For the recovery of overcharges .ac-
tion at law shall be begun or complaint filed
with the Commission against carriers sub-
ject to this part within 2 years from the
time the cause of action accrues, and not
after, subject to subdivision (D), except that
if claim for the overcharge has been pre-
gented In writing to the carrier within the
2-year period of limitation said period shall
be extended to include 6 months from the
time notice in writing is given by the car-
rier to the clalmant of disallowance of the
claim, or any part or parts thereof, specified
in the notice.

“(D) If on or before expiration of the 2-
year period of limitation in subdivision (B)
or the 2-year period of limitation in subdi-
vision (C) a ecarrier subject to this part be-
gins action under subdivision (A) for re-
covery of charges in respect of the same
transportation service, or, without
action, collects charges In respect of that
service, sald period of limitation shall be
extended to include 80 days from the time
such action is begun or such charges are
collected by the carrier.”

(b) The amendments made by subsection
(a) of this section shall apply only to cases
in which the cause of action may accrue
after the date of the enactment of this act.

BEec, 4. Paragraph (5) of subsection (f) of
section 308 of the Interstate Commerce Act,
as amended, is hereby repealed.

Bec. 6. Part IV of the Interstate Commerce

Act, as amended, is hereby amended by in-
serting after section 406 thereof a new sec-
tion as follows:
* “SEc, 406a, (1) All actions at law by
freight forwarders subject to this part for
the recovery of their charges, or any part
thereof, shall be begun within 2 years from
the time the cause of action accrues, and
not after.

*“(2) For recovery of overcharges action at
law shall be begun against freight for-
warders subject to this part within 2 years
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from the time the cause of action accrues,
and not ‘after, subject to paragraph (3) of
this section, except that if claim for the
overcharge has been presented in writing
to the freight forwarder within the 2-year
period of limitation said period shall be ex-
tended to include 6 months from the time
notice in writing is given by the freight for-
warder to the claimant of disallowance of

® the claim, or any part or parts thereof, spe-
cified in the notice.

“(8) If on or bhefore expiration of the 2-
year period of limitation in paragraph (2)
a freight forwarder subject to this part be-
gins action under paragraph (1) for recovery
of charges in respect of the same service,
or, without beginning action, collects charges
in respect of that service, said period of
limitation shall be extended to include 80
days from the time such action 1is begun
or such charges are collected by the freight
forwarder.

“(4) The cause of action in respect of a
shipment of property shall, for the purposes
of this section, be deemed to accrue upon
delivery or tender of delivery thereof by the
freight forwarder, and not after.

“(6) The term ‘overcharges’ as used in
this gection shall be deemed to mean charges
for service in excess of those applicable there-
to under the tariffs lawfully on file with
the Commission.

“(6) The provisions of this section shall
apply only to cases in which the cause of ac-
tion may accrue after the date of the en-
actment of this section.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1070) to establish a na-
tional housing objective and the policy
to be followed in the attainment thereof,
to provide Federal aid to assist slum-
clearance projects and low-rent public-
housing projects initiated by local agen-
cies, to provide for financial assistance
by the Secretary of Agriculture for farm
housing, and for other purposes was
announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
sthe bill?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, by re-
quest, I ask that the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

The bill (S. 110) to breaden the co-
operative extension system as estab-
lished in the act of May'8, 1914, and acts
supplemental®thereto, by providing for
cooperative extension work between col-
leges receiving the benefits of this act
and the acts of July 2, 1862, and August
30, 1890, and other qualified colleges,
universities, and research agencies, and
the United States Department of Labor
was announced as nextin order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr, DONNELL, Mr. President, I ob-
Ject.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

BENEFITS FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS OF
RESERVE COMPONENTS OF ARMED
FORCES
The bill (8, 213) to provide benefits for

members of the Reserve components of

the armed forces who suffer disability
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or death in active-duty training for pe-
riods of less than 30 days or while en-
gaged in inactive-duty training was an-
nounced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jection to the present consideration of
the hill?

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mrs, SMITH of Maine. Mr. President,
the bill proposes exactly what the title
says, to provide benefits for members of
the Reserve components of the armed
forces who suffer disability or death
from injuries incurred while engaged in
active-duty training for periods of less
than 30 days or while engaged in inac-
tive-duty training. It also includes the
National Guard.

The thought behind the bill is that we
must build up the Reserve if we ever in-
tend to decrease the expense of our
Regular Military Establishment. Up to
date the young men who are serving in
the Reserve, training for periods of less
than 30 days, have not been permitted
full coverage for disabilities incurred be-
cause of accidents or otherwise. It
seems to me that they should be given
the same consideration as those who are
training for periods longer than 30 days.

In short, the bill proposes to give the
same disability coverage to reservists
and national guardists injured or killed
while serving their country in peacetime
as the Regulars now enjoy. Under pres-
ent law they are not accorded the same
protection that Regulars receive unless
they are on active-duty orders for more
than 30 days.

Mr. LODGE. I thank the Senator
from Maine.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Armed Services, with amendments, on
page 2, line 7, after the word “perform”,
to insert “active duty for training or”;
in line 13, after the word “compensation”,
to insert “death gratuity”; and after the
word “pay”, to strike out “and”; in line
14, after the word “benefits”, to insert
“and pay and allowances”; and in line
21, to strike out “United States Em-
pleyees’ Compensation Commission”, and
insert “Bureau of Employees’ Compen-
sation, Federal Security Agency”; on
page 3, in line 2, after the word ‘re-
ceive”, to strike out the colon and the
words “Provided further, That this sec-
tion shall be effective from September 8,
1939”; in line 10, after “United States”,
to insert “or the Air Force of the United
States”; in line 12, after “Army”, to in-
sert “or the Regular Air Force”; in line
16, after “days”, to strike out “(other
than for service with the Civilian Con-
servation Corps)”; and in line 21, after
the word ‘“perform”, to insert “active
duty for fraining or”; on page 4, in line
2, after the word “compensation”, to in-
sert “death gratuity”; in line 3, after
the word “pay”, to strike out “and”; and
after the word “benefits”, to insert “and
pay and allowances”; in line 4, after the
word “law”, to insert “or regulation”;
inline 6, after the word “Army”, to insert



4238

“or the Regular Air Force”; beginning
in line 8, to strike out:

Sec. 3. The amendments made by the pre-
ceding sections of this act shall take effect
as of August 14, 1945. No back pay, pension,
compensation, or retirement pay shall be held
to have accrued as a result of the enactment
of this act prior to the date on which 1t 1s
enacted.

And insert;

Sec. 3. All officers, warrant officers, and
enlisted men of the National Guard of the
United States, both ground and air, the fed-
erally recognized National Guard of the sev-
eral States, Territories, and the District of
Columbia—

(1) if engaged for periods In excess of 30
days in any type of training or active duty
under section 5, 81, 82, 94, 97, or 99 of the
National Defense Act, as amended, suffer
disability or death in line of duty from dis-
ease while so engaged; or

(2) If engaged for any period of time in
any type of training or active duty under
such sections of the National Defense Act,
as amended, suffer disability or death in line
of duty from injury while so employed, shall
be in all respects entitled to receive the
same pensions, compensation, death gratuity,
retirement pay, hospital benefits, and pay
and allowances as are now or may hereafter
be provided by law or regulation for officers
and enlisted men of corresponding grades
and length of service of the Regular Army.

Sec. 4. The provisions of this act shall be
effective from August 14, 1945, but no back
pay, pension, compensation, death gratuity,
or retirement pay shall be held to have ac-
crued as the result of the enactment of this
act for any period prior to such date: Pro-
vided, That in the case of persons electing
to recelve the benefits of this act, the
amount of any monetary benefits received
for any period subsequent to August 14,
1945, under any provisions of law providing
benefits for disability or death incident to
the service described in sections 1, 2, and 3
of this act, shall be deducted from the mone-
tary benefits provided for herein.

SEC. 5. Nothing contained in this act shall
be construed to deprive any person of any
benefits to which he was entitled prior to
its enactment.

Sec, 6. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the provisions of this act.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the
Naval Avlation Personnel Act of 1840, as
amended (U. S. C,, title 34, sec, 855c-1), is
amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 4. All officers, nurses, warrant offi-
cers, and enlisted men of the United States
Naval Reserve or United States Marine Corps
Reserve, who—

“(1) if called or ordered Into active naval
or military service by the Federal Govern-
ment for extended naval or military service
in excess of 30 days, suffer disability or death
in line of duty from disease while so em-
ployed; or

“*(2) if called or ordered by the Federal
Government to active naval or military serv-
ice or to perform active duty for training
or inactive-duty training for any period of
time, suffer disability or death in line of duty
from injury while so employed;
shall be deemed to have been in the active
naval service during such period, and they
or their beneficiaries shall be in all re-
spects entitled to receive the same pensions,
compensation, death gratuity, retirement
pay, hospital benefits, and pay and allow-
ances as are now or may hereafter be pro-
vided by law or regulation for officers, war-
rant officers, nurses, and enlisted men of
corresponding grades and length of service
of the Regular Navy or Marine Corps: Pro-
vided, That if a person who is eligible for
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the benefits prescribed by this act be also
eligible for pension under the provisions of
the act of June 23, 1937 (50 Stat. 305); com-
pensation from the Bureau of Employees’
Compensation, Federal Security Agency, un-
der the provisions of section 3804 of the Naval
Reserve Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1181) or retired
pay under the provision of section 310 of the
Naval Reserve Act of 1838 (52 Stat. 1183),
he shall elect which benefit he shall receive.”

Sec. 2. The last proviso to sectlon 5 of
the act entitled “"An act to provide more
effectively for the national defense by carry-
ing out the recommendations of the Presi-
dent in his message of January 12, 1939, to
the Congress,” approved April 3, 1939, as
amended, is amended to read as follows:
“Provided further, That all officers, warrant
officers, and enlisted men of the Army of the
United States, or the Air Force of the United
States, other than the officers and enlisted
men of the Regular Army, or the Regular Air
Force who—

“(1) if called or ordered Into the active
military service by the Federal Government
for extended military service in excess of 30
days suffer disability or death in line of duty
from disease while so employed; or

“(2) if called or ordered by the Federal
Government to active military service or to
perform active duty for training or inactive-
duty training for any period of time, suffer
disabllity or death in line of duty from in-
jury while so employed,

shall be deemed to have been in the active

military service during such period and shall -

be in all respects entitled to receive the same
pensions, compensation, death gratuity, re-
tirement pay, hospital benefits, and pay and
allowances as are now or may hereafter be
provided by law or regulation for officers
and enlisted men of corresponding grades
and length of service of the Regular Army
or the Regular Air F s

Sec. 3. All officers, warrant officers, and en-
listed men of the Natlonal Guard of the
United States, both ground and air, the
federally recognized National Guard of the
several States, Territories, and the District of
Columbia—

(1) if engaged for periods in excess of 30
days in any type of training or active duty
under section 5, 81, 92, 94, 87, or 99 of the
National Defense Act, as amended, suffer dis-
ability or death in line of duty from disease
while so engaged; or

(2) if engaged for any period of time In
any type of training or active duty under
such sections of the National Defense Act,
as amended, suffer disability or death in line
or duty from injury while so employed, shall
be in all respects entitled to receive the same
pensions, compensation, death gratuity, re-
tirement pay, hospital benefits, and pay and
allowances as are now or may hereafter be
provided by law or regulation for officers
and enlisted men of correspdhding grades
and length of service of the Regular Army.

Sec. 4. The provisions of this act shall be
effective from August 14, 1945, but no back
pay, pension, compensation, death gratuity,
or retirement pay shall be held to have ac-
crued as the result of the enactinent of this
act for any perlod prior to such date: Pro-
vided, That in the case of persons electing
to receive the benefits of this act, the amount
of any monetary benefits received for any
period subsequent to August 14, 1945, under
any provisions of law providing benefits for
disability or death Incident to the service
described In sections 1, 2, and 3 of this act,
shall be deducted from the monetary bene-
fits provided for herein.

Sec. 5. Nothing contained in this act shall
be construed to deprive any person of any
benefits to which he was entitled prior to
its enactment. I ;

Sec. 6. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be necessary
to carry out the provisions of this act.

The amendments were agreed fo.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

REFORESTATION AND REVEGETATION
OF CERTAIN LANDS IN NATIONAL
FORESTS

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 53) to
*brovide for the reforestation and revege-
tation of the forest and range lands of
the national forests, and for other pur-
poses, was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the joint resolution?

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the joint resolu-
tion?

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, this
joint resolution follows a series of recom-
mendations by congressional committees
and by others in regard to reforestation
and replanting of sections of the public
range. -

Two years ago an investigation was
conducted by the Barrett committee of
the House of Representatives. It visited
a number of the western areas that com-
plained that the stockmen were having
their grazing areas reduced, and sug-
gested that that would not be necessary
if the Department of Agriculture would
undertake a replanting program.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp at this
point two tables, one showing the acreage
of planting in each State, and the other
showing the amount of revegetation
which is proposed.

There being no objection, the tables
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Initial planting program * on national-forest
lands by States (as of March 1949)

Non- Under-

State stocked | stocked | Total
land land
Acres Acres

Nevada....
New Hampshire 2000 1-on 2, 00
New Mexico____ 115, 000 5,000 | 120, 000
North Carolina.. 10, 000 5, 000 15, 000
O e A 10, 000 1,000 11, 000
Oregon___ 310,000 | 220,000 | 530, 000
Pennsylwv L 45, 000 6, 000 51, 000
South Carolina 15, 000 6, 000 21, 000
South Dakota (00 3, 000 33, 000
Tennessee. ... 5000 |oo ... 5, 000
Texas. - 10, 000 17, 000 27,000
Utah.__. 10,000 |-eeceaoo.-| 10,000
Vermont._. ... 1, 000 1, 000 2, 000
‘Washington____ 135,000 | - 70,000 | 205, 000
West Virginia 12, 000 1, 000 13, 000
Wisconsin 165, 000 €5,000 | 260, 000
Wyoming 1, 500 e 1, 500
Virginia. 1, 000 6, 000 7,000
Potaloll Tt 2, 938, 000 1,173, 000 |4, 111, 000

1 Includes both arcas Lo be planted and areas to be
secded Lo tree species.
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State: Acres
Arizona 100, 000
California 250, 000
Colorado 450, 000
Idaho - 526,000
Montana 100, C00
Nevada - 600, 000
oW MeXICO. s r e mm 250, 000
Oregon 280, 000
Bouth DaKotlee e 10, 000
R ) N e A i 1, 169, 000
T ) e N 65, 000
Wyoming 200, 000
Total 4, 0CO, C00

Mr. ANCERSON., Mr. President, my
hope is that this authority may be grant-
ed, and then the whole matter may be
considered by the Appropriations Com-
mittee, and funds may then be made
available in such amounts as the Con-
gress may determine.

But I believe it is important to start
now in the replanting of our forests.
During the wartime period we harvested
timber 50 percent faster than it was
grown; and if that process is not re-
versed, we shall soon have exhausted our
supply of timber,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am
heartily in favor of the purpose, but I am
interested to know the amount of the
authorization proposed.

Mr. ANDERSON. Three million dollars
is proposed for the first year, and then
there would be gradually increasing
amounts, until finally a rather substan-
tial sum would be reached. It would be
$5,000,000 in the second year, $7,000,000
in the third year, $8,000,000 in the fourth
year, and thereafter $10,000,000 a year
for a long period; but all those are thus
far merely proposed authorizations; and
appropriations would be required, of
course.

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

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. How many trees does
the Senator anticipate will be planted
during the first year for which the
$3,000,000 expenditure will be made, if
such appropriation is actually made?

Mr. ANDERSON. I cannotanswer the
question, because the difference in costs
of plantation as between various areas
is substantial. But I have already had
inserted in the REecorp a list of the
various States and the amount of acreage
in each State. The total is somewhat
in excess of 4,000,000 acres, and nearly
every State in the Union is affected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint
resolution (S, J. Res. 53) was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Resolved, ete., That it is the declared policy
of the Congress to accelerate and provide a
continuing basis for the needed reforestation
and revegetation of national-forest lands and
other lands under administration or control
of the Forest Service of the Department of
Agriculture in order to obtain the benefits
hereinbefore enumerated.

Sgc. 2, For the purpose of carrying out the
provisions of this joint resolution on na-
tional-forest lands and other lands under the
administration or control of the Forest Serv-
ice of the Department of Agriculture, in-
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cluding the acquisition of land or interests
therein for nurseries, there is hereby au-
thorized to be appropriated to remain avail=
able until December 31 of the ensuing fiscal
year, £3,000,000 for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1951; $5,000,000 for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1952, 7,000,000 for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1953; $8,000,000 for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1954; $10,000,000
for the fiscal year ending June 3, 1955; a like
amount for each subsequent year through
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1965, and
thereafter such amounts as may be needed
for reforestation; and $1,600,000 for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1951; $1,750,000 for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952; $2,000,000
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1953;
$2,500,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1954; $3,000,000 for the fiscal year. ending
June 30, 1955; a llke amount for each subse-
quent year through the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1965, and thereafter such amounts
as may be needed for range revegetation.

The preamble was agreed to.

TRANSFER OF LAND IN ROBINSON RE-
MOUNT STATICN, NEER.—BILL PASSED
OVER

The bill (8. 314) authorizing the trans-
fer of a certain tract of land in the Rob-
inson Remount Station to the city of
Crawford, Nebr., and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, I wish to make a brief
comment on the bill, which I hope will
be discussed by the senior Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. BuTLER].

This bill presents a difficulty in respect
to an important matter of policy which
I think should be considered by the Sen-
ate in connection with the question of
disposing of property belonging to all the
people of the United States for the bene-
fit of a group in a particular locality.

As I read the report on the bill, what it
amounts to, when we get down to its very
essence, is that it is proposed that ap-
proximately 43 acres of land be given to
the citizens of Crawford, Nebr., for public
park purposes. I am at a loss to under-
stand why all the people of the United
States should donate a park to Crawford,
Nebr. The record in this case shows that
there is involved the question of an ease-
ment for a water main; and I certainly
think the people of Crawford, Nebr.,
should have that easement. I think the
record also shows that certain park im-
provements have been made by the peo-
ple of Crawford, Nebr., because over the
years they have been making use of these
43 acres for park purposes.

I should like to accommodat: the Sen-
ators from Nebraska; but, so far as I am
concerned, as in the last session of Con-
gress, I think we must call a halt to giv-
ing away Federal property for the benefit
of people in local communities, without
their paying a reasonable or fair price
for the benefit received.

I would much prefer this bill if it pro-
vided that the people of Crawford, Nebr.,
should pay 50 percent of the appraised
value of the 43 acres of land.

Of course this bill involves a rather
small item; but some time ago the Sen-
ators from Michigan encountered the
same difficulty with respect to Fort
Wayne; the Senators from Massachu-
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setts ran into a similar difficulty in re-
spect to a park in Massachusetts, and
the Senators from Minnesota ran into
the same difficulty in respect to certain
property wanted by the University of
Minnesota Medical School. Certainly
we should follow a consistent principle
in regard to all these matters; and I
have not been shown to date that in such
proposals as these an equitable solution
would not be to have the citizens in-
volved pay 50 percent of the appraised
value of the property.

So, Mr. President, subject to the right
of the Senator from Nebraska to reply
to this point, I wish to object.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish
to say that I appreciate very much the
remarks of the Senator from Oregon,
and I further wish to say that I am very
sympathetic with him in regard to a gen-
eral proviso that towns or municipalities
or other groups which receive Federal
property should pay something for it.

In this case, this particular piece of
land was put under a revokable lease
some 23 or 25 years ago. I suppose the
land was then worth not more than $5
an acre. Since then it has been im-
proved by the people of the city of Craw-
ford, so that it has provided public park
services, not only to the people of Craw-
ford and their community, but also to
the persons living in the remount sta-
tion grounds. At times hundreds of
such persons enjoyed the benefits.

The land was made into a park. It
is not a residential part of the city at
all; it is a playground or recreation area.
At the present time there is a concrete
stadium there, for which the people of
Crawford have paid.

In view of the free services on the part
of the people of Crawford to the peo-
ple attached to the remount station,
who are our servants, I think the people
of Crawford have paid a considerable
amount for this small tract of 43 acres,
which is a part of some 15,000 or 20,000
acres of the remount station. g

I have given the distinguished Senator
from Oregon the other facts pertaining
to the matter. The bill was passed in
the Eightieth Congress, but it reached
the House of Representatives too late
for action there before the end of the
session. That is why the bill has not
been enacted before now.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, I think
the bill is in need of amendment; there-
fore I object at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection
being heard, the bill is passed over,

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, may I
have the understanding that we will try
to bring up the bill at the close of the
calendar call?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
cannot have any understanding about it.

Mr. BUTLER. I make a motion to
that effect.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the next bill.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bhill (5. 249) to diminish the
causes of labor dispuies burdening or
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obstructing interstate and foreign com-
merce, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jection?

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objec-
tion, the bill will be passed over.

TRANSFER OF POMONA STATION OF
AGRICULTURE REMOUNT SERVICE

The bill (S. 969) to transfer the
Pomona station of the Agriculture Re-
mount Service, Department of Agricul-
ture, at Pomona, Calif., was announced
as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is their ob-
Jection?

Mr, WHERRY., Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, am I correct
in my understanding that we are now on
Calendar 84, Senate bill 9697

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is cor-
rect.

Mr. WHERRY. If I may inquire, can
the Senator from Oregon tell us whether
consideration of this bill also is objected
to on the same basis as the objection to
the bill relative to Crawford, Nebr.?

Mr. MORSE. No. Mr. President, I
have gone into this bill, and it is a good
example of the distinction in principle to
which I have heretofore alluded. In this
case all the bill proposes to do is to re-
turn to the Kellogg Foundation the
property which they sought to turn over
and did turn over to the Federal Govern-
ment for a particular use. The Federal
Government no longer desiring the prop-
erty for that purpose, I think it is per-
fectly proper to return the property to
the Kellogg Foundation. If is not a case
of giving away property that belongs to
all the people of the United States, but
rather returning property turned over to
the Government for a particular use
which the Government no longer wants
to make use of. I have no objection.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry with an
amendment on page 1, line 7, after the
word “California”, to strike out *, which
was conveyed to the United States acting
through the War Department (now De-
partment of the Army) by W. K. Kel-
logg”, and insert “which tract, origi-
nally in the ownership of W. K. Kellogg,
was conveyed to the United States acting
through the War Department (now De-
partment of the Army)"”, so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
Agriculture is authorized and directed to
transfer and convey to the W. E. Kellogg
Foundation, Inc., without cost, the real prop-
erty, comprising 812 acres, more or less, of the
Agriculture Remount Station at Pomona,
Canf., which was conveyed to the United
Btates acting through the War Department
{now Department of the Army) by W. K.
Kellogg and subsequently transferred to the
Department of Agriculture pursuant to the
act of April 21, 1948 (62 Btat. 197), and such
of the personal property of this station as
may be agreed upon, in writing, by the Sec-

tary of Agriculture and the W. K. Kellogg

undation, Inc.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,
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ADMINISTRATION OF CENTRAL INTELLI-
GENCE AGENCY—BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 2663) to provide for the
administration of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, established pursuant to
section 102, National Security Act of
1947, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I should
like to make a brief explanation of the
bill. This is a very important bill to
those who are identified with the Central
Intelligence Agency. In modern times it
is necessary to assemble all the informa-
tion that can be obtained concerning our
own national security and its relation-
ship to the national security of other
countries. All governments—we might
as well be frank about it—utilize every
reasonable agency they can to assemble
desirable information concerning the ac-
tivities of other governments. Some-
times in some countries men who are
engaged in trying to find out what is
going on lose their lives. They are
caught, held as spies, and liquidated.
They are never heard of again. The bill
does not provide for any new activity.
What it does particularly is to seek to
safeguard information procured by
agents of the Government so that it will
not fall into the hands of enemy coun-
tries or potential enemy countries who
would use the information to discover
who the agents were, and kill them.

To my certain knowledge, in a certain
area, not many years ago three good
Americans who were trying to serve their
Government by finding out whether the
intentions of another govermment were
strictly honorable were liquidated. The
men were detected and killed. What the
bill does is to seek to keep their names
and identities out of the normal account-
ing channels, so that they cannot be
picked up through the promiscuous dis-
semination of information. That is the
principal point in the bill,

I shall not ask for its immediate con-
slderation. I know there are some Sen-
ators, one of whom is my good friend
and colleague, the Senator from North
Dakota, who wants more time to look
into it. But I wanted to make this brief
explanation, so that Senators would have
in mind what is in the bill as they con-
sider it and read it in the future. I shall
be very glad to yield, within the time
limit that is left to me, to answer, if I
can, any question any Senator may de-
sire to raise.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hill will
be passed over, then.

DISCLOSURES RELATING TO UNITED
STATES CODES, ETC.—BILL PASSED
OVER

The bill (8. 277) to enhance further
the security of the United States by pre-
venting disclosures of information con-
cerning the cryptographic systems and
the communications intelligence activi-
ties of the United States was announced
as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob-
Jection?

Mr., FERGUSON. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, in order to
get an answer on the record, I may say
that the Senator from Texas [Mr. JouN-
soN] explained to the Senator from
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Michigan that the words “lawful de-
mands,” do not mean that a subpena by
Congress will be necessary in order to
obtain information for congressional
committees, either of the Senate or
House, or joint committees. Will the
Senator from Texas make a statement to
that effect for the record?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Senator
from Michigan has correctly stated t,he
meaning.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I ask
that the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator object?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 1211) to extend the
authority of the President under section
350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended,
and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr, WHERRY. Mr. President, by re-
quest, I ask that the bill go over. I
should also like to have the same state-
ment made following the objection raised
by me to Calendar 71, Senate bill 1070.

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objec-
tion, the bill will be passed over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 900) to amend the Com-
modity Credit Corporation Charter Act,
the Strategic and Critical Materials
Stock Piling Act, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. LODGE. By request, I object.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklashoma. Mr.
President, I should like to inquire
whether the Senator from Massachusetts
will withhold the objection for a mo-
ment?

Mr. LODGE. I may say to the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma I am making objec-
tion at the request of a colleague who
cannot be present today. I, myself, have
no interest in the matter,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr.
President, essentially the bill contains
but two provisions. One is a reference
to the board personnel. The second is
a reference to broadening the powers of
the Commodity Credit Corporation. I
understand there are objections to the
personnel of the board as proposed in
the bill. It is not necessary, in my opin-
ion, to consider the second objective,
which is to give the Commodity Credit
Corporation power to acquire property
by gift, lease, or otherwise for the con-
struction of storage facilities. In order
to secure action on the bill if the ob-
jection runs to the first feature, the
personnel of the board, I should be will-
ing, as author of the bill in part, to
waive that feature in order to have the
second part enacted into law,

Mr. LODGE. I may say to the Sen-
ator I, myself, have no knowledge of the
bill. My colleague is necessarily absent
today, and I suggest that it go over until
his return, which will be very soon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objec-
tion the bill will be passed over.
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FEDERAL HOUSING IN ALASEA

The bill (8. 851) to promote the set-
tlement and development of the public
domain in the Territory of Alaska by
facilitating the construction of neces-
sary housing therein and for other pur-
poses, was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jection?

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I
do not know which Senator raised ob-
jection, but I hope he will reserve the
right to object, in order that I may offer
an explanation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
has not heard any Senator object. The
Chair recognized the Senator from
Washington. But if a Senator wishes
to be recognized in order to object, the
Chair will recognize him.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr, President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I should like to
ask for information about the bill. I
wanted to have an explanation.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I may say to the
Senator from Utah that my colleague
and myself are quite anxious that the
bill be not passed over, for the reason
that there is an explanation for it, and
a further more compelling reason, that
the season in Alaska for housing con-
struction is very short, and unless the
bill can be passed, the whole season will
be lost, particularly in the northern area
of Alaska.

Mr. WATKINS. What does the bill
seek to do?

Mr. MAGNUSON. The bill proposes a
certain housing code applicable to Alas-
kan construction, which is of a peculiar
character. It creates a different set of
rules and regulations, whereby the Fed-
eral Housing Authority may operate in
Alaska. I am sure my colleague could
furnish the Senator from Utah the de-
tails. I hope there will be no objection,
because it is important that the bill be
considered promptly, by reason of the
shortness of the season in Alaska,

Mr. WATKINS. There may be no ob-
jection, when we know what it is all
about.

Mr, CAIN. Mr. President, I should
like to say, very briefly, to my friend
the Senator from Utah and all other
Senators, that the bill which is before
us presumes to accomplish four objec-
tives First, the Federal Housing Au-
thority may increase by one-third the
dollar amount limitation for insuring
mortgages in Alaska.

Second, the powers of Federal Na-
tional Mortgage Association are broad-
ened and liberalized in two ways:

A. Direct loans can be made if such
loans are insured by FHA,

B. Loans may be purchased in excess
of the statutory $10,000 ceiling, and more
than 50 percent of the mortgages held
by any mortgagee can be purchased.

Third, the Alaskan Housing Authority,
with the consent of the Alaska Legisla-
ture, is permitted to make loans for
either sale or rental housing. It is also
permitted to make small or character
lpans.

Fourth, the FNMA would have the
power fto purchase from the Alaska
Housing Authority, notes up to $15,000,-
060. These notes are interest-bearing
and would have a 40-year maturity,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

The reason the bill was favorably con-
sidered by the Senate Committee on
Banking and Currency is that circum-
stances and conditions pertaining to
Alaska will not be found anywhere else
under the American flag.

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

Mr. CAIN. I yield.

Mr. WATKINS. Was the report of the
committee unanimous?

Mr. CAIN. I think the report of the
committee was unanimous. - The Sena-
tor from Alabama [Mr. SPARKMAN], a
member of the committee, can speak with
better authority than can I.

Mr, SPARKEMAN, If the Senator will
yield, I will say that the report of the
Banking and Currency Committee was
unanimous, I may add that the House
Committee on Banking and Currency has
likewise reported a similar bill, and I be-
lieve it is scheduled on the calendar to-
day.

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

Mr. CAIN. I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. That report was
also unanimous.

This bill involves a problem of health
in Alaska. The Eskimos are being rap-
idly wiped out because of tuberculosis.
The disease was introduced by the white
man, and research has developed the fact
the disease is increasing because of the
camp and igloo conditions, and their
summer housing. The bill would allow
the Alaskan Housing Authority to make
small character loans to the extent of
from $100 to $200 to the Eskimos, who
fish in the summer and have money at
that time, so that they may build floors
in their camps and tents. It is thought
that in that way we can stop the spread
of tuberculosis among the Eskimos and
the Aleutian Indians, who are rapidly
disappearing. The housing situation in
Alaska is very acute, and we hope to get
started this year. I hope the Senate will
pass the bill. As has been pointed out,
it has the unanimous approval of the
House Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency and of the Senate Committee on
Banking and Currency.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object, may I ask
whether the bill has the personal ap-
proval of the junior Senator from Wash-
ington.

Mr. CAIN. In response to the proper
and direct question from my colleague
the junior Senator from New Jersey,
“Does the junior Senator from Washing-
ton personally” endorse this bill?” My
answer is a most positive “Yes.”

This bill, S. 851, permits of mortgage-
loaning procedures by both the Federal
Housing Authority and the Federal Na-
tional Mortgage Association with which
I thoroughly disapprove. Those proce-
dures are excessive loan limitations and
direct equity loans. I retreat from these
objectionable practices only for the com-
pelling reason that this legislation per-
tains to Alaska, not the continental
United States.

Needs for housing, both for sale and
rental are desperately needed there.
Lending agencies up there are few. Pri-
vate builders are unable to finance houses
they desire to create, Building loans arg
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unattractive to lenders, who can readily
make other types of loans at interest
rates up to 8 percent. Building costs are
from 35 to 100 percent higher than in the
Pacific Northwest. The building season
is short. Transportation of needed ma-
terials from the States is and has been
subjected to disastrous maritime inter-
ruptions which add to the costs. It is for
these inescapable factors that I, in this
legislation, approve those lending pro-
cedures that I shall sturdily oppose
within continental United States.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
in view of the explanation, I withdraw
my objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill? The Chair hears none.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 851) to
promote the settlement and development
of the public domain in the Territory of
Alaska by facilitating the construction
of necessary housing therein, and for
other purposes, which had been reported
from the Committee on Banking and
Currency, with amendments, on page 1,
line 3, to strike out “That (a) title II of
the National Housing Act, as amended,”
and to insert “That this act may be
cited as the ‘Alaska Housing Act'”; on
page 1, line 5, to insert “Sec. 2. (a)
Title IT of the. National Housing Act, as
amended”; on page 2, lines 3 and 4, to
strike out “title II and title VI of”; in
line 7, to strike out “said titles” and in-
sert “this”; in line 12, to strike out *(b)
Notwithstanding any of the provisions of
the National Housing Act, as amended,
or any other law, the Alaska”, and to
insert:

No mortgage with respect to a project or
property in Alaska shall be accepted for in-
surance under this act unless the Commis-
sioner finds that the project or property
is an acceptable risk, giving consideration
to the acute houslng Bhortage in Alaska:
Provided, That any such mortgage may be
insured or accepted for Insurance without
regard to any requirement in any other sec-
tion of this act that the Commissioner find
the project or property to be economically
sound or an acceptable risk, Notwithstand-
ing any of the provisions of this act or any
other law, the Alaska,

On page 2, line 25, and on page 3,
beginning with line 1, to strike out
“mortgage insurance under the pro-
visions of titles IT and VI of said act; and
paragraph (A) of the proviso of section
301 (a) (1) of the National Housing Act,
as amended, shall not apply to any
mortgage offered, for purchase, to the
Federal National Mortgage Association
by, or if it covers property held by, the
Alaska Housing Authority or any Fed-
eral, Territorial, or muniecipal instru-
mentality in Alaska,” and insert “mort-
gage insurance under the provisions of
this act. Upon application by the mort-
gagee, where the Alaska Housing Au-
thority is the mortgagor or mortgagee,
for the insurance of a mortgage under
any provisions of this act, the Commis-
sioner is authorized to insure the mort-
gage (including advances thereon where
otherwise authorized) , and to make com-
mitments for the insuring of any such
mortgages prior to the date of their
execution or disbursement thereon, under
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such provisions (and this section) with-
out regard to any requirement that the
mortgagor shall be the owner and occu-
pant of the property or shall have paid
a prescribed amount on account of such
property.”

On page 3, line 20, to strike out “(¢)”
and insert “(b)"”; on page 4, line 2, to
strike out “title III of”; beginning in line
4, to strike out “unless enacted expressly
in limitation hereof, the Federal National
Mortgage Association shall be authorized
to make real-estate loans, including ad-
vances thereon during construction, se-
cured by property located in Alaska if
such loans or advances are insured under
any of the provisions of title IT or title VI
of the National Housing Act, as amended”
and insert *“unless enacted expressly in
limitation hereof, any mortgage loans, or
partial interests therein, may be offered
to the Federal National Mortgage Asso-
ciation for purchase, and the association
shall be authorized to make real-estate
loans, including advances thereon dur-
ing construction, if such loans or ad-
vances are secured by property located
in Alaska and insured under any of the
provisions of the National Housing Act,
as amended.”

On the same page, line 18, to strike ouf
“2” and insert “3"; at the beginning of
line 24, to insert “other”, and in line 25,
after the word “for”, to strike out
“other”; on page 5, beginning in line 8,
after the word “investment”, to insert:
“and the legislature of that Territory
may authorize said authority to make
character loans to individuals or cooper=
atives for the improvement, conversion,
or construction of dwellings in remote
_areas to be occupied by such individuals
or members of such cooperatives where
the loan does not exceed $500 per
dwelling.”

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

Mr. CAIN. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Is
housing?

Mr, CAIN. The bill, in itself, has
nothing whatsoever to do with the ques-
tion of subsidized low-rent housing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KErr
in the chair). The clerk will state the
next commitiee amendment.

The next amendment was, on page 6,
line 4, after the word “interest”, to in-
sert:

And provided further, That such Authority
shall exercise its powers under this section
to encourage and assist the production, at
lower costs, of housing of sound standards of
design, construction, livability, and size for
adequate family life, and the development of
well planned residential nelghborhoods.
Any law enacted by the Legislature of the
Territory of Alaska which, except for its
enactment prior to the enactment of this act,
would be authorized under this section, is
hereby authorized, approved, and validated.

In lines 15 and 16, to strike out “proj-
ects for the construction and sale or
rental of dwelling accommodations, or
of making loans for such projects, the”,
and insert “and administering projects
or of making loans pursuant to any au-
thority conferred by the Legislature of
the Territory of Alaska under subsection
(a) of this section, the.”

this public
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On page T, beginning in line 2, to in-
gert:

Provided, That such notes and other obli-
gations issued and outstanding for the pur=
pose of making character loans to individ-
uals or cooperatives shall not exceed
$1,000,000,

Beginning in line 16, to strike out:

(c) The Governor of Alaska shall make an
annual report to the Housing and Home Fi-
nance Administrator, for transmission to the
Congress, for each fiscal year, ending on
June 380, with respect to activities pursuant
to the authorization provided in this section.

And insert:

(c) The Alaska Housing Authority shall
make an annual report to the Governor of
Alaska on all of the activities of the Au-
thority, for each fiscal year ending June 30,
for transmission with his comments and
recommendations to the Housing and Home
Finance Administrator.

On page 8, beginning in line 11, to
strike out “section, and all funds avail-
able for carrying out the functions of the
Administrator and the Alaska Housing
Authority under this section (including
appropriations therefor, which are here-
by authorized) shall be available in such
amounts as may from year to year be
authorized by the Congress for the ad-
ministrative expenses of the Administra-
tor and the Alaska Housing Authority in
connection with the performance of such
functions’ and insert: “section. In the
performance of, and with respect to, the
functions, powers, and duties vested in
him by this section, the Administrator,
notwithtanding the provisions of any
other law, shall maintain an integral set
of accounts which shall be audited an-
nually by the General Accounting Office
in accordance with the principles and
procedures applicable to commercial
transactions as provided by the Govern-
ment Corporation Control Aect, as
amended, and no other audit shall be re-
quired: Provided, That such financial
transactions of the Administrator as the
making of loans or advances of funds
and vouchers approved by the Adminis-
trator in connection with such financial
transactions shall be final and concusive
upon all officers of the Government.”

On pages 9 and 10, to strike out section
3 as follows:

Sec. 3. Notwithstanding any of the pro-
visions of the National Housing Act, as
amended, the Federal Houslng Commissioner
is authorized, upon application by the mort-
gagee, to insure or to make commitments
to insure under section 207 of title II, or sec-
tion 603 or section 608 of title VI, of said
act, as amended, any mortgage executed in
connection with the sale by the Alaska Hous-
ing Authority of any housing constructed or
acquired by it under the authorization pro-
vided in this act (including any property ac-
quired, held, or constructed in connection
with such housing or to serve the inhabitants
thereof, without regard to—

(1) any limit as to the time when any
mortgage may be Insured under sald title
VI

(2) any limit as to the aggregate amount
of principal obligations of all mortgages in-
sured under said title VI, but the aggregate
amount of prmclpal obligstlons of all mort-
gages insured under title VI pursuant to this
section 8 shall not exceed $30,000,000;

(3) any requirement that the obligation be
approved for mortgage insurance prior to the
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beginning of construction or that the con-
struction be new construction;

(4) any of the provisions of the first sen-

tence of section 207 (c) or section 603 (b)
(2) or section 603 (b) (6) or paragraphs
(B) and (C) of the first sentence of section
608 (b) (3):
Provided, That such mortgage shall other-
wise be eligible for insurance under section
207 or section 603 or section 608, as the case
may be, and involve a prinecipal obligation
(including such initial service charges, ap-
praisal, inspection, and other fees as the
Commissioner shall approve) in an amount
not exceeding 80 percent of the appraised
value of the mortgage property as determined
by the Commissioner: And provided further,
That any such mortgage insured under sec-
tion €03 shall bear interest (exclusive of
premium charges) at not to exceed 5 percent
per annum on the amount of the prinecipal
obligation outstanding at any time.

On page 11, line 5, after the word “re-
served”, to insert “ (in whole or in part),”.

On the same page, after line 10, to
Insert new section 6, as follows:

SEC. 6. Any executive department or agency
of the Federal Government is hereby au-
thorized to sell, transfer, and convey to the
Alaska Housing Authority at fair value (as
determined by such department or agency),
for use under this act, all or any right, title,
and interest in any real or personal prop-
erty under the jurisdiction of such depart-
ment or agency which 1t determines to be in
excess of its own requirements, notwith-
standing any limitations or requirements of
law with respect to the use or disposition
of such property: Provided, That the au-
thority conferred by this section shall be In
addition to and not in derogation of any
other powers and authorities of such depart-
ment or agency.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I should
like to address a question to the Senator
from Washington. After all the strik-
ing out and the insertion of other lan-
guage, do we now have a bill which helps
public housing, and does it differ gen-
erally from what is being done in con-
tinental United States?

Mr, CAIN. The bill, as amended, has
nothing whatsoever to do with the ques-
tion of public housing. The bill, in its
amended form, has to do with the liber-
alizing of procedures which are presently
followed by “Fanny May” and the FHA,
within the continental United States; it
gives to the Alaska Housing Authority
the right to extend loans for rental and
sale housing construction, which right
the Authority does not now have; and it
permits the HHFA to purchase up to
$15,000,000 of the notes of the Author-
ity which are interest-bearing and re-
payable in 40 years The amended bill
does these things.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The .
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments reported by the committee.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, was read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be
cited as the “Alaska Housing Act”.

SEec. 2. (a) Title IT of the National Hous-
ing Act, as amended, is hereby amended by
adding at the end thereof a new section read-
ing as follows:

“Sec. 214. If the Federal Housing Commis-
sloner finds that, because of nigher costs pre-
valling in the Territory of Alaska, it is not
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feasible to construct dwellings on property
located in Alaska without sacrifice of sound
standards of construction, design, or liva-
bility, within the limitations as to maximum
morigage amounts provided in this act, the
Commissioner may, by regulations or other-
wise, prescribe, with respect to dollar
amount, a higher maximum for the principal
obligation of mortgages insured under this
act covering property located in Alaska, in
such amounts as he shall find necessary to
compensate for such higher costs but not to
€xceed, in any event, the maximum otherwise
applicable by more than one-third thereof.”
No mortgage with respect to « project or
property in Alaska shall be accepted for in-
surance under this act unless the Commis-
sloner finds that the project or property is
an acceptable risk, giving consideration to
the acute housing shortage in Alaska: Pro=
vided, That any such mortgage may be in-
sured or accepted for insurance without
regard to any requirement in any other sec-
tion of this act that the Commissioner finds
the project or property to be economically
sound or an acceptable risk. Notwithstand-
ing any of the provisions of this act or any
other law, the Alaska Housing Authority
shall be eligible as mortgagor or mortgagee,
as the case may be, for any of the purposes
Of mortgage insurance under the provisions
of this act. Upon application by the mort-
Bagee, where the Alaska Housing Authority
is the mortgagor or mortgagee, for the in-
surance of a mortgage under any provisions
of this act, the Commissloner is authorized
to insure the mortgage (including advances
thereon where otherwise authorized), and
to make commitments for the insuring of
any such mortgages prior to the date of
ir execution or disbursement thereon,
under such provisions (and this section)
without regard to any requirement that the
mortgagor shall be the owner and occupant
of the property or shall have pald a pre-
scribed amount on account of such property.
(b) The powers of the Federal National
Mortgage Association, and of any other Fed-
eral corporation on other Federal agency
heretofore or hereafter established, to make
real-estate loans, or to purchase, service, or
sell any mortgages, or partial interests there-
In, may be utilized in connection with prop-
ertles or projects in Alaska designed prin-
clpally for residential use; and, notwith-
standing any of the provisions of section
301 of the National Housing Act, as hereto-
{nre or hereafter amended, or of any other
haw unless enacted expressly in limitation
ereof, any mortgage loans, or partial in-
terests theretin, may be offered to the Fed-
eral National Mortgage Association for pur-
chase, and the Assoclation shall be author-
to make real-estate loans, including
advances thereon d construction, if
such loans or advances are secured by prop-
erty located in Alaska and Insured under
Any of the provisions of the National Hous-
Ing Act, as amended.
u?;c. 3. (a) In order to relleve the par-
. cularly severe impact of the housing short-
tge In Alaska, the legisiature of that Terri-
thry may authorize the Alaska Housing Au-
ority, in addition to the housing projects
;.ll;zdertaken pursuant to the provisions of
e Act of July 21, 1041 (55 Stat. 601; 48
3;; S. C., secs. 481-483), as amended, also
ot undertake other projects for the con-
Tuction and sale or rental of dwelling ac-
commodations for inhabitants of the Ter=~
‘;:-DPY. and to make loans for such projects
- Public agencies, or private nonprofit or
Imited dividend corporations, or private
corporations which are regulated or re-
stricted by the Authority (until the termi-
nation of all loan obligations to 1t) as to
Tents or sales, charges, capital structure,
rate of return, and methods of operation to
Such an extent and In such manner g8 to
Provide reasonable rentals to tenants and a
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reasonable return on the Investment, and
the legislature of that Territory may au-
thorize sald authority to make character
loans to individuals or cooperatives for the
improvement, conversion or construction of
dwellings in remote areas to be occupied by
such individuals or members of such co-
operatives where the loan does not exceed
8500 per dwelling, and any powers of sald
Authority, including but not limited to
powers of eminent domain and issuance of
bonds and obligations, with respect to proj-
ects undertaken pursuant to the provisions
of sald act of July 21, 1941, may be made
available with respect to projects under-
taken pursuant to the authorization pro-
vided in this section: Provided, That the
authorization provided in this section shall
be llmited to projects where adequate fi-
nancing on reasonable terms and conditions,
or entrepreneurial sponsorship, or both, as
the case may be, is not otherwise avallable:
And provided jfurther, That any projects
constructed and owned by such Authority
pursuant to the authorization provided in
this section shall be sold for cash or on
reasonable terms and glving consideration
to full market value, as promptly as may
be advantageous under the circumstances
and in the public interest: And provided
jurther, That such Authority shall exercise
its powers under this section to encourage
and assist the production, at lower costs, of
housing of sound standards of design, con-
struction, livability, and size for adequate
family life, and the development of well
planned residential neighborhoods. Any
law enacted by the legislature of the Ter-
ritory of Alaska which, except for its en-
actment prior to the enactment of this act,
would be authorlzed under this section, is
hereby authorized, and approved, and
validated.

{(b) To obtaln funds for the purpose of
undertaking and administering projects or
of making loans pursuant to any authority
conferred by the Legislature of the Territory
of Alaska under subsection (a) of this sec-
tion, the Alaska Housing Authority may, on
and after the effective date of this act, issue
and have outstanding at any one time notes
or other obligations for purchase by the
Housing and Home Finance Administrator
in an amount not to exceed $15,000,000 and
the Housing and Home Finance Adminis-
trator is hereby authorized to purchase such
notes or other obligations to the extent that
funds are avallable therefor: Provided, That
such notes and other obligations issued and
outstanding for the purpose of making char-
acter loans to individuals or cooperatives
shall not exceed $1,000,000. Such notes or
other obligations shall be in such forms and
denominations, shall have such maturities
not exceeding 40 years, and shall be pur-
chased under such general terms and con-
ditions as may be prescribed by the Housing
and Home Finance Administrator. Such
notes and other obligations shall bear inter-
est at a rate determined by the Housing and
Home Finance Administrator, with the ap-
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, tak-
ing into consideration the current average
rate on outstanding marketable obligations
of the United States as of the last day of the
month preceding the lssuance of such notes
or other obligations.

(¢) The Alaska Housing Authority shall
make an annual report to the Governor of
Alaska on all of the activities of the Author-
ity, for each fiscal year énding June 30, for
transmission with his comments and recom=
mendations to the Housing and Home Fl-
nance Administrator,

(d) There is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated to the Housing and Home Fl-
nance ator, out of any money In
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, not
to exceed 815,000,000 for the purposes of this
section. Funds made available to the Ad-
ministrator pursuant to the provisions of
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this section shall be deposited in a checking
account or accounts with the Treasurer of
the United States. Receipts and assets ob-
tained or held by the Administrator in con-
nection with the performance of his func-
tions under this section shall be available
for any of the purposes of this section, In
the performance of, and with respect to, the
functions, powers, and dutles vested in him
by this section, the Administrator, notwith-
standing the provislons of any other law,
shall maintain an integral set of accounts
which shall be audited annually by the Gen-
eral Accounting Office in accordance with the
prineiples and procedures applicable to com-
mercial transactions as provided by the Gov=
ernment Corporation Control Act, as amend-
ed, and no other audi* shall be required:
Provided, That such financlal transactions of
the Administrator as the making of loans or
advances of funds and vouchers approved by
the Administrator In connection with such
financial transactions shall be final and con-
clusive upon all officers of the Government,

Sec, 4. The Housing and Home Finance
Agency is authorized to provide technical
advice and information and otherwise to
cooperate to the full extent authorized by
law to assist the Alaska Housing Authority
in the program to relleve the severe shortage
of housing in the Territory.

Eec. 5. Notwithstanding the provisions of
sections 4 and 301 of the act entitled “An
act to expedite the provision of housing in
connection with national defense, and for
other purposes,” approved October 14, 1940,
as amended, with respect to the disposition
of housing of a permanent character, any
such housing in Alaska under the jurisdic-
tion of the Housing and Home Finance Ad-
ministrator which has been reserved (in
whole or in part), prior to the enactment
of this act, for employees of an agency of
the Federal Government may be retained by
him for employees of that agency for such
time as he determines such action necessary
to provide adequate housing accommoda-
tlons for them in the area.

Sec. 6. Any executive department or agency
of the Federal Government is hereby au-
thorizad to sell, transfer, and convey to the
Alaska Housing Authority at falr value (as
determined by such department or agency),
for use under this act, all or any right, title,
and interest in any real or personal property
under the jurisdiction of such department
or agency which it determines to be in ex-
cess of Its own requirements, notwithstand-
ing any limitations or requirements of law
with respect to the use or disposition of such
property: Provided, That the authority con-
ferred by this section shall be in addition to
and not In derogation of any other powers
and authoritlies of- such department or
agency.

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to
promote the settlement and development of
the Territory of Alaska by facllitating the
construction of necessary housing therein,
and for other purposes.”

The title was amended so as to read:
“A Dbill to promote the settlement and
development of the Territory of Alaska
by facilitating the construction of neces-
sary housing therein, and for other pur-
poses.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 498) to increase rates of
compensation of the heads and assistant
heads of executive departments and in-
dependent agencies was announced as
next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, T object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be passed over.
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JUDICIAL SALARIES IN HAWAIL

The bill (S. 566) to fix the salaries of
certain justices and judges of the Terri-
tory of Hawaii was considered, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following
salarles shall be paid to the several justices
and judges hereinafter mentioned, namely:

To the chief justice of the Supreme Court
of the Territory of Hawaii, $15,500 per year,
and to each of the associate justices thereof,
$15,000 per year.

To each of the judges of the circuit courts
of the Territory of Hawaii, $12,500.

Sec. 2, All of sald salaries shall be pald In
equal monthly installments.

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect on the first
day of the first month next following its
approval.

DESTRUCTION COF LETTER BOXES OR

MAIL

The bill (S, 1043) to amend section 1705
of title 18 of the United States Code was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section 1705 of title
18 of the United States Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 1705. Destruction of letter boxes or
mall: Whoever willfully or maliciously in-
jures, tears down, or destroys any letter bdx
or other receptacle intended or used for the
receipt or dellvery of mail on any mail route,
or breaks open the same, or willfully or
mallciously injures, defaces, or destroys any
mail deposited therein, shall be fined not
more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more
than 3 years.”

EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FILING CLAIMS

The bill (S. 1030) to amend the Fed-
eral Tort Claims Act to increase the time
within which claims under such act
may be presented to Federal agencies or
prosecuted in the United States district
courts was announced as next in order.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, an
identical bill, Calendar No. 193, House
bill 779, is on the calendar, and I ask
unanimous consent that the House bill
be substituted for the Senate bill and
be now considered.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I
ask the distinguished chairman of the
Committee on the Judiciary if the bills
are identical? .

Mr. McCARRAN. They are identical,
except that the title of the House bill
should be amended.

Mr. GEORGE. They are identical in
substance?

Mr. McCARRAN. The substance is
the same.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President,
may we have a detailed explanation of
the bill?

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the
bill increases the time within which
claims under the Tort Claims Act may be
presented to Federal agencies. That is
all the bill provides; it merely extends
for 1 year the time for the presentation
of claims under the Tort Claims Act.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I be-
lieve the Senate Judiciary Committee re-
ported the bill with an amendment. I
notice the House bill does not have an
amendment. Does the amendment to
the Senate bill run to the title merely?

Mr. McCARRAN. Only to the title.
The Senate committee reported the bill
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with a change of title. When the Senate
takes up the House bill, it is the same as
the Senate bill, with the unanimous
recommendation of the Committee on
the Judiciary of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the
House bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7T79)
to amend the Federal Tort Claims Act to
increase the time within which claims
under such act may be presented to
Federal agencies or prosecuted in the
United States district courts, which was
ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:

“A bill to amend title 28 of the United .

States Code to provide additional time
for bringing suit against the United
States in the case of certain tort claims,
and for other purposes.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without
objection, Senate bill 1030 will be indefi-
nitely postponed.

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF
CERTAIN ALIENS

The concurrent resolution (8. Con.
Res. 23) favoring the suspension of de-
portation of certain aliens, was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the con-
current resolution?

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr., President, I
should like to have some Senator explain
the resclution. I observe that there are
some four or five measures on the Calen-
dar postponing the deportation of aliens,
ranging from 10 pages of names to 16
pages of names. I should like to have
some Senator explain the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President,
Congress passed a bill during the
Eightieth Congress whereby the Attor-
ney General was permitted to suspend
the deportation of certain aliens if their
deportation would jeopardize the finan-
cial interests of any American corpora-
tion or person. We also required in the
bill that when he suspended the deporta-
tion of any aliens, he must take afirma-
tive action and submit the names to the
Congress for their approval.

In the Committee on the Judiciary we
receive several names every week, and we
report them to the Senate. In other
worcs, we are merely taking action in
conformity with the bill we passed and
the mandate we gave the Attorney Gen-
eral to submit the names to us.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I
should like to say, further, by way of ex-
planation to the distinguished Senator
from Georgia, that the Department of
Justice has always had the right to sus-
pend deportations. We put a limitation
on that right of suspension, providing
that the suspensions when made by the
Department of Justice must be submitted
to the Congress. These bills come to the
Committee on the Judiciary under the
Reorganization Act. The names of the
suspended aliens are screened by the
stafl and by the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, and in many instances we refuse
to go along with the Department of Jus-
tice. For instance, in the group now
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pending before the Senate, I think we
eliminated about 34 or 35 names. The
others, after a complete investigation,
we approved.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, that
answers the principal question I had in
mind. I had some little familiarity with
the basic legislation involved, but here
are several hundred names of those who,
under our laws, are subject to deporta-
tion, and I wanted to know whether the
committee undertock to sereen them, and
to determine whether there was merit in
the cases.

Mr. McCARRAN. We not only under-
take to screen them, but we assign staff
members to the work of screening, and
they go into them in detail.

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam delighted to hear
that, because my experience in the past
indicated that the Department of Jus-
tice was not too careful in dealing with
these cases. I am glad to hear that the
Committee on the Judiciary is screening
and investigating the names.

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me say to the
Senator and to the Senate that this is
one of the trying problems which was
given over to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary by the Reorganization Act. It is
a perplexing problem, and one to which
we give careful study at all times,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the con-
current resolution?

There being no objection, the concur-
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 23) was con-
sidered, and agreed to as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the favors
the suspension of deponatlg:nge?he case
of each person hereinafter named, in which
case the Attorney General has suspended
deportation for more than 6 months.

A-0561344, Abrahamsen, Arne.

A-8233871, Acriche, Leo Abravanel or Leon
Acriche.

A-5884018, Aguallo, Ofella, or Ofella

¥O.
A-D748978, Ahmed, Mustafa All (alias
Mustafa All Achmed).
teH& 72802, Alter, Mollie (nee Malke Rubin-
stein).
A-2457068, Aman, Eigene Vites.
A-6195641, Amanatides, Erasmia, or Eras-
mia Sonikides.
A-6655514, Anderson, Albert Lorenzo.

Aranda, Miguel Angel, or
Miguel Aranda or Miguel Aranda-Tarango.
A-3882033, Arnoso, Louls Varela,
A-6526204, Asher, Vivian Catherine (nee
Jones).
A-1862941, Atkinson, Stanley Reid.
A-0559565, Augustinius, Jose Herman.
A-5910879, Back, Erik Nestor Ernfried.
A-4024370, Bain, Zacharias, or Zecharlah
Bain (allas Zachirihi Baln alias Zacirihi

Baln).

A-2405593, Bank, John.

A-T7592040, Baptiste, Emma Josefina (nee
Lujan Molina).

A-4354716, Baur, Ludwig, or Ludwig Bauer,

A-4188915, Bechara, Joseph Charles, or
Joseph Bechara or Joseph Charles.

A-2060293, Beckiard, Percival.

A-5342459, Bernier, Ann Claudine (nee De
Preitas),

A-3121501, Betz, Fred August, or Friederich
August Betz or Frederick August Betz or
Fred Betz.

A-4826785, Bin, Anita (nee Toppazinni),

A-0666533, Blom, Jan Leendert.

A-3081497, Bofla, Luclano.

A-5309178, Bould, James.

A-5971012, Bousses, Nicolaos Stamatiou.

A-0769305, Bradley, John Hubert,
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A-5991350, Brandon, Bertha Emily (nee
Field).

A-1278361, Burrows, John James (allas Jack
Burrows).

A-6489021, Campbell, Alexander.

- A-2B17248, Candelora, Francesca (nee Zaf-
no).

A—)47432‘?2, Castro, Mercedes, formerly
Mercedes Alvarez (nee Mercedes Figueroa).

A-2022520, Chang, Mo Poon.

A-T562570, Chang, Teresa Alay.

A-5141080, Chaves, Faustino, or Faustino
Chavis or Faustino Chavez or Faustino Chavis
Murillo.

A-2229390, Chinn, Yue Gim, or Gee Yen
Gim or Yem Gim Gee or Yue Gim Gee or
Yu Gim Chin.

A-2502334, Cohen, Moe Martin.

A-1715266, Cohen, Sarah Iroff (alias Sarah
Iroff alias Sally Epstein).

A-6246598, Coltras, Marica.

A-6303160, Contreras, Jose, or Jose Almanza
Contreras.

A-5117652, Corrao, Carlo.

A-6069924, Cox, Silveria Pana.

A-6663382, Cragg, George Robert.

A-4377394, Cremades, Miguel (alias Miguel
Cremades Villarroya allas Mike Valencia).

A-4335305, Cucksey, Anna Krebs, or Nita
Krebs.

A-1164881, Daniels, Jean Rene (allas Jean
Rene Francols Danlels or Gaston Carle).

A-5668032, Darkovich, Peter Stoiche.

A-5971753, Davis, Gladys Ovilda Gladys, or
Gladys Ovilda Georges.

A-3860479, Dedis, Pantelis John,

A-5740806, De Flores, Reyes Valenzuela, or
Reyes Valenzuela or Reyes Valenzuela Flores.

A-4150561, De Hernandez, Josefa Torres,
or Josefa Torres.

A-2817560, Delgado, Jesus Maria.

A-4691015, De Llaverias, Maria Catalina
(nee Evertsz).

A-2767060, De Lucero, Manuela Avina, or
Manuela Avina.

A-B063059, De Luzuriaga, Enrique Ruiz.

A-6405944, Luzuriaga, Evelyne Patricia.

A-6405945, Luzuriaga, Eugenlo.

A-1722400, Deneau, Harold Edward.

A-5863272, De Baine, Adeline (nee Simp-
son).

A)-amm. D1 Gregorio, Paola or Paullne
(nee Onorato).

A—4840700, Domenighini, Albert, or Aurello
Domenighini,

A-6261640, Domoslaris, EKalliopi.

A-6212801, Domosiaris, Konstantinos or
Constantinos.

A-5909782, Dos Bantos, Joaquim Antonlo,

A-59882057, Doush, Joseph Harry.

A-5296040, Doyle, Paulétte. Marie (nee
Briand).

A-8755401, Dumitrescu, Radu.

A-5455659, Duncan, Yeta Rosemburz or
Jetta Rosemburz De Mojica or Yeta Rosem-
buvz De Mojica or Yeta Rosemburz.

A-6037097, Duncanson, Wentworth Eustace.

A—4647266, Erdos, Vincent or Vince,

A-9651520, Eriksen, Magne, or Magne Tar-
anger or Magne Taranger Eriksen.

A-5053925, Ertman, Einar Leopold Kon-
stantin.

A-5053923, Ertman, Ellen Alice (nee Sep-
panen or Elll Alisa).

A-3974381, Escudero-Pascual, Nicholas, or
Nicholas Escudero.

A-5209421, Fagervik, Carl Ingvald.

A-3T720405, Fantasia, Salvatore.

A-2370108, Fantin, Teresa (nee Teresa
Pagura).

A-3329048, Fazio, Pletro (allas Peter Fazio).

A-3788785, Fein, Anna (nee Anna Fish-
man),

A-5678327, Flsch, Meschullm, or Manny
Fisher.

A-5415760, Flores, Angelina Nieto, or An-
gelina Nieto.

A-5415761, Flores, Eliseo, or Raphael Trejo.

A-1473200, Ford, Thomas Francis.

A-1615234, Fotenos, Stamatios (allas Steve
Fotenos).
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A-5180485, Fragakls, Stavros Georgiou.

A-5541025, Fuentes, Domingo.

A-6666532, Galindo, Maria Teresa.

A-5238894, Gansz, Elisabeth Anna Helene
or Elisabeth or Elizabeth Gansz (nee Scholz).

A-1216334, Garglulo, Philippo or Philip.

A-5220833, Geflke, Fritz Herbert.

A-9769263, Gialourakos, Nicholas John
{all;as Nicolaus Yialourakos or Nick Gialoura-
kos).
* A-6211352, Gittins, Alvin Loralne (alias
Charles Gittens).

A-6211350, Gittins, Gwendolen Mary Ellis.

A-1500640, Gloor, Theresa, or Theresa Kol-
ler (nee Schneider).

A-9544853, Gomes, Raul Fonseca.

A-3767333, Gonzales, Pedro Arambula

(allas Pedro Arambula alias Pedro Gongzales -

allas Pedro Arambula Gonsalez allas Pedro
A. Gonzalez). : J

A-6199843, Goodstein, Stella,
Zwelg (nee Esther Akselrad).

A-6757483, Goudsmit, Jeannette, or Jean-
nette Smith.

A-3007301, Graeber, Adolf Paul, or Adolf
Graeber.

A-1363182, Grant, Frank.

A-6458400, Greaves, Gayle Loulse, or Gayle
Louise Schluter.

A-4196848, Gripalos, Mabel (nee Birch).

A-6277086, Hanvey, Evelyn Maria.

A-2693302, Haroutunian, Constance, or
Knarlg Gazarosian or Knarlg Keyalan or
Connie Haroufunian.

A;Mﬁéss'?. Harrlgan, Alice Mabel (nee Dick-
son).

A-6239763, Hermann, Liba Pourova.

A-4947943, Hernandez, Marlo Perez (allas
Marlo Hernandez allas John Luls Perez
Hernandez). 1

A-6267143, Holness, Glorlana.

A-4887327, Holscher, Anton Karl.

A-4963344, Hoogestraat, Herman Johann.

A-2766922, Hopfeld, Heyneman Herman.

A-2271554, Horn, Elmer Harry, or Elmar A,
Horn.

A-7529203, Hslang, Tso Ming, or Hisang
Tso Ming.

A-2486359, Hslang, Lan Ying Hsu (nee Lan
Ying or Lan Ying Hsu).

A-4686786, Huang, I-Chen, or Huang I-
Chen or Chen Huang or Huang Chen.

A-6210418, Iriarte, Blancamadruga.

A-6042302, Janiszewski, Zofla, or Zofia
Mizera.

A-1636675, Jimenez (de), Esperanza Mar=
garita Moreno, or Esperanza Margarita Jim-
enez Moreno.

A-3107724, John, Renee (nee Wan Lal
Wong or Lal Wan Wong).

A-25568002, Johnsen, Arnst Henry, or Arn-
est Johnsen.

A-6167344, Jones, Sheldon William,

A-T674176, Kaniel, Alte Felga Rivka (nee
Kaplan).

A-1326265, Karaffa, Joseph.

A-3443887, Karsch, Gustav Adolf.

A-4602439, Karusls, Constantinos, or Gust
A. Karousis or Constantinos Caroussis.

A-6248971, Katsohl, Vasillke (nee Hassope
or Hassopis).

A-T606480, Ke, I-Djen Ho.

A-T606670, Ke, Ting Su.

A-6406522, Keating, John Stanley.

A-6193198, Kelly, Randi Erna Eleanor (nee
Nagell).

A-9573408, Kingshott, John Horace Fred-
erick Walter, or John Kingshott.

A-5560625, Kiss, Louls.

A-5686338, Kiss, Mary Josephine (nee
EKun).

A-5952072, Kalmpfer, Alols, or Louls or
Alois Ibitz.

A-6576269, Kornoff, Mary Dobrinin, or Mary
Dobrinin,

A-5969606, Kral], Gjuro Nikola
George Kralj).

A-3462421, Krivec, Mike or Michael.

A-4T755227, Laakso, Jalmar Kustaa, or Gust
or Gus Laakso.

A-3136596, Leandro, Constantino,

or Stella

(allas
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A-6186635, Lee Ellen Sun (nee Al-Ling
Bun),

A-4097955, Lehman, Ludwig.

A-5341744, Lema, Mary Juliana, or Meeri
Juliana Lema (nee Lundull).

A-T634421, Lu, Rosabel (nee Hsu).

A-3415507, Lynch, James Patrick.

A-2B67817, Manguso, Guido (alias Guido
Mancuso).

A-9540001, Manolakakis, Theodoros Eman-
uel, or Theodore Emanuel Manolakakis or
Theodore Antone Emanuel.

A-5104652, Mantione, Rosarlo (allas Lover-
dl, Antonio, allas Colodlo Senna alias Antonio
Laverde).

A-9517528, Marmarinos, Grigorios John, or
Grigorios (Gregory) John Marmarinos.

A-5955493, Marmoratos, Gregorio Domen-
ico, or Gregorio Marmoerato,

A-3100503, Martinez, Ceferino, or Ceferino
Martinez Garcia.

A-3501468, Mayr, Henry, or Ferdinand Mayr,

A-3589127, Mazelow, Lillian (alias Lily
Magzelow, nee Kaplan),

A-4076891, Mazelow, William,

A-6405631, McCallum, Elsa,

A-b8B2989, Melis, Isidoros (allas Sederls
Melis or Mellis).

A-5990876, Meraz, Jose, or Jose Meraz An-
drade or Manuel Garcia or Jose Mirass or Jose
Miras.

A-6365722, Meza, Esiquio (allas Exequiel
Meza).

A-4779627, Mihalka, Artur, or Arthur M.
Maroth.

A-4561348, Miliel,
Charles Martin,

A-5690483, Moeller, Rudolph Christian.

A-5780774, Friederichs, Agnes, formerly
Agnes Friederichs Eniffke.

A-6098940, Molina, Margarita.

A-6098941, Molina, Delia.

A-6098942, Molina, Graclela.

A-6098943, Molina, Heriberto.

A-48186368, Moller, Paul Theodor, or Paul
Moller or Paul Miller,

A-5668513, Montion, Juanita (allas Juanita
Lozano or Gomez).

A-4881272, Moore, Mary Margaret (nee Wil-
ton, formerly Stevens),

A-T724011, Mora(y) , Manuel Ramon Garcia,

A-3554834, Moser, Peter,

A-3489800, Naftis, Matheos George (allas
Mathalos Georglos Naftis).

A-1686562, Nagel, Erwin.

A-9769308, Nicola, Primo.

A-6199844, Nieves, Delia (nee Delia Fran-
cisca Gonzalez Trigola or Della Gonzalez
y Pugula).

A-9524302, Nlelsen, Svend Aage.

A-6444886, Niemeyer, Elzo, or Dick Nie-
meyer or Dick Van Hall.

A-2824650, Onga, John Rodica, or Severino
Rodica.

A-4656663, Orshingher, Umberto Vittorio
(allas Umberto Victorio Orsingher),

A-61T71441, Pamphilis, Isabella (nee Mou-
gannis).

A-5414747, Panarlello, Pletro.

A-2036945, Pantring, Otto Wilhelm.

A-4908373, Pappou, Asthanasios
Athas Pappou or Athos Papou).

A-22330076, Pavlis, Apostolos Paraskevas, or
Charles P. Pavlis.

A-6261580, Paykou, Alexandra nee Galluri;
Kallis.

A-6313070, Perez, Eduardo.

A-5204203, Petroutsa, Eleftherios Panayio-
tou, or Edward Panayioutou Petroutsa.

A-4866498, Philippen, Peter Joseph.

A-5132908, Pinto, Jacinto, or Jacinto Pinto
Riguerme or Victorino-or Francinto Pinto.

A-3584354, Polatos, Vasilios, or Willlam
Polatos or Polatos,

A-8610940, Press, Doris, or Dora nee Hers-
covitch or Dorls or Dora Hearst,

A-6288530, Quintana-Lopez, Angel, or An-
tonlo Lopez Chintana.

A-1993852, Rade, John Paul.

A-6314073, Raptou, Eleftheria Apostolou
(nee Economidis).

Joseph Catanese, or

(alias
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A-5202221, Rasch, Heinz,

A-9651792, Redo, Waclaw.

A-2933066, Reichelt, Martha Luise.

A-5182094, Reiswig, Elsie Ruth, or Elsie
Ruth Eukert.

A-3273271, Relter, John, or Johann Reiter.

A-6109573, Resch, Walter,

A—-6693292, Reiger, Ingrid.

A-6041092, Rios-Cardoza, Carmen (alias
Carmen Cardoza Rios).

A-6051088, Rlos-Cuellar, Herminlo (allas
Herminio or Herman Guellar Rios).

A-6041091, Rios-Cuellar Juana (allas Juana
or Jenny Cuellar Rios).

A-B075212, Robb, Elvira (nee Camara).

A-6624990, Rodriguez, Jesus, or Jesus
Rodriguez-Hernandez.

A-5445641, Roeben, Richard Arthur Fred-
erick, or Richard Fred Roeben or Rosen.

A-3T11643, Rolla, Fellce Francesco,

A-4175237, Rollins, John.

A-1490125, Rotondo, Giovanni or John.

A-6088182, Rueda, William Henry or Guil-
lermo Enrique Rueda,

A-6083480, Rueda, Ana Maria.

A-5309553, Rueger, Oscar, or Oskar Ruger.

A-622062b, Sacorafas, Athanasia Constan-
tinau (nee Eapnia).

£5360/943, Salmivaara, Laina Martha Marla,
or Martha Lake.

A-£991510, Samuels, Armon, or Herman
Murdock.

A-3167740, Schilling, Franz Xaver.

A-6234223, Schou, Svend Aage.

A-176883%9, Scombulis Panagiotis Georgian,
or Peter Bcombul or Panagiotis G. Scombulis.

A-4405150, Sejfer, David, or David Seefer or
David Seifer Y Kiply or Kipin (alias David
Sobol) .

A-G093512, Shaik, Mohammed Ismall, or
Batir Uddin (Udding).

A-4255873, Shannon, William Antonlo or
Conten,

A-6436388, Shemroy, Margaret.

A-T7648407, Sjoberg, Arne Leonard Ivar, or
Arne Sjoberg or Arne Leonard Sjoberg.

A-9769913, Small, Richard John.

A-6078132, Bnodgrass, Aurelia
Agquino).

A-5947407, Bodergard, Lars Verner Aaron,

(nee

A-0552911, Sonneville, Wilhelmus Jo-
hannes.
A-6195011, Sotter, Despina, or Despina
Boteriou,

A-5863250, Stathopoulos, George Constan-
tine (allas George C. Stathis).

A-456T7204, Stamatopoulos,
George, or Peter G. Stamos.

A-6171438, Stefanopoulos, Alexandra (nee
Zervos).

A-9502898, Svenson, Sven Bertil, or Sven
Zertil or Bertil Svenson.

A-4887710, Tachman, Louls, or Louis Leib.

A-1916810, Tarwater, Ruth Lucille (nee
Ruth Lucille Burns).

A-4814027, Thompson, Jane Kennedy Orr
or Jean.

A-9656937, Tonseth, Einar Gerhard.

A-3465184, Traikoff, George Atanas, or
George A. Tralkoff.

A-5997606, Tromblay, Brigida Colango.

A-1020274, Valensuela-Rivera, Nicolas.

A-5953947, Vanterpool, Othelia Zephera, or
Othelia Zephera Maddox.

A-6682322, Vidana, Jose.

A-6268881, Villeneuve, Eleanor Rose (nee
Perrin).

A-5367655, Vlattas, Philip Leonidas, or
Philipas Viattas.

A-3317688, Vrahatis, John Leonidas.

A-5124778, Vukmanovich, Dusan (allas Ban
Bukas).

A-3T782648, Warmbold, Helen Martha, or
Helen Martha Winkler, Helen Altman, Helen
Martha Heckendorf.

A-4401708, Wasmer, Joseph.

A-6689931, Watson, Raymond.

A-1386494, Wilkins, Ivan King.

A-9783055, Wojelcki, Stanislaw.

A-8178542, Yarbrough, Vera Petrovna (nee
Vera Petrovna Shebleva).,

Panagiots
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A-4410248, Zaffino, Joseph or Gluseppe.

A-2817247, Zaffino, Raffaela Maria (nee
Mannella).

A-5870857, Zane, Irene Hsu (nee Irene

man Hsu).

A-6397729, Zanotelli, Gluditta, Mengoni.

A-2554473, Zavala, Pedro Reyes, or Pedro
Zavala-Reyes.

A-44094003, Ziccardi, Kay (nee Neamonitis

or Eatina Neamonitis or Papalambro or Pap-

palombris or Fappalombro).
A-4782964, Zuluaga, Angel (alias Angel
Zuluaga Bidasolo).
EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FILING CLAIMS
UNDER THE WAR CLAIMS ACT

The bill (S. 326) to amend the War
Claims Act of 1948 was announced as
next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object, may we
have an explanation of the need for this
proposed legislation?

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, this
bill extends the time within which the
persons who are named in the bill may
file claims with the Commission. It fur-
ther extends the time within which the
Commission itself is required to submit
8 report to the President. . This Com-
mission was created by act of Congress,
but no appropriation was made for the
Commission, and the Commission was not
appointed, and therefore did not func-
tion. This bill extends the time within
which the Commission may function.

Let me say, further, that in the defi-

ciency appropriation bill now pending
there is an item for the implementation
of the Commission. If I am wrong in
that, I may be corrected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the bill?

Mr. HENDRICEKSON. I thank the
Senator from Nevada for his explana-
tion. I withdraw any objection.

There being no objection, the bill was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the War Claims
Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 1240) is amended in the
following respects:

1. The last sentence of section 2 (c¢) is
amended to read as follows: “The limit of
time within which claims may be filed with
the Commission shall in no event be later
than March 1, 1951."

2. Section 8 (a) is amended by striking out
the words “March 81, 1949” and inserting in
lieu thereof “January.15, 1950.”

PER CAPITA PAYMENTS TO RED LAKE
BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS

The bill (H. R. 1755) to authorize a
$100 per capita payment to members of
the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians
from the proceeds of the sale of timber
and lumber on the Red Lake Reservation
was considered, ordered to a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed.

EQUAL RIGHTS FOR MEN AND WOMEN—
PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF CONSTI-
TUTION

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25)
proposing an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States relative to
equal rights for men and women was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr, CONNALLY, Over.
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Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Over.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, in con-
formity with the new ruling announced
by the Vice President of the United
States, I rise to my feet and object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
joint reseolution will be passed over.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I
wonder if it would not be well to have
it understood by the Senate that where
there is on the Consent Calendar a joint
resolution providing for amendment of
the Constitution of the United States,
regardless of what the amendment may
be, the joint resolution should not be
passed on the Consent Calendar. It
seems to me to be a mistake to have a
joint resolution of this kind on the Con-
sent Calendar so that it might slip
through without proper consideration.
I think such a joint resolution should in
some way be segregated or designated
on the Consent Calendar so that it would
not go through by mere consent. It is
an error to have measures of this type
go through by mere consent, when a vote
of two-thirds of this body and of the
other body is required to pass such a
joint resolution.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 2632) making appro-
priations to supply deficiencies in certain
appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1949, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is
the deficiency appropriation hill, the un-
finished business, and will be passed
over.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
want it understood that the bill will go
to the foot of the calendar recause it
is the unfinished business.

COUNSEL FOR IMPOVERISHED DEFEND-
ANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES

The bill (S. 1124) to provide for the
appointment and compensation of coun-
sel to impoverished defendants in crimi-
nal cases in the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia was
announced as next in .order.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, may
we have some explanation of the bill,
and of its scope?

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr, President, the
bill merely provides that when there are
impoverished defendants not able to
employ counsel, the court may employ
lawyers and order the lawyers paid at
the rate of not to exceed $25 a day for
preparation and $25 a day while in court.
The bill also provides for reimbursement
of expenditures. This proposed legisla-
tion is similar to that which is in effect
in most States. Its purpose principally
is to protect the rights of an impov-
erished defendant.

Mr. TYDINGS. Does the provision
for $25 per day for the preparation of
and trial of a case apply to all criminal
offenses or only to felonies?

Mr. McCARTHY. That is within the
discretion of the court. It applies, I be-
lieve, to all criminal cases. The local
bar drafted the bill. I have not gone
into it in as much detail as I should have.
But I am now informed it applies to any
criminal offense.
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Mr. TYDINGS. I can see a great deal
of force to the proposal if it applies io
felonies, but I question the wisdom of
giving an attorney $25 to prepare a case
and try a case for a defendant involving
a misdemeanor, such as exceeding the
speed limit, or for not having garbage
removed from an alley, or some other
minor offense. I shall object, and ask
that the bill go over, and ask further if
the Senator will not confine the scope of
the bill by appropriate amendment be-
fore it comes up for consideration on the
calendar again. I would have no objec~
tion to the bill if it applied only to
felonies.

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. CONNALLY. Would it not be
more desirable to have a regular public
defender appointed than to have the
court appoint different lawyers in indi-
vidual cases who might present large
bills for a considerable number of days
spent in working on cases?

Mr, McCARTHY. Counsel for the
District of Columbia Committee tells me
that in the past a number of bills pro-
viding for a public defender have been
before the Senate, but none of them have
been passed. I may say that the bill is
identical to legislation which is now in
existence in many of the States. I think
the objection the Senator from Maryland
makes would be well taken if we were to
assume that the court appointing a law-
yer to gefend an impoverished defend-
ant would not use his discretion. I do
not believe a local judge would allow an
attorney $25 a day to defend the ac-
cused person in a speeding case.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr, President, w.
the Senator yield? -

Mr, McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I may say to the
Senator from Wisconsin that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary has reported a
bill, which I believe is on the calendar,
similar to the bill under consideration,
but which would apply to Federal courts
throughout the United States. The bill
reported by the Committee on the Judi-
ciary provides that the court may ap-
point counsel and pay the counsel a cer-
tain amount per diem while in court de-
fending a felony case. The Federal
courts never did provide compensation
to attorneys in such cases. The result
has been that if an attorney had previ-
ously been a United States district at-
torney, or had been an assistant in that
office, and he went to court on arraign-
ment day, he would return with about six
impoverished clients. The bill reported
by the Committee on the Judiciary has
the endorsement of all bar associations,

I may suggest to the Senator from Wis-
consin that, in order that the two bills
may conform, the amount to be applied
in the District of Columbia for prepara-
tion of a case be limited to a flat sum of
$20, and the sum of $20 per diem for
each day the attorney appears in court
in the trial of a felony case. I think that
will meet the approval of all bar associa-
tions and all persons who have studied
the matter. The two bills would then
provide that an attorney appointed by

the court to defend an impoverished de-
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‘throughout the United States render is in

fendant in a criminal case would be al-
lowed a flat sum of $20 for whatever time
he spends in the preparation of the case,
and $20 for each day he appears in court
defending the case.

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. RUSSELL. I might say that the
Senator from Washington is in error
when he says that all States have laws
which provide that lawyers appointed by
the courts to represent impoverished de-
fendants in criminal cases shall he com-
pensated by the State. There are a num-
ber of States which have no such law,
I shall be obliged to examine the bill
before I can permit it to be passed on
the unanimous consent calendar. It
seems to me we would be going rather a
long way if we were to provide for ap-
pointment of attorneys by the courts to
defend defendants in criminal cases, in
any type of case that may come before
the courts. Most of us are members of
the bar and try to contribute to the
ethics of the bar, but there are, unfor-
tunately, some lawyers who might string
out for a period of several days a case
which should be tried in 35 or 40 min-
utes. That might result in the develop-
ment in the courts of the land of what
are called filibusters, which would place
a very heavy and unjust charge upon the
Government.

Some of the finest representations I
have ever witnessed in a courtroom have
been by attorneys who were appointed by
the court to defend individuals charged
with crime, for which the attorneys did
not receive a dime, or for which they did
not have the hope of ever receiving any
compensation. One of the things that

has made the legal profession preemi- -

nent is the fact that an attorney who is
appointed by a judge puts into the trial
of the case all the skill and energy within
him, for which he does not receive any
fee or any substantial fee.

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

Mr, McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I probably should
have said “most of the States.” I think
there are some 37 or 38 States which
have such laws. I have forgotten the
number. I suppose the courts of the
District of Columbia would have to O. K.
the vouchers presented by attorneys who
have been appointed by the courts. I
do not believe any judge would allow an
attorney to string out a case merely for
the purpose of obtaining $20 a day.
Most of the lawyers who are appointed
by the courts are young lawyers just
starting to practice. If they secure a
client in a Federal or a State court, and,
under appointment, are paid $20, or $40,
that might be barely sufficient to pay the
rent for a month. I hope we can get to-
gether on these bills.

Mr. McGRATH. Mr., President, I
should like to point out in connection
with this bill that very often a man
charged with a misdemeanor deserves
and should have a proper defense in his
trial, fully as much as a man charged
with a felony. What the Senator from
Georgia has said is very true, that one of
the great services the bar associations
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coming to the defense of indigent per-
sons charged with violating the law. I
hardly know any way that this type of
legislation can be handled except to leave
it to the discretion of the trial judge.
We cannot write a law applying to felo-
nies, on the one hand, and another law
applying to misdemeanors. It does not
mean that the attorney who may be ap-
pointed will have to be paid a fee; it prob-
ably does not mean that at all, for when
only a short time may be consumed in
advising a defendant of his rights be-
fore the court, and seeing to it that he
has his day in court, most Federal judges
probably would secure the services of an
attorney of the Federal bar to do that
without charge.

But here in the District of Columbia,
and the same statement applies through-
out the United States, many trials are
long-drawn-out and protracted. Many
times when a lawyer is asked by the court
to represent a defendant in a criminal
trial he does not know how long it is
going to take him. He may very well
believe that the trial will only require his
services in court for half a day, or for an
hour; yet when he gets into the situation
he finds that his client has some rights,
and in order properly to protect them the
case must be adequately prepared, and
must be presented over a long period of
time in court. I have known members
of the bar to undertake the representa-
tion of indigent persons in court, when
they thought the case would be finished
in 1 or 2 days, but, as a matter of

fact, the trial lasted as long as 30 days

and even as long as 60 days, I know of
one such trial which lasted 6 months.
In that case the attorney representing
the defendant did not get a penny for his
work. After he had accepted the case he
did not want to appear to be slacking up
in his defense of the case. Yet he re-
ceived no pay, because there was no
provision for pay.

Mr. President, in the District of Co-
lumbia we have a splendid set of Fed-
eral judges. It seems to me we can well
leave to their discretion the cases in
which they should pay attorneys and the
cases in which they should not pay attor-
neys. That is all the bill does. I am
frank fo say that I know of no way we
can draft a measure of this kind and take
into consideration all the various con-
tingencies which might arise, whether
the charges involve misdemeanors, seri-
ous misdemeanors, felonies, serious felo-
nies, cases requiring the work of 1 day,
or the work of 3 months or 6 months.

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. HOLLAND. I notice the title of
the bill applies only to criminal cases in
the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia. Is it not true that
minor cases in the District of Columbia
are tried in the municipal court?

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

Mr, McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. McGRATH. The bill applies only
to the United States District Court for
the District of Columbia.
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Mr. HOLLAND. But is it not true that
in the District of Columbia minor cases,
such as misdemeanor cases, are as a rule
tried in the municipal court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia?

Mr. McGRATH. That is true.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland [Mr. TypiNcs] hav=-
ing objected, the bill goes over. .

Mr. McCARTHY., Mr. President, may
I ask the Senator from Maryland to with-
hold his objection for a moment?

Mr. TYDINGS. Very well.

Mr. McCARTHY. The type of cases
referred to by the Senator from Mary-
land, traffic violations, health violations,
violations of various District ordinances,
do not come before the United States
district court. They are mainly tried
in the municipal court. So we are not
dealing with the minor cases. From my
experience as a judge I am firmly con-
vineed that proper and adequate defense
cannot be provided for an indigent de-
fendant unless provision is made for ap-
pointment and compensation of an at-
torney in the case.

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

Mr, McCARTHY. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. There is an additional
reason why the Senator from Maryland
objects.

In the first place, I see no point in
having one policy for the district courts
of the rest of the Nation and another
policy for the district courts of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, which come under the
same Congress. The policy should be
uniform. If we are making a policy for
the United States district courts gen-
erally to apply only to felonies, then it
ought to apply only to felonies in the
District of Columbia. Whatever the law
is for the rest of the Nation, it ought to
be the same for the District, neither more
nor less.

The Senator from Maryland will not
object if the laws of the District of
Columbia are brought into consonance
with the laws for the rest of the Nation,
if the policy applies only to felonies. The
Senator from Maryland does not believe
that it is good policy to pay out public
money for the defense of mere misde-
meanors.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, we
shall be glad to discuss this question with
the Committee on the Judiciary and try
to bring our bill into line, if possible,
with the legislation which is proposed
for the rest of the country. I ask the
Senator from Maryland to be present
later this aftermoon or tomorrow when
we discuss another bill in which we shall
try to bring legislation for the District
into line with legislation for the Nation
as a whole. If I may, I shall quote him
at that time.

Mr. TYDINGS. What is the bill?

Mr. McCARTHY. The District of Co-
lumbia rent-control legislation.

Mr, TYDINGS. I do not think the
cases are similar. The eourts of the Na-
tion operate under uniform rules, but
the rents of the Nation are not uniform.
Conditions are not uniform. Crime is
the same all over the Nation; but the
rent equation is different with each city,
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" each locality, and each State. Their cli-

mates are different. In some places heat
is required, and in other places it is not
necessary. There is no similarity be-
tween the questions, The Senator's ar-
gument is drawing, not a red herring,
but a yellow herring, across the trail.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I
think our 5 minutes have about expired.

In my judgment, the two situations
are identical. Right and wrong are the
same in all 48 States and in the District
of Columbia. If a rule or regulation is
right for the people in cities in the Sena-
tor's State, it is right for the pecple in
cities in my State, and for the people in
the District of Columbia.

I hope the Senator will be present
when we discuss the question to which
I referred a moment ago. We want to
have the same rules and regulations for
the area in which Senators live as we
have for the area in which the constitu-
enis of Benators live.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Maryland insists on his
objection. The bill will be passed over.
The clerk will state the next bill on the
calendar,

ENFORCEMENT OF CERTAIN COURT
ORDERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA IN CONNECTION WITH PAYMENT
OF TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT
MAINTENANCE

This bill (8. 1125) to amend section
16415 of the Code of Laws of the Dis-
triet of Columbia, to provide for the en-
foreement of court orders for the pay-

. ment of temporary and permanent main-

tenance in the same manner as directed
to enforce orders for permanent ali-
mony was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That that act of March
38, 1801 (31 Stat. 1346, ch. 854, sec. $80) , other-
wise known as section 16415 of the Code of
Laws of the District of Columbia, 1940 edi-
tion, is amended to read as follows:

“Whenever any husband shall fail or re-
fuse to maintain his wife and minor children,
if any, although able so to do, the court, on
application of the wife, pendente lite and
permanently, may decree that he shall pay
her, periodically, such sums as would be al-
lowed to her as pendente lite or permanent
alimony in case of divorce for the mainte-
nance of herself and the minor children, if
any, committed to her care by the court,
and the payment thereof may be enforced
in the same manner as directed in regard
to the payment of permanent alimony.”

NOTICES IN CONNECTION WITH PROBATE
OF WILLS IN THE DISTRICT

The bill (8. 1127) to amend sections
130 and 131 of the act entitled “An aect to
establish a code of law for the District of
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, re-
lating to the motice to be given upon a
petition for probate of a will, and to the
probate of such will, was considered, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be {t enacted, ete., That the first paragraph
of section 130 of the act entitled “An act to
establish a code of law for the District of
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as
amended by the act approved June 30, 1902
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(title 19, sec. 301, D, C. Code, 1940), Is amend-
ed to read as follows:

“Sec. 130, Notiee of petition for pro-
bate: Upon the filing of a petition for pro-
bate of a will, notice, as hereinafter provided,
shall be issued to all persons who would be
entitled to or interested In the estate of the
testator in case such will had not been exe-
cuted to appear in said court on a date named
in the notice, and to show cause why the
prayer of the petition should not be granted.

*“(&) Such notice may be by a citation in
which the return date named is not earlier
than 10 days after the filing of said petition,
and which citation shall be served in the
District of Columbia, by the United States
marshal, or deputy marshal, not less than &
days before the return day named in sald
citation.

“{b) Such notice may be by a citation in
which the return date named is not earlier
than 20 days after the filing of said petition,
and which eitation shall be served not less
than 10 days before the return date named
in said citation: Provided, That such citation
may be served only on nonresidents of the
District of Columbia, and upon residents of
sald District who have been returned ‘Not to
be found' under paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, and such service may be made only by
a person not less than 18 years of age who is
not a party to or otherwise interested in the
estate of the decedent, and the return in such
case must be made under oath in the District
of Columbia, unless the person making the
service be a sheriff or deputy sheriff, a mar-
shal or deputy marshal, authorized to serve
process where service is made, and such re-
turn must show the time and place of
service,

“(c) Buch notice, whenever there is proof
by the petition for probate or by other affi-
davit that any or all of such persons, inter-
ested as aforesaid, are nonresidents of the
District of Columbia, or whenever they or any
of them have been returned ‘Not to be found’
under paragraph (a) of this section, may be
by a publication in which the return date
named is not less than 30 days after the date
of the first appearance of the publication,
and which shall be published once in each of
three successive weeks in some newspaper of
general circulation in the District of Colum-
bia, and a copy of this published notice shall
be mailed to the last-known address of each
of the persons, interested as aforesald, who
is not shown to have been returned served
personally under either paragraph (a) or
paragraph (b) of this sectlon. The court
may by general rule prescribe the form of
such notice by publication, and may order
such other publication as the case may re-
quire."”

SEc. 2. Bection 131 of the act entitled “An
act to establish a code of law for the District
of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901 (title
19, sec. 805, D. C. Code, 1940), 15 amended to
read as follows:

“Sec. 131. ProsaTE—When notice as pre-
scribed in section 130 has been completed in
any case the court shall proceed, if no caveat
be filed, to take the proofs, or to consider the
proofs theretofore taken, of the execution of
the will. All the witnesses to such will who
are within the District and competent to
testify must be produced and examined, or
the absence of any of them satisfactorily
accounted for.”

AMENDMENT OF CODE OF LAWS OF THE
DISTRICT TO CONFORM TO FEDERAL
RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE
The bill (8. 1129) to amend section

16-416 of the Code of Laws of the District

of Columbia to conform to the nomen-

clature and practice prescribed by the

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure was con=
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sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows: !

Be it enacted, etc., That the acts of March
8, 1901 (81 Stat. 1345, ch, B854, sec. 863), and
of June 30, 1902 (32 Stat. 537, ch. 1329), other-
wise known as section 16-416 of the Code of
Laws of the District of Columbia, 1940 edition,
arc amended to read as follows:

“All applications for divorce or for a decree
annulling a marriage shall be made by com-
plaint to the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia, and the pro-
ceedings thereupon shall be the same as in
equity causes, except so far as otherwise
herein provided.”

AMENDMENT OF CODE OF LAW OF THE
DISTRICT WITH RELATION TO CAVEATS
TO WILLS

The bill (S. 1132) to amend section 137
of the act entitled “An act to establish
a code of law for the District of Colum-
bia,” approved March 3, 1901, relating to
the time within which a caveat may be
filed to a will after the will has been
probated, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 137 of the
act entitled “An act to establish a code of
law for the District of Columbia,” approved
March 3, 1801 (title 19, sec. 309, D. C. Code,
1940), is amended to read as follows:

“SEc. 137. Caveat: If, upon the hearing of
the application to admit a will to probate,
the court shall decree that the same be ad-
mitted to probate, any person in interest may
file a caveat to said will and pray that the
probate thereof may be revoked at any time
within 1 year after such decree.”

AMENDMENT OF CODE OF LAWS OF THE
DISTRICT RELATING TO DEFENSE OF
UNCONTESTED ANNULMENT CASES

The bill (8. 1133) to amend section
16-418 of the Code of Laws of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to provide that an at-
torney be appointed by the court to de-
fend all uncontested annulment cases
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of March
8, 1901 (31 Stat, 1347, ch. 854, sec. 982), other-
wise known as section 16-418 of the Code of
Laws of the District of Columbia, 1940 edi-
tlon, is amended to read as follows:

“In all uncontested divorce or annulment
cases, and in any other divorce or annulment
case where the court may deem it necessary
or proper, a disinterested attorney shall be
assigned by the court to enter his appearance
for the defendant and actively defend the
cause, and such attorney shall receive such
compensation for his services as the court
may determine to be proper, such compensa-
tion to be pald by the parities as the court
may direct.”

SERVICE OF PROCESS IN THE DISTRICT
ON CERTAIN AGENTS, ETC.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
hill (S. 1123) to amend section 1537 of
the act entitled “An act to establish a
code of law for the District of Columbia,”
approved March 3, 1901, as amended, so
as to provide for service of process on
agents or employees of a nonresident in-
dividual, partnership, association, group,
organization, or foreign corporation,
conducting a business in the District of
Columbia, which had been reported from
the Committee on the District of Colum=
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bia with an amendment on page 2, line
21, after the word “court”, to insert a
colon and a proviso, so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1537 of the
act entitled “An act to establish a code of
law for the District of Columbia,” approved
March 38, 1901, as amended (D. of C. Code,
1940, title 13, sec. 103), 1s amended to read
as follows:

“Sec, 1537. Service on a nonresident indi-
vidual, partnership, association, group, or=-
ganization, and forelgn corporation: In any
action against a nonresident individual, part-
nership, association, group, organization, or
foreign corporation doing business in the
District of Columbia, all process may be
served on the agent of such nonresident indi-
vidual, partnership, association, group, or-
ganization, or forelgn corporation or the per-
son doing or conducting the business of such
nonresident individual partnership, associa-
tion, group, organization, or forelgn corpora-
tion; or, in case such agent of a nonresident
individual, partnership, association, group,
organization, or forelgn corporation is absent
and canont be found by leaving a copy at the
principal place of business in the District of
Columbia of such nonresident individual,
partnership, association, group, organization,
or foreign corporation; or, if there be no such
place of business, by leaving the same at the
place of business or residence of such agent
in said District of Columbia; and such serv-
ice shall be effectual to bring the nonresident
individual, partnership, association, group,
organization, or foreign corporation before
the court: Provided, That such service of
process shall be effectual to bring the non-
resident individual, partnership, association,
group, or organization before the court only
as to suits growing out of contracts entered
into or to be performed in whole or in part,
in the District of Columbla, or growing out
of any tort committed in the said District of
Columbia. E

“When a nonresident individual, partner-
ship, association, group, organization, or for-
eign corporation shall do business in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, without having any place
of business or resident agent therein, service
in the District of Columbia upon any officer
or agent of such nonresident individual,
partnership, assoclation, group organization,
or forelgn corporation shall be effectual as
to suits growing out of contracts entered
into or to be performed, in whole or in part,
in the District of Columbia or growing out
of any tort committed in the sald District of
Columbia,

“When a nonresident individual, partner-
shlp, assoclation, group, or organization is
served in the manner provided in the afore-
going provisions of this section, then notice
of such service and a copy of the summons
and complaint shall be sent within 10 days
by registered mall, return receipt requested,
by the plaintiff or his attorney, to the de-
fendant nonresident individual, partnership,
assoclation, group, or organization, at the
defendant’s last known address; and the
plaintiff, or his attorney, shall file with the
clerk of the court in which the action is
pending an affidavit of compliance herewith
and, either, a return receipt purporting to
be signed by the defendant or defendants, or
a person qualified to receive his or their
registered mall, In accordance with the rules
and customs of the Post Office Department;
or, if acceptance was refused by the defend-
ant or defendants, or his or their agent, the
original envelepe, bearing a notation by the
postal authorities that recelpt was refused,
and an affidavit by or on behalf of the plain-
tif that notice of such mailing and refusal
was sent within 10 days to the defendant or
defendants by ordinary mail. The afore-
going papers shall be flled within 30 days
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after the return receipt or other official proof
of delivery or the original envelope bearing
a notation of refusal, as the case may be, is
received by the plaintiff. Service of process
shall be complete 10 days after such papers
are flled. The court in which the action is
pending may order such continuances as may
be necessary to afford the defendant a rea-
sonable opportunity to defend the action,
and no judgment by default in any such ac-
tion shall be granted until at least 20 days
shall have elapsed after completion of service
of process as hereinabove provided.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to amend section 1537 of the act
entitled ‘An act to establish a code of
law for the District of Columbia,” ap-
proved March 3, 1801, as amended, so as
to provide for service of process on
agents of a nonresident individual, part-
nership, association, group, organiza-
tion, or foreign corporation, conducting
a business in the District of Columbia.”

INCREASE OF FUNERAL EXPENSE ALLOW-
ANCE FROM DECEDENT'S ESTATE IN
THE DISTRICT

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 1130) to amend sections 356 and
365 of the act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a code of law for the District of Co-
lumbia,” approved March 3, 1901, to in-
crease the maximum sum allowable by
the court out of the assets of a decedent’s
estate as a preferred charge for his or her
funeral expenses from $600 to $1,000
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia with
an amendment, to strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert:

That sectlon 356 of the act entitled “An
act to establish a code of law for the District
of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901 (title
18, sec. 520, D, C. Code, 1940), lines 1, 2, 3,
and 4 are amended by striking out the words
“after the payment of funeral expenses ac-
cording to the condition and circumstances
of the deceased, not exceeding $600” and
inserting In lleu thereof “that in the pay-
ment of funeral expenses the court shall
make a reasonable allowance for such fu-
neral expenses according to the condition and
circumstances of the deceased, not exceed-
ing $1,000."

Sec. 2. Sectlon 365 of the act entitled “An
act to establish a code of law for the Dis-
trict of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1801,
as amended by the act approved June 30,
1902 (title 20, sec. 605, D. C. Code, 1940),
lines 5, 6, 7, and 8 are amended by striking
out “$300: Provided, That for special cause
shown the court may make such additional
allowance not exceeding $300 as such special
circumstances may warrant” and inserting
in lieu the words "one thousand dollars.”

Mr, McCARTHY. Mr. President, on
page 2, line 21, after the figure “$1,000",
and within the quotation marks, the
word “and” has been inadvertently omit-
ted. I therefore move to amend the
committee amendment by inserting the
word “and” within the quotation marks
after the figure “$1,000.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the amendment.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2,
line 21, in the committee amendment,
after the figure *“$1,000”, it is proposed
to insert the word “and.”

The
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without
objection, the amendment to the amend-
ment is agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading,; read the third time,
and passed.

SETTLEMENT 6 OF ESTATES OF DECE-
DENTS IN THE DISTRICT

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 1131) to amend sections 260, 267,
309, 315, 348, 350, and 361 of the act
entitled “An act to establish a code of
law for the District of Columbia,” ap-
proved March 3, 1901, to provide that
estates of decedents being administered
within the probate court may be settled
at the election of the personal represent-
ative of the decedent in that court 6
months after his qualification as such
personal representative, which had been
reported from the Committee on the Dis=
triet of Columbia with amendments,-on
page 2, line 7, after the words “striking
out the” to strike out “word ‘thirty'"
and insert “words ‘within thirty days
after the first publication’”; in line 8,
after the words “in lieu thereof the” to
strike out “word ‘ten’ ” and insert “words
‘within ten days after publication”"; and
in line 15, after the word *“title” to
strike out “14" and insert “187, so as
to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That sectlon 260 of the
act entitled “An sact to establish a code
of law for the District of Columbia,” ap-
proved March 3, 1901, as amended by the act
approved -June. 30, 1902 (title 18, seec. 501,
D. C. Code, 1940, line 11), is amended by strik-
ing out therefrom the words “one year” and
inserting in lieu thereof the words "six
months.”

See. 2. Section 267 of said act approved
March 3, 1901. (title 20, sec. 308, D. C. Code,
1940, lines 6 and 9), is amended by strik«
ing out the word “twenty” and inserting in
lHeu thereof the word ‘‘five’” and by strik-
ing out the words “within thirty days after
the first publication” and Inserting in lieu
thereof the words "'within ten days after pub-
lication."

ESec. 3. Section 309 of sald act approved
Marech 3, 1801 (title 18, sec. 401, D. C. Code,
1240, line 2), is amended by striking out the
words “three months"” and inserting In lieu
thereof the words “two months.”

Spc. 4. SBectlon 315 of said act approved
March 3, 1901 (title 18, sec. 407, D. C. Code,
1940, line 3), is amended by striking out the
words ‘“three months” and inserting in lieu
thereof the words “two months.”

See. 5. Section 848 of said act approved
March 3, 1901 (title 18, sec. 518, D..C. Code,
1940, lines 9, 15, and 19), is amended by
striking out the words “nine months" where
they appear three times in said section and
inserting each time in lleu thereof the words
“three months."

See, 6. Section 350 of saild act approved
March 38, 1901 (title 18, sec. 526, D. C. Cotle,
1940, lines 2 and 6), is amended by striking
out the words “one year” and inserting in
lieu thereof the words “six months" and by
striking out the words “at least six months"
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “at
least three months."”

Sec. 7. Section 361 of said act approved
March 3, 1501 (title 20, sec. 601, D. C. Code,
1940), is amended by striking the peried at
the end of sald section and inserting in lieu
thereof a colon and the following words:
“Provided, That said account may be ren-
dered 6 months from the date of his letters.”

The amendments were agreed to,
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

CONSTRUCTIVE SERVICE BY PUBLICA-
TION IN ANNULMENT ACTIONS IN THE
DISTRICT

The Senate proceeded to consider the
hill (8. 1134) to amend section 13-108 of
the Code of Laws of the District of Co-
lumbia to provide for construective service
by publication' in annulmen. actions,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia with
amendments, on page 1, after line 2, to
strike out:

That the act of March 3, 1901 (31 Btat. 1206,
ch. 854, sec. 105), otherwise known as the
first paragraph of section 13-108 of the Code
of Laws of the District of Columbia, 1940 edi-

" tion, is amended to read as follows:

And insert:

That the first paragraph of section 105 of
the ‘act entitled “An act to establish a code
of law for the District of Columbia,” approved
March 8, 1901 (31 Stat. 1208, ch. 854), as
amended (sec. 13-108, D. of C. Code, 1940
edition), is amended to read as follows:

And on page 2, line 1, after the word
“service”, to strike out “or” and insert
“of", so'as fomake the bill read:

Be it enacted, eic., That the first paragraph
of section 105 of the act entitled "“An act to
establish a code of law for the District of
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901 (31 Stat.
1206, ch. 854), as amended (sec. 13-108,
D. of C. Code, 1940 edition), is amended to
read as follows:

“Publication may be substituted for per-
sonal service of process upon any defendant
who cannot be found and who is shown by
affidavit to be a nonresident, or to have been
absent from the District for at least 6 months,
or against the unknown helrs or devisees of
deceased persons, In suits for partition,
divorce, annulment, by attachment, fore-
closure of mortgages and deeds of trust, the
establishment of title to real estate by pos-
zession, the enforcement of mechanics’ liens,
and all other liens against real or personal
property  within the District, and In all
actions at law and in equity which have for
their immediate object the enforcement or

establishment of any lawful right, claim, or

demand to or against any real or. personal
property within the jurisdiction of the court:

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

SETTLEMENT OF SMALL ESTATES IN THE
DISTRICT

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 1135) to amend the act entitled
“An act to establish a code of law for the
Distriet of Columbia,” approved March
3, 1901, to provide a family allowance and
a, simplified procedure in the settlement
of small estates, which had been reported
from the Committee on the District of
Columbia with an amendment on page 1,
line 9, after the word “any" to strike out
“married”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled
“An act to establish a code of law for the
District  of Columbia,” approved March 3,
1901, as amended, is amended by adding to
chapter 5 thereof a new subchapter § to read
as follows:

“FAMILY ALLOWANCE AND ADMINISTRATION OF
BMALL ESTATES

“Sec. 394, (a) Upon the death of any person

leaving a surviving spouse the sald surviving
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spouse shall be entitled to an allowance out
of the personal estafe of said decedent of the
sum of $500 for his or her use, and that of
any minor children, to be paid in money or
in specific property at its fair value as may
be elected, and which allowance shall be
exempt from any and all debts and obliga-
tions of the decedent, and subject only to
payment of funeral expensgs not exceeding
$200; and, if there be no surviving spouse,
the surviving minor children if any there be
ghall be entitled to a like allowance, and
which shall be payable, in the discretion of
the probate court, to the person having their
custody or to such other person as it shall
designate, and shall be used by such person
golely for sald minor's care and malntenance.
Baid family allowance shall be In addition
to the respective share or shares of the sur-
viving spouse and children,

“{b) When any person dies, leaving a small
estate consisting only of personal property
of a value not in excess of £500, and there
be a surviving spouse or minor children en-
titled to the family allowance authorized ‘in
the preceding section, if such surviving
spouse or minor children (acting through
the person having.their custody or a next
friend) file in the probate court'a petition,
under oath, declaring: The time and place
of decedent’s death; the known mnext of
kin; the known assets and by whom held;
that petitioner has made a diligent search to
discover all assets of the deceased; the
amount of funeral expenses and to whom
due; and that said assets do nof exceed $500
in wvalue; the probate court, if satisfed that
the allegations in the petition are true, shall
pass a final order (1) declaring that no for-
mal administration is necessary and no pro-
bate is required of any will; (2) fixing the
amount of funeral expenses allowable, to
whom due, and out of what property to be
paid; (3) vesting title to the remainder of
the propertiy in the surviving spouse or minor
children, as the case may be, in satisfaction
of his, her, or their family allowance; and
(4) directing the person or persons having
possession of said property to pay over, trans-
fer, and deliver the same as allotted. Theé
probate court may also authorize In said
order,or by further order, the sale of any of
sald property as the exigencles of the situn-
tion require,

“{c) (1) When anyone dies intestate, leav-
ing a small estate consisting only of personal
property of a value not in excess of #500,
and there be no spouse or minor children
surviving, if the person entitled to be pre-
ferred in the appointment of an administra-
tor files In the praobate court a petition, under
oath, declaring: The time and place of de-
cedent’s death; the known next of kin; that
diligent search has been made for a will; the
known creditors, together with the amount
of each claim, including contingent and dis-
puted claims; and funeral expenses; the
known assets and by whom held; that peti-
tioner has made a diligent search to discover
all assets and debts of the deceased; that
gaid assets do not exceed $500 in value; and
that there ‘are no known legal proceedings
pending in which the decedent is a party;
the probate court, if satisfied that the alle~
gations in said petition are true, shall pass
a preliminary order declaring that no formal
administration is necessary and instructing
the petitioner to publish once In substan-
tially the usual form notice to creditors to
exhibit . their. claims duly authenticated,
within 30 days after such notice, and which
notice shall be inserted in' one newspaper
of general circulation ‘in the District of Co-
lumbia as said court shall direct.

“(2) Whenever suclr a preliminary order
has been passed and the notice has been
published and the time provided in such no-
tice has expired, the petitioner shall file,
under oath, a statement, with the usual
proof of publication attached, that the no-
tice has been published, and that the said
time has expired, and listing all then known
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creditors, Including contingent and disputed
claims, and the amount of each claim. If
satisfied that sald statement is true, and
after hearing and disposing of any objec-
tions filed in the probate court by anyone
interested in the estate, the probate court
shall pass a final order (1) directing the peti-
tioner to pay from the estate all of sald
claims, in the order of pricrity provided by
law, and (2) authorizing any person having
poszession of any property of the decedent’s
estate to transfer, pay over, and deliver the
same in accordance with petitioner's direc-
tions, and (3) decreeing that, after the Reg-
ister of Wills certifies upon said final order
that he has seen the vouchers for the pay-
ment of sald claims and is satisfied that said
claims, as well as the fees hereinafter pro-
vided for, have been paid, then the remain-
ing balance of the estate, if any, shall be
vested as follows: First, in the adult surviv-
ing children equally, and, secondly, if there
be no adult surviving children, then in those
persons who would be entitled thereto under
the statute of distributions (the share of any
minor shall be payable, in the discretion of
the probate court, to the person having cus-
tody or to such other person as it shall des-
ignate, to be used solely for the care and
maintenance of such minor).

“(3) The probate court may also provide
in its final order for sale of any property,
upon such terms as it deems advisable, and
for the distribution of the proceeds in ac-
cordance with its final order.

“(d) In the absence of fraud, no person
who pays over, transfers, or delivers any prop-
erty pursuznt to the provisions of a final
order entered under section 394 (b), or to
the directions of a petitioner acting under
authority of a final order under section 384
(c), shall be liable for the application there-
of, nor shall any such person, nor any person
who receives any property pursuant to the
provisions of a final order entered under sec-
tion 384 (b), or to the directions of a peti-
tioner acting under authority of a final
order under section 394 (c), be responsible
for any claims on account of the payment,
transfer, dellvery, or receipt of such property;
and the property distributed pursuant to a
final order in either case shall be and become
the absolute property of the respective dis-
tributees thereof.

“(e) No petitioner under this act shall be
required to be represented by an attorney,
or to give bond, nor receive any commission
for performing any work or services here-
under.

“(f) The Register of Wills shall prepare,
and make available, forms whereby the peti-
tion and final order under section 394 (b),
and the petition, preliminary order, the
statement, the final order, and the certificate
of payment under section 394 (c), shall con-
stitute in each case one connected instru-
ment. In lleu of all other fees, costs, or
charges, the Register of Wills shall receive a
fee of &5 for all services and work adminis-
tered under this act, including the taking
of all affidavits, plus a fee of 25 cents for
each certified copy of the aforesald instru-
ments.

“(g) The discovery of any additional prop-
erty of the decedent, after the filing of a
petition in either case provided for in this
act, shall be reported by the petitioner to the
probate court as soon as discovered by him,
The existence of said additional property
shall not invalidate any proceedings under
this act except when the additional property
is discovered before the passage of the final
order provided for, and elther (1) is real
estate or (2) increases the total wvalue of
the estate to more than $500, in which case
no final order shall be passed under this act
and the court shall require regular adminis-
tration. Where additional property is dis-
covered after passage of the final order, if
sald property 1s entirely personal and does
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not increase the value of the total estate to
more than $500, then such additional prop-
erty may be distributed pursuant to a new
petition under the appropriate section of this
act; in all other cases such additional prop-
erty may not be distributed under this act.

“(h) Any person who makes a false affi-
davit under this act, or who willfully violates
any order of the probate court under this
act or any other provision of this act, shall
be liable to a fine of not exceeding $500
for each offense.

“(1) All acts or parts of acts inconsistent
with the provisions of this act shall be,
and they are hereby, repealed to the extent
of such inconsistency but only to such extent.

“(i) This act shall apply to the estates of
all persons dying after the date of the ap-
proval of this act.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

INVESTIGATION OF CROP PRODUCTION
AND UTILIZATION

The Senate proceeded to consider the
resolution (8. Res. 36), to inveastigate
certain matters relating to crop produc-
tion and utilization.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I should like to have an explanation of
the resolution. I should like to know
why there was not included in the reso-
tion provision for the investigation of the
production and utilization of timber
products, as well as grains, canes, fruits,
vegetables, and livestock.

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I will
say in answer to the distinguished Sen-
ator that this resolution is in the iden-
tical form of the resolution under which
a former subcommittee operated, which
had for its purpose the investigation of
the distribution and the broadened uti-
lization of farm crops such as vegetables
and grains. I know of no objection to
broadening the resolution to include
timber; but that was not included in the
former resolution.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment offered by the Senator from
New Jersey will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 25,
after the word “livestock” where it oc-
curs the first time, it is proposed to
strike out “and livestock products” and
insert “livestock products, and timber
products.”

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I have
no objection to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Scnator from New
Jersey [Mr., HENDRICKSON].

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry, or any duly au-
thorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized
and directed to make a full and complete
study and Investigation of the production,
means of production, and plans for produc-
tion of all types of agricultural crops, with
particular reference to the fullest possible
utilization of the Natlon's food, feed, and
fiber production, Including studies of the
construction, location, management, and use
of industrial plants for the processing of
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various farm products. Also Iincluding
studies in the field of the distribution of
farm crops and the methods and costs of
transferring the crops from the producer to
the consumer. Also including special atten-
tion to new uses and the study and develop-
ment of new uses and markets, both foreign
and domestie, for farm crops, including fur-
ther studies in the production, means of
production, and plans for production of in-
dustrial alecohol, synthetic aleohol, and syn-
thetic rubber, and the utilization of all
natural materials for such purposes. Also
including investigation of the organization
or organizations now controlling or seeking
to control for the future such alcohol and
rubber production together with the use of
patents and processes used in such manu-
facture whether developed or owned in whole
or in part by foreign companies, corpora-
tions, individuals, or agents, and particularly
to inquire into the plans and purposes and
policies of our governmental agencies with
reference to such utilization in the process-
ing and production of industrial alcohol,
synthetic alcohol, and synthetic rubber.
And the subcommittee is specifically directed
to make careful study in all flelds of possible
expanded use of farm production, looking to
the fullest possible utilization of farm crops
to prevent as far as possible the adverse im-
pact of recurrent surpluses of farm produc-
tion on our agricultural economy and on the
other segments of the Natlon's economic
structure. For the purpose of this investiga-
tion, farm crops include grains, canes, fruits,
vegetables, livestock, livestock products, and
timber products.

B8Ec. 2. The committee shall report to the
Senate, as soon as practicable, the results
of its study and investigation, together with
its recommendafions.

SEec. 3. For the purposes of this resolution,
the committee, or any duly authorized sub-
committee thereof, is authorized during the
sesslons, recesses, and adjourned periods of
the Eighty-first Congress, to employ upon a
temporary basis such technical, clerical, and
other assistants as it deems advisable and
with the consent of the head of the depart-
ment or agency concerned, to utilize the serv-
ices, information, facilities, and personnel of
all agencies in the executive branch of the
Government. The expensgs of the committee
under this resolution, which ghall not exceed
$12,000, shall be paid from the contingent
fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved
by the chairman of the committee.

ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY ASSISTANTS
FOR COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICE AND
CIVIL SERVICE

The resolution (S. Res. T8) authoriz-
ing the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service to employ additional tem-
porary assistants and increasing the
limit of ifs expenditures, submitted by
Mr. JornsTON of South Carolina on Feb-
ruary 28, 1949, was considered, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resclved, That in holding hearings, re-
porting such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by subsection (e) (2)
“the status of officers and employees of the
United States, including their compensa-
tion, classification, and retirement” and sub-
section (e) (3) “the postal service generally,
including the railway mail service and meas-
ures relating to ocean mail and pneumatic-
tube eervice” of Public Law 601, Seventy-
ninth Congress, the Committee on-Post Of-
fice and Civil Service is authorized during
the period beginning March 1, 1949, and end-
ing December 31, 1949, to make such expendi-
tures and to employ upon a temporary basis
such Investigators, clearical and other as-
sistants, as it deems advisable.

BEc. 2. The expenses of the committee un-
der this resolution (which shall not exceed
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$5,000) shall be paid from the contingent

fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved -

by the chairman of the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

INVESTIGATION OF FINANCIAL CONDI-
TION OF AIR-LINE INDUSTRY

The resolution (S. Res. 50) to investi-
gate the financial condition of the air-
line industry, was announced as next in
order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the resolution?

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr, President, I
should like to have the attention of the
Senator from Colorado with respect to
this measure, although my remarks do
not exactly address themselves to it. I
understand that it is the policy of the
Senator from Colorado to defer action
on all aviation bills, I further under-
stand that some eight bills which have
been introduced by the senior Senator
from Nevada do not come under that
category.

I wonder whether the Senator from
Colorado has in mind taking up those
eight bills soon.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr.
President, on behalf of the committee, I
say to the Senator from Nevada that it
is our purpose and our plan to take up
in the very near future the bills to which
the Senator refers.

Mr. McCARRAN. I refer particularly
to the Federal airport bills,

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; they
will be taken up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration
of the resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration with
an amendment, to strike out all after the
preamble and insert:

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce, or any duly author-
ized subcommittee thereof, is authorized
and directed during the Eighty-first Congress
to make a full and complete study and in-
vestigation of such problems as it may deem
proper relating to (1) the financial stability
and operational efficiency of the air-line in-
dustry; (2) all matters pertaining to the
United States merchant marine; (3) all
domestic land and water transportation to
determine (a) whether existing conditions
conform to the mnational transportation
policy as declared in the Interstate Com-
merce Act, and (b) the effect of large ex-
penditures of public moneys and private
capital upon transportation charges and to
what extent such expenditures are reflected
in costs of production and prices to con-
sumers; and (4) all matters relating to radio,
telegraph, and telephone communications,
including (a) the problems relating to
American common carriers operating in the
domestic and international fields, including
the relationship of these problems to the
national security of the United States; (b)
the problems presented by requirements of
international treaties and conventions in
relation to such revisions as may be neces-
sary to the Communications Act of 1934;
(c) the problems arising from unprecedent-
ed demands for frequencies for such commu-
nication services as television; safety and
special services, including aviation, railroads,
busses, trucks, taxicabs; common-carrier
uses; and Industrial uses; and the policles
which the Congress should adopt for the
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granting of such allocations; (d) the man-
ner in which the Federal Communications
Commission exercises its licensing author-
ity with respect to radio applications; (e)
the extent to which the Federal Communi-
cations Commission examines the qualifi-
cations of applicants for licenses or renew-
als of licenses in order to determine that
only qualified persons are licensed to oper-
ate radio stations or other licensed facilities;
and (f) the extent to which the Federal
Communications Commission examines the
operation or proposed operation of radio sta-
tions in order to assure that such statlons
have been or will be operated in the public
interest.

Bec. 2. The committee shall report its find-
ings, and recommend such legislation as it
may deem advisable to the Senate at the
earliest practicable date.

Sec. 3. For the purposes of this resolution
the committee or any duly authorized sub-
committee thereof, is authorized, during
the sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods
of the Eighty-first Congress, (1) to make such
expenditures, as It deems advisable; (2)
to employ upon a temporary basis such tech-
nical, clerical, and other assistants as it
deems advisable; and (3) with the consent
of the head of the department or agency
concerned, to utilize the services, informa-
tion, facilities, and personnel of any of the
departments or agencies of the Government.

Sec. 4. Expenses of the committee under
this resolution, which shall not exceed
$165,000, shall be paid from the contingent
fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved
by the chairman of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended, was agreed
to.

The preamble was rejected.

The title was amended so as to read:
“Resolution to investigate problems re-
lating to the air-line industry, the United
States merchant marine, domestic land
and water transportation, and radio,
telegraph, and telephone communica-
tions.”

COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES OF VET-
ERANS' CANTEEN SERVICE

The bill (S. 1185) to provide that all
employees of the Veterans’ Canteen Serv-
ice shall be paid from funds of the
Service, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, may
we have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, a bill
similar to this was reported during the
Eightieth Congress by the Senate Fi-
nance Committee. I am not sure but
what the bill then passed the Senate.
However, it did not become law. The
Veterans' Administration requested that
the bill be reintroduced at this session
of the Congress.

The bill simply would relieve the Vet-
erans’ Administration from the payment
of the supervisory or administrative per-
sonnel of the Canteen Service. That is
the chief purpose of the bill. Under the
bill, the payment of the employees would
be made out of the profits made by the
Canteen Service.

The Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs
advised the committee last year that the
bill was agreeable to all the veterans
organizations, and that there was no
opposition to it at any point. There-
fore, the bill was reported last year, and
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may have passed the Senate, but it did
not pass the House.

So, for the second time, the bill has
been considered by the Senate Finance
Committee, and has been unanimously
reported.

There are one or two other features
of the bill, but I have referred to its
principal provision. It will save to the
Veterans’ Administration, out of their
appropriated funds, a little more than
$1,000,000 a year. However, the Canteen
Service makes a profit, and will continue
to do so; and these payments will now
be made out of the Canteen Service
funds,

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator a ques-
tion. On page 3, beginning in line 8,
the wording is:

Such checks, money orders, and other
similar instruments may be cashed outright
or may be accepted in payment for merchan-
dise or services, and the difference between
the amount of the purchase and the amount
of the tendered instrument refunded in cash,

There is some question as to whether
a limitation should be placed on that
authority.

Mr. GEORGE. That question did
arise; but we were advised, as I now re-
call, by the Administrator and by the
witnesses who appeared at the hearing
during the last Congress, not the present
Congress, that such checks were gen-
erally in small amounts, or the difference
payable to the customer was a small
amount, and that it had been found
practicable and convenient to allow the
Canteen Service to cash the checks. We
were advised that there was no danger
in that provision. Someone questioned
it when the bill was originally introduced,
I may say to the Senator. A limitation
could well have been placed upon the
amount; but inasmuch as these check
transactions are not usually in large
amounts, it was thought that there would
be no danger in leaving the provision
without limit.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. In the judgment
of the distinguished Senator from
Georgia, those amounts would be only
nominal, I understand.

Mr. GEORGE. I think that is true.
That was understood at the time.

I may say to the Senator that the
Veterans’ Administration very much de-
sires to have the hill enacted, because it
will relieve it not only of the payment of
a considerable amount of money, but
also of quite a great deal of detail work,
which the Veterans’ Administration
would like to get rid of.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I thank the Sena-
tor.

Mr. President, I have no objection.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I wonder whether the Senator from
Georgia would object to one or two
amendments to limit the amount.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Be!o::e_
amendments are suggested, the qy =

is, Is there objection to the,pr L con- j
sideration of the bill%q 11502 wsbhio lesd oa
Mr. 1iMr.: Prestdent;

reserving. mrlgm; o/ hobject; ¥ should:’
like to'preseft som )a.&iéffdﬁlﬁﬁt& #nd T
send”tHeth 6" tHe asski /2 #f weqoug bira
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendments will be read, for the in-
information of the Senate.

The CHi1EF CLERK. On page 3, in line
4, after the word “instruments”, it is pro-
rosed to insert “in nominal amounts;”
and in line 10, after the word “accepted”,
it is proposed to insert a comma and the

. words “subject to strict administrative

controls.”

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, do I
correctly understand that those amend-
ments apply to checks which are cashed?

Mr. HENDRICKSCN. Yes; they do.

Mr. GEORGE. Then I have no objec-
tion to them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
cbjection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1185)
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Finance with an amendment,
at the end of the bill to insert:

Sec. 4, The provisions of this act shall take
effect on the 1st day of July 1949.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now is on agreeing to the
amendments submitted by the Senator
from New Jersey.

The amendments were agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That subsections (d)
and (e) of section 2 of the act of August
7, 1946 (50 Stat. 888, 38, U. S, C. 13a), are
amended to read as follows:

“{d) To transfer to the Service without
charge, rental, or relmbursement such nec-
essary equipment as may not be needed for
other purposes, and furnish the Service such
services and utilities, Including light, water,
and heat, as may be available and necessary
for its wuse: Provided, That reasonable
charges, to be determined by the Adminie-
trator, shall be pald annually by the Service
for the utilities so furnished.

“{e) To employ such persons as are neces-
sary for the establishment, maintenance,
and operation of the Service, and to pay
the salaries, wages, and expenses of all such
employees from the funds of the Service.
Such personnel shall be excluded from the
determinations and reports required by sec-
tion 607 of the Federal Employees Pay Act
of 1945, as amended (5 U. 8. C. 847), with
respect to personnel ceilings, Personnel
necessary for the transaction of the busi-
ness of the Service at canteens, warehouses,
and storage depots shall be appointed, com-
pensated from funds of the Service, and
removed by the Administrator without re=-
gard to clvil-service laws and the Classifica-
tion Act of 1923, as amended: Provided, That
such employees shall be subject to the Vet-
erans’ Preference Act of 1944, the Clvil Serv=-
ice Retirement Acts, and laws administered
by the Bureau of Employees Compensation
applicable to civilian employees of the
United States.”

Sec. 2. Section 2 of the act of August
7, 1946 (60 Stat. 888, 38 U. 8. C. 13a), is
amended by adding a new subsection (k)
at the end thereof as follows:

“(k) To authorize the use of funds of the
Service when avallable, subject to such reg-
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ulations as he may deem appropriate, and
without regard to the provisions of sections
3630 and 3651, Revised Statutes of the
United States, as amended (31 U. 8. C. 521,
543), for the purpose of cashing checks,
money orders, and similar instruments in
nominal amounts for the payment of money
presented by veterans hospitalized or domi-
ciled at hospltals and homes of the Veterans'
Administration, and by other persons au-
thorized by section 3 of this act to make
purchases at canteens. Such checks, money
orders, and other similar instruments may
be cashed outright or may be accepted, sub-
ject to strict administrative controls, in pay-
ment for merchandise or services, and the
difference between the amount of the pur-
chase and the amount of the tendered in-
strument refunded in cash.”

Sec. 3. Section 4 of the act of August 7,
1946 (60 Stat. 889, 38 U. 8. C, 13c), is
amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 4. To finance the establishment,
meaintenance, and operation of the Service
there is hereby authorized to be appropriated
from time to time such amounts as are nec-
essary to provide for (a) the acquisition of
necessary furniture, furnishings, fixtures,
and equipment for the establishment, main-
tenance, and operation of canteens, ware-
houses, and storage depots; (b) stocks of
merchandise and supplies for canteens and
reserve stocks of same in warehouses and
storage depots; (c) salaries, wages, and ex-
penses of all employees; (d) administrative
and operation expenses and premiums on
fidelity bonds of employees; and (e) adequate
working capital for each canteen and for the
Service as a whole. Amounts heretofore or
hereafter appropriated under the authority
contained in this act, as amended, and all in-
come from canteen operations become and
will be administered as & revolving fund
to effectuate the provisions of this act, as
amended.”

Sec. 4. The provisions of this act shall
take effect on the 1st day of July 1949,

CANCELLATION OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN
PORT OF SEATTLE AND UNITED STATES
SHIPFING BOARD

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 32) to
authorize the cancellation and release of
an agreement dated December 31, 1923,
entered into between the Port of Seattle
and the United States of America, repre-
sented by the United States Shipping
Board acting through the United States
Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Cor-
poration, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

EResolved, That the Secretary of the Army,
acting on behalf of the United States, is
hereby authorized to negotiate for and enter
into an agreement for such period and on
such terms and conditions as he deems advis-
able for the continuing use by the United
States of the property on which pler 39 and
its appurtenant facilities are located and that
the Attorney General, or his duly authorized
representative, acting on behalf of the United
States, upon notification that such an agree=
ment has been entered into, is hereby au-
thorized and directed to execute the neces-
sary document or documents to release and
cancel that certain agreement entered into on
the 31st day of December 1923 by and be-
tween the Port of Beattle, a municipal cor-
poration, and the United States of America,
represented by the United States Shipping
Board, acting by and through the United
States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Cor-
poration, a corporation organized and existe
ing under the laws of the United States for
the District of Columbia, which sald agree-
ment was recorded on the 17th day of March
1924 in the office of the King County auditor
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in the State of Washington under volume 54
of Chattel Mortgages, page 614, and volume
887 of Real Property Mortgages, page 448,
bearing file No. 1844599,

The preamble was agreed to.
BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S, 246) to authorize the ap-
propriation of funds to assist the States
and Territories in financing a minimum
foundation education program of public
elementary and secondary schools, and
in reducing the inequalities of educa-
tional opportunities through public ele-
mentary and secondary schools, for the
general welfare, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration
of the bill?

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, by re-
quest, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion being heard, the bill will be passed
over.

The bill (S. 1411) to provide for the
general welfare by enabling the several
States to make more adequate provision
for the health of school children through
the development of school health serv-
ices for the prevention, diagnosis, and
treatment of physical and mental defects
and conditions was announced as next
in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration
of the bill?

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, President, I
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion being heard, the bill will be passed
over.

DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN LANDS TO
MOUNT HOPE CEMETERY ASSOCIATION

The bill (H. R, 1401) relating to the
disposition-of certain recreational dem-
onstration project lands by the State
of Michigan to the Mount Hope Ceme-
tery Association of Waterloo, Mich., was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration
of the bill?

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. OMAHONEY, Mr. President, this
bill was reported unanimously by the
Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs. Several years ago the Congress
enacted a law transferring 4,000 acres
of land to the Michigan State Depart-
ment of Conservation for the purpose
of permitting it to carry on certain dem-
onstrations. The transfer was made
with the provision that if the land were
not used for the recreational and other
purposes named in the act, title should
revert to the United States.

It appears that the cemetery associ-
ation has a cemetery immediately ad-
joining a portion of this 4,000-acre tract.
There is a 10-acre lot which is desired
by the cemetery association. The Michi-
gan State Department of Conservation
is willing to convey it. The only ques-
tion is whether the use of this land for
purposes of a cemetery might be re-
garded as within the original grant.

The purpose of the bill is merely to
grant the consent of the United States
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to the transfer of these 10 acres, subject
to the same conditions of reversion if the
use is not made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE, Mr. President, one ques-
tion. I understood the lasit statement
of the Senator to be that even though
the 10 acres is conveyed by the State of
Michigan, it will be subject to the same
reversionary rights of the Federal Gov-
ernment. Is that correct?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is correct.

Mr. MORSE. I have no trouble with
this case, because it is a case of a pre-
vious conveyance. I might have had
trouble with it originally, as to the orig-
inal conveyance, but certainly not now,
with the reversionary right of the United
States protected.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
wonder whether the Senator from Wy-
oming will look at the last paragraph
of the bill again and see whether his
last answer is correct, and whether it
does not waive all reversionary interests.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator is
quite right. An amendment was adopted.
The last sentence is:

Any conditions providing for a reversion of
title to the United States that may be con-
tained in the conveyance of such lands by
the United States to the State of Michigan
are hereby released as to the lands herein
authorized to be transferred.

I am sorry; I was in error in my re-
sponse to the Benator.

Mr. MORSE. Reserving the right to
object, I should like to ask one or two
questions of the Senator from Wyo-
ming. In the first conveyance to the
State of Michigan was there any con-
sideration on which the transfer was
based?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I am unable to
answer the inquiry of the Senator. The
Senator from Michigan may possibly
have the information.

Mr. FERGUSON. The best informa-
tion I have is that there was not. I
think there was a reason for deleting
the reversionary clause, the reason
being that the land was to be used for
burial purposes. After interments have
been made, it would not be desirable to
take the land back for Federal pur-
poses. The idea was that it should be
used permanently for burial purposes.

Mr. MORSE., Mr. President, that is
why I raised my question. I should like
to ask the Senator from Wyoming if he
knows whether or not the State of Michi-
gan will get any consideration for the
conveyance of the 10 acres.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. My understanding
is it will not. But I point out that if the
bill be not approved, it makes no differ-
ence to the Government of the United
States, because the land is already con-
veyed to the State of Michigan. It will
hold the land in any event, if the grant
is not made. The bill provides merely
that consent be given for the conveyance
of the 10 acres, to be used for cemetery
purposes. I think the Senator’s objec-
tion, on principle, does not go to this
type of transaction.

Mr. MORSE. I grant that it looks
very much like a de minimis case. But
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I think the Senator from Wyoming
knows that it is possible to lose a prin-
ciple, too, by the accumulation of enough
de minimis cases. The principle soon
disappears. Imay ask whether what we
are doing here is not merely transferring
to the State of Michigan whatever re-
versionary rights we may have, for the
benefit of a private cemetery association.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The reversion is
being waived for the benefit of the ceme-
tery association.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I shall
not object, although I do wish to issue
a caution that where I find there is any-
thing but a de minimis case involved, I
shall object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R.
1401) relating to the disposition of cer-
tain recreational demonstration project
lands by the State of Michigan to the
Mount Hope Cemetery Association of
Waterloo, Mich.,, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs, with an amendment,
on page 2, line 4, after the word ‘“re-
leased,” to insert “as to the lands here-
in authorized to be transferred.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed and the bill to be read a third

ime.

The bill was read the third time and
and passed.

CONVEYANCE OF LANDS TO CHURNTOWN ,

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, CALI-
FORNIA

The bill (H. R. 164) authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to convey cer-
tain lands to the Churntown elementary-
school district, California, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I regquest
an explanation.

Mr. O'MAHONEY,. Mr. President, the
land in the vicinity of the Shasta Dam
reclamation structure in the State of
California was acquired several years ago
by the Bureau of Reclamation, I believe,
from private sources. The Bureau of
Reclamation has no use for the land.
It is highly desired, however, for public-
school purposes, and the effect of the
bill is to transfer the title to the school
district in return for a consideration to
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior,
so we do not have to provide for a dona-
tion of public land, but an authorization
to convey the title for a consideration to
be fixed in accordance with the present
valuation of the land by the Secretary of
the Interior.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I point
out that the consideration could be 50
cents or a dollar or 1 cent. There is
nothing in the proposed act anywhere,
that places upon the Secretary of the
Interior any obligation when fixing the
fair value of the land. Again, we are
dealing with a matter that is not of any
great importance. But I should like to
suggest to the Senator from Wyoming
that he accept the following amendment:

Provided, That the school district con-
cerned shall pay 50 percent of the appraised
value of the property as determined by the
United Btates Department of the Interior.
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Mr. O'MAHONEY. I have no objec-
tion to the amendment proposed by the
Senator, if consent is granted to the
consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
gﬁ{gctlon to the consideration of the

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Ore-
gon [Mr. Morse]l, which will be stated.

The Cuier CLERK. On page 4, line 8,
after the word “conclusive” it is proposed
to strike out the period, insert a colon,
and the following proviso:

Provided, That the Churntown elementary-
school distriet of California shall pay 50 per-
cent of the appraised value of the property
as determined by the United States Depart-
ment of the Interior.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

ISSUANCE OF PATENT IN FEE TO
THOMAS A. PICEETT

The bill (8. 392) authorizing the issu-
ance of a patent in fee to Thomas A.
Pickett, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That upon application
in writing, the Secretary of the Interior is
authorized and directed to issue to Thomas
A. Pickett, of Berkeley, Calif., a patent in
fee to the following-described allotted lands
situated in the State of Montana: (1) Lots
8 and 10 of section 8, the east half of section
10, the east half of the northeast quarter,
and the east half of the west half of the
northeast quarter of section 15, township 2
south, range 30 east, Montana principal
meridian, and (2) the southwest quarter
of the southeast quarter of section 12, and
the south half of the southwest gquarter of
section 14, township 6 south, range 31 east,
Montana principal mreridian.

ISSUANCE OF PATENT IN FEE TO
GEORGE PETERS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bhill (8. 716) authorizing the issuance of
a patent in fee to George Peters, which
had been reported by the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs, with an
amendment, on page 1, after line 2, to
strike out:

That the Secretary of the Interior is au-
thorized and directed to issue to George
Peters, of Wyola, Mont., & patent in fee to
the following-described lands allotted to him
on the Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.:
The north half of the north half of section
29, the north half of the north half of the
south half of the north half of section 29, and
all of section 20, township 4 south, range 37
east, Montana principal meridian,

And insert:

That upon the filing of a written applica-
tion by George Peters, Crow Indian allotiee
No. 1202, the Secretary of the Interior is
hereby authorized to sell to a Crow Indian,
under existing regulations, the homestead
and other land of sald George Peters, de-
scribed as all of section 20; the north half
of the north half; the north half of the north
half of the south half of the north half of
section 29, township 4 south, range 37 east,
Montana principal meridian, containing
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elght hundred and forty acres, the status of
such land with respect to taxability to re-
main unchanged.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That upon the fillng of
a written application by George Peters, Crow
Indian allottee No. 1292, the Becretary
of the Interior is hereby authorized to sell to
& Crow Indian, under existing regulations, the
homestead and other land of said George
Peters, described as 'all of section 20; the
north half of the north half; the north half
of the north half of the south half of the
north half of section 29, township 4 south,
range 387 east, Montana principal meridian,
containing 840 acres, the status of such land
with respect to taxability to remain un-
changed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

The title was amended so to read: “A
bill authorizing the Secretary of the In-
terior to sell the land of George Peters
under existing regulations.”

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CER-
TAIN ALIENS

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.
24) favoring the suspension of, deporta-
tion of certain aliens was announced as
next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the con-
current resolution?

Mr., McCARRAN. Mr. President, this
resolution brings to the attention of the
Senate another of the deportation sus-
pension measures. They come about by
reason of the specific law enacted by Con-
gress which provides that when the De-
partment of Justice suspends deportation
of any alien in the United States, it must
come to Congress for approval. Both
Houses of Congress consider the suspen-
sion cases. They come, however, largely
to the Senate because the Senate has a
staff that can be assigned to a study of
the subject, while the House of Repre-
sentatives does not have a staff sufficient
to give proper study to it.

I draw to the attention of the Senate
the fact that we are doing everything
within our power to study the deporta-
tion suspension cases. Up to date we
have held up approximately 10 percent
of the names sent to us by the Depart-
ment of Justice. I am not saying that
10 percent is to be regarded as a crite-
rion. We may some day disapprove the
whole list which is sefft to us, or we may
cut it down to 1 percent. But we do as-
sign members of the staff of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary to a careful
study and screening of each case. When
the report comes from the Department
of Justice, we have demanded of the De-
partment that they give us a detailed
explanation of the reason for the suspen-
sion. If such detailed explanation meets
with approval and seems to have nothing
objectionable in it, we as a rule approve
the suspension. If there is anything in
it that seems questionable at all we hold
it up.

I should like to have the Senate fo
understand how we deal with these cases,
because they are numerous. Here are
two resolutions, one following the other,
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and a few moments ago we approved an-
other resolution which went through the
committee, dealing with suspension of
deportations, I draw the matter to the
attention of the Senate because it is of
grave concern to the chairman of the
Committee on the Judiciary. I say grave
concern, because we find on investiga-
tion that there are thousands of these
cases, and in all probability we shall be
compelled to deal with somewhere in the
neighborhood of 15,000 such cases during
this year, which is a matter of grave
concern to the whole Nation. But I
wanted to explain to the Senate how we
deal with them, why the cases are here,
in order that the Senate may know, in
the approval of these measures as they
come along, that the Committee on the
Judiciary is doing its very best to see to
it that no alien is detained in this coun-
try, or his deportation suspended, unless
there is good reason for it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the concurrent resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution (S.
Con. Res. 24) which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary
with an amendment on page 1, line 2, to
strike out “pass” and insert “favor.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The concurrent resolution, as amend-
ed, was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress
favor the stuspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter named, In
which case the Attorney General has sus-
pended deportation for more than 6 months,

A-5348020, Adamiszyn, Mary (nee Grazio
Maria Mitola allas Mitale).

A-4476899, All, Wahed Mohamed, or Mo~
hamed Ali or Wahed or Wohaed All,

A-2771648, Amezcua, Guadalupe, or Guada-
lupe Chavez De Samaniego.

A-8581279, Andavazo, Felix,

A-9728106, Andresen, Hans Kristian,

A-6314071, Arabanos, Georgia.

A-5007171, Arena, Francesco.

A-6T712870, Avalos, Tomasa, or Tomasa
Avalos de Urquiza.

A-6199320, Balletti, Cecella Margaret (nee
de Cruz).

A-5431512, Bardl, Massimo, or Sam Bardi.

A-4609363, Bevilacqua, Anna (nee Maldera).

A-6142598, Breslin, Pacita Blanch (nee
Paclta Mercedes Blanch),

A-6240752, Bryant, Lila Rachael (nee Weln=-
garten or Hays).

A-3874697, Burghen,
Andrews).

A-6455114, Cabrales-Flores, Rafael.

A-4374492, Cocolls, Gerassimos Demetrios.

A-6539706, Cusenza, Violet Matilde {slias
Violetta Matilde Bilecl).

A-9500533, Da Silva, Vincente St. Aubyn
(alias Vincent Da Silva).

A-6618908, De Chaides, Olga Encinas, or
Olga Encinas or Olga Encinss De Chairez.

A-6088306, De Guzman, Manuel Fenix.

A-6088305, De Guzman, Nancy Schaefer,

A-6088308, De Guzman, Lilllan Schaefer.

A-2085545, De Marquez, Josefa Aguilar
SVDA) (a.uas Josefa Aguilar De Marquez alias

'osefa Agullar).

A-4323280, Demidovich, Mike or Michallo,
or Michail Dimidovich,

A-6336480, Eney, Richard John, or Chiang
Bheng Dal.

. A-8644552, Ernest, Jean, or Jan Gluckman
or Glicman.

A-4771499, Fantuz, Richard Joseph, or
Richardo Joseph Fantuz,

Anna Maria (nee
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A-5457010, Fung, Shiu Fine, or Shiu John
Fung or Shiu John.

A-5804069, Giessler, Otto Alwin, or Otto
Gilessler,

A-7738704, Gongzalez, Maria Del Carmen
Uribe Echevarria.

A-0539472, Gonzales, Heladlo,

A-6251015, Gonzalez, Miguel.

A-6261916, Gongzalez, Ruben.

A-6666785, Gongzalez, Simon,
Gonzalez-Villanueva,

A-6665517, Mendiola, Paula, or Pauld Men-~
diola de Gonzales or Pauline Mendiola.

A-5697168, Gronwoldt, Walter George,

A-6551423, Haberer, Florentina, or Floren-
tina Nuguid.

A-9664258, Hadjipetros, Sotirios, or Sordl or
Steve Hadjipetros.

A-5020056, Haller, Gottlieb Heinrich Gus-
tav, or Gustav Haller.

A-3565724, Hamilton, Anna (nee Buczma).

A-6172376, Hamm, Juliana Rodil,

A-2663801, Haro, Jose Ysabel Flores (alias
Jose Flores).

A-4715960, Hermandez, Francisco.

A-6679233, Hernandez, Benigno.

A-6679234, Hernandez, Francisco.

A-6639350, Hernandez, Norberto Roberto
(alias Norberto Hernandez allas Roberto Her-
nandez alias Robert Hernandez).

A-6630351, Hernandez, Roberto.

A-6382878, Holsman, Marta Hugentobler
(nee Marta Hugentobler). .

A-5786464, Hoon, Chan Ngon (alias Mrs.
Davis Owyang).

A-2038760, Hoyer, Eurt Emil,

A-3602671, Hunt, Henry.

A-8301859, Hyatt, Lewls,

A-6045907, Ichak, Ali, or Ichak AH.

A-5589244, Illich, Yova, or John Illich.

A-5573460, Jacob, Sandor, or Alexander

or Simon

" Jacob or Jacobs.

3 A-3148155, Joeng, Soe Biong, or 5u Siong

ung.

56208/196, Joyner, William Harry.
A-2086707, Karavolos, Stephanos Theodore.
A-5448558, Kennett, Eunice Lorraine (nee

Hultgreen).

A-5334980, Kent, Walter.

A-3192801, Ehan, Aziz.

A-5019347, Klevers, Eric Joseph, or Erich
Klevers.

A-5654893, Enowlton, Jessle Marle (alias
Jessie Marie Aspden, nee Lawrence).

A-2855065, Koludrovich, Viadimir Ludo-
vicco.

A-4776975, Laggan, Catherine Feeney.

A-1030731, Lazarich, Mirko.

A-5584293, Leon, Josephine (alias Jose-
phine Leon Vicochea or Dicochea, alias Jose-
phine Garela).

A-6300085, Liddicoat, Harold Raymond.

A-2162658, Lombardo, Francesco.

A-5610107, Lopez, Luis, or Louls Lopez or
Luis Lopez Garcia.

A-6400801, Lopez-Cabrera, Ezequlel.

A-9553892, Louecas, George Anthony (allas
Georglos Antonlos Loucas).

A-1598756, Madonna, Giuseppe (alias Giu-
seppe Clemente),

A-4555403, Magner, James Thomas.

A-4067230, Mancini, Adelio.

A-5825606, Mandel, Margaret Fanny (alias
Margaret Sanders or Margaret Schoene or
Margaret Barozzl).

A-5261900, Masu, John (alias Giovanni
Masu).

A-5010273, De Mendoza, Marcelina Rivera,

A-6208054, Menzies, Colin John.

A-4136618, Miller, Fred, or Frederich Moller
or Friedrich Earl Ernst Moller.

A-5107301, Mi-Loffe, Eric Gofle.

A-4066323, Mitola, Antonio, or Anthony
Patrick Mitola.

A-3382835, Mitola, Maria Rosa, or Rose
Mitola (nee Del Vecchio).

A-1274580, Monte, Caroline, or Caroline
Demallos (nee Caroline Lannutti).

A-6251165, Monterrubio, Bienvenida (nee
Blenvenida Vasquez Tirado).
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A-4289029, Montes-Lopez, Andres, or An-
dres Montes.

A-1627591,
Mary Morales. ]

A-6240784, Morden, Sarra, or Sarra Mesh.,

A-4363956, Mueller, Hans Heinrich Alfred,

A-2862095, Mueller, John Hans, or Hans
Otto Eugen Mueller or Hans Mueller.

A-T7583119, Naef, Emil Joseph.

A-6815661, Ngai, Shun Him,

A-6815662, Ngal, Siu KEum.

A-2146542, O'Donnell, Francis Albert, or
Frank Albert O'Donnell or “Inky”.

A-3407260, Olivieri, Anthony (Antonlo)
(alias Francesco Porro).

A-6302145, Ossin, Sarah (alias Sarah Eov=-
tun Ossin).

A-5942218, Osterlund, Holger Torvald.

A-4123010, Palomba, Glovanni, or Palombo
(alias John Palombo).

A-6563748, Palomino,
Palomino Quinones.

A-1888219, Parenteau, Narcisse (allas Jo-
seph Exidas Narcisse Parenteau).

A-6153664, Pasatiempo, Remedios Navarra.

A-1011989, Pera, Anna.

A-6245339, Pericharos,
Christ Pericharos).

A-6090063, Pick, Charles Robert.

A-2705198, Pitslladis, Efstratios, or Charles
Peterson or Charles Pitsiladis.

A-3176245, Porvarl, Olavi Vell.

A-4384519, Ramos, Juan Jose, or John Joe
Ramos (alias Jose Aguilar).

A-6357059, Rodriguez, Sabino, or Sabino
Lozoya or Sabino Rodriguez Lozoya.

A-3146287, Rogga, John, or John Rouga.

A-5097023, Romej, Jan Ludwik, or John
Ludwik Romej.

A-6047568, Rost, Harry (alias Harry Hyman
Rashback).

Morales, Maria de Jesus, or

Julian, or Julian

Christos (allas

A-2514884, Sabbe, Margaret Marie (alias’

Margaret Marle Rosselle or Margaret Marle
Billiet).

A-2750510, Sainz-Gutierrez, Santiago.

A-8704617, Sallin, Catherine.

A-5836582, Samuels, Jensena Irene.

A-3477565, Santoro, Emilia (alias Emilla
Zanone).

A-5249171, Sarkissian, George (allas George
Sarkisian, alias Hachig or Hatchig Sarkisslan
or Sarklsian).

A-397443, Sharkey, Mary Jane (nee Mary
Jane Ramsey).

A-5452595, Silbert, Mary (nee Finegood).

A-3444818, Silva, Manuel Y Cruces, or
Manuel Silva.

A-6075260, Simmons, Pearl Salud (nee
Tibig).

A-9769910, Singh, Mahadeo Javert Ram-
persaud.

A-3678229, Sokolow, Sol, or Zyskind Soko-
low or Sokol or Zyskind Sokolow, or Jano-
wicz or Janowitz or Yanowicz.

A-3030421, Speis, Stelios Napoleon, or
Steve Napoleon Speis.

A-6517996, Sporup, John Soren Nielsen, or
John Nielsen.

A-T703588, Soroosh, Gholam Hossein.

A-4761287, Soulvie, Gertrud Mae, or Seiweh
(nee French alias Schultz).

A-3776180, Sousa, Mary Agnes.

A-6561396 Squires, Elizabeth Oonagh
(alias Elfzabeth Perdue). d

A-6551397, Squires, Penelope Oonagh (alias
Penelope Perdue).

A-6261575, Stamatiades, Nefelia (nee Va=-
lasi).

5;174351, St. Hilaire, Melvin, or Melville or
Joe 8t. Hilalre.

A-6277447, Taylor, Beth (allas Beth En-
geisen).

A-4491271, Thederahn, Walter Herman, or
Walter Smith or Schmidt.

A-5378679, Uusmaa, Vladimer (allas Viad-
imer Vel Uusmaa).

A-T7798513, Valencla, Baudelio (alias Bau-
delica Valencia Gongzallz).

A-3716183, Wang, James Shu Woo, or Wang
SBhu Woo or James Wang.
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A-6458405, Wands, Laraine Fay, or Loralne
Fay Wands. ¥

A-3497722, Whitaker, Laura Myrtle (nee
Owen).

A-1275082, Willlamson, Willlamina, or
Mina Willlamson.

A-4495642, Wollnsky, Abraham.

A-6364147, Wright, Graham Patrick,

A-6292364, Zakrzewsk!, Genowefa, or Ge=-
nowefa Szczepanska.

A-6292365, Zakrzewskl, Jadwiga.

A-3154016, Zannis, Christos,

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF
CERTAIN ALIENS

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.
25) favoring the suspension of deporta-
tion of certain aliens was considered,
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress
favors the suspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter named, in
which case the Attorney General has sus-
pended deportation for more than 6 months:

A-6740936, Alcala-Martinez, Jesus, or Jesus
Martinez or Jezus Alcala.

A-6313380, Ayala-Serrano, Irene.

A-6449001, Alexander, Chi Ngo, or Chen Chi
Ngo.

A-B6373549, Ayala, Juan Hernandez, or Juan
Ayala Hernandez (alias Dan Hancock allas
M. C. Stokes).

A-D579672, Bacich, Anton Sime.

A-2879588, Battaglinl, Quirino Gene.

A-565620563, Beda, Sabetay.

A-8249257, Bellios, Paraskevl Costalia.

A-5166885, Bendfeldt, August Johannes,

A-6326675, Berliner, EKenneth Michael
(alias Eenneth Michael Hovde).

A-35€3840, Binicos, Ioannis Simeon, or
John Sam Binicos.

A-3158850, Blake, Clara, formerly Sinclair
formerly Bott (nee Brewster).

A-B6745477, Bohn, Cecilia Sophia, or Cecilia
Sophia Syre.

A-G428294, Boone, Patricia B., or Patricia
Imelda Boone (nee Bibby).

A-9574254, Boonstoppel, Johannes, or John
Jacobh Boonstoppel.

A-6441010, Booth, Margaret Kato Walker.

A-5134452, Bosi, Enricko, or Henry Peter
Bosi,

A-0810588, Bruggencate, Albertus Ten.

A-3726769, Callejas, Manuel Peidro.

A-6754664, Changeux, Danliel Robert.

A-5763706, Chau, Shing Leung, or Spaul-
ding Chau.

A-6256341, Cirincione, Maria Teresa,

A-6256342, Cirincione, Carmela Marie.

A-6790777, Corazza, Gilberto Leo (allas
Gilberto Corazza or Corrazza or Gilbert Lee
Corazza).

A-6092372, Cortes, Caroline Napoleon, for-
merl- Caroline Napoleon Denard.

A-1370087, Costas, Juan Antonio Lopez, or
Juan Lopez Costas or Juan Lopez.

A-6172681, Cotsonis, Potoula George, or
Potoula Laloussis,

A-4851448, D'Agostino, Arcangelo, or An-
gelo D'Agostino.

A-6218566, Dantes, John, or Ioannes Yusel
Dantes.

A-7589086, Davis, John Champneys.

A-6371776, Derro, Glovanna (nee Totino).

A-6391245, D'Orsogna, Marcello.

A-6427491, Estridge, Edward Nathaniel.

A-3442024, Farese, Biaglo,

A-418505T, Faustinl, Sebastiani, or Benny
or Beniamino Faustino,

A-4173534, Fook, Ling Bing, or Bing Fook

A-8075351, Francisco, Rogello Chumbuque.

A-9770636, Furman, Franclszek Felix, or
Franciszek Furman or Frank Furman.

A-9659026, Galanos, Nocolaos.

A-5929794, George, Elleen.

A-4660615, Gessner, Friedrich Albert Hein-
rich Robert, or Fred Horn.
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A-5146721, Glick, Derothy, or Dorothy
Bloom or Debora Blimbaum.

A-3323609. Goffredo, Pantaleo, or Leo
Goffredo.

A-T7653000, Goldstein, Katherine Doris (nee
Eatherine Doris Victorsen).

A-6517859, Gunther, Esperanza Eroles (nee
Esperanza Eroles).

A-T7592298, Hansen, Marjorie McGuire.

A-1074698, Helloo, Vartanoush (nee Mar-
karian Rose or Vartanoush Erikorian).

A-6040369, Hodge, Lawrence.

A-6024985, Hodge, Maude Iola.

A-5878163, Hsueh, Wel Fan (alias Wilfred
Hsueh).

A-6580350, Huggins, Frederick Oscar.

A-4833110, Hantwarg, Rubin or Huntverg
or Reubin Hunter or Robert Miller.

A-2808572, Ionno, Pellegrino.

A-6428323, Jacobs, Margaret Genevieve (nee
Bibby allas Genevieve Jacobs).

A-4301234, Jaeger, George Friedrich Willy
(alias George Waldo).

A-6249467, Jarrin, Fanny Lucila or Mos-
quera.

A-6060836, Jarrin, Nelson Anibal, M. D.

A-6291689, Jarrold, James Michael.

A-5922766, Kellgren, Adam.

A-8755482, Eerketzes, Ioannis, or Joanis
Stilianos or John 8. Kerkentzes.

A-4690864, Klapprat, Robert, or Klaprat or
Klappert or Kappert.

A-T558796, Klasson, Joanna Elizabeth.

A-0776542, Kritikos, Joannis Stavros (allas
John Steve Kritikos).

A-5946937, Kuzemka, Nikolaj or Nikolaj or
Nick Kuzema or Joseph Meski,

A-653C589, Kuzninska, Jacek Richard.

A-6277981, Eyriazis, Christ Constantine.

A-6414794, Lamer, Mirko.

A-6251150, Lamer, Leonore.

A—-6281356, Lara-Medrano, Jose.

A-7686310, Larson, Alice Mary Margaret
(nee Seyer).

A-5234163, Laufer, Edith (nee Luberoff).

A-5886897, Leer, Cornelius,

A~2794018, Lemanis, Konstantine George, or
Costas Lemanis.

A-6526015, Leni, Nunziata.

A-4882931, Leshley, Willlam Alexander.

A-6633954, Leung, Vicente.

A-6300096, Liddicoat, Doreen Violet.

A-4441129, Lundsteen, Ernest Hubert.

A-3837986, Lyons, Thomas Joseph.

A-4535362, Madsen, Charles Marinus.

A-5668197, Majka, Jan or John Majka.

A-4940423, Majka, EKatarzyna Rose (nee
Banek).

A-6810821, Maldonado, Petra, or Petra Mal-
donado de Montes.

A-4947208, Mancusl, Marlo, or Mike Man-
cusi.

A-6075160, Martin, Gladys Constance.

A-6108461, Medina, Jose Julio Juil Ren-
terla, or Luis Medina Renteria or Jose Luils
Renteria Medina.

A-5766526, Melanoff, Rose or Loza (nee
Vassiloff or Vassideva).

A-6245144, Mobilje, Catherine Z., or Cath-
erine Vomvila or Aitkermis Mombilin,

A-3691575, Mohamed, Dost, or Johnnie Mo-
hamed.

A-9552718, Monterroso, Herman, or Herman
Monterrossa.

A-1858603, Morze, Charity Alma, or Char-
ity Alma Fifleld.

A-3640890, Mulkern, Joseph or Mulkerinus.

A-1231306, Napoli, Antonlo.

A-9701787, Olsen, Ingolf.

A-9550196, Olsen, Rolf,

A-6624314, O'Neal, Etienne Emerson,

A-6239403, Paille, Jack Jean Paul, or Jack
Paille.

A-1029502, Perel,
Earnest Pearl.

A-5105586, Petibon, Yves, or Maurice Peti-
bon.

A-6701961, Pfeifer, Karoline Marla (allas
Karoline Mary Pfeifer).

A-65694725, Fapandreopoulos, Elias Polyhios.

Nechemia, or Norman
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A-7041848, Pun, Chin Yuen, or Chin Yuen
Pon, Pon Yuen Chinn.

A-6300094, Rankin, Jilllan Eay.

A-6252336, Renteria, Manuel, or Manuel
Renteria Portilla.

A-5712529, Reynolds, Henrletta Pauline
(nee Adams).

‘A-7010074, Richter, Rolf Hans,

A-7010073, Richter, Lucie Gertrud, or Ger=
trud Lucie Richter.

A-6650790, Robertson, Clifford James
Charles.
A-7528781, Roehmann, Dagobert (allas

Dagobert Waldow).

56160/182, Ruello, Antonlo.

A-4005355, Samad, Iris Daphne (nee Van-
putten).

A-6125773, Banchez-Barcenas,
(alias Inez Sanchez-Barcenas).

A-6077519, Schaefer, Adelaida Santos.

A-B0T7574, Schaefer, Jr., John Santos.

A-4084498, Sartuche, Bertha Reyes (alias
Bertha Sanchez Sartuche alias Bertha Reyes
alias Bertha Sanchez).

A-1707593, Bauter, Anna, or Anna Mander-
scheldt or Anna Jetter.

56112,/24, Scordilis, Panagiotis Stylianos.

A-2208613, Seiter, Christian Joseph, or
Chris or Christ Seiter. .

A-6833431, Berrano-Berrera, Jose Mauricio,

A-1384811, Simon, Malvina E. (nee Abra-
ham, allas Malvina Ester Bsch, alias Malvina
Schwartz and Malvina Elsenbach).

A-2700886, Skuza, Frank, or Franclszek
Bkuza.

A-1545593, Spencer, Charles Joseph.,

A-7001121, Spencer, Mlildred Vivian Mar-

Jose Inegz

garet,

A-5130588, Stankiewlcz, Josef, or Joseph

Btank,

A-6233624, Stevenson, Walter George.
A-6239754, Stolz, Chen ILi Ying (nee Chen

Li Ying).

A-8345672, Stoyas, Athena, or Athena
Moonos or Athena Papanghelidau.
A-T791546, Stroud (de), Maria Voltas.
A-6494368, Tedesco, Saviour.
A-6296116, Thomasson, Ivan Samuel.
A-5593901, Tietge, Paul (alias Paul Klein),
A-5628597, Trapani, Gaetano.
A-6357984, Tratarou, Pantelis, John.
A-6350818, Tratarou, Athenoula.
A-3073862, Traynor, Harry Joseph.
_ A-6692815, Trilling, Erin, or Erin Shikallof,
A-3428805, Tuerk, Arthur Erdmann.
A-6020205, Turnbull, Idalia Constancia
“Dally.”

A-1164142, Tye, Ong Hee.

A-49739717, Valliant, John Peden.

A-8709145, Vanskike, Verla Cora, formerly
Strickland (nee Thomas).

A-6754859, Vanskike, Lols Isable Gladys,
formerly Strickland.

A-6765531, Vanskike, Allan Robert, for-
merly Strickland.

A-5870852, Vanterpool, Viola Anastacia, or

Viola Anastacia Fahir or Viola Anastacia Foy.
A-2830324, Vasllios, Christos,

A-4086671, Vassura, Anthony or Antonlo.
A-3182536, Vassura, Josephine (nee Giro-

limini). 4
A-6007554, Vieira, Joao.

A-5546430, Villanova, Manuel (alis Manuel

Villanova Dominguez or Manuel Ribas).

_ A-4328843, Vogt, Gustav (allas Augusta

Conrad alias Paul G. Leonard).

A-26325661, Wang, Mabel Chih-Lan Chen,
or Mabel Gee Lan Chan.

A-5T748097, Werner, Margaret (nee Car-
michael), or Mrs. Howard Charles Werner.

A-5100807, Wexelman, Sarah, or Sarah

Dvora Wexelman.

A-T022757, Wexelman, Mortimer.
A-6433846, Wiesner, Lucille M. (nee Bibby).
A-2454595, Wing, Edward Yee; Yee On

Woon.,

A-6720886, Yankopoulos,
astasiou.

Alexander An-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

CLAIMS OF J. N. JONES AND OTHERS

The bill (S. 146) conferring jurisdic-
tion upon the United States District
Court for the District of Oregon to hear,
determine, and render judgment upon
the claims of J. N. Jones, and others, was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
any statute of limitations or lapse of time or
any limitation upon the jurisdiction of
United States district courts to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment on tort claims
against the United States which accrue prior
to January 1, 1945, jurisdiction is hereby con-
ferred upon the United States District Court
for the Distriet of Oregon to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon the clalms of the
following-named persons, all of Malheur
County, Oreg., against the United States for
damages incurred by them when their prop-
erties were flooded as the result of a break on
May 7, 1642, Iin the reservoir gates which con-
trolled the flow of water into canals of the
Vale-Oregon irrigation district; the projects
in such district being then under the exclu-
sive control of the United States: (1) J. N.
Jones; (2) May Delsole, successor in interest
and heir at law of L. P. Delsole; (3) Anna
Curry, administratrix of the estate of Fred
Curry; (4) John U. Hoffman; (5) Orrin
Curry; (6) Tom Joyce; (7) W. W. Seaward;
(8) Gilbert Masterson; (9) Drexell Williams;
(10) John Joyce and Eate Joyce; and (11)
Mary Robertson, successor in interest and
heir at law of W. A. Robertson.

Sec. 2. In the determination of such claims,
the United States shall be held liable for
damages, and for any negligent or wrongful
acts or omissions of any of its officers or em-
ployees, to the same extent as if the United
States were a private person in accordance
with the law of the place where the acts or
omissions occurred.

Sec. 3. Buit upon such claims may be
instituted by or on behalf of the claimants
listed in section 1 at any time within 1 year
after the date of enactment of this act.
Proceedings for the determination of such
claims and review thereof, and payment of
any judgments thereon, shall he had as in
the case of claims over which such court has
jurisdiction under the Federal Tort Claims
Act.

H. LAWRENCE HULL

The bill (S. 147) for the relief of H.
Lawrence Hull was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, te H. Lawrence Hull,
of Newport, Oreg., the sum of $551.66, in full
settlement of all claims against the United
Btates on account of property damages sus-
tained by him when a United States Army
vehicle struck and destroyed two gasoline
pumps owned by him on December 2, 1943,
at Newport, Oreg.: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be pald
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered In
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding, Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
E'unty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-

fon thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

JAMES A. BTAPLETON, RUTH BURK, AND
MILDRED OVREN

The bill (8. 195) for the relief of James
A. Stapleton, Ruth Burk, and Mildred
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Ovren, copartners doing business under
the name and style of Stapleton Lumber
& Piling Co., was announced as next in
order,

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object, I should
like to have an explanation of the hill.

Mr, McCARRAN. Will the Senator
kindly withhold his objection until we
can have House bill 1113 substituted for
Senate bill 195.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of House
bill 1113?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R.1113)
for the relief of James A. Stapleton, Ruth
Burk, and Mildred Ovren, copartners do-
ing business under the name and style
of Stapleton Lumber & Piling Co.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, at
the time of renegotiation of contract be-
tween this company and the office of the
division engineer, price adjustment di-
vision, a refund of $28,000 was proposed
which was accepted by the contractor.
Upon review, this settlement was criti-
cized as unduly severe by the Chief of
the Settlements Section, Army Price Ad-
Justment Board. The settlement could
not be set aside because of the statutory
provision making such an agreement
final and conclusive. The Department
of Justice, in a letter dated August 23,
1948, states:

In view of the fact that the renegotiation
agreement referred to was entered into in
the formative stages of enforcement of the
Renegotiation Act, it would appear that the
claimant company suffered an injustice in
the conslderation of its case and was not
accorded the same treatment which other
contractors similarly situated subsequently
received. In the light of the unusual circum-
stances of the casz2, it does not appear that
the proposed relief would establish & prece-
dent which might adversely affect existing
collection policy in renegotiation matters.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestlon is on the third reading of the

ill,

The bill was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, Senate bill 195 is indefinitely
postponed.

STONE & COOPER COAL CO., INC.

The bill (8. 227) for the relief of
Stone & Cooper Coal Co., Inc., was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $2,280.59, to Stone & Cooper Coal Co.,
Inc., of Augusta, Maine, in full settlement
of all claims against the United States for
relmbursement of transportation cost in ex-
cess of normal rates of transportation pre-
vailing prior to January 1, 1842, on coal re-
ceived on and after May 18, 1942, to June 1,
1944, In and around New York Harbor area
and in New England, which period was not
included In the regulations of the Office of
Price Administration on bituminous coal
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from district No., 3 In northern West Vir-
ginla: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be pald or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding £1,000.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES OF THE
VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION

The bill (S. 683) to relieve certain em-
ployees of the Veterans’ Administration
from financial liability for certain over-
payments was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted etc., That the employees re-
eponsible for the excess or erroneous pay-
ments represented by the sums herein
stated be, and they are hereby, relieved of
financlial liability therefor and the Comp-
troller General ls authorized and directed
to take action to grant the sald relief: Pro-
vided, That this act shall not be construed
to bar recovery of the amounts herein spec-
ified from the persons to whom and through
whom such amounts have been paid:

First. H. H. Milks, certifying officer at Vet-
erans’ Administration, Washington, D, C., in
sum of $19.36, which amount was expended in
August 1944, under symbol 11559.

Second. G. O. Haynes, certifying officer at
Veterans' Administration, Washington, D. C.,
in the sum of $7.58, which amount was ex-
pended in September 1943, under symbol
11559.

Third. M. Meyers, certifying officer at Vet-
erans’ Administration, Washington, D. C., in
the sum of £10.50, which amount was €x-
pended in January 1943, under symbol 11561,

Fourth. H. L. McCoy, certifying officer at
Veterans' Administration, Washington, D. C,,
in the sum of $5.27, which amount was ex-
pended in October 1944, under symbol 100-
8225.

Fifth. D. M. Wolfe, certifying officer at
Veterans' Administration, Washington, D, C.,
in the sum of $20.47, which amount was ex-
pe;lded in February 1946, under symbol 200~
3225.

Sixth. C. J. Reichert, certifying officer at
Veterans' Administration, New York branch
of central office, in the sum of §98.39, which
amount was expended from January 1
through October 31, 1843, under symbol 11564,

Seventh. M. E. Head, certifying officer at
Veterans' Administration, Lyons, N. J., in the
sum of $32.25, which amount was expended in
September 1842, under symbol 11564.

Eighth, John H. Ale, certifying officer at
Veterans' Administration, Dayton, Ohlo, in
the sum of $26.56, which amount was ex-
pended in November 1943 and September
1944, under symbols 11568 and 104-3225.

Ninth. Eugene H. Dibble, Jr., certifying
officer at Veterans' Administration, Tuskegee,
Ala, in the sum of $51.64, which amount
was expended from June 1 through August
31, 1942, and in June 1943, under symbol
11569.

Tenth. R. D. Beer, certifying officer at Vet-
erans' Administration, Hines, Ill,, in the sum
of $14.37, which amount was expended in
December 1943, under symbol 11571,

Eleventh. Guy F. Palmer, certifying officer
at Veterans' Administration, Dearborn, Mich.,
in the sum of $53.48, which amount was ex-
pended in May 1942, October 1942, and July
1943, under symbol 11571.

Twelfth. W. A. Birmingham, certifying of-
ficer at Veterans’ Administration, Batavila,
N. Y., in the sum of £56.50, which amount
was expended from April 1 through July 31,
1942, under symbol 11564,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

MICEEY BAINE

The bill (8. 948) for the relief of
Mickey Baine was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the SBecretary of
the Treasury 1s authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Mickey Baine, of
Nashville, Tenn., the sum of $4,500, in full
satisfaction of his claim against the United
States (1) for compensation for perscnal
injuries, property damage, and loss of earn=
ings suffered by him, and (2) for reimburse-
ment of medical and hospital expenses in-
curred by him as a result of an automobile
accident which cccurred in 1943 in Nash-
ville, Tenn., when his automobile was struck
by a United States Army vehicle: Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof
shall be paid or delivered to or recelved by
any agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with this claim, and
the same shall be unlawful, any contract
to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per-
son violating the provisions of this act shall
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and
upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

AMENDMENT TO SECTION 2680 OF TITLE
28, UNITED STATES CODE

The bill (S. 1168) to amend section
2680 of title 28, United States Code, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, may
we have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the
definition of “Federal agency” in the
Federal Tort Claims Act was so broad as
to include the Panama Railroad Com-
pany, a company which was originally
incorporated by an act of the Legislature
of the State of New York in 1849, and
reincorporated by Public Law 808 of the
Eightieth Congress, as “an agency and
instrumentality of the United States, and
as an adjunct of the Panama Canal.”

The varied activities of the company,
which include the operation of a rail-
road across the Isthmus of Panama with
terminals in the Republic of Panama,
the operation of a steamship line between
the Isthmus and American ports, the op-
eration of hotels and commissary stores,
and the operation of related commercial
enterprises, are not those to which the
principle of governmental immunity to
suit should be applied. The company
has long been registered as a foreign
corporation in Panama and has desig-
nated agents in Panama to receive serv-
ice of process in suits brought against
it in the courts of the Republic of Pan-
ama.

Mr, SCHOEPPEL. Mr.
have no objection.

There being no objection, the bill (S.
1168) was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That section 2880 of
title 28, United States Code, 1s amended by
adding at the end thereof the following new
subparagraph:

“{m) Any claim arising from the activities
of the Panama Rallroad Company."”

REIMBURSEMENT FOR LOSSES SUSTAINED
FROM FLOOD
The bill (H. R. 555) conferring juris-

diction upon the District Court of the
United States for the Northern District

President, I
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of California, Northern Division, to hear,
determine, and render judgment upon
the claims of all persons for reimburse-
ment for damages and losses sustained
as a result of a flood which cccurred in
December 1937 in levee district No. 10,
Yuba County, Calif., was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

SYLVIA M. MISETICH

The bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of
Sylvia M. Misetich was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

ARTHUR G. ROBINSON

The bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of
Arthur G. Robinson was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

CLAIMS OF HILDA LINKS, E. J. OHMAN,
AND FRED L. EROESING

The bill (H. R. 581) to confer juris-
diction upon the District Court for the
Territory of Alaska to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon the claim, or
claims, of Hilda Links and E. J. Ohman,
partners, and Fred L. Kroesing, all of
Anchorage, Alaska, was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

MRS. LUCILLE DAVIDSON

The bill (H. R. 591) for the relief of
Mrs. Lucille Davidson was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

JAMES W. KEITH

The bill (H. R. 592) for the relief of
James W. Keith was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EUGENE J. BEARMAN

The bill (H. R. 618) for the relief of
Eugene J. Bearman was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

ELIZABETH B. MURPHY

The bill (H. R. 659) for the relief of
Mrs. Elizabeth B. Murphy was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

JOHN J. O'NEIL

The bill (H. R. 729) for the relief of
John J. O'Neil was considered, ordered
to’a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

MARY JANE HARRIS

The bill (H. R. 739) for the relief of
Mary Jane Harris was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

B. JOHN HANSON

The bill (H. R. T745) for the relief of
B. John Hanson was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

R. C. OWEN, R. C. OWEN, JR., AND ROY
OWEN

The bill (H. R. 1036) for the relief of
R. C. Owen, R, C. Owen, Jr., and Roy
Owen was announced as next in order.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
should like to have an explanation of the
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bill, particularly in the light of the ob-
jection made by the Secretary of the
Treasury, on page 4 of the report.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, by
way of explanation, the position taken
by the Treasury Department is some-
what mystifying to the committee, in
view of the fact that in the Eighty-first
Congress the Department sought and ob-
tained introduction of a bill, Senate bill
196, for the relief of one of its own em-
ployees who was responsible for the total
loss of a far more substantial number
of internal-revenue stamps under cir-
cumstances which at least raised the
guestion of gross negligence, aside from
the fact that none of the missing stamps
were ever recovered, nor was there more
than a‘reasonable hypothesis on which
to base an explanation of their disap-
pearance. The claimants in this case,
through no fault or negligence on their
part, have suffered an out-of-pocket loss
which is definitely determinable, and the
Government has correspondingly been
unjustly enriched.

Mr. FERGUSON. Ihave no objection.

There being no objection, the bill
(H. R. 1036) for the relief of R. C. Owen,
R. C. Owen, Jr., and Roy Owen was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

FIRST DEFICIENCY AFPROPRIATION, 1949

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour
of 2 o'clock having arrived, the morning
hour is terminated, and the Chair lays
before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, which is the first deficiency appro-
priation bill.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President,
would there be any objection to con-
tinuing to completion the call of the
calendar?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Nevada ask unanimous
consent that that be done?

Mr. McCARRAN. I ask unanimous
consent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr, McEKELLAR. Mr. President, I
shall not object, unless it will take too
long. I am sure the Senator from Ne-
vada wants the Senate to get to the con-
sideration of the deficiency appropria-
tion bill, in which every Senator is in-
terested.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I hope
the Senator from Tennessee will agree
to the unanimous-consent request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the unanimous-consent re-
quest is agreed to, and the clerk will
continue the call of the calendar.

Mr, WHERRY, Mr. President, does
the agreement provide that we shall pro-
ceed to a conclusion of the call of the
calendar, with no time limitation?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
quest was that the call be continued, and
no objection was raised.

Mr. WHERRY., Just what is the
order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the
call of the calendar shall be continued.

Mr. McCARRAN. That we may pro-
ceed to the conclusion of the calendar,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next order of busi-
ness on the calendar.
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MRS. WESLEY BERK

The bill (H. R. 1043) for the relief of
Mrs. Wesley Berk (formerly Mrs. Ruth
Cameron) was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

BERNICE GREEN

The bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief
of Bernice Green was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

JAMES LEON KEATON

The bill (H. R. 1068) for the relief of
James Leon Keaton was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

RELIEF OF THE COUNTY OF
ALLEGHENY, PA,

The bill (H. R. 1959) for the relief
of the county of Allegheny, Pa., was an=
nounced as next in order.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
may we have an explanation of this bill?

Mr, McCARRAN, Mr. President, the
purpose of the proposed legislation is to
pay the sum of $29,147.50 to Allegheny
County, Pa., in full settlement of all
claims against the United States for
damages sustained by a fire which com-
pletely destroyed a building known as
“Agricultural Hall,” located in South
Park, Allegheny County, Pa., on Febru-
ary 16,.1944, while being occupied and
used by and exclusively under the con-
trol of the War Department.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the consideration of the bill?

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I have no ob-
Jection,

There being no objection, the bill was
considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

RELIEF OF THE LEGAL GUARDIAN OF
JOSEPH DE SOUZA, JR.

The bill (H. R. 2708) for the relief of
the legal guardian of Joseph De Souza,
Jr., was considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

FEES, EXPENSES, AND COSTS OF JURORS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 635) to increase the fees of wit-
nesses in the United States Courts and
before United States Commissioners, and
for other purposes, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on the
Judiciary with an amendment, on page 1,
line 6, after the word “witness”, to strike
out “atending”, and insert “attending”,
s0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1821 of
title 28, United States Code, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

“Sgec. 1821, Per diem and mileage generally;
subsistence. A witness attending in any
court of the United States or before a United
States commissioner or person taking hils
deposition pursuant to any order of a court
of the United States, shall receive $4 for
each day’s attendance and for the time nec-
essarily occupied in going to and returning
from the same, and 7 cents per mile for
going from and returning to his place of
residence. Witnesses who are not salarled
employees of the Government and who are
not in custody and who attend at points so
far removed from thelr respective residence
as to prohibit return thereto from day to
day shall be entitled to an additional allow-
gnce of §6 per day for expenses of subsistence
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including the time necessarily occupied in
going to and returning from the place of at-
tendance: Provided, That in lleu of the mile-
#age allowance provided for herein, witnesses
who are required to travel between the Ter-
ritories, possessions, or to and from the con-
tinental United States, shall be entitled to
the actual expenses of travel at the lowest
first-class rate available at the time of res-
ervation for passage, by means of transporta-
tlon employed: Provided further, That this
section shall not apply to Alaska.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

FEES, EXPENSES AND COSTS OF JURORS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 1042) relating to the payment of
fees, expenses, and costs of jurors, which
had been reported from the Committee
on the Judiciary with an amendment, on
page 2, line 11, to strike out “$4”, and
insert “$5”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the second, third,
and fourth aphs of section 1871 of
title 28 of the United States Code, entitled
“Judiciary and Judicial Procedures,” are
hereby amended to read as follows:

“For actual attendance at the place of trial
or hearing and for the time necessarily oc-
cupied in going to and from such place at
the beginning and end of such service or at
any time during the same, $7 per day, except
that any juror required to attend more than
80 days in hearing one case may be paid in
the discretion and upon the certification of
the trial judge a per diem fee not exceeding
810 for each day in excess of 30 days he is
required to hear such case. ;

“For the distance necessarlly traveled to
and from a juror’s residence by the shortest
practicable route in going to and returning
irom the place of service at the beginning
and at the end of the term of service and
for all additional necessary daily transporta-
tion expense, 7 cents per mile, except that
if daily travel appears impracticable, sub-
sistence of §5 per day shall be allowed,
Whenever In any case the jury is ordered to
be kept together and not to separate, the
cost of subsistence during such period shall
be paid by the United States marshal upon
the order of the court in lieu of the foregoing
subsistence allowance.

“Jury fees and travel and subsistence al-
lowances provided by this section shall be
paid by the United States marshal on the
certificate of the clerk of the court, and in
the case of jury fees in excess of $7 per diem,
when allowed as hereinabove provided, on
the certificate of the trial judge.”

Sec. 2. The act entitled “An act relating
to the payment of fees, expenses, and costs
of jurors,” approved June 25, 1948 (ch. 652,
62 Stat. 1016), is hereby repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

LAURA SPINNICHIA

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Laura
Spinnichia, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary
with an amendment, on page 1, line 11,
before the word *“Hall”, to strike out
“McDonald” and insert YMacDonough.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
girossed and the bill to be read a third

me,

The bill was read the third time and
passed.
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RELIEF OF THE LEGAL GUARDIAN OF
ROSE MARY AMMIRATO, A MINOR

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H, R. 1501) for the relief of the
.legal guardian of Rose Mary Ammirato, a

minor, which had been reported from the
Committee on the Judiciary with an
-amendment, on page 2, after line 9, to in-
sert a new section as follows:

SEc. 2, Private Law 447, Eightieth Congress,

is hereby repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed and the bill to be read a third
time. .

The bill was read the third time and
passed.

CLAIM OF MRS. FLORENCE BENOLEEN

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 188) conferring jurisdiction upon
the United States District Court for the
District of Nebraska to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon the claim of
Mrs. Florence Benolken, which had been
reported by the Committee on the Ju-
diciary with amendments, on page 1,
line 6, after the words “compensation for"
to insert “any and all;” and on line 8,
before the word “advised”, to strike out
the word “erroneously”, so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is
hereby conferred upon the United States
District Court for the District of Nebraska to
hear, determine, and render judgment upon
the e¢laim of Mrs. Florence Eenolken, of
Omaha, Nebr,, for compensation for any and
all losses sustained by her as a result of hav-
ing been advised by representatives of the
War Department that she was not entitled
to have her household goods shipped at Gov-
ernment expense from Seattle, Wash.,. to
Omaha, Nebr., subsequent to the death in
October 1942, of her husband, Lt. Francls
John Benolken, while serving on active duty
in the Army of the United States.

Sgc. 2. In the determination of such
claims, the United States shall be held llable
for damages, and for any negligent or Wrong-
ful acts or omissions of any of its officers or
employees, to the same extent as if the Unit-
ed States were a private person in accord-
ance with the law of the place where the
acts or omissions occurred.

Bec. 3. Notwithstanding any statute of lim-
itations or lapse of time, suit upon such claim
may be instituted by the claimant within 1
year after the date of enactment of this act.
Proceedings for the determination of such
claim and review thereof, and payment of
any judgment thereon, shall be had as in
the case of claims over which such court has
jurisdiction under the provislons of para-
graph “Twentieth” of section 24 of the Judi-
cial Code, as amended,

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EBADGE OF THE AMERICAN LEGION

The bill (S. 646) granting a renewal of
patent No. 54,296, relating to the badge
of the American Legion, was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as
follows: .

Be it enacted, ete., That a certaln design
patent issued by the United States Patent
Office of date of December 9, 1919, being pat=-
ent Mo, 54,206, is hereby renewed and ex-
tended for a period of 14 years from and
after the date of approval of this act, with
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all the rights and privileges pertaining to
the same, being generally known as ‘“the
badge of the American Legion."

BADGE OF THE AMERICAN LEGION
AUXILIARY

The bill (S. 647) granting a renewal
of patent No. 55,398, relating to the badge
of the American Legion Auxiliary, was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That a certain design
patent issued by the United States Patent
Office of date of June 1, 1920, being patent
No. 55,398, is hereby renewed and extended
for a period of 14 years from and after the
date of approval of this act, with all the
rights and privileges pertaining to the same,
being generally known as “the badge of the
American Legion Auxiliary.”

BADGE OF THE SONS OF THE AMERICAN
LEGION

The bill (S. 676) granting a renewal
of patent No. 92,187, relating to the
badge of the Sons of the American Le-
gion, was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc.,, That a certain design
patent issued by the United States Patent
Office of date of May 8, 1934, being patent
No. 92,187, is hereby renewed and extended for
a perlod of 14 years from and after the date
of approval of this act, with all the rights and
privileges pertaining to the same, being gen-
erally known as “the badge of The Sons of
The American Legion.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 734) to provide for the
appointment and compensation of coun-
sel for impoverished dependents in cer-
tain criminal cases in the United States
district courts, was announced as next
in order. g

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, at the
request of my colleague, the junior Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. Russerrl], I ask
that this bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On ob-
jection of the Senator from Georgia, the
bill will be passed over.

ESTABLISHMENT OF GRADE OF GENERAL
CF' THE AIR FORCE

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 796) to establish the grade of
General of the Air Force, and for other
purposes, which has been reported from
the Committee on Armed Services with
an amendment, on page 1, line 9, after
the word “herewith” to strike out “des-
ignated” and insert “redesignated”, so as
to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby
established in the United States Air Force
the grade of General of the Air Force.

SEC. 2. The grade of any individual trans-
ferred in the grade of general of the Army
from the Regular Army to the United States
Alr Force, pursuant to the National Security
Act of 1947 (act of July 26, 1947; 61 Stat.
695), is herewith redesignated “General of the
Air Force."

Sec, 3. Nothing herein shall be construed
as appointing any Individual to a new or
different office or to alter or prejudice the
status of any Individual concerned so as to
deprive him of any pay or allowances, rights,
benefits, or privileges to which he may be
entitled under existing law.

The amendment was agreed to.

APrIL 11

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS ON THE
ACTIVE LIST OF THE FPHILIPPINE
SCOUTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 1181) to authorize the appoint-
ment of officers on the active list of the
Philippine Scouts in the Regulary Army,
and for other purposes, which had been
reported from the Committee on Armed
Services with an amendment, on page
1, line 9, after the date “1933” to insert
“and who are or become citizens of the
United States prior to appointment
hereunder”, so as to ma}ke the bill read:

Be it enacted, eic., That until .a date 1
year following the date of enactment of this
act, and within the authorized active list
commissioned officer strength of the Regu-
lar Army, the President, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, is author-
ized to appoint officers on the active list of
the Philippine Scouts, who were appointed
therein prior to June 30, 1933, and who are
or become citizens of the United States prior
to appointment hereunder, in the Regular
Army in the same commissioned officer
grades as are held by such officers in the
Philippine Scouts at the time of appoint-
ment.

Sec, 2. The names of officers so appointed
shall be entered on the Army promotion list
in their permanent grades, precedence with-
in grades being fixed in accordance with
their relative permanent grade senlority
among themselves and among Army promo-
tion-list officers at the time of appointment.

SEC. 3. All active Federal service performed
as commissioned officers of the Philippine
Scouts by officers appointed under this act
shall be creditable as active commissioned
service as officers of the Regular Army for
all purposes: Provided, That their positions
on the promotion list shall be determined
as provided in section 2 hereof,

Sec. 4. The acceptance of appointments
in the Regular Army under this act shall
operate to vacate the military status in the
Philippine Scouts theretofore occupled by
each of the appointees.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President,
may we have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, this
bill puts back into the Regular Army of
the United States those officers who had
previously been on assigned duty to the
Philippine Scouts, who are no longer an
organization of the United States. It
retains for them the benefits they would
have had, and keeps them on active duty
in our forces, because they can no longer
be assigned to the Philippine Army.
i Mr. SCHOEPFEL. I have no objec-

on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

ACQUISITION OR CONSTRUCTION OF
STRUCTURES, EQUIPMENT, AND IM-
PROVEMENTS IN THE CANAL ZONE

The bill (8. 1136) to amend the Canal
Zone Code, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object, I should like
to have an explanation of the bill,
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Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, the re-
port states the reason for the enactment
of the bill. It provides for a recodifi-
cation of the present laws. I do not be-
lieve there is anything of great impor-
tance in the bill. It was explained to
our committee as a recodification of the
laws. It grants no additional authority,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere
objection to the consideration of the
bill?

There being no objection, the bill was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That title 2 of the Canal
Zone Code is amended by adding in chapter
1 thereof three new sections numbered 16
to 18, and reading as follows:

“16. Acquisition or construction of struc-
tures, equipment, and improvements: The
Governor of the Panama Canal is author-
ized, within the limits of available funds,
to purchase or otherwise acquire equipment,
and within the Canal Zone to purchase or
otherwise acquire, construct, repair, replace,
alter, or enlarge any building, structure, or
other improvement, when in his judgment
such action is necessary for the operation,
maintenance, sanitation, or civil government
of the Panama Canal or Canal Zone.

“17. Claims for losses of or damages to
property: Authority is hereby conferred upon
the Governor of the Panama Canal, or his
designee for the purpose, to consider, adjust,
determine, and settle claims for losses of or
damages to property arising from the con-
duct by the Panama Canal of authorized
business operations, or arising from the
maintenance, operation, improvement, or en-
largement of capacity of the Panama Canal
or from the sanitation or civil government
of the Canal Zone: Provided, however, That
this section shall not apply to claims cog-
nizable either under section 10 of this title,
as amended, or under the Federal Tort Claims
Act.

“Any award made to any claimant pur-
suant to this section shall be payable out
of any moneys appropriated or made avail-
able for the maintenance and operation,
sanitation, and civil government of the Pan-
ama Canal and Canal Zone; and the ac-
ceptance by the claimant of any such award
shall be final and conclusive on the claim-
ant, and shall constitute a complete release
by the claimant of such claim against the
United States.

“18. Disaster relief: In the event of emer-

.gency arising because of disaster or calamity

by flood, hurricane, earthquake, fire, pesti-
lence, or like cause, not foreseen or other-
wise provided for, and occurring in the Canal

Zone, or occurring in the Republic of Pan-

ama in such circumstances as to constitute

an actual or potential hazard to health,
safety, security, or property in the Canal

Zone, the Governor of the Panama Canal

is authorized to expend avallable funds and

to utilize or furnish materials, supplies,
equipment, and services for relief, assistance,
and protection.”

Bec, 2. Chapter 4 of title 2, Canal Zone
Code, which chapter is now entitled “Busi-
ness Operations™ and consists of sections 51
and 52 of sald title 2, 1s amended to read as
follows:

“CHAPTER 4—BUSINESS OPERATIONS; BALES AND

SERVICES

“Sec.

“b1. Authorization for establishment and op-
eration of various facilities.

“52, Organization and conduct of any such
facilities by Panama Canal as ‘busi-
ness operations.’

© “53. Receipts from such operations, sales,
and services; expenditure and rein-
vestment; reports.

“64. Exception of Canal Zone postal service.
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“Sgo. Bl. Authorization for establishment
and operation of various facilities: (a) In
connection with the operation, maintenance,
sanitation, and civil government of the Pan-
amsa Canal and Canal Zone, the President is
authorized to establish, maintain, and oper-
ate, through the Parfama Railroad Company,
or otherwise, docks, wharves plers, drydocks,
shops, yards, marine railways, salvage and
towing facilitles, dredging facilities, con-
struction facilities, fuel-handling facilities,
motor-transportation facilities, civil air ter-
minals, power systems, water and sewer sys-
tems, warehouses, storehouses, hotels, a
printing plant, living quarters and other
buildings, and any other necessary facilities
and appurtenances, for the purpose of pro-
viding, at reasonable prices, fuel, electric
power, water, equipment, supplies and ma-
terials generally, repairs, labor, transporta-
tion, quarters, space in bulldings, wharf and
like services, hotel and restaurant services,
and services generally, including recreational
services, and for the purpose of assembling,
assorting, storing, repairing, and selling scrap
and other byproducts of manufacturing and
shop operations, and materials, supplies, and
equipment purchased or acquired for the
construction, improvement, operation, main-
tenance, sanitation, or civil government of
the Panama Canal or Canal Zone and which
are obsolete, unserviceable, or no longer
needed. The sales, services, equipment, sup~
plies, and materials hereinbefore referred to
may be made or furnished to vessels, to agen-
cies of the Government of the United States,
to the Panama Rallroad Company, to em-
ployees of the Government of the United
Btates or of the Panama Railroad Company,
and to any other governments, agencies, per-

-gons, corporations, companies, or associations

eligible to make or receive such purchases,
services, supplies, or materials under the laws
prevailing at the time and the policies here-
tofore or hereafter adopted consistently with
such laws.

“(b) In the event the President has here-
tofore elected, or shall at any time hereafter
elect, to maintain and operate through the
Panama Rallroad Company any of the facili-
ties and appurtenances referred to in this
section or section 52 of this title, theretofore
maintained and operated by the Panama
Canal, the President is authoriged to transfer
to the Panama Rallroad Company all or as
much as may be determined to be necessary
of the personnel, property, records, related
assets, contracts, obligations, and liabilities
of or appertaining to the said facility and its
appurtenances, and such transfer shall be
deemed to have been accepted and assumed
by the Panama Rallroad Company without
the necessity of any act or acts on the part
of the sald corporation except as otherwise
stipulated in provisions of law applicable to
the said corporation.

“52. Organization and conduct of any such
facilities by Panama Canal as ‘Business op-
erations': The President may cause any or
all of the facilities and appurtenances re-
ferred to in paragraph (a) or (b) of section
51 of this title to be organized and conducted
by the Panama Canal as ‘business opera-
tions’, and In such case the aggregate net
profit if any accruing from the conduct of
such business operations shall annually be
covered into the Treasury Of the United
Btates.

“53. Receipts from such operations, sales,
and services; expenditure and reinvestment;
reports: The moneys received by the Panama
Canal from the operations authorized by sec-
tions 61 and 52 of this title, and from pilot-
age, quarantine, immigration, and like serv-
ices, from rentals, from damage claims, and
from any and all other sales made and serv-
ices rendered, but not including tolls, taxes,
court fees, or fines, may be expended or rein-
vested under the several heads of appropria-
tion for the Panama Canal, without being
covered into the Treasury of the United
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Btates except as provided In section 52 of
this title; but, except as otherwise provided
in this section, such funds shall be subject
to the provisions of law relating to publio
funds of the United States. Monthly re-
ports of such receipts and expenditures shall
be made to the President and annual reports
ghall be made to the Congress.

“64. Exception of Canal Zone Postal
Bervice: The provisions of sections 51 to 53
of this title shall have no application to op-
erations of the Canal Zone Postal Service.”

SEc. 3. Title 2 of the Canal Zone Code is
amended by adding in article 1 of chapter 6
thereof a new section numbered 85 and read-
ing as follows:

“B5. Bpecial training of employees: The
Governor of the Panama Canal is au-
thorized, within the limits of appropriations
made therefor, to provide for special train-
ing in the United States or elsewhere of any
employee of the Panama Canal when in the
judgment of the Governor such special
training will be of material benefit to the
work of the Panama Canal and the special
training of such employee would be more
advantageous than the hiring of other avail-
able personnel having the specialized skill
or experience desired. During the period of
such special training the employee may be
paid his regular compensation and his travel
expenses in accordance with the Standard-
ized Government Travel Regulations and the
Subsistence Expense Act of 1926, as amended,
subject to recovery by the United States of
such costs or an equitable portion thereof,
as determined by the Governor, in case the
employee fails to complete such training or
is separated from the service except for rea-
sons beyond his control within one year fol-
lowing the completion of the period of
training.”

Sec. 4. Title 2 of the Canal Zone Code is
amended by adding in article 3 of chapter 6
thereof & new section numbered 124 and
reading as follows:

“124. Employees injured prior to Septem-
ber 7, 1916; appliances; lump-sum payments:
The Governor of the Panama Canal is au-
thorized to purchase artificial limbs or other
appliances for persons who were injured in
the service of the Isthmian Canal Commis-
sion or of the Panama Canal prior to Septem-
ber 7, 1916, and to make payments in lump
sums not exceeding the amounts author-
ized by the act of September 7, 1916, as
amended (U. 8. C,, title 5, ch. 15), to alien
cripples who are now a charge upon the
Panama Canal by reason of injuries sustained
while employed in the construction of the
Panama Canal.”

Sec. 6. Title 6 of the Canal Zone Code is
amended by adding in chapter 27 thereof a
new section numbered 906 and reading as
follows:

“806. Clothing and money for discharged
prisoners: On the discharge of a prisoner
from any penal institution in the Canal Zone
such prisoner may, in the discretion of the
Governor of the Panama Canal, be furnished
with such suitable clothing as may be au-
thorized by the Governor, and an amount
of money not exceeding $20.”

REVISION AND CODIFICATION OF LAWS
OF THE CANAL ZONE REGARDING AD-
MINISTRATION OF ESTATES

The bill (S. 1137) to revise and codify
laws of the Canal Zone regarding the
administration of estates, and for other
purposes, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That title 2 of the Canal
Zone Code, approved June 19, 1934 (48 Stat.
1122), is amended by adding in article 1 of

chapter 6 thereof a new section No. 84, read-
ing as follows:

“84. Payment for accumulated or accrued
leave upon death: Upon the death of any
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officer or employee of the Panama Canal or
the Panama Railroad Company on the Isth-
mus of Panama, any compensation which
may be payable on account of his accumu=-
lated and current accrued leave, under the
conditions of employment prescribed by au-
thority of section 81 of this title, as amended,
shall be paid, upon the establishment of &
valid clalm therefor, in the following order
of precedence:

“First, to the beneflciary or beneficiaries,
if any, lawfully designated by the employee
under the retirement act applicable to his
service; and

“Second, if there be no such designated
beneficiary, to the estate of such deceased
employee: Provided, That any such payment
shall be subject to the deduction, as provided
in section 83 of this title, of all amounts due
from the employee for supplies and services
to the extent only, however, that other com-
pensation due to the employee is insufficient
for such purpose.”

Sec, 2. Title 2 of the Canal Zone Code is
amended by adding in chapter.9 thereof two
new sections numbered 181 and 182, respec-
tively, and reading as follows:

“181. Reglulations relative to alcoholic
beverages: The President is granted continu-
ing authority to make regulations in respect
to the sale and manufacture of alcohollc
beverages within, and the importation there-
of into and exportation thereof from, the
Canal Zone, including the authority to pre-
scribe licenses and fees for the sale and man=-
ufacture of such beverages.

182, Violation of regulations; punish-
ment: Any person who shall violate any pro-
vision of such regulations shall be punishable
by a fine of not more than #500, or by im-
prisonment in jall for not more than 8
months, or by both, and in addition the li-
cense of such person may be revoked or
suspended as the President may by such reg-
ulations prescribe.”

Sec. 8. Section 303 of title 2 of the Canal
Zone Code is amended to read as follows:

“303. Revocable licenses covering lands
outside of town sites: Whenever the Gover-
nor of the Panama Canal deems such action
to be necessary to, or in the interests of, the
Government of the United States and of the
efficient operation, maintenance, sanitation,
government, and protection of the Panama
Canal and Canal Zone, the Governor is au-
thorized, either in person or through such
officer as he may designate, to issue revocable
licenses covering the use of tracts of land
situated outside of town sites in the Canal
Zone, The terms and conditions of licenses
issued under authority of this section shall
be as prescribed by the Governor, except that
the sald licenses shall be revocable at the
pleasure of the Governor and that, upon rev-
ocation of a license hereunder, the licensee
shall, immediately or upon such reasonable
notice as the Governor may prescribe, vacate
the licensed area, remove therefrom all im=-
provements which he may have placed upon
the licensed area, and restore the licensed
area to a condition satisfactory to the Gov=
ernor, and shall not be entitled to indemnifi-
cation for the value of such improvements;
Provided, however, That licenses heretofore
issued by authority of the Governor, and still
in force, covering the use of tracts of land
for agricultural purposes are ratified and
confirmed in accordance with the terms and
conditions applicable to them, respectively,
and that upon the revocation of any of such
licenses the terms and conditions applicable
to which are such as to provide for compen-
sation to the licensee in the reasonable value
of the improvements made by him on said
tract, to be determined in’'such manner as
the Governor may direct, the compensation
is authorized so to be determined and to be
paid out of any moneys heretofore or here-
after appropriated for such purpose, except
that no compensation shall be paid in the
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case of any license which 1s revoked on ac-
count of a material breach by the licensee of
the terms and conditions applicable. to his
license, or where the licensee shall have
abandoned the license, or in case of the death
of the licensee.”

Sec. 4. Section 225 of title 3 of the Canal
Zone Code 1s amended to read as follows:

“225. Continuance after original license pe-
rlod: The right to continue to do business for
the calendar year, and the successive calen-
dar years, after the calendar year during
which the original license was issued shall
be contingent upon compliance with such
provisions of this chapter as are applicable to
corporations licensed under this chapter,
upon the payment of a license fee of $10,
payable in advance, on January 1 of each
year, and upon the designation of a new
process agent before March 1 if the process
agent theretofore designated has ceased dur-
ing a preceding calendar year to reside with-
in the Canal Zone.”

Sec. 5. Title 4 of the Canal Zone Code is
amended by inserting therein a new chapter
No. 27A, embracing sections 1470a to 1470f,
and reading as follows:

“CHAPTER 2TA—DISPOSITION OF ESTATES WITH=-
OUT ADMINISTRATION

“Sec.

1470a. Setting aside estates not exceeding
$1,000 in value; inclusion of appli-
cation in petition for probate or
letters.

1470b. Same; separate petition prior to
hearing of petition for probate or

letters.
1470c. Same; petition after fillng of inven-
tol

ry.
1470d. Same; notice of hearing.
1470e. Same; decree setting aside.
1470f. Same; denying petition and instead
acting on petition for probate or
letters.

“Sec. 1470a. Setting aside estates not ex-
ceeding $1,000 in value; inclusion of appli-
cation in petition for probate or letters: If
the decedent leaves a surviving spouse or
minor child or minor children, and the net
value of the whole estate, over and above all
liens and encumbrances of record at the
date of death and not including the property
excepted from administration under section
640 of title 3, does not exceed the sum of
81,000, the person petitioning for the probate
of the will or for letters of administration
may add an allegation to that effect to the
other allegations of the petition, with a spe-
cific description of all of the decedent’s prop-
erty, a 1ist of all the liens and encumbrances
of record at the date of death, and an esti-
mate of the value of the property, and may
include, in the prayer, an alternative prayer
that If the court finds that the net value of
the whole estate, over and above all liens
and encumbrances of record :t the date of
death and not including the property except-
ed from administration under section 648 of
title 8 does not exceed $1,000, the same be
set aside to the surviving spouse, if there be
one, and if there be none, then to the minor
child or minor children of the decedent.
When such allegation is included in the pe=-
tition, the petition shall be verified, and the
notice of hearing shall include a statement
that a prayer for setting aside the estate to
the surviving spouse or minor child or minor
children, as the case may be, i8 included in
the petition.

“CROSS-REFERENCE

“Settlement by public administrator with-
out regular administration of estates less
than $250, see section 1703 of this title, as
amended,

“1470b. Same; separate petition prior to
hearing of petition for probate or letters: If
the person petitioning for probate of the will
or for letters of administration does not in-
clude such an allegation as is provided for
by the next preceding section, the surviving
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spouse, if there be one, and if there be none,
the guardian of the minor child or minor
children, may, at any time prior to the hear-
ing of such petition, file a verified petition
setting forth the matters mentioned in the
next preceding section, and pray that the
estate be set aside for the use of the surviv-
ing spouse or minor child or minor children,
If the hearing of the original petition is set
for a day more than 10 days after the filing
of the petition herein provided for, the latter
shall be set for hearing at the same time as
the former; If not, it shall be set for hearing
at least 10 days after the date on which it is
filed, and the former petition shall be con-
tinued until such date.

“1470c, Same; petition after filing of in-
ventory: If the decedent leaves a surviving
spouse or minor child or minor children, and
upon the filing of the inventory of the es-
tate it appears that the net value of the
whole estate, over and above all llens and en-
cumbrances of record at the date of death
and not including the property excepted
from administration under section 640 of
title 3, does not exceed the sum of $1,000, the
personal representative of the decedent or
the surviving spouse or the guardian of the
minor child or children may file a verified
petition showing the value of the estate to
be no greater than as aforesald, and the clerk
shall fix a day for the hearing thereof.

“1470d. Same; notice of hearing: When a
petition is filed under section 1470b or sec-
tion 1470c of this title, the clerk shall give
notice of the hearing for the perlod and in
the manner required by section 1463 of this
title.

““1470e. Same; decree settlng aside: If,
upon the hearing of any petition provided
Tor by this chapter, the court finds that the
net value of the estate, over and above all
liens and encumbrances of record at the date
of the death of the decedent and not includ-
Ing the property excepted from administra-
tion under section 649 of title 3, does not ex-
ceed the sum of $1,000, and that the expenses
of the last illness, funeral charges, and ex-~
penses of administration have been paid, it
shall, by decree for that purpose, assign to
the surviving spouse of the decedent, if there
be a surviving spouse, or, if there be no sur-
viving spouse, then to the minor child or
children of the decedent, if any, the whole of
the estate, subject to whatever mortgages,
liens, or encumbrances there may be upon
sald estate at the time of the death of the
decedent. The title thereto shall vest abso-
lutely in the surviving spouse, if there be a
surviving spouse, or if there be no surviving
spouse, in the minor child or children sub-
Ject to whatever mortgages, llens, or en-
cumbrances there may be upon sald estate
at the time of the death of the decedent, and
there must be no further proceedings in the
administration, unless further estate be dis-
covered.

“1470f. Same; denylng petition and instead
acting on petition for probate or letters: If
the court finds that the net value of the
estate exceeds $1,000, or that there is neither
a surviving spouse nor minor child, it shall
act upon the petition for probate or for letters
of administration in the same manner as
though no petition to set aside the estate had
been included, and the estate shall then be
administered in the usual manner.”

SEC. 6, Section 1703 of title 4 of the Canal
Zone Code is amended to read as follows:

“1703. Estates less than 82560: Whenever
the public administrator shall file with the
clerk of the district court a statement that
the value of any estate, of which he has taken
charge, 18 less than $250, there shall be no
regular administration on such estate unless
additional estate be found or discovered; and
the public administrator may, after the pay-
ment of the expenses of the last illness of the
deceased, and the funeral charges, pay out
and deliver such estate to the surviving
spouse of the decedent, if there be a surviy-
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ing spouse, or, if there be no surviving spouse,
then to the minor child or children of the
decedent, if any, or, if there be neither a sur-
viving spouse nor minor child, then to such
creditors, heirs, or other persons as may
appear in the judgment of the public admin-
trator to be legally entitled thereto, and the
title to such estate shall vest absolutely in
the person or persons to whom the same is
paid out and delivered as provided in this
section.”

Sec. 7. Title 5 of the Canal Zone Code 1s
amended by adding in article B of chapter 11
thereof a new section numbered 573 and read-
ing as follows:

“573. Regulations for fire protection; vio-
lations: The Governor of the Panama Canal
is granted continuing authority to make reg-
ulations for prevention of, and protection
against, fires in the Canal Zone: Provided,
however, That no regulation made under
this section shall have force or effect within
the boundaries of any military or naval reser-
vation in the Canal Zone, unless prescribed
with the concurrence of the officers com-
manding the military and naval forces in the
Canal Zone, as to the reservations within
their respective jurisdictions. Any person
who shall violate any of the regulations pre-
scribed under this section shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor.”

Sec. 8. Title 5 of the Canal Zone Code 1s
amended by adding in article 10 of chapter 14
thereof a new section numbered 812 and read-
ing as follows:

“812, Injuring or tampering with motor ve=-
hicle, launch, or aircraft: Every person who,
without the consent of the owner of any
motor vehicle—

“(a) willfully injures or tampers with such
motor vehicle or the contents thereof;

“(b) breaks or removes any part or parts
of or from such motor vehicle;

“(e) climbs into or upon such motor ve-
hicle whether it is in motion or at rest, with
intent to commit any malicious mischief, or
injury or other crime; or

“(d) manipulates or attempts to manipu-
late any of the levers, starting mechanism,
brakes, or other mechanism or device of such
motor vehicle while the same is at rest and
unattended,
is guilty of a misdemeanor. As used in this
section the term ‘motor vehicle’ shall mean
and include any automobile, motorcycle,
other motor vehicle, motorboat or launch, or

Sec. 9. The following statutes or parts of
statutes are repealed:

(a) Canal Zone Code, title 2, chapter 17,
article 2, which article includes sections 3381
to 333 of saild title 2;

(b) Canal Zone Code, title 4, sections 1467
and 1468;

(¢) The act of May 3, 1932, entitled “An act
to authorize the modification of the bound-
ary line between the Panama Canal Zone
and the Republic of Panama, and for other
purposes” (ch. 162, 47 Stat. 145; 48 U. B. C.
1304a to 1304c);

(d) The act of June 19, 1934, entitled “An
act authorizing the President to make rules
and regulations in respect to alcoholic bever-
ages in the Canal Zone, and for other pur-
poses” (ch. 657, 48 Stat. 1116; 48 U. 8. C. 1314b
to 1314d).

ENLISTED PERSONNEL EMPLOYMENT IN
AVIATION TACTICAL UNITS OF THE
NAVY, MARINE CORPS, AND AIR CORPS

The bill (S. 1270) to repeal that part of
section 3 of the act of June 24, 1926
(44 Stat. 767), as amended, and that
part of section 13a of the act of June 38,
1916 (39 Stat. 166), as amended, relat-
ing to the percentage, in time of peace,
of enlisted personnel employed in avia-
tion tactical units of the Navy, Marine
Corps, and Air Corps, and for other pur-
poses, was considered, ordered to be en=-
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grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That paragraph 8 of
section 8 of the act of June 24, 1026 (44 Stat.
767), as amended by the act of June 30, 1932
(ch. 326, 47 Stat. 451), and so much of sec-
tion 13a of the act of June 8, 1916 (39 Stat,
166), as amended by the act of July 2, 1026

44 Stat. 781), reading “On and after July

, 1929, and in time of peace, not less than
20 percent of the total number of pilots em-
ployed in tactical units of the Air Corps
ghall be enlisted men, except when the Sec-
retary of War shall determine that it 15 im-
practical to secure that number of enlisted
pllots.”, are hereby repealed.

Sec. 2. Nothing in this act shall be con-
strued as affecting the status of enlisted
personnel of the armed services, including
the Reserve components thereof, designated
as aviation or enlisted pilots or engaged in
training relating to or leading to such des-
ignation,

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 2660) to prohibit the
parking of vehicles upon any property
owned by the United States for postal
purposes, was announced as next in or-
der.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, by re-
quest, I ask that the bill go over.

Mr. HOLLAND subsequently said: Mr.
President, I should like to ask the dis-
tinguished minority leader at whose re-
quest he objected to the considerafion
of Calendar 185, House bill 2660, so that
before the next call of the calendar I
may take the matter up with the Sena-
tor who asked the Senator to object.

Mr. WHERRY. If the Senator will
come to my desk I shall be glad to give
him the information. It might be possi-
ble to get the matter ironed out before
the call of the calendar is completed.

COMMISSION ON RENOVATION OF THE
EXECUTIVE MANSION

The bill (S. 1432) to provide for a
Commission on Renovation of the Execu-
tive Mansion was announced as next in
order,

Mr. CHAVEZ., Mr. President, this is
the same as Calendar 192, House bill 3856,
and I ask unanimous consent that the
House bill may be substituted for the
Senate bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?
thMr. HENDRICESON. Which bill is

is?

Mr. WHERRY. It is order No. 186.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the
same as Calendar 192, which is House
bill on the same subject.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I should like
to have an explanation.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr, President, the
Senate bill is similar to House bill 3856,
which has already passed the House.
It provides for the appointment of a

» commission to take care of remodeling

and rehabilitating the White House.
The Committees on Public Works of both
the Senate and the House looked into
the matter, and the bill makes provisions
similar to that made for other commis-
sions having to do with buildings of
the type of the White House. The Jeffer-
son Memorial, the Lincoln Memorial, and
historical monuments of that kind are
always operated by commissions.

The commission in question is as-
signed five specific functions, which are
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set forth in the committee report. The
commission is to be composed of two
Members of the Senate to be appointed
by the President of the Senate, two
Members of the House of Representa-
tives to be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, and two
members to be appointed by the Presi-
dent of the United States.

The five specific functions as set
forth in the report are:

(1) To approve all construction plans for
the renovation and modernization of the
Executive Mansion;

(2) To determine the methods for select-
ing, and approve the selection of, the gen-
eral contractor and the subcontractors who
will perform the construction work, subject
to such conditions and limitations as may
be contained in appropriations made for such
work;

No appropriations have been made up
to this time.

(3) To supervise generally the progress of
such construction work;

(4) To take measures to assure that all
lumber, fixtures, and other materlals re-
moved from the Executive Mansion in the
course of the work are carefully examined for
the purpose of safeguarding and segregating
any of such materials which are of such his-
torical importance that they should be per=-
manently preserved * * *;

(6) To submit to the Congress and the
President from time to time, but at least
once annually, a report on the progress of
the work under its supervision.

Mr. President, the House has passed
H. R. 3856 dealing with this subject. The
Senate bill was reported unanimously
from the Committee on Public Works.
It was approved by members of both the
Democratic Party and the Republican
Party.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
House bill 38562

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, in addi-
tion to what the able Senator from New
Mexico has said, let me advise my dis-
tinguished colleague from New Jersey
[Mr. HENDRICKSON] that the President of
the United States is exiremely anxious
that the bill be passed. The passage of
the bill would relieve him of all responsi-
bility, and place the responsibility for
the renovation of the White House in the
hands of the Commission, which shall
have the power to employ tontractors,
subcontractors, and architects, and to do
anything and everything necessary to re-
habilitate the E=xecutive Mansion, I
think the Senator from New Jersey will
agree with me that from the reports we
have had resulting from the present
examination made of the White House, it
needs rebuilding at the earliest possible
time. It is a highly dangerous struc-
ture for anyone to attempt to live in.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I have no objection to the rcjuest made
by the Senator from New Mexico, but I
should like to ask him a question, if he
will yield for that purpose?

Mr, CHAVEZ. I yield.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I notice the
bill provides for two members of the Com-
mission to be appointed by the President
from the executive branch or from pri-
vate life. Under the bill he could ap-
point two members of the Commission
from either the executive branch or
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private life, or one from each. I wonder
if a limitation should be placed in the
bill to the effect that one appointment
should be made from the executive
branch and that the other appointment
should be made from private life.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I have
no information respecting what the Pres-
ident would do about that. My opinion
is that the work is of such great im-
portance, and that the situation is so
serious that the President would be de-
sirous of obtaining the best available
person to act on the Commission. My
oninion is that he would endeavor to se-
cure the services of the best engineers
and architects to help the two Members
appointed from the House and the two
Members appointed from the Senate.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. In view of the
importance of the matter, Mr. President,
I withhold any objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
House bill 3856?

There being no objection, the bill (H. R.
3856) to provide for a Commission on
Renovation of the Executive Mansion,
was considered, ordered to a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consenf that Senate bill 1432
be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, Senate bill 1432 is indefinitely
postponed.

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE, SHAWNEETOWN, ILL.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 755) to extend the time for com-
mencing and completing the construc-
tion of a bridge across the Ohio River at
or near Shawneetown, Ill,, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Public Works, with amendments, on page
2, line 9, after the word “from”, to strike
out “June 28, 1946” and insert “the date
of approval of this act.”; and in line 12,
to strike out “Sec. 3. This act shall be
effective from June 26, 1947.”, so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding
the proviso to the first section of the act
entitled “An act to revive, reenact, and
amend the act entitled ‘An act authorizing
the county of Gallatin, State of Illinois, its
successors, and assigns, to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio
River at or near the city of Shawneetown,
Gallatin County, Ill., to a point opposite
thereto in the county of Unlon, State of
Kentucky, approved July 18, 1939,"” approved
June 26, 1946, the times for commencing and
completing the constructlion of a bridge
across the Ohio River, at or near Shawnee-
town, Ill., authorized to be built by the
county of Gallatin, State of Illinois, by an
act of Congress approved July 18, 1839, which
act was extended by an act of Congress ap-
proved July 2, 1940, and was revived, reen-
acted, and amended by an act of Congress
approved June 26, 1946, are hereby extended
1 and 3 years, respectively, from the date of
approval of this act.

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.
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FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURRE
APPLICABLE TO ALASEA

The bill (S. 70) to make effective in
the District Court for the Territory of
Alaska rules promulgated by the Su-
preme Court of the United States gov-
erning pleading, practice, and procedure
in the district courts of the United States,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That a new section bz
inserted in the act entltled “An act making
further provislon for a civil government for
Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved
June 6, 1900 (31 Stat. 321), as amended, im-
mediately following section 65 of title I
thereof, to read as follows:

“5a. That the rules heretofore or hereafter
promulgated and made effective by the Su-
preme Court of the United States under
authority of title 28, United States Code,
section 2072, or under authority of any other
statute, regulating the forms of process,
writs, and motions, and the pleadings, prac-
tice, and procedure, in actions of a civil
nature in the district courts of the United
States, and regulating appeals therefrom,
shall apply to the District Court for the Ter-
ritory of Alaska and to appeals therefrom.”

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CER~-
TAIN ALIENS BY ATTORNEY GENERAL

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 27), favoring the suspension of de-
portation of certain aliens, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, is this
concurrent resolution similar to other
concurrent resolutions concerning which
inquiry has been previously made today?

Mr. McCARRAN. Yes; thisis another
of the same type of concurrent resolu-
tion. Mr. President, I ask the attention
of every Member of the Senate to the
statement I shall now make respecting
these measures. Similar measures are
coming to the Senate nearly every week,
are being acted on, and are being placed
on the calendar. They are measures
which are of grave concern to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and especially
of grave concern to the chairman of the
committee, because I realize the serious-
ness of holding within this country per-
sons who should not be here. With that
in mind we are watching the situation as
closely as our facilities will permit. We
are demanding of the Department of
Justice that it give us detailed statements
in the case of each suspension. When
we have such a detailed statement we
then make a further study. But even
with that precaution I am not at all cer-
tain that we are sufficiently cautious.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator
from Nebraska for a question?

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. That is the point con-
cerning which I wish to ask the Senator.
I am in full accord with the basic legis-
lation involved. But the Senator from
Nevada has over and over again stated
that there was a lack of facilities or per-
sonnel or something with which to do
what the basic legislation really provides
should be done. Can the Senator sug-
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gest what more is needed in order to do
what the Senator would like to have
done?

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me say to the
Senator from Nebraska that, so far as
the Senate Judiciary Committee is con-
cerned, we are quite well staffed. Our
staff goes into these questions in detail.
But the House Committee on the Judi-
ciary is not sufliciently staffed, and it
brings matters of this kind quite fre-
quetly to the attention of the chairman
of the Senate Committee on the Judi-
ciary. So we go into such matters with
great caution and great care, but even
then, I will say to the Senator from Ne-
braska, I am not always entirely content.

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

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. As I understand the
procedure, the Attorney General states,
in efTect, that certain aliens in this coun-
try are not compelled to leave it.

Mr., McCARRAN, That is correct.
He suspends deportation.

Mr. TYDINGS. That is what I speak
of. I have tried to put it into simple
language. Then the matter comes before
the Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate, and the committee reviews what
the Attorney General has done, and the
committee either approves or disap-
proves the action of the Attorney Gen-
eral?

Mr. McCARRAN. We not only review
what he has done, but we go as much
further as we have facilities with which
to go into the matter.

Mr., TYDINGS. Suppose the com-
mittee should say it believes the deporta-
tion is advisable, What happens then?

Mr. McCARRAN. Then we hold it,
It does not come before the Senate. We
hold if, and the suspension does not go
into effect.

Mr. TYDINGS. In other words, the
only individuals who can remain in the
country are those whose stay in the coun-
try is approved both by the Attorney
General and the committee?

Mr. McCARRAN. And the Congress.

Mr. TYDINGS. And the Congress.
Therefore, unless the Congress approves
what the Attorney General has done the
persons in question are automatically
deported.

Mr, McCARRAN. That is correct.

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to ask
the Senator one more question. Does
the committee or members of its staff
see these individuals personally, or how
does the committee secure evidence on
which it decides whether the individuals
should be deported or should not be de-
rorted?

Mr. McCARRAN. We do not see the
individuals personally. It would be im-
possible for us to see them. That would
require a staff much greater than we
have, and I do not know then how far we
would have to go. We take the report
from the Department of Justice. We
call on the FBI for all information they
may have. We resort to every other
means known to the Immigration
Bureau, and then make our report to the
full Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate,
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Mr. TYDINGS. The committee re-
views all the things it knows of that af-
fect the case, and determines whether or
not justice or injustice is being done?

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct.

Mr. TYDINGS. I thank the Senator.

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

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I had in mind to ask
some of the questions the distinguished
Senator from Maryland has asked. I
should like to ask one or two more ques=
tions.

Mr, McCARRAN. Very well.

Mr. WHERRY. About how many
such cases has the Committee on the
Judiciary held up?

Mr. McCARRAN. Up to date we have
held up approximately 10 percent of the
cases submitted to us by the Department
of Justice. When I say 10 percent, we
may in some cases drop down to 5 per-
cent, or we may go as high as 20 percent.
Some day we may refuse to adopt the
report from the Department of Justice
with respect to all of them. I do not
know. But we cannot be too cautious in
this matter.

Mr. WHERRY. How many hundred
cases would the Senator say have come
before the Judiciary Committee for con-
sideration?

Mr. McCARRAN. To date, about 800.

Mr. WHERRY. Of that number, ap-
proximately 80 have been held up.

Mr. McCARRAN. Between 80 and
100.

Mr. WHERRY. Is the Senator satis-
fied with the facilities, personnel, appro-
priations, or whatever is necessary to
do what the Senator himself feels should
be done in the review of these cases? I
do not mean to cast any refiection on
the Department of Justice, the FEI, or
any other agency. I have the greatest
confidence in the Senator from Nevada.
Apparently he is somewhat reluctant to
feel that what has been done is all that
should have been done.

Mr. McCARRAN. To be perfectly
frank, if we had a staff of 100, I do not
know that we could go as far as we should
go in each one of these cases. But we go
as far as we can, and before a case is
submitted to the Judiciary Committee
we are satisfied that the suspension
should be sustained.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration
of the concurrent resolution?

There being no objection, the concur-
rent resolution was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring), That the Congress:

favors the suspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter named, in
which case the Attorney General has sus-
pended deportation for more than 6 months:

A-9T743510, Aasmo, Kristian Ingvard.

A-1537001, Anderson, Mary Elvera (nee
Boderman, formerly Sjoblom).

A-3734119, Araya, Luis Alberto y Frane, or
Luls Alberto Araya.

A-5987595, Arias-Perez, Jose Angel.

A~1901927, Augustatos, Panagis, or Peter

Btatos.

A-T028110, Ballester, Amparo Teresa Asela
(alias Amparo Iturbi Ballester).

A-3172055, Bartkowlak, Peter (allas Hans
Halbe).
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A-5220001, Bausback, Robert; Robert Hill,

A-9575542, Berkhout, Willem,

A-2588586, Bogdanovie, Savo, or Nicholas
Pechar.

A-3793346, Borgwardt, Hans Karl,

Afaasam, Borrell, Teresa Adell (nee Gel-
ma).

A-6451024, Black, Cristeta Bracamonte.

A-4451159, Braxton, Bedena Mae (nee
Jackson).

A-5277574, Breed, Lois Hannah (nee Lois
Hannah Carson).

A-8010603, Browne, Wolsely, or Woseley
EBrowne.

A-5911494, Bubaris, Gus, or Constantine
Bubaris.

A-6635469, Castillo, Margarita de Nino, or
Margarita Castillo-Guzman,

A-6645953, Castillo-Nino (Nino-Castillo),
Maria Teresa.

A-6732046, Caudillo, Tula Bonnie or
Buenaventura.

A-4196469, Chai, Yung B8hu,
Yung.

A-5780020, Chairman, Imre Von Csernyak,
or Irving Chairman.

A-5553362, Chiampl, Vincenzo, or James
Chiampi.

A-4314276, Chaltowich, Louis, or Louis Eap-
lan.

A-86244381, Constantinidis, Aristides (alias
Aris Contis).

A-6221542, Cooper, Prisca Edrozo.

A-1405762, Dadines, Gustus or Gus or Con=-
stantinos,

A-4859572, Dalsass, Vigilio.

A-5696856, De Garcla, Reina Flores, or
Reina Flores or Reina V. Florez or Reina
Flores Garcia.

A-1319885, Dove, Alec George.
mA—fi-ﬂQﬂ'?B. Dumo, Caridad Inigo, or Caridad

igo.

A-6458415, Fenner, Edward George.

A-6458414, Fenner, Ronald James.

A-2383471, Freitas (de), Robert Montello.

A-4641707, Gabriel, John Riaza, or John
Riaza,

A-6289030, Galocky, Peter, or Peter Galocki
or Szalaky.

A-6682329, Gallant, Marie Doris.

A-6682330, Gallant, Marie Aline.

A-5078280, Gaug, Elizabeth (nee Bergman).

A-4809082, Gobel, Andrew, or Andreas
Hupka. 3

A-4266209, Goldschmidt, Paul Andrew.

A-2884527, Gonzales, Juan Cruz,

A-5965016, Goster, Anton, or Anton
Goester.

A-6339993, Gutierrez-Telleria, Joaguin.

A-6057291, Henning, Charlotte (nee Meske-
witz or Moskowitz).

A-3622165, Hing, Frank, or Fon Hing.

A-9527867, Hinojosa, Salvador De La Rosa.

A~—4740106, Hodge, James Milton.

A-2744180, Horque, Abdul, or Abdull Ali or
Michael Banali.

A-5T88523, Ippolito, Lorenzo or Lawrence.

A-3009283, Earaylannis, Athanasios, Jo-
amis, or Thomas Earras.

A-4780517, Karlsen, Gustav Adolf, or Gus
Earlsen.

A-4385826, Khan, Mohammed Yousaf, or
Mohammed Khan or Joseph Martin,

A-6163659, King Socorro Salvador.

A-85375645, Lambert, Peter William.

A-3244422, Larsen, Harry William.

A-5279913, Lazarowitz, Liza, or Liza Pol-
lack or Liza Spector.

A-5341670, Liu, Pin Pin or Lau (nee T’an).

A-5946657, Macris, Demetrios (Demitrios)
George, or James Demetrios (Dimitrios Macris
or James Morris or James Makeras).

A-1293850, Mair, Esther Julla (nee Arlain
formerly Beaubrun).

A-6T756642, Martinez-Cuellar, Joel.

A-6342234, Mecham, Elisha James,

A-6199462, Mecham, Peggy Lynn.

A-6199463, Mecham, Eldon James.

A-6290825, Morris Edward Nemiah, or Ed-
ward Samuel Morris or Vincent Lawrence.

or Ashun
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A-4648305, Moy, Mabel Mary, or Mabel
Chung Moy or Mabel Mary Song or Geung
Eeu Sing.

A-5348214, Munoz-Melendez, Lorenzo,

A-6528174, Nino-Arroyo, Felipe.

A-56T0657, Nolfi, Nicola Mario.

A-6069739, Nunez, Nicolas, or
Nunez Valencia.

A—6516676, O'Dwyer, Elizabeth (nee Semev-
tgky or Elizabeth Semevsky Roberts).

A-6145883, Ortalis, Jose Montilla.

A-6145884, Ortaliz, June Ann.

A-6145891, Ortaliz, Rosina Lou.

A-6047308, Pedroza, Gilberto.

A—-6047309, Pedroza, Francisca,

A-5322856, Phillips, Clarence Daniel.

A-3138310, Pratelll, Gino.

A-6056513, Ramirez-Mendoza, David.

A-6243348, Rebollar, Jesus Garcia, or Jessle
Rebollar or Jesus Rebollar Y Garcia,

A-b648666, Reno, Mildred Agnes (nee

Nicolas

Deneau).
A-B087331, Rivera, Maria Lorenza Gonzalez
(nee Mejia). .
RA1;3610881, Rodriguez, Antonio Manuel
uiz.

A-6581448, Rodriguez, Lucio Socorro, or
Lucio Rodriguez-Velo.

A-6187203, Roesler, Norbert Leonhard
Hugo.

A-53T77064, Rohan, Shella (nee McLaugh-
1in)

A-5840169, Rose, Frederick Winston, or
Winston Rose.

A-9530108, Rubin, Tore Gustaf Borje.

A-6290628, Baklias, BStavros, or Steve
Baklias.

A-9706709, Schoneveld, Willem.

A-2851871, Shall, Mary Raffaela (nee Zaf-
fino).

A-1748967, Shaher, Armed.

A-1253293, Shifriss, Oved.

A-1521407, Shifriss, Shoshana (nee Sho-
shana Zelmans).

A-6185203, Sorlano, Vera Semenova (nee
Doroshenko).

A-6346405, Btocks Alexander Albert.

A-2503026, Strupp, Adele (nee Eckstein
alias Adele Elizabeth Strupp).

A-6378219, Tischner, Eenneth James, for-
merly Eenneth James Quigly.

A-D607272, Valantasis, Georgios and George
Eosti Valantasis, or Valantassis.

A-6249026, Van Dillen, Mathilde Alexan-
drine (nee Schoorel).

A-6177707, Van Dillen, Paul.

A-6145980, Vasquez, Jose Garcla,

A-6145981, Vasquez, Elizabeth Beedle.

A-5553142, Von Rabenau, Alexander Con=-
stantine (alias Alexander Olvera alias Alex-
ander A. Rabenau).

A-—4205188, Wang, Hsi, or Harry Wang.

A-4205176, Wang, Djao Szi, or Lily Wang,

A-6090150, Widerynski, Maria Antonietta.

A—6551114, Zerda, Dolores Phyllls.

A-65561115, Zerda, Dale Melford Aldeous.

CARE AND CUSTODY OF INSANE PERSONS
CHARGED WITH OFFENSES AGAINST
THE UNITED STATES

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 936) to provide for the care and
custody of insane persons charged with
or convicted of offenses against the
United States, and for other purposes,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary with an amend-
ment, to strike out all after the enact-
ing clause and insert:

That title 18, United States Code, chapter
813, 1s amended by adding at the end thereof
the following sections:

“§ 4244, Mental Incompetency after arrest
and before trial.

“Whenever after arrest and prior to the
imposition of sentence or prior to the expira-
tion of any period of probation the United
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Btates Attorney has reasonable cause to be-
lieve that a person charged with an offense
against the United States may be presently
insane or otherwise so mentally incompetent
as to be unable to understand the proceed-
ings against him or properly to assist in his
own defense, he shall file a motion for a
judicial determination of such mental com=-
petency of the accused, setting forth the
ground for such belief with the trial court
in which proceedings are pending. Upon
such a motion or upon a similar motion in
behalf of the accused, or upon its own
motion, the court shall cause the accused,
whether or not previously admitted to ball,
to be examined as to his mental condition
by at least one qualified psychiatrist, who
shall report to the court, For the purpose
of the examination the court may order the
accused committed for such reasonable pe-
riod as the court may determine to a suitable
hospital or other facility to be designated by
the court. If the report of the psychiafrist
indicates a state of present insanity or such
mental incompetency in the accused, the
court shall hold a hearing, upon due notice,
at which evidence as to the mental condi-
tion of the accused may be submitted, in-
cluding that of the reporting psychiatrist,
and make a finding with respect thereto.
No statement made by the accused in the
course of any examination into his sanity or
mental competency provided for by thils sec-
tion, whether the examination shall be with
or without the consent of the accused, shall
be admitted in evidence against the accused
on the issue of guilt in any criminal pro-
ceeding. A finding by the judge that the
accused is mentally competent to stand trial
shall in no way prejudice the accused in a
plea of insanity as a defense to the crime
charged; such finding shall not be introduced
in evidence on that lssue nor otherwise be
brought to the notice of the jury.

*§ 4245. Mental Incompetency undisclosed
at trial.

“Whenever the Director of the Bureau of
Prisons shall certify that a person convicted
of an offense against the United States has
been examined by the board of exam-
iners referred to in title 18, United States
Code, section 4241, and that there is prob-
able cause to belleve that such person was
mentally incompetent at the time of his
trial, provided the issue of mental com-
petency was not ralsed and determined be-
fore or during said trial, the Attorney Gen-
eral shall transmit the report of the board
of examiners and the certificate of the Di-
rector of the Bureau of Prisons to the clerk
of the district court wherein the conviction
was had. Whereupon the court shall hold
& hearing to determine the mental com-
petency of the accused in accordance with
the provisions of section 4244 above, and
with all the powers therein granted. In such
hearing the certificate of the Director of the
Bureau of Prisons shall be prima facie evi-
dence of the facts and conclusions certified
therein. If the court shall find that the
accused was mentally incompetent at the
time of his trial, the court shall vacate the
judgment of conviction and grant a new
trial.

*§ 4248. Procedure upon finding of mental
incompetency.

“Whenever the trial court shall determine
in accordance with sections 4244 and 4245
of this title that an accused s or was men-
tally incompetent, the court may commit
the accused to the custody of the Attorney
General or his authorized representative,
until the accused shall be mentally com-
petent to stand trial or until the pending
charges against him are disposed of accord-
ing to law. And if the court after hearing
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as provided in the preceding sections 4244
and 4245 shall determine that the conditions
specified in the following sectlon 4247 exist,
the commitment shall be governed by sec-
tion 4248 as herein provided.

“§ 4247, Alternate procedure on expiration of
sentence.

“Whenever the Director of the Bureau of
Prisons shall certify that a prisoner whose
sentence is about to expire has been ex-
amined by the board of examiners referred
to in title 18, United States Code, section
4241, and that in the judgment of the Direc-
tor and the board of examiners the prisoner
is insane or mentally incompetent, and that
if released he will probably endanger the
safety of the officers, the property, or other
interests of the United States, and that suit-
able arrangements for the custody and care
of the prisoner are not otherwise available,
the Attorney General shall transmit the cer=
tificate to the clerk of the court for the dis-
trict in which the prisoner 1s confined.
Whereupon the court may in its discretion
cause the prisoner to be examined by a quali-
fied psychiatrist designated by the court and
one selected by the prisoner, and shall, after
notice, hold a hearing to determine whether
the conditions specified above exist. At such
hearing the designated psychiatrist or psy-
chiatrists may submit his or their reports,
and the report of the board of examiners and
other institutional records relating to the
prisoner's mental condition shall be ad-
missible in evidence. All of the psychia-
trists and members of the board who have
examined the prisoner may be called as wit-
nesses, and be available for further gques-
tioning by the court and cross-examination
by the prisoner or on behalf of the Govern-
ment. If upon such hearing the court shall
determine that the conditions specified
above exist, the court may commit the pris-
oner to the custody of the Attorney General
or his authorized representative.

*§ 4248. Termination of custody by release
or transfer.

“Whenever a person shall be committed
pursuant to section 4247 of this title, his
commitment shall run until the sanity or
mental competency of the person shall be
restored, or until the mental condition of
the person is so improved that if he be re-
leased he will not endanger the safety of
the officers, the properiy, or other interests
of the United States, or until suitable ar-
rangements have been made for the custody
and care of the prisoner by the State of his
residence, whichever event shall first occur,
‘Whereupon the Attorney General or his au-
thorized representative shall file with the
court which made sald commitment a certifi-
cate stating the termination of the commit-
ment and the ground therefore: Provided,
however, That nothing herein contained shall
preclude a prisoner committed under the au-
thority of section 4247 hereof from establish-
ing his eligibility for release under the pro-
visions of this section by a writ of habeas
corpus, The Attorney General or his au-
thorized representative shall have authority
at any time to transfer a prisoner committed
to his custody under the authority of sec-
tion 4246 or section 4247 hereof to the proper
authorities of the State of his residence.”

Sec. 2. The analysis of chapter 313 of such
title, immediately preceding section 4241, is
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following:

4244, Mental incompetency after arrest
and before trial.

“4245. Mental incompetency wundisclosed
at trial.

**4244. Procedure upon finding of mental
incompetency.
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“4247. Alternate procedure on expiration
of sentence.

4248, Termination of custody by release
or transfer.”

SEc. 3. The Attorney General may author-
ize the use of any unexpended balance of
the appropriation for “Support of United
States prisoners” for carrying out the pur-
poses of title 18, United States Code, sec-
tions 4244 to 4248, incluslive, or in payment
of any expenses incidental thereto and not
prqvided for by other specific appropriations.

£Ec. 4. If any provision of title 18, United
Btates Code, sections 4244 to 4248, inclusive,
or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance shall be held invalid, the re-
mainder of the said sections and the applica-
tlon of such provision to persons or circum-
stances other than those as to which it is
held invalid shall not be affected thereby,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

PROCESSING OF VISA CASES INVOLVING
ALIEN FIANCES AND FIANCEES OF
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES

The Senate proceeded to consider the
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 160) to au-
thorize completion of the processing of
the visa cases, and admission into the
United States, of certain alien fiancés,
and fiancées of members, or of former
members, of the armed forces of the
United States, as was provided in the
so-called GI Fiancées Act (60 Stat. 339),
as amended, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary
with amendments. _

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I won-
der if the distinguished Senator from Ne-
vada [Mr. McCarran]l would have any
objection, in line 12 on page 2, to chang-
ing the date from January 1, 1949, to
April 1, 1949, There are some very im-
portant cases in my State involving men
who want to be married. They served
in Germany or Austria.

Mr. McCARRAN. As I understand,
the proposed amendment would allow an
extra 4 months.

Mr. LANGER. That is correct.

Mr. McCARRAN. The joint resolu-
tion has been passed by the House. It
would probably have to go to conference.
I have no objection to such an amend-
ment.

Mr. LANGER. If it.should go to con-

_ference, I do not think that would make

any difference. )

Mr. McCARRAN. Ihave no objection,
if the Senator wishes to offer that amend-
ment.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I offer
the amendment. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

- amendment offered by the Senator from

North Dakota will be stated.

The LecIstATIVE CLERK. On page 2,
line 12, after the word “before” it is pro-
posed to strike out “January” and insert
"Apﬂl."

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendments of the Committee on
the Judiciary were, on page 2, line 12,
after the numerals “1949" to strike out
“and were unable to come to the United
States for reasons beyond their control”;
in line 14, after “United States” to strike
out “before July 1, 1949” and insert
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“within five months after the effective
date of this act.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed, and the joint resolution to be
read a third time. X

The joint resolution was read the third
time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF VOCATIONAL EDUCATION
ACT BENEFITS TO THE VIRGIN ISLANDS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 493) to extend the benefits of the
Vocational Education Act of 1946 to the
Virgin Islands. -

Mr, SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, I
should like to have an explanation of the
bill, particularly with reference to why
the Virgin Islands are not required to
match grants-in-aid, as the States are
required to do.

Mr. O’MAHONEY, Mr. President,
when the Vocational Education Act was
passed containing a provision for voca-
tional education for returning veterans,
the Virgin Islands were unintentionally
omitted. All the other island possessions
and Territories of the United States are
jncluded. There are about a thousand
veterans among the Virgin Islanders who,
the committee believes, are entitled to
the same consideration which is given to
veterans in all the other possessions and
States of the United States. The com-
mittee is merely correcting what it be-
lieves to be an unintentional omission.
There is certainly no reason why there
should be any discrimination against
veterans in the Virgin Islands. The bill
was unanimously recommended by the
committee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the engrossment and third
reading of the hill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Virgin Islands
shall be entitled to share in the benefits of
the Vocational Education Act of 1946, ap-
proved August 1, 1946, and any act amenda-
tory thereof or supplementary thereto, upon
the same terms and conditions as any of
the several States. There is hereby author-
ized to be appropriated, out of any moneys
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1948, and
annually thereafter, the sum of 40,000, to

- be available for allotment to the Virgin
Islands under such act and the modifica-
tions hereinafter provided.

Sec. 2, Sums appropriated under authority
of section 1 of this act shall be allocated for
vocational education in (1) agriculture, (2)
home economics, (3) trades and Industrles,
and (4) distributive occupations, in the pro-
portions specified by the Vocational Edu=-
catlon Act of 1946, except insofar as the Com=-
missioner of Education, with the approval of

the Pederal Security Administrator, deems -

it necessary to modify sald proportion to
meet special conditions existing in the Virgin
Islands.

Sec. 3. The provisions of sections 8, 5, 6, 7,
and 8 of the Vocational Education Act of
1948, relating to the use and payment of
sums under sald Act, shall apply to sums
appropriated under this act with such modi«
fications as the Commissioner of Education,
with the approval of the Federal Security
Administrator, shall deem necessary to meet
the special conditions existing in the Virgin
Islands,
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CONVEYANCE TO PINELLAS COUNTY, FLA,,
OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS

The bill (8. 166) to amend the act en~
titled “An act to provide for the convey-
ance to Pinellas County, State of Florida.‘
of certain public lands herein described,’
approved June 17, 1948 (Public Law 666,
80th Cong.), for the purpose of correcting
8 land description therein was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr, O'MAHONEY, Mr, President, this
bill is the same as House bill 1998, No. 217
on the calendar. I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the
House bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
House bill 19982

There being no objection, the bill (H. R,
1998) to amend the act entitled “An act
to provide for the conveyance to Pinellas
County, State of Florida, of certain pub-
lic lands herein described,” approved
June 17, 1948 (Public Law 666, 80th
Cong.), for the purpose of correcting a
land description therein was considered,
ordered fo a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, Senate bill 166 wiil be indefl-
nitely postponed.

CHANGE OF NAME OF CULBERTSON DAM

ON THE REPUBLICAN RIVER IN NE-

BRASKA

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 270) to change the name of Cul-
bertson Dam on the Republican River in
the State of Nebraska to “Trenton
Dam?” which had been reported from the
Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs with an amendment at the top of
page 2, to insert:

The body of water arising behind such dam
ghall hereafter be designated and referred to
as “Swanson Lake” in commemoration of
Carl H. Swanson,

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the dam under
construction on the Republican River in the
Btate of Nebraska, heretofore known, desig-
nated, and referred to as "Culbertson Dam,"”
ghall hereafter be designated and referred to
as “Trenton Dam.” Any law, regulation,
document, or record of the United States in
which such dam 1is designated or referred to
under and by the name “Culbertson Dam"
shall be held and considered to refer to such
dam under and by the name of "Trenton
Dam.” The body of water arising behind
such dam shall hereafter be designated and
referred to as “Bwanson Lake” In commemo=-
ration of Carl H. Bwanson,

The amendment was agreed to.

.The bill was ordered to be éngrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to change the name of Culbert-
son Dam on the Republican River in the
State of Nebraska to ‘Trenton Dam’ and
to riame the body of water arising be-
hind such dam ‘Swanson Lake.""
EXTENSION OF TIME FOR USE OF CON-

STRUCTION RESERVE FUNDS UNDER

MERCHANT MARINE ACT. :

The joint resolution (H, J. Res. 286)
to extend the time for use of construction
reserve funds established under section
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511 of the Merchant Marine Act, 19386,
as amended, was announced as next in
order,

Mr, WHERRY. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of what is involved?
The chairman of the committee, Mr,
JornsoN of Colorado, is present. I do
not want to have the joint resolution go
over unless there is reason for objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, the joint resolution was introduced
by the chairman of the House Commit-
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.
It was reported favorably from that com-
mittee by unanimous vote, after public
hearings, and passed the House without
objection. The joint resolution has the
approval of the United States Maritime
Commission and the Treasury Depart-
ment.

The purpose of this resolution is to

end section 5 of Public Law 384, Eight-
eth Congress, approved August 8, 1947,
relating to the merchant marine con-
struction reserve funds established under
section 511 of the Merchant Marine Act
of 1936, as amended, by striking out
“March 31, 1948” and inserfing in lieu
thereof “March 31, 1951.”

The reason for the joint resolution is
to hold the funds together, so that in-
vestment may be made. Unless this
measure is passed, the funds will be dissi-
pated, which will necessitate the pay-
ment of taxes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint
resolution was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed,

LONG-RANGE PROVING GROUND FOR
GUIDED MISSILES

The bill (H. R. 1741) to authorize the
establishment of a joint long-range prov-
ing ground for guided missiles, and for
other purposes was announced as next in
order.

Mr. HENDRICKESON. Mr. President,
may we have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, we all
know that guided missiles were used in
the last war. Mr. Hitler used them—
the V-1, and V-2 buzz bombs shot from
the Continent of Europe to London and
other cities.

Since the termination of the war val-
uable data have fallen into the hands of
various governments. Our Government
considers it wise, in order to maintain its
defenses, to continue testing the various
guided-missile weapons to see whether
or not they are adaptable to modern
warfare. It is necessary to have a range
on which the tests can be made.

We have held extensive hearings on
the subject. We have even brought
scientists all the way across the country
from the Pacific coast. This is a na-
tional defense measure. It is asked for
by the President and by the Department
of National Defense. There is no objec-
tion to it. In drafting the legislation we
have tried to frame it so as to locate and
operate the proving ground at such a
place and in such a manner that it will
not interfere with the normal activities
of the people of the United States.
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Mr. HENDRICKSON. May I ask the
distinguished Senator from Maryland
whether the committee was unanimous?

Mr. TYDINGS. The committee was
unanimous.

Mr. HENDRICESON. I have no ob-
jection.

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

Mr, TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Isthere any available
United States property where this prov-
ing ground could be located, or is it nec-
essary to acquire new land?

Mr. TYDINGS. I will say to the Sen-
ator that it would be a little difficult for
me to answer that question publicly.
However, some United States property is
available, and complete arrangements
have been made to do the job in the most
economical way it can be done. I think
I speak for the entire committee in mak-
ing that statement.

Mr. WHERRY. Ihave no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Armed Services with amendments,

The first amendment was, on page 2,
line 6, atter the word “amended,”, to
strike out the comma and the words “in
administering the provisions of the act
of July 9, 1942 (56 Stat. 654, 43 U. 8. C.,
Supp. 315q).” and insert “Prior to the
acquisition under the authority of this

section of any lands or rights or other -

interests pertaining thereto, the Secre-
tary of the Air Force shall come into
agreement with the Armed Services
Committees of the Senate and the House
of Representatives with respect to the
acquisition of such lands, rights, or other
interests.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2,
after line 17, to strike out:

Sec. 4. The Secretaries of the Army, the
Navy, and the Air Force are hereby author-
ized to contribute to the support of the joint
long-range proving ground for guided missiles
and other weapons to the extent they may
deem necessary or advisable, including, but
not limited to, the allccation for such sup-
port of funds avallable to them for such
purposes.

8ec. 5. The Secretary of Defense may, at
his discretion, transfer and reallocate to the
Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the
Navy, or the Secretary of the Air Force all,
or any part of the authority granted herein,
and, in connection with such transfer or re-
allocation, may transfer all or any part of
the funds available for the establishment oy
support of the jolnt long-range proving
ground for gulded missiles and other
weapons.

And insert:

SEec. 4. The Secretary of Defense Is author-
ized, in his discretion, to transfer to the
Secretary of the Army or the Secretary of
the Navy, and to retransfer from either ofa
such Secretaries to the other or to the Sec-
retary of the Alr Force, all, or any part of,
the authority granted by sections 1 and 2
of this act; and, in connection with any such
transfer or retransfer, to transfer all or any
part of the funds available for the establish-
ment and support of the joint long-range
proving ground for gulded missiles and other
weapons. The Secretary of Defense is fure
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ther authorized to permit, to the extent that
he may deem appropriate, the Secretaries of
the Army, the Navy, and the Alr Force to
contribute, with or without relmbursement,
to the establishment and support of the
Joint long-range proving ground for guided
missiles by the loan, assignment, or trans-
Ier of personnel, supplies, equipment, and
services.

The amendment was agreed to.
The amendments were ordered to be
:ngrossed, and the bill to be read a third
ime.
The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

PERSECUTION OF RELIGIOUS LEADERS
FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES IN CERTAIN
COUNTRIES

The resolution (S. Res. 102) favoring
the protest in the United Nations of the
persecution of certain clergymen in Hun-
gary, Yugoslavia, and Bulgaria was con-
sidered, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That it 1s the sense of the Sen-
ate that these actions should be strongly pro-
tested in the United Natlons or by whatever
other means may be appropriate.

The preamble was agreed to, as follows:

Whereas the persecution of Cardinal Mind-
szenty and Bishop Ordass in Hungary, of
Archbishop Stepinac in Yugoslavia, and of
Protestant clergymen in Bulgaria, evidences
the abridgment and violation of funda-
mental human freedoms guaranteed in the
treaties of peace and reaffirmed in the United
Nations Charter: Now, therefore, be it.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR EMERGENCY
NEEDS OF CRIPPLED CHILDREN

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 212)
authorizing appropriations to the Federal
Security Administrator in addition to
those authorized under title V, part 2, of
the Social Security Act, as amended, to
provide for meeting emergency needs of
crippled children during the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1949, was announced as
next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the joint resolution?

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, by way
of explanation, let me say that the addi-
tional amount which the joint resolution
would authorize for the care and hos-
pitalization of crippled children through-
out the country is only $1,500,000. It has
been found necessary to take care of a
large number of children who suffered
from infantile paralysis during the last
year; and the proposed increase over the
appropriation already authorized is only
$1,500,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present conslderation of
the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint res-
olution was considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

NELLIE M. CLARK

The bill (H. R. 1094) for the relief of
Nellie M. Clark was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

ESTATE OF H. M. McCORVEY

The bill (H. R. 1164) for the relief of
the estate of H. M. McCorvey was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
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MR. AND MRS. LEROY HANN

The bill (H. R. 1176) for the relief of
Mr. and Mrs. Leroy Hann was consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

MRS. JUDGE E. ESTES

The bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of
Mrs. Judge E. Estes was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

ELIZABETH ROWLAND

The bill (H. R. 1286) for the relief of
Elizabeth Rowland was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CER-
TAIN ALIENS

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 28) favoring the suspension of de-
portation of certain aliens was considered
and agreed to as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That the Con-
gress favors the suspension of deportation
in the case of each allen hereinafter named,
in which case the Attorney General has sus-
pended deportation for more than 8 months.
. A-T793367, Acevedo, Ramona nee Diaz Ga-

etty.

A-6683184, Adam Emmanuel Konstanti-
nos or Emanuel Constantinos Adam.

A-5880692, Altmann, Anton Frederick
(Friedrich).

A-6758166, Alves, Domingos Esteves,

A-6115712, Anguiano-Alcazar, Felix alias
Agustin Valencia alias Agustin Valencia An-
guiano alias Felix Anguiano alias Felix
Anguaino,

A-3224363, Andersen, Enud EKaspar.

A-2P40833, Anderson, Axel Hjalmar alias
Axel Hjalmar Carlsson,

A-9577267, Apessos, Ioannis Pndelis alias
John P. Apessos.

A-6679669, Appelthaler, Katerina,

A-6879668, Appelthaler, Kurt Robert,

A-2211955, Arellano, Domingos Ramos.

A-1393347, Arellano, Soledad Valadea or
Soledad Maria Valadez.

A-6071241, Arellano, In.nooenclo.

A-43071239. Arellano, Domingo,
Dominic Arellano.

; A-6071240, Arellano, Juan or John Arel-
ano.

A-37T79214, Arlt, Hans Erich Lothar,

A-1153452, Arrighi, Alessandro or Alex-
ander or Alessandro Arrigo.

A-6301280, Bagniewiski, Wanda Stanis-
lawa or Wanda Stanislawa Elernik,

A-6821666, Bastide, Genevive Marcelle,

A-2118744, Bau, Slu-Tsung or Marguerite
Janet Bau Chang.

A-3419857, Baum, Betty.

A-3151534, Baumann, Henrik Chaskiel or
Henry Baumann,

A-6026888, Beltelstein, Anton, Anton
Stein, Tony Stein, or Anton Beidelstem, An-
ton Beltelsten.

A-7765476, Berard, Jorge Vandesmet.

A-5920168, Berkle, Ivera Romalia.

A-6434078, Bernheimer, Ludwig.

A-5153633, Bianchi, Luigl.

A-5932160, Blake, Eulalie Constancia or
Eulalie Constancia Turnbull.

A-6760216, Blake, Helena
Helena Eetruda Powell,

A-3113337, Bober, Maria Theresia Gerber.

A-6466991, Borraccia, Lorenzo.

A-6288235, Bronner, Eugenia Michael for-
merly Eugenia Gavriloff, nee Losseff.

A-6288068, Bronner, Helen Tamara Mari-
anna formerly Helen Tamara Marianna Gav-
riloff.

A-6316110,
Borgman.

Jr.,, or

Eetruda or

Brouwer, Frans Hieronimus
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A-6625552, Brown, Dorls nee Singh.

A-2673048, Brown, Morris Simon alias
Movsa Braunreit.

" A-6701608, Burgers, Willem Adolph Johan.

A-6645933, Butterick, Janet Barry or Janet
Barry Mack,

A-T651629, Candia, Jose alias Jose Candia
Urguidi or Jose Urguldi or Joe.

A-9769688, Carro, Alfredo or Alfred Carro.

A-3280176, Castillo, Geronimo or Giro Cas-
tillo.

A-63366186,
Ecott.

A-8336617, Chalmers, Jill.

A-T041842, Chin, Yuen Chew or Chin Yuen
Chew or Chew Yuen Chinn.

A-5188325, Chul, Wan; Chul Wan; Hang
Ein Chul; Hankin Hunt.

A-1581731, Clesla, Ludwik.

A-5179937, Valdes, Maria Hortensia Cle-
mente y Sanches McDonald; or Hortensia
Clemente y Sanchez McDonald Valdes nee
Hortensia Clemente y Sanchez; Maria Hor-
tensia Clemente Sanchez or Marla Hortensia
Clementa McDonald.

A-5611302, Cohen, Joseph.

A-4860086, Cohen, Gertie Gertrude,

A-2554813, Conradt, Ernst Heinrich Wil-
helm or Ernst Henry Conradt.

A-6262074, Cucullu, Francesca R.

A-21130868, DaGoutls, Louise Emilie nee
Masse.

A-6404432, Davis, Diane May.

A-6404433, Davis, Eileen Marie.

A-8404431, Davis, Philip Bennet.

A-2045357, Dawson, Harriet Mae or Hattle
Mae Lloyd or Harriet Mae Gibson.

A-4746398, De Escalante, Alicia Adriana
Vara or Alicla Adriana Vara-Solis DeCordero.

A-3197506, De Gomez, Rita Avena alias Rita
Avena.

A-8070055, Dimakos, Christos alias Christos
Demakos,

A-4665465, DiPietro, Sebastiano or Pletro
Petrillo or Grido Cardella.

A-0836789, Drioll, Salvatore.

A-96T1716, Elvir, Cesar A ,

A-4785369, Engles, Elsie Viclet nee Elsie
Violet Huffman.

A-5906567, Fahle, Adeline nee Nibbs.

A-3481412, Fahie, Joseph Alfred.

A-5832029, Fahie, Rebecca,

A-3103626, Fekete, Agnes Elizabeth nee
Pauza now Kourcosk or Korscak.

A-6T774677, Frank, Annie or Ann Frank or
Ann Burtnik Frank or Annie Burtnik Frank.

A-6716185, Frazer, Joseph Wellington.

A-6464484, Frenkel, Mayer.

A-8020425, Gabriel, Manuel Gimenez.

A-68405609, Gallegos, Manuel or Manuel
Medina.

A-3750703, Garcia, Juan or John Garcia.

A-6063595, Garcia, William Joseph.

A-5140522, Garlipp, Franz Hermann or
Frank Herman Garlipp.

A-5048438, Ghinelli,
Ghinelli,

A-6051631, Gobb, Marguerite Elinor nee
Aaron also known as Marguerite Elinor Aaron.

A-6500830, Gomesz, Maria Pilar alias Olivia
Gomez allas Maria Olivia Gomez Pedroza or
Maria Pllas Gomez Quesada.

A-6288439, Greaves, Anne Marie nee Anne
Marie Erneste Pierre Monlouis-Eugene.

A-6630058, Gson-Niebling, Goesta Bertil.

A-3053878, Hanko, Joseph Ewald or Joseph
or Jozef Hanko,

A-6413603, Harvie, Meryl Lorraine or Meryl
Lorraine Grayson.

A-6369265, Hernandez-Gutierrez,
Maria.

A-4463931, Haimburger, Rudolf Gustave or
Rudolf Halmburger.

A-6500897, Huggins, William Archibald.

A-6425288, Jacobs, Olive Jane.

A-6446194, Joanta, Florence nee Florence
Antonescu,

A-9505166, Johansen, Eristian Rudolf.

Chalmers, Bromley Russell

Germano or Jerry

Jose
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A-4624493, Kimbell, Ofelia Aycardl nee
Aycardl.

A-9706894, Kokolls, Jonnes Peter; or Ko-
kolis, Jchn Peter alias John Nicholas Kokolis
or Ioannis Kokolis or Ioanis Giannaris or
Ioannis Panagiotis Kokolis or Ioanis Eoukalis,

A-6489767, Kostrzak, Lita Foerster nee Lita
Foerster,

A-6440727, Kovar, Anton or Anton Joseph
Eovar.

A-6208118, Eromhout, Arle Jan.

A-4540342, Laeske, Hedwig Anna formerly
Browne nee Bardeleben.

A-6484122, Lansford, Ethel Matilda formerly
Ethel Matilda Molchon nee MacDonald.

A-2773539, Lee, Ruth Mo or Ruth Lo-Tak
Mo.

56122,/739, Lencovich, Joseph Peter.

A-1304739, Lepore, Balvatore alias Samuel
or Sam Lepore alias SBamuel Le Poce.

A-4769421, Lettsome, Edward or Edward
Letsome.

A-1424552, Levitsky, Thomas.

A-6261599, Longos, Katina,

A-1322447, Lopez-Martinez, Juan.

A-2365797, de Lopes, Maria Valadez-

Romero.

A-4388670, Lo Surdo, Sebastiano,

A-2145986, Lucas, Lieselotte or Lieselotte
Muenzer or Lotte Muenzer or Mungzer,

A-6706860, Luschnig, Elaus Oswald or
Klaus Carnival.

A-4584463, Mac Clymont, David or Thomas
Wood.

A-57T7765, Mahlman, Bruno William or
Bruno William Dietrich Mahlman,

A-4052648, Malerba, Domenico or Dome-
nick Malerba.

A-6005324, Mantzuranis, Evagelia or Eva-
gelia Mantzurani or Evagella Stratigakis.

A-6645782, Mar, Judy alias Judy Muck.

A-6645783, Mar, James alias James Muck,

A-6566614, Mariades, Helene Agouras for-
merly Helene Andrea Agouras.

A-6612108, Marquez, Arturo,

A-8612107, Marquez, Maria Del Carmen.

A-6694634, Martinez, Cruz.

A-86689502, McDougall, Joseph Ignatius.

A-3024922, McGill, John Joseph.

A-6603045, Mendoza, Julio.

A-6608018, Mendoza, Jose Salome.

A-9578104, Montgomery, Clem.

A-5694677, Muller, Mathias or Mathew
Muller.

A-5694675, Muller, Barbara nee Messner,

A-38689778, Munoz, Maria Amparo Gegunde
Gomez nee Maria Gegunde.

A-2481845, Munroe, Harold Bruce.

A-9801088, Newton, Arthur,

A-4026037, Nimeneh, Thomas Eun or
Thomas Nimeneh or Thomas Nimeneh-Bey
or Thomas Kun Nemerea or Keen Nimeneh
or Sam Nimeneh or Keen Nimeh.

A-4651936, O'Dwyer, Elizabeth nee Ahern
alias Elizabeth Organ.

A-6611843, Ottley, Robyn Josephine.

A-9836874, Paiceira, Vicente or Vicente
Paiceira Perez.

A-2201575, Palermo, Rosario or Richard
Ross Palermo or Ross Palermo.

A-3140422, Palermo, Salvatore or Samuel
Palermo.

A-3236433, Palermo, Vincenzo or James
Palermo.

A-3140520, Palermo, Anna.

A-9769360, Pane, Antonino or Anthony
Pane or Antonio Pane.

A-6256122, Papadakis, Georgia N.

A-4642742, Parasilitl, Nicola Bebastiano
Collazzo or Nicola Sebastiano Parasiliti Co-
lazzo or Nicholas Parasi or Benny Pernite or
Nicholas Benny Pernite.

A-63747562, Paul, Alvin Colton Thonras
Theophilus.

A-6331342, Piekarz, Hersz.

A-6633957, Pilostomos, Christos Antonios.

A-T598205, Questel, Francols Marie Edou-
ard, or Edouard Questel,

4269

A-5369159, Ramos, Anastacio.

A-3586557, Ramos, Anacleta.

A-5711339, Rando, Bartolo.

A-4798904, de Rangel, Rita Morales or Rita
Arroyo.

A-T703612, Rehen, Estrid Viola Margareta
gr Estrid Viola Margareta Tengwall nee Sund-

erg.

A-09582529, Reinsma, Otte or Otto Reinsma.

A-6290531, Reiter, Fanny nee Diaménd or
Fany Reiter, "

A-4030408, Resch, Frank or Frank Reck or
Franz Resch.

A-6608814, Reynolds, Bernard Douglas.

A-5917858, Robles, Isidro.

A-6001863, Roberts, Norma Elizabeth or
Norma E. Roberts or Norma Roberts.

A-T757524, Roders, Naomi Elizabeth.

A-6113669, Roman-Rodriguez, Antonio.

A-3680851, Rostar, Victor,

A-6373974, Rothstein, Izydor.

A-63T73973, Rothstein, Helena.

A-6611826, Rudd, James Sidney.

A-3667351, Ruiz-Carillo De Quintero, Marla
or Dolores Cardenas-Soto.

A-2548950, Rullo, Hazel Ann nee DelLisle,

A-0T776541, Russo, Balvatore.

A-5155756, Sagert, Clarence James,

A-55T73562, Schenk, Otto alias Otto Leh-
man.

A-5151143, Schneider, Richard Georg.

A-4728863, Schoenberg, Wilhelm Heinrich
August or Williamr Schoenberg.

A-6376906, Semega, Maria nee Maria
Paloveik.

A-5314309, Shee, Ong Kwok or Ong Ewock
Shee or Roy Ong. I

A-6378087, Shumis, Artemis Troyannou or
Artenoula Trogiannou or Artemis Troiannou
or m& Troyannou,

— 6, Sirianos, George or G
Theodore Sirianos. - o i
mA—G&!GﬁQ&, Smedley, Shane Karen Doug-
A-4699538, Sommer, Oscar Felix or Oskar
Felix Sommer or Felix Sommer,

A-5465763, Stevens, Annie Isabella.

A-6772017, Sturmer, Gerlinde Maria.

A-4433087, Tackolander, Leonard Helge
alias Leonard Quire.

A-5880875, Tatem, Edmund Adolphus.

A-17530649, Tomas-Morelly, Jose or Jose
Tomas, Junior,

A-5367499, Tornow, Marie nee Wejnis or
Marie Fischer.

A-6345256, Trapatsa, Chryssoula,

A-0836782, Ullah, Anfar,

A-6346062, Vafides, Olga nee Rafaeledes.

A-9727432, Valjas, Arteml.

A-6459280, Vasquez, Jorge Carrion alias
Robert Franco,

A-1114647, Vestes, Stratos or Ernest Vestes
alias Efstiatios Vestis.

A-6690309, Villegas, Ramon allas Ramon
Villegas-Ortiz.

A-6785838, Wallace, Ezra. f

A-1052865, Wasserman, Benjamin or Ber-
nard Wasserman or Benjamin Waserman,

A-5750607, Wayditch, Julla alias Julia
Bornyaszi Oroszy.

A-4392874, Whearty,
James Wheatley.

A-6431871, Willman, Philip John Archi-
bald.

A-4T777885, Wilson, Arthur Rutherford,

A-T7799625, Wilson, Walter Allen.

A-6078139, Wright, Lourdes Dizon.

A-(G767818, Yang, Chao-Chen.

A-8730338, Yang, Dzing-Tsch Shun,

A-2963630, Yuelling, Joseph or Yoesef,

MAMIE L, HURLEY

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 594) for the relief of Mamie
L. Hurley, which had been reported from
the Committee on the Judiciary with an

James Patrick or
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amendment, at the end of the bill, to
change the period to a colon, and insert:

Provided further, That nothing in this act
shall be construed as an inference of liabile
ity on the part of the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

MRS. MARION T. SCHWARTZ

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 1169) for the relief of Mrs.
Marion T. Schwartz, which had been re=
ported from the Committee on the Ju-
diciary with an amendment, on page 1,
in line 6, after the words “sum of,” to
strike out “$4,000” and insert “$1,671.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

FIRST-CITIZENS BANK & TRUST CO,, ETO,

The Senate proceeded to consider the
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 18) for the re-
lief of the First-Citizens Bank and Trust
Co., administrator of th: estate of C. A,
Ragland, Sr., which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary
with amendments, on page 2, in line 9,
after the word “entitled”, to strike out:
“ together with interest on such sum at
the rate of 6 per centum per annum
from August 19, 1938; and (2) the sum
of $1,555.56 representing actual court
costs incurred by the said First-Citizens
Bank and Trust Company in presenting
such claim to the Court of Claims”; and
in line 14, after the word “such”, to
strike out “sums,” and insert “sum”, so
as to make the joint resolution read:

Resolved, ete,, That the Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized and directed to pay,
out of any money in the Treasury not oth=-
erwise appropriated, to the First-Citizens
Bank & Trust Co., of Raleigh, N. C., as ad=-
ministrator of the estate of C. A. Ragland,
Sr., deceased, (1) the sum of $9,860.35, the
amount to which the Court of Claims found
the said First-Citizens Bank & Trust Co., en=
titled, the payment of such sum being in
full satisfaction of the clalm of the said
First-Citizens Bank & Trust Co., against the
United States for compensat.lon for work per=
formed by the late C. A, Ragland, Sr., under
contracts numbered 1-1P-566¢ and 1-1P-
5688, on projects 1T1 and 2E2, Shenandoah-
Great Smoky Mountains Parkway.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
may we have an explanation of the joint
resolution?

Mr.. McCARRAN. Mr, President, the
purpose is to provide for the payment
to the First-Citizens Bank & Trust Co.,
of Raleigh, N. C., as administrator of

.the estate of C. A. Ragland, Sr., the sum

of $9,860, to which the Court of Claims
found the trust company to be entitled,
after consideration as authorized by
Senate Resolution 256 of the Seventy-
eighth Congress.

The matter was before the Seventy-
elghth Congress, at which time the
parties were authorized to sue in the
Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims
has approved this judgment.
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Mr, HENDRICKSON. I thank the
Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the engrossment and third
reading of the joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

ELLEN HUDSON, ADMINISTRATRIX

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 42) for the relief of Ellen Hud-
son, as administratrix of the estate of
Walter R. Hudson, which has been re-
ported from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary with amendments, on page 1, in
line 5, after the name “Ellen Hudson,”
to insert ““of 804 South Verdugo Road,
Glendale, California”; and in line 7, after
the words “sum of”, to strike out
“$15,000” and insert “$7,500”, so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Ellen Hudson,
of 804 South Verdugo Road, Glendale, Calif.,
as administratrix of the estate of Walter R,
Hudson, deceased, the sum of $7,500, in full
satisfaction of the claim of such estate
against the United States for compensation
for the death of the sald Walter R. Hudson
as a result of personal injurles sustained by
him when the automobile in which he was
riding was struck by a United States Army
vehicle, near Pittman, Nev., on April 4, 1943:
Provided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third, and
passed. -

BARBARA O'ERIEN FARQUER

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 408) for the relief of Barbara
O'Brien Farquer, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on the Judi-
clary with an amendment, to strike out
all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay,
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, to the estate of William E.
O'Brien, deceased, late of Detroit, Mich., the
sum of $10,232, in full settlement of all claims
of the sald estate against the United States
on account of the death of the sald Willlam
E. O'Brien, on November 20, 1943, as a result
of injuries sustained when an alrplane in
which he was sitting was struck by an
Army alrplane at the Detroit City Alr-
port, Detroit, Mich.: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or recelved by any agent or
agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of
services rendered In connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed gullty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereuf shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of the estate of
William E. O'Brien.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 526) to provide for the re-
organization of Government sagencies,
and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be passed over.

CLAIM OF HARRY W. SHARPLEY, ETC.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 595) to confer jurisdiction
upon the Court of Claims to hear, deter-
mine and render judgment upon a cer-
tain claim of Harry W. Sharpley, his
heirs, administrators, or assigns, against
the United States, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, with an amendment, at the end of
the bill to change the period to a colon,
and insert:

And provided further, That nothing in this
act shall be construed as an inference of lla-
bility on the part of the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

CARL E. LAWSON AND THE FIREMAN'S
FUND INDEMNITY CO.

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 1271) for the relief of Carl E.
Lawson and Fireman’s Fund Indemnity
Co., which had been reported from the
Committee on the Judiciary with an
amendment, on page 1, in line 6, after the
word “‘California”, to strike out “and to
pay the sum of $1,038.79 to the Fireman's
Fund Indemnity Co., of San Francisco,
Calif.”; and in line 11, to strike out “and
for reimbursement to the Fireman's
Fund Indemnity Co. for expenditures.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read a third time, and
passed.

AMENDMENT OF ACT TO REVISE THE
ALASBKA GAME LAW

The bill (H. R. 220) to amend section 3
of the act entitled “An act to revise the
Alaska game law,” approved July 1, 1943,
as amended (57 Stat. 301), was consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

AUTHORIZATION OF SALE OF CERTAIN
INDIAN LANDS IN UTAH

The bill (S. 576) to authorize the sale
of certain Indian lands situated in Du-
chesne and Randlett, Utah, and in and
adjacent to Myton, Utah, was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
reserving the right to chject, I should
like fo ask for an explanation.
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Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, this
bill authorizes the tribal council or tribal
business committee of the Ute Indian
Tribe, in Utah, located on the Ulintah
and Ouray Reservation, to sell some
lands, within the townsite limits of
Duchesne, Randlett, and Myton, Utah,
which were set aside some years ago
for the Indians when those lands were
opened for settlement. The lands were
not sold, but later they were turned over
tc the Indians. The lands are needed
now by Myton, Duchesne, and Randlett,
Utah, for airport purposes.

This bill authorizes the tribal coun-
cil or the tribal business committee of
the Ute Indians, representing the In-
dians who are concerned in this matter,
to sell the lands on such terms as the
tribal committee deems satisfactory,
subject to the approval of the Secre-
tary of the Interior or his authorized
representative.

The lands probably do not amount to
more than 150 or 200 acres, and the
value probably does not exceed $4,000
or $5,000. In other words, the bill sim-
ply authorizes the Indians to dispose of
their own property.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs with amend-
ments, on page 2, in line 2, after the
figure “29”, to strike out “lots 1 and 2,
the east half”, and insert “lot 1 and the
northeast quarter”; and in line 6, after
the word “meridian” and the period, to
insert:

Title shall be conveyed by issuance of pat-
ent in fee to the purchaser where approved
surveys have heen made and, in the absence
of such surveys, by deed signed by the chair-

. man and the secretary of said committee and
approved by the Secretary of the Interior or
his authorized representative.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Uintah and
Ouray fribal business committee of the
TUte Indian Tribe of the Uintah and Ouray
Reservation in Utah for and on behalf of
said tribe is hereby authori¥ed, subject to
the approval of the Secretary of the Interlor
or his authorized representative, to sell and
convey to any purchaser deemed satisfac-
tory to said committee any of the lands of
said tribe situated within the town-site
limits of Duchesne; Randlett, and Mpyton,
Uteh, and any of the following-described
lands situated adjacent to the town site of
Myton, Utah, to wit, the north half of the
northwest quarter of section 29; lot 1 and
the northeast cquarter of the northwest
quarter and the northeast quarter of sec-
tion 30; the southwest quarter of the south-
west quarter or lot 4 of section 19, of town-
ship 3 south, range 1 west, of the Ulntah
special meridian. Title shall be conveyed
by issuance of patent in fee to the purchaser
where approved surveys have been made and,
in the absence of such surveys, by deed
slgned by the chairman and the secretary
of sald committee and approved by the
Secretary of the Interior or his authorized
representative.

All such sales shall be made upon such
terms as sald committee shall deem satis-
factory and may be made pursuant to bids
or at private sale and all funds derived from
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such sales shall be subject to disposition of
sald tribe.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

CHILDREN BORN OUT OF WEDLOCK

The bill (S. 1122) relating to children
born out of wedlock was announced as
next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration
of the bill?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr, President, the
enactment of this bill has been requested
by the District of Columbia Bar Asso-
ciation, the officials of the District of
Columbia Juvenile Court, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia Welfare Agency.
They feel that enactment of the hill is
necessary.

The bill has to do largely with the pro-
cedure in illegitimacy actions. It pro-
vides, for example, for an increase from
14 to 16 years, as respects the age at
which the support of minor children
shall cease—in other words, an increase
of 2 years.

It also provides that the mofher may
bring action, even if not a resident of the
District of Columbia, so long as the
father is a resident of the District of
Columbia.

The bill further provides for extradi-
tion, but only in case the parentage is
either admitted or proved.

It also provides what some of us
thought was a rather unusual and dras-
tic step, something which is not provided
in my State, certainly, namely, a provi-
sion to the effect that a mother may sue
someone other than her husband for the
support of an illegitimate child. Nor-
mally, as the Senators know, if a child is
born in lawful wedlock it is presumed to
be legitimate, and no action can be
brought against some ofther man for sup-
port of the child. Because of that provi-
sion we held up consideration of the bill
for some time.

I have been contacted by practically
every welfare agency in Washington, by
some of the officers of the juvenile court,
and especially by Miss Rita Morris, who
is chairman of the committee on rela-
tions with the juvenile court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Bar Association. They
have told me that in the District there
exists an unusual situation which justi-
fies the additional provision. I am told
there is an almost unlimited number of
cases where, the lawful husband having
left, the wife, who may not believe in
divorce, is apparently living with some-
one as her common-law husband. Affer
three or four or five children have been
born he may leave, and under the present
law those children become a burden upon
the District. I understand from falking
to various people that the burden thus
imposed upon the District is very heavy;
that it is unnecessary, and can be rem=-
edied to a great extent by means of the
pending bill.

The hill also provides a number of
other things, such as proper legitimiza-
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tion of a child born of unlawful wedlock,
and many other minor details. I might
say we have amended the bill substan-
tially since it was submitted to us by the
bar committee.

Mr. LANGER. May I ask the Senator
if there is any provision in the bill where-
by an illegitimate child, recognized in
writing by the father, can inherit equally
with another child?

Mr. McCARTHY. The father may
adopt the child, but if he does not do
so, there is no such provision in the
present law, as I understand, and there
is none in the pending bill. I may be in
error about that, The Senator will
understand I am nof an authority on
District law. I must depend largely
upon our staff and upon the local bar
association. I do not believe there is
anything in the present District law to
provide that such a child shall inherit,
unless he is adopted. However, the bill
does provide for the adoption of such
child and the issuance of a certificate
of legitimacy.

Mr. LANGER. But there is no pro-
vision, even though the court finds that
a certain man fathered the child, and
even though the father recognizes him,
whereby the child may inherit; is that
correct?

Mr. McCARTHY. This is a common-
law jurisdiction, as the Senator knows,
and the child normally inherits through
the mother. I must admit I am no au-
thority on the matter. The committee’s
counsel tells me the child would inherit
through the mother, in such a case, but
not otherwise. In other words, let us
assume the father and mother have
never married. If the father admits in
writing, or if the court determines, that
he is the father of the illegitimate child,
under those circumstances I understand
there is no provision for inheritance,

Mr. LANGER. I may say to the Sen-
ator that in a great many States, where
the father recognizes the child, the child
inherits. I wondered why the commit-
tee did not include such a provision in
the pending bill.

Mr. McCARTHY. Frankly, the com-
mittee did not discuss that provision at
all, and I doubt whether it would be
proper. The committee could not very
well do what the Senator suggests in
drafting this proposed legislation, which
is more or less a bill to provide quasi-
criminal procedure for bringing a father
back and making him support the child,
and providing a2 method of starting a
lawsuit. We did not try to do anything
such as the Senator suggests. I am
sure, if the Senator from North Dakota
should care to introduce such a bill, it
would be carefully scrutinized. In an
offhand way, I may say I am inclined to
think I should support such a measure.
If a father admits the child is his, or if
a court has found it is his, I can see no
objection at all to providing that the
child shall inherit.

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator.

Mr. McCARTHY. 1 say, if the Sena-
tor should introduce such a bill, my
present inclination would be to favor it.

Mr. LANGER. I shall be pleased to
prepare such a bill, and I will show it to
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the distinguished Senator from Wiscon-
sin.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1122)
relating to chilcren born out of wedlock,
which had been reported from the Com=-
mittee on the District of Columbia, with
amendments, on page 3, line 18, after the
word “evidence”, to insert “to impeach
the complaining witness”; on page 4, line
22, to strike out “complainant” and in-
sert “mother”; on page T, line 11, after
the word “discretion”, to insert “after
notice by registered mail to the defend-
ant at his last-known address, and after
hearing,”; and in line 15, after the word
“empowered”, to insert “after such notice
and hearing”; and on page 10, after line
b, to strike out: “Skc. 15. (a) Marriage of
natural parents; legitimacy. Any child
heretofore or hereafter born out of wed-
lock shall be legitimated by the inter-
marriage of his natural parents. A child
so legitimated shall be entitled to the
game rights and privileges which he
would have enjoyed if born after mar-
riage, his status being the same as if he
were born in wedlock.”; in line 13, to
strike out “(b) New BirTH RECORD” and
insert “Sec. 15. NEW BIRTH RECORD UPON
MARRIAGE OF NATURAL PARENTS.”; in line
17, after the word “parents”, to insert “of
an illegitimate child”; and in line 18, be-
fore the word “child”, strike out “the”
and Insert “said”, and after the word
“child”, insert “and paternity of the
child has been judicially determined or
acknowledged by the husband before the
Health Officer of the District of Colum-
bia”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efe., That the act entitled
“An act to provide for the support and main-
tenance of bastards in the District of Co-
lumbia,” approved June 18, 1812 (37 Stat.
184), as amended February 22, 1821 (41 Stat.
1144), and March 16, 1926 (44 Stat. 208), be,
and the same is hereby, repealed.

SEc. 2. Title: This act may be cited as “An
Act Relating to Children Born Out of Wed-
lock."”

Bec. 8. Jurisdiction: The juvenile court of
the District of Columbia is hereby given jur-
isdiction of all cases arising under this act,
Proceedings shall be instituted in the name
of the District of Columbia and prosecution
upon information shall be by the Corporation
Counsel for the District of Columbia or any
of his assistants.

8ec. 4. Time of bringing complaint: Pro-
ceedings to establish paternity and provide
for the support of a child born out of wedlock
may be instituted after 4 months of preg-
nancy or within 2 years after the birth of the
child, or within, 1 year after the putative
father has ceased making contributions for
the support of such child: Provided, how-
ever, That the time during which the de-
fendant shall be absent from the jurisdiction
shall be excluded from the computation of
the time within which complaint may be
filed.

BSEc. 5. Complaint: Any unmarried woman
who Is at least 4 months pregnant or who has
been delivered of a child born out of wedlock,
or any married woman who is at least 4
months pregnant with a child, which if born
alive, may be born out of wedlock, or who has
been delivered of a child born out of wedlock
and who was not living with nor cohabiting
with her husband during the period of time
in which such child could have been con-
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celved, may go before an Assistant Corpora-
tion Counsel for the District of Columbia at
the juvenile court and accuse any man of
being the father of her child and request his
arrest. In case of death, disability, or in-
competence of the mother, the complaint
may be made by the custodian, guardian, or
next friend of the child, The complainant
shall be examined under oath by an Assist-
ant Corporation Counsel concerning the
married or single status of the mother when
the child was begotten, when and where it
was born, if born, and such other Informa-
tion as may be deemed necessary or pertinent
for testing the truth of the accusation. If,
upon examination, there appears reasonable
cause to believe that the woman is at least 4
months pregnant or that the child, if born, is
within the age limits provided in this act, or
that the putative father has ceased making
contribution for the support of such child
within 1 year from the time of making com-
plaint, and reasonable cause to believe that
the accused person is the father thereof, the
complaint shall be reduced to writing by
such officer, verified by the complainant, and
filed with the clerk of the court; and such
verified complaint may be introduced in evi-
dence to impeach the complaining witness in
any subsequent proceedings therein.

Bec. 6. Apprehension of accused: Upon
the filing of the complaint, the case shall be
calendared forthwith for preliminary hear-
ing. The clerk of the court shall issue a
summons requiring the accused to appear in
court on a day certain for such purpose, or,
if deemed necessary, a warrant for the arrest
of the defendant shall be issued, directed to
the United States marshal or the Major and
Superintendent or any member of the Metro-~
politan Police Department of the District of
Columbia, requiring the accused to be ar-
rested and brought before the court.

8ec. 7. Bond; commitment on failure to
give bond; jury trial: The court may require
the accused to enter into bond with surety in
& sum not to exceed $2,600, guaranteeing his
appearance on the date set for hearing or
trial. If the defendant shall fail to appear,
the securlty for his appearance shall be for-
feited and shall be applied toward the sup-

t of the child if so ordered by the court.

the defendant shall fail to post bond fixed
by the court he sghall forthwith be com-
mitted to the Washington Asylum and Jail,
there to remain until the date set for hear-
ing, or until he enter into the required bond
or otherwise be discharged by due process of
law. In all prosecutions under this act the
defendant shall be entitled to, but may waive,
trial by jury. In no event, however, shall
final hearing take place untll after the birth
of the child.

SEc. 8. Blood tests: Whenever it is relevant
to the prosecution or defense of an lllegiti-
macy action, the court may, in its discretion,
direct that the complainant, mother, child,
and the defendant submit to one or more
blood tests to determine whether or not the
defendant can be excluded as being the
father of the child, but the results of the
test shall be admissible only in cases where
defendant does not object to its admis-
sibility.

Bec. 9. Exclusion of public: Upon trial of
proceedings under this act, the court shall
exclude the general public at the request of
elther party.

Sec. 10. (a) Judgement; prenatal and con-
finement expenses; maintenance: If the de-
fendant, in open court, shall acknowledge the

aternity of a child born out of wedlock, or

at the trial the finding of the court or jury
be agalnst the defendant, the court In
rendering judgment thereon may enter an
order for the payment of the prenatal medi-
cal care and costs of the mother's confine-
ment and expenses of childbirth in such
amount or amounts as it may deem reason-
able, commensurate with the defendant's
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ability to pay. The court shall also order
the payment of annual amounts, equal or
varying, for the maintenance and educa-
tion of the child, commensurate with de-
fendant’s ability to pay, such payments to
be made at such periods or intervals as the
court directs. The court, in its discretion,
may order payments to be made by the de-
fendant at the precinet wherein he resides
through the Metropolitan Police Department
of the District of Columbia. Payments shall
continue until the child reaches the age of
16 years unless the child prior thereto be
legally adopted.

(b) Petition for modification of judgment;
hearing: The court may from time to time,
upon petition of any party in interest, change
or modify its order directing the amount
that defendant shall pay for the maintenance
and support of the child. Hearing on such
petition shall be held not less than 10 days
following notice in writing by the clerk of
the court to the parties in Interest, mailed
to or left at thelr last known place of resi-
dence.

(c) Death of child: In case of the death
of the child before reaching the age of 16
years, the court, upon proof thereof, may
order the payment of reasonable funeral ex-
penses, and shall terminate the order for
maintenance; and any arrears which may be
owing at the time of death may, in the dis-
cretion of the court, be canceled.

8ec. 11. (a) Performance bond; commit- .
ment; probation: The court may require the
defendant to give security not to exceed $2,-
500 guaranteeing payments ordered by the
court. The court may, however, in its discre-
tion, suspend the requirement of security
and place the defendant on probation to the
court on condition that payments be made as
ordered. In default of payments as ordered,
the court may commit the defendant to jail
for a period of not more than 1 year. At the
expiration of the term of commitment the
defendant may be discharged, but his liability
to make subsequent payments or any pay-
ments in arrears in accordance with the
judgment shall not thereby be affected. In
lieu of commitment or as a condition of his
release from jail, the court may suspend
sentence and place the defendant on proba-
tion upon such terms as the court may direct.
The amount of security, if forfeited, shall be’
disbursed as the court, in its discretion, may
direct.

(b) Judgment; execution: In event of de-
fault of payments as ordered, the court may,
in its discretion, after notice by registered
mail to the defendant at his last-EKnown
address, and after hearing, reduce the
amount of arrears to judgment. The Juve-
nile Court of the District of Columbia is
hereby empowered after such notice and
hearing to reduce to judgment the arrears
under any order hereafter entered for the
support and maintenance of a child born
out of wedlock, or for any amounts provided
to be paid by the defendant under any sec-
tion or sections of this act, and when
docketed in the clerk’s office of the United
Btates District Court for the District of
Columbia such judgment shall have the same
force and effect as judgments of the United
States District Court for the District of
Columbia, and execution thereon may be
effected in the same manner as upon judg-
ments of the said district court.

Bec. 12, Voluntary acknowledgement of
paternity by father: The putative father of a
child born out of wedlock may enter into an
agreement with the mother of the child, or
with some other person on behalf of the
child, for the support and maintenance of
sald child, and sald agreement may be sub-
mitted at any time to the court for ratifica-
tion and approval, When sald agreement is
ratified and approved, the court shall issue
an order incorporating the terms thereof, the
payments thereunder may be received and
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disbursed by the court in the same manner
as provided in section 13 of this act. The
faithful performance under the terms of sald
agreement shall bar other remedies of the
mother or any other person on behalf of the
child for the support of the child, subject to
the provisions of sectlon 10 (b) of this act.

Sec. 13, (a) Concurrent Jjurisdiction in
nonsupport cases: The Juvenile Court of the
District of Columbia i1s hereby given con-
current jurisdiction with the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia in
all cases arising under the act of Congress of
March 23, 1906 (34 Stat. 86), as amended
June 18, 1912 (37 Stat. 136), and June 10,
1926 (44 Stat. 716) (title 22, sec. 903, of the
D, C. Code, 1940 edition), and the court, in
its discretion, may order payments to be
made by the defendant &at the precinct
wherein he resides, through the Metropolitan
Police Department of the District of Colum-
bia.

(b) Fallure to support illegitimate child;
misdemeanor: The provisions of the said act
of Congress of March 23, 1906 (34 Stat. 86),
as amended, making it a misdemeanor to
abandon or willfully neglect to provide for
the support and maintenance of minor chil-
dren in destitute or necessitous circum=-
stances, shall also apply to any person who
abandons or fails to support his illegitimate
child when paternity has been established
Jjudieially or when paternity has been directly
acknowledged by the putative father under
oath, or indirectly acknowledged by volun=-
tarlly making contributions to the support
of such child.

(e¢) Voluntary contributions for support:
The juvenile court of the District of Co-
lumbia is hereby authorized to approve volun-
tary agreements for the support and main-
tenance of wife or minor children and to ac-
cept payments made pursuant thereto and
disburse the same to the person or persons
for whom such contributions are paid, in
the same manner as payments are accepted
and disbursed under the provisions of the act
of Congress of March 23, 1906 (34 Stat. 86), as
amended.

Sec. 14, Liability of the father's estate: In
the event of the death of the defendant after
paternity has been established and prior to
the time the child reaches the age of 16 years,
any sum or sums due and unpaid under any
order of the court at the time of defendant's
death shall be a valid claim against the de-
fendant’s estate.

SEec. 15. New birth record upon marriage of
natural parents: Whenever a certified copy of
a marriage certificate is submitted to the
Health Officer of the District of Columbia
establishing that the previously unwed par-
rents of an illegitimate child have intermar-
ried subsequent to the birth of said child
and paternity of the child has been judiclally
determined or acknowledged by the husband
before the Health Officer of the District of
Columbia, a new certificate of birth, bearing
the original date of birth and the names of
both parents, shall be issued and substituted
for the certificate of birth then on file. The
original certificate of birth and all papers
pertaining to the lssuance of the new cer-
tificate shall be placed under seal, and opened
for inspection only upon order of the United
States District Court for the District of
Columbia.

Sec, 16, (a) Reports to Bureau of Vital
Statistics: Upon entry of a final judgment
determining the paternity of a child born
out of wedlock, the clerk of the court shall
forward a certificate to the bureau of vital
statistics of the jurisdiction in which the
child was born, giving the name of the per-
son adjudged to be the father of said child.

(b) Upon receipt of the certificate as pro-
vided in section 18 (a) hereof, the Health Of-
ficer of the District of Columbia shall file
sald certificate with the original birth record,
and thereafter may issue a certificate of birth
registraticn including thereon the name of
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the person adjudged to be the father of sald
child.

Sec. 17. Records: None of the records or pro-
ceedings in any case arising under this act
shall be open to Inspection by anyone other
than defendant or counsel of record except
upon order of the court. The court, upon
proper showing may, in its discretion, au-
thorize the clerk to furnish certified coples
of any such records or portions thereof to the
defendant, the mother, or custodian of the
child, any party in interest, or their duly au-
thorized attorneys, and the clerk is hereby
authorized to furnish certified copies of such
records or portions thereof upon request to
the United States attorney for the District
of Columbia for use as evidence in nonsup-
port proceedings as provided in section 13 of
this act.

BSEec. 18. Construction of statute; appropria-
tions: This act shall be so interpreted as to
effectuate the protection and welfare of the
child involved in any proceedings hereunder,
and appropriations to carry out the purposes
of this act are hereby authorized.

Bec. 19. Constitutionality: If any section,
subdivision, or clause of this act shall be held
to be unconstitutional or invalid, such deci-
sion shall not affect the validity of the re-
maining portions of this act.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I
should like merely to add a word or two
for the benefit of the Senator from Mary-
land. I may say this was not my legis-
lation. The bill was introduced by the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Mc-
GratH]. I merely reported it favorably,
not because I was considered an author-
ity on the factual situation, but only from
a legal standpoint.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments reported by the committee,

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

DISCLOSURES RELATING TO UNITED
STATES CODES AND COMMUNICATIONS
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate revert to Calendar 91, Senate bill
271.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
title of the bill will be stated for the in-
formation of the Senate.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK, A bill (8. 277)
to enhance further the security of the
United States by preventing disclosures
of information concerning the crypto-
graphic systems and the communication
intelligence activities of the United
States.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
{)ect.ion to the present consideration of the

i1?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 277),
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, with amend-
ments, on page 1, line 3, after the word
“shall”, to insert “knowingly and will-
fully”; on page 2, at the end of line 8,
strike out “the United States or”; and in
line 9, after the word “government”, to
insert “knowing the same to have been
obtained by such processes”, so as to
make the bill read: =

Be it enacted, etc., That whoever shall
knowingly and willfully communicate, furs
nish, transmit, or otherw:se_ make available
to an unauthorized person, or publish, or use
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in any manner prejudicial to the safety or
interest of the United States or for the benefit
of any foreign government to the detriment
of the United States any classified informa-
tion (1) concerning the nature, prepara-
tion, or use of any code, cipher, or crypto=
graphic system of the United States or any
forelgn government; or (2) concerning the
design, construction, use, maintenance, or
repair of any device, apparatus, or appliance
used or prepared or planned for use by the
United States or any forelgn government for
crytographic or communication intelligence

urposes; or (3) concerning the communica-
tion intelligence activities of the United
Btates or any foreign government; or (4)
obtained by the processes of communication
intelligence from the communications of any
forelgn government knowing the same to
have been obtalned by such processes, shall
be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned
not moere than 10 years, or both.

Sec. 2. (a) The term “classified informa-
tion" as used herein shall be construed to
mean information which, at the time of a
violation under this act, is, for reasons of
national security, specifically designated by
a United States Government agency for lim-
ited or restricted dissemination or dlstri-
bution.

(b) The terms “code,” “cipher,” and “cryp-
tographic system'"” as used herein shall be
construed to include in their meanings, in
addition to their wusual meanings, any
method of secret writing and any mechanical
or electrical device or method used for the
purpose of disguising or concealing the con-
tents, significance, or meanings of communi=
cations.

(c) The term “foreign government” as
used herein shall be construed to include in
its meaning any person or persons acting or
purporting to act for or on behalf of any fac-
tion, party, department, agency, bureau, or
military force of or within a foreign country,
or for or on behalf of any government or any
person or persons purporting to act as a
government within a foreign country,
whether or not such government s recog-
nized by the United States.

(d) The term “communication intelli-
gence” as used herein shall be construed to
mean all procedures and methods used in
the interception of communications and the
obtaining of information from such com-
munications by other than the intended re=
cipients,

(e) The term “unauthorized person” as
used herein shall be construed to mean any
person who, or agency which, is not author-
ized to receive information of the categories
set forth in section 1 of this act, by the
President, or by the head of a department
or agency of the United States Government
which is expressly designated by the Presi
dent to engage in communication intelll-
gence activities for the United States.

Sec. 3. Nothing in this act shall prohibit
the furnishing, upon lawful demand, of in-
formation to any regularly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate or House of Representa-
tives of the United States of America, or joint
committee thereof,

The amendments were agreed to. 5

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1418) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to incorporate the Wash-
ington Gas Light Co., and for other pur-
Poses,” was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrpl
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asks that I make objection in his name;
which I do.
Mr. BYRD. I thank the Senator,
The VICE PRESIDENT. On objec-
tion, the bill is passed over.

YUMA AUXILIARY PROJECT, ARIZONA

The bill (S. 690) to authorize the fur-
nishing of water to the Yuma auxiliary
project, Arizona, through the works of
the Gila project, Arizona, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. McCARRAN. I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objec-
tion, the bill will be passed over. That
completes the calendar.

Mr. McCARRAN subsequently said:
Mr, President, I objected to the consid-
eration of Calendar No. 221, Senate bill
690. Since that time an explanation has
been given me by the able Senator from
Arizona [Mr. McFarLanDp], and I desire
to withdraw my objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The clerk
will state the bill by title.

The LecistATive CrLEr. A bill (8.
690) to authorize the furnishing of water
to the Yuma auxiliary project, Arizona,
through the works of the Gila project,
Arizona, and for other purposes.

Mr. WHERRY, Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I should like to
ask the distinguished Senator from Ari-
zona if he will give us an explanation
of the bill.

Mr. McCFARLAND, Mr. President, the
bill meérely transfers the irrigation of
3,000 acres of land from one project to
another, The land is already being irri-
gated by the Yuma project. By trans-
ferring it to the Gila project it will save
a pump lift of approximately 20 feet.
The water has to be pumped 72 feet, and
by transferring it to the other project,
the land can be irrigated with water
lifted only 52 feet.

Mr. WHERRY. I am not familiar
with the hearings, and I should like to
ask the distinguished Senator if there
was any objection in the hearing at all.

Mr. McFARLAND. There was no ob-
Jection.

Mr. WHERRY. Was the bill unani-
mously approved?

Mr. McFARLAND. It was.

Mr. WHERRY. There are no amend-
ments to the bill, are there?

Mr. McFARLAND. There is one
amendment.

Mr. WHERRY. Does it run to the sub-
stance of the bill?

Mr. McFARLAND. As I understand,
it is in the nature of a clarifying amend-
ment which carries out the intent and
purpose of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceded to consider the bill (8. 690) to
authorize the furnishing of water to the
Yuma auxiliary project, Arizona, through
the works of the Gila project, Arizona,
and for other purposes, which had been
reported from the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs, with an amendment,
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on page 6, beginning in line 21, to insert:
“and such costs, less applicable credits,
shall not be repayable to the United
Btates: And provided further,”.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all lands hereto-
fore withdrawn under the reclamation law
in connection with the Yuma project and
set apart or otherwise dealt with as an aux-
iliary project under the provislons of the
act of January 25, 1917 (39 Stat. 868), as
amended, are hereby severed from sald aux-
iliary project, except those lands in the first
Mesa unit of sald auxiliary project which
are north of the south line of the north
half of the north half of the north half of
sections 17 and 18, and north of the south
line of the southwest quarter of the south-
west quarter of section 9, township 10 south,
range 23 west, Gila and Salt River base and
meridian, which lands henceforth shall con-
stitute the entire area of the Yuma auxiliary
project. After application of the payments
as provided In section 8 hereof, no costs
heretofore allocated or charges heretofore as-
slgned to the lands hereby severed from said
auxiliary project shall be repayable to the
United States. y

Bec. 2. For a perlod of 5 years from the
date of enactment of this act the owners of
land ‘with appurtenant water rights severed
from the Yuma auxiliary project pursuant to
the first section, the titles to which are
deemed satisfactory by the Secretary of the
Interior (hereinafter referred to as the Sec-
retary) may exchange the same, acre for acre,
for public lands and water rights within the
Yuma auxliiary project as herein limited:
Provided, That if any tract contains any
fractional acreage, the area shall be com-
puted to the nearest acre: Provided further,
That such privilege of exchange shall be
gubject to the sale or other disposition or
use by the United Btates of any of such
public lands prior to the time an application
for the exchange thereof shall hiave been
made, q

Bec. 3. The proportionate part of all pay-
ments heretofore made under the contract
dated October 23, 1818, between the United
States and Imperial firrigation district, of
California, which, under the act of June 28,
1926 (44 Stat. T76), as amended, would have
been applicable as a credit to the public
lands of the United States severed from the
Yuma auxiliary project pursuant to the pro-
visions of the first section of this act, shall
be applied as of the date of enactment of
this act to offset that portion of the cost,
originally allocated to such lands, of those
facilities previously constructed to be used
jointly for the furnishing of water to the
lands of the Yuma project and the Yuma
auxiliary project.

Bzc. 4. (a) The Secretary is hereby author-
ized to negotiate and enter into a suitable
contract with an organization, as defined in
section 2 (g) of the Reclamation Project Act
of 1039, as amended, satlsfactory in form
and powers to him, representing the water

users of the Yuma auxiliary project as berein

limited (hereafter referred to as the organ-
ization), for the repayment of certain costs
in connection with the construction of works
to enable the sald project to obtaln delivery
of water appurtenant to the lands of its
water users through the works of the Gila
project; to- earry such water through the
works of the Gila project instead of the
Yuma project when additional works for the

shall have been completed; and to
extend and improve the existing distribution
system of the Yuma auxiliary project so as
more adequately to supply the needs of the
water users. The contract, among other
things, shall provide for the assumption of
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lability by the organization for (1) the re-
payment of the cost of the additional works
necessary to supply water to the Yuma aux-
fliary project through the works of the Gila
project, together with an appropriate share
of the cost of works common to the Glia
project and the Yuma auxiliary project; (2)
the repayment of the cost of extending and
improving the Yuma auxiliary project distri-
bution system; (8) the payment annually in
advance of estimated charges for the oper-
ation and maintenance of the works of the
Yuma auxiliary project and an appropriate
share of the estimated charges for the oper-
ation and maintenance of the works com-
mon to the Yuma auxiliary project and the
Gila project. The general repayment obliga-
tlon of any organization entering into such
contract covering the repayment of the con-
struction, extension, and improvement costs
herein enumerated may be spread in annual
installments, without the payment of inter-
est, over such reasonable period, not exceed-
ing 60 years, as the Secretary may deter-
mine: Provided, however, That repayment of

_costs allocated on a per acre basis to lands

not under water-right application under the
act of January 25, 1917 (39 Stat. 868), as
amended, and the joint resolution of Feb-
ruary 21, 1025 (48 Stat. 962), on the date of
the contract may be deferred until after
water-right application has been made: Pro-
vided further, That the liability of the organ-
ization with respect to the costs allocated
to such lands shall be suspended upon the
cancellation of any water-right application as
to any payments for the calendar year fol-
lowing such cancellation, and shall remain
suspended until a new water-right applica-
tion shall have been made. The contract may
provide for the appointment of the organiza-
tion as fiscal agent of the United States for
the purpose of collecting any sums of money
which may become due the United States with -
respect to land and water rights or water=-
right applications under the act of January
25, 1917, as amended, and the joint resolu-
tion of February 21, 1925, and shall provide
that payments made to the organization or
any of its representatives for any purpose by
any land and water right or water-right ap-
plicant shall not be applied to any tax or
assessment of the organization if any obliga-
tlons payable to the United States under the
act of January 25, 1917, as amended, or the
joint resolution of February 21, 1925, re-
main due and unpald. Such contract shall
further provide that any llen held by the
organization on lands covered by any land
and water right or water-right application
shall be inferior to the rights of the United
States with respect to charges upon such
lands under the act of January 25, 1917, as
amended, or the joint resolution of February
21, 1925, and to the llen thereon reserved
by the United States pursuant to section 6
(b) of this act.

(b) Upon the execution of a satisfactory
contract pursuant to subsection (a), sub-
Ject to the availability of funds therefor, the
Becretary is authorized to proceed with such
construction, extensions, and improvements
as may be necessary to effectuate the purpose
of such contract.

Bec. 5. (a) After a contract shall have been
executed pursuant to section 4, land and
water rights in the Yuma auxiliary project
may be sold at private sale, pursuant to the
provisions of the act of January 25, 1917 (39
Btat. 868), as amended, and the joilnt reso-
lution of February 21, 1925 (43 Stat. 862), for
& purchase price of not less than (1) 832 per
acre for the land and (2) a sum for the
water right consisting of not less than $160
per acre for the cost of the reclamation works
previously constructed exclusively for the
Yuma auxiliary project. Such purchase price
ghall be In addition to any charges or assess=-
ments which may be levied by the organiza-
tion to pay for the per acre construction, ex-
tension, and improvement costs allocablg to
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such land under any contract executed pur-
suant to section 4 of this act: Provided, That
sald purchase price shall not include any
part of the cost of works of the Yuma project
and such costs, less applicable credits, shall
not be repayable to the United States: And
provided further, That after a contract shall
have been executed pursuant to sectlon 4
and water is ready for delivery to the Yuma
auxiliary project through the works of the
Gila project, the water users of the Yuma
auxiliary project shall cease to be liable for
any charges for the operation and mainte-
nance of the Yuma project, except such
charges as may then be due and unpaid.

(b) To insure payment of any sums due
or which may bscome due to the United
States under land and water right or water-
right applications under the act of January
25, 1917, as amended, and the joint resolution
of February 21, 1525, the United States, as
of the date of the application, shall have a
lien for the entire amount of its charges
which shall be prior to all other liens, mort-
gages, claims, or interests whatsoever. Upon
default of payment of any amount so due, the
United States 18 empowered to declare the
whole of the unaccrued portion of the charges
due and payable and may file suit to fore-
close the lien for all accrued charges in
any court of competent jurisdiction and sell
sald land to satisfy the obligation due the
United States. This remedy, however, shall
not be exclusive.

Sec. 6. All provisions of the act of Janu-
ary 15, 1917 (39 Stat. 868), as amended, and
the joint resolution of February 21, 1925 (43
Stat. 962), not Inconsistent with the pro-
visions of this act shall remain in full force
and effect,

Sec. 7. After a contract shall have been
executed pursuant to section 4 and water is
ready for delivery to the Yuma auxiliary proj-
ect through the works of the Gila project, the
Secretary is hereby authorized to dismantle
the existing B-lift pumping plant of the
Yuma auxiliary project and to dispose of any
salable parts thereof, either by public or
private sale. All moneys realized from the
sale of such parts shall be pald into the
reclamation fund and credit therefor shall
be given to the organization representing the
water users of the Yuma auxillary project
toward the construction costs assumed by
it pursuant to such contract.

SEc. 8. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be required
for the purposes of this act.

CLAIMS UNDER TRADING WITH THE
ENEMY ACT

Mr. McCARRAN, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate pro-
ceed to consider Senate bill 729. If the
bill requires more than 4 or 5 minutes,
I shall withdraw my request.

The bill has been reported today from
the Committee on the Judiciary, and for
that reason is not on the calendar. The
time within which it should operate will
expire on the last day of this month,
Therefore I deem it necessary that the
Senate act promptly on the bill,

The purpose of the bill is further to
extend the time within which claims may
be filed for return of any property or
interest acquired by the United States
on or after December 18, 1941, It in-
volves persons who have claims for the
return of property which is vested in the
Alien Property Custodian. A'similar ex-
tension was passed by the Eightieth Con-
gress, and at that time it was thought
to be sufficient to permit all those who
might have claims to file them. If the
time is not eatended in this instance,
there will be quite a number of persons

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

who have legitimate claims to be filed
before the Alien Property Custodian
whose time will expire very soon, and th’i
claimants will therefore be deprived o,

the right of filing perhaps legitimat

claims,

If the bill takes up any considerable
length of time I shall not insist on action
but I hope that the bill may be conslderec{
for the next 2 or 3 minutes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will state the bill by title for the informa-
tion of the Senate,

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 729)
to amend the Trading With the Enemy
Act, so as to extend the time within
which claims may be filed for return of
any property or interest acquired by the
United States on or after December 18,
1941,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the hill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
the Judiciary, with an amendment, on
page 1, line 5, to strike out “in the first
sentence of” and to insert in lieu thereof
“wherever it appears in".

The amendment was agreed tfo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 33 of the
Trading With the Enemy Act (40 Stat. 411),
as amended, is hereby further amended by
striking out “April 30, 1949"” wherever it ap-
pears in such section and inserting in leu
thereof “April 30, 1950,

FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION ACT,
: 1949

Mr. MCKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask
that the Senate resume the considera-
tion of House bill 2632, the First Defi-
ciency Appropriation Act, 1949.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the distinguished Sen-
ator from Tennessee if he does not feel
we would save time if I should suggest
the absence of a quorum?

Mr. McEKELLAR. There are quite a
number of Senators present.

Mr. WHERRY. There are several
Senators who wanted to be informed
when the bill came up.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Clerk
will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Holland Murray
Anderson Hunt Neely
Bricker Ives O'Conor
Bridges Jenner O'Mahoney
Byrd Johnson, Colo. Pepper

Cain Johnson, Tex. Robertson
Chapman Johnston, 8. C. Schoeppel
Chavez Eerr Smith, Maine
Cordon Enowland Bparkman
Donnell Langer Stennls
Downey Lodge Taft
Eastland Long Taylor
Ecton Lucas Thomas, Utah
Ferguson McFarland Thye
Flanders McGrath Tobey
Frear McEellar Tydings
Fulbright Magnuson Vandenberg
Green Malone Watkins
Gurney Martin ‘Wherry
Hayden Ma Wiley
Hendrickson Miller Willlams
Hill Morse Withers
Hoey Mundt Young
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The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I an-
nounce that the following Senators are
detained at a meeting of a subcommit-
tee of the Committee on Appropriations
considering the civil-functions bill,
which committee has permission to sit
during the session of the Senate: The
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr, EL-
LENDER], the junior Senator from Louisi-
ana [Mr. Long], the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. THomAs], and the senior Sen-
ator from Arkansas [Mr, McCLELLAN],

I also announce that the Senator from.
Georgia [Mr. GeEorcel is detained in a
meeting of the Committee on Finance,
over which he is presiding. The Com-
mittee on Finance has permission to sit
during the session this afternoon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will state the first amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, be-
fore that is done I desire to make a short
statement concerning the hill, It came
from the House of Representatives con-
taining a total appropriation of slightly
less than $472,000,000, Budget estimates
of about $90,000,000 more were sent to
the Senate. The Senate did not allow all
the $90,000.000, but, as the result of the
budget estimate, allowed additional $53,-
000,000.

In addition to that, several other items
were allowed. One was for the Choctaw
and Chickasaw Indians. The commit-
tee felt a debt was owed to those Indians,
and the amount of $8,359,000 was added
for the Indians.

Furthermore there were restorations
of reductions made by the House to the
amount of $4,140,000.

For the legislative branch the com-
mittee added $43,725. This was for
widows of deceased Members, furniture,
postage, and other miscellaneous items.

For the Joint Committee on Nonessen-
tial Federal Expenditures we added $20,-
000. .

For the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for
Indians of Arizona and New Mexico, we
added $550,000.

For the care of tubercular Indians in
Minnesota we added $50,000.

For improvement of a small-boat har-
bor at Havre de Grace, Md., we allowed
$9,000.

That makes a total of remaining in-
crease by the Senate committee of $13,-
181,725,

Respecting the entire bill as it comes
from the committee, there are two items
of difference. The first is a difference in
an item which the House put in the bill
in reference to the employment in the
Bureau of Reclamation of Messrs. Straus
and Boke. The Senator from California
[Mr. DownNEeY] presented an amendment
dealing with that matter., The Senator
has told me, however, that he will put
that item in a legislative bill, so that
question is not now before the Senate.

The other question, which is the prin-
cipal one in dispute, has to do with an
amendment which was presented by the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON]
to what is known as the New Johnson-
ville steam plant appropriation in the
Tennessee Valley Authority. The New
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Johnsonville steam plant will cost ac-
cording to the budget estimate, $3,000,-
000. The House appropriated $2,500,000
for that plant. The Senate commitiee
recommended $2,500,000 for the plant.
The Senator from Michigan offered an
amendment providing that any taxpayer
or consumer of electric energy may go
before a court of three judges in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and test the constitu-
tionality of the TVA Act.

I desire to say a word about that be-
fore I take my seat. The question of
the constitutionality of the TVA and its
- operations was brought before the Su-
preme Court of the United States in
what is known as the case of Ashwander
et al. against Tennessee Valley Author-
ity et al., Two Hundred and Ninety-
seventh United States Reports. I believe
the case came before the Court in 1939, or
perhaps it was 1940, If was brought
out in that case, as will be recalled, that
the TVA bought from the Alabama
Power Co. its transmission wires and
electric system, including a steam
plant, by the way. Remember, that the
purchase included a steam plant. All
that matter was brought before the
Court. I cannot say that the question
of the steam plant was actually passed
upon directly, but the Court found that
the TVA had bought the transmission
and distributing system from the Ala-
pbama Power Co., including the steam
plant, and including various other things.
°  Chief Justice Hughes rendered the
opinion of the Court. In that opinion
the Court upheld the constitutionality
of the Tennessee Valley Authority Act,
and it upheld the purchase by the Au-
thority of the area of distribution, the
distribution lines, and all the other prop-
erties which were included in that pur-
chase. The purchase was a considerable
one. Mr. Chief Justice Hughes in that
opinion said: .

The question here is simply as to the
acquisition of the transmission lines as a
facility for the disposal of that energy.

The Court held that the United States,
having embarked in a constitutional ven-
ture, and the current having been gen-
erated by a Tennessee Valley Authority
dam, the United States had the author-
ity, through the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority, to acquire such lines and such
materials as wires and other distribu-
tion means as would enable it to sell the
power to the best advantage.

That is all that is sought to be done
by the provision in question.  The Ten-
nessee Valley Authority already has ac-
quired a number of steam plants at other
places. It owns a number of them,
largely by purchase, however. But as
between the purchase of such steam
plants and the building of them there
certainly cannot be raised a constitu-
tional question, in my judgment. That,
however, is neither here nor there.

Last year a similar measure came be-
fore the Senate, and then, as Senators
will remember, a witness testified as to
the unconstitutionality of the act. His
name was Smith. It turned out that he
was an agent of the power companies,
drawing the nifty little salary of $65,000
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a year. He testifled, as appears on page
262 of the record of last year’s hearings:
My salary 1s $65,000 a year by contract.

He lost, so far as the Senate was con-
cerned. This year the private companies
have brought in another man. If my
memory serves me right, his name is
Jackson. Mr. Jackson is a very cele-
brated constitutional lawyer of Cleve-
land, Ohio. He made exactly the same
arguments Mr. Smith made the year be-
fore. The Senate did not approve of the
argument a year ago and I hope the
Senate will not approve of similar argu-
ments this year. As a matter of fact, to
my mind, it is perfectly clear that the
real purpose of these agents of the pri-
vate power companies is to bring about
a lawsuit respecting the matter, which
would probably delay the building of the
steam plant for some time.

The purpose of a steam plant is to
accomplish what is known in power par-
lance as “firming up the power.” We
cannot always tell about the flow of
water, We cannot always be assured
that the flow of water will generate a
certain standard amount of power which
can be sold to the best advantage. But
with the steam plant added to the water
plant, we can always furnish a deter-
mined amount of power to those to whom
the power is sold. In other words, the
Government can then sell power to the
best advantage.

I should like to read what Mr. Justice
Hughes said on this question, in deliver-
ing the opinion of the Supreme Court:

We come, then, to the question as to the
validity of the method which has been

adopted In disposing of the surplus energy
generated at the Wilson Dam.

That is on the Tennessee River.

The constitutional provision is silent as

to the method of dlsposing of property be-
longing to the United States, That method,

of course, must. be an appropriate means of
disposition, according to the nature of the
property, it must be one adopted in the pub-
lic interest, as distinguished from private or
personal ends, and we may assume that it
must be consistent with the foundation
principles of our dual system of government,
and must not be contrived to govern the
concerns reserved to the States.

As applied to this particular question,
that language means this: The Govern-
ment owns the water power; it should
sell it to the best advantage; it can get
more money for it by having a steam
plant to firm up the power, so as to pro-
duce a regular flow of power to the
customers. For that reason I do not be-
lieve we should insert a provision invit-
ing any taxpayer to bring a suit in the
Federal court in Washington—not in
Tennessee or Alabama, where this proj-
ect is situated, but in Washington, D, C.
First, of course, it is legislation. In the
next place, it is for the purpose of litigat-
ing so as to prevent the installation of
the power.

We already have the power there.
Whether it was right or wrong, that is
a guestion which 1s past and gone. The
project has been established. It is a fine
plece of property, bringing the Govern-
ment & good income. It is being success-
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fully managed at this time, and I hope
will continue to be successfully managed.
Surely we ought not to insert a provision
which would tie up, perhaps for years,
the building of the steam plant for the
purpose of disposing of this power in the
best possible way and in the interest of
the Government.

That is the only question that is now
before us.

Mr. WATEINS rose.

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator
desire to ask me a question?

Mr. WATKINS. I should like to ask
the Senator a question on another mat-
ter, with reference to an amendment
which I propose to offer. I do not wish
to interrupt the Senator. I shall wait
until he has concluded his statement.

Mr. McKELLAR. I am through now.

Mr. President, my distinguished friend
from Michigan [Mr. FeErcusoN] has in-
formed me that he expects to offer a leg-
islative amendment to the bill. I had to
tell my friend from Michigan, who is a
member of the committee, that, while I
dislike to make a point of order in con-
nection with the amendment, I shall be
obliged to do so if it is offered. I hope
he will not press it.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr, President, would
the Senator be willing to permit me to
offer an amendment in connection with
the Indian matter about which I spoke
to him, pr’ur to the consideration of the
committee amendments? I think my
amendment will probably be noncontro-
versial, and can be gotten out of the way.

Mr. McKELLAR. The only way that
could be done would be by unanimous
consent.

Let me say to the Senator from Utah
that this is the fourth week I have sat
here trying to get the first one of the
appropriation bills for this year to the
floor of the Senate. I have sat here
every day watching for the past 4 weeks,
and hoping that we could get started on
the appropriation bills. The House has
been unusually expeditious this year in

* passing appropriation bills, and the Sen-

ate has been unusually slow. I should
like to have this bill passed today if it is
humanly possible. I appeal to Senators
for cooperation.

All Senators know that we must pass
the appropriation bills. We must pass
this bill and succeeding appropriation
bills if the Government is to continue to
operate. I believe that Senators will
cooperate in passing the appropriation
bills as rapidly as we can, in the interest
of the Government. I hope the Senator
from Utah will wait a little while before
offering his amendment, and let us dis-
pose of the committee amendments first.
That is the usual procedure. Let the bill
be read for committee amendments, and
after they are disposed of the Senator
can offer his amendment.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, in
view of what the Senator says, I shall be
happy to wait and offer my amendment
after the committee amendments are dis-
posed of.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will proceed to state the committee
amendments.
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The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was, under the
heading “Legislative Branch—Senate,”
on page 1, after line 8, to insert:

For payment to Vera C. Bushfield, widow
of Herlan J, Bushfield, late a Senator from
the State of South Dakota, $12,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top
of page 2, to insert:

For payment to Alice W. Broughton, widow
of J, Melville Broughton, late a Senator from
the State of North Carolina, $12,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. President, I
should like to cffer a clarifying amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask
to have stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not in
order for the Senator to offer an amend-
ment until the committee amendments
are disposed of.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Very well.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will state the next committee amend-
ment.

The next amendment was, on page 2,
after line 6, to insert:

ADMINISTRATIVE AND CLERICAL ASSISTANTS TO
SENATORS

The appropriation for administrative and
clerical assistants and messenger service for
Senators contained in the Legislative Branch
Appropriation Act, 1949, is made avallable
for the employment of an additional clerk
at the basic rate of 1,500 per annum by each
Benator from the States of California and
Virginia, the population of said States hav-
ing exceeded 10,000,000 and 3,000,000, respec~
tively. ]

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 2,
after line 14, to insert:

OFFICE OF SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER

Hereafter the basic annual rates of com-
pensation for two clerks at $3,480 each con=
tained in the Legislative Branch Appropria-
tion Act, 1949, shall be one at $4,260 and one
at $2,700, f

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2,
after line 19, to insert:

Commencing March 1, 1949, the appropria-
tion for “Salaries of officers and employees
of the Senate” contained in the Legislative
Branch Appropriation Act, 1949, shall be
available for the compensation of laborer in
charge of private passage at $2,280 basic per
annum in lieu of laborer in charge of private
passage at $2,120.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead ‘“Contingent expenses of the
Senate,” on page 3, after line 1, to strike
cut the subhead *“Vice President’'s auto-
mobile”; in line 3, before the word “For”
to insert “Vice President’s automobile:”,
and in line 4, before the figures “$2,500”,
to insert “fiscal year 1949.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3,
after line 4, to insert:

Postage stamps: For additional amounts
for postage stamps, for the following offices:
Office of the Secretary, $150; Office of the
Sergeant at Arms, §75; in all, fiscal year 1849,
£225,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 3,
after line 8, to insert:

Furniture: For an additional amount for
furniture and repalrs, fiscal year 1949,
£6,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3,
after line 10, to insert:

Commencing January 20, 1948, the provi-
slons of existing law relating to long-dis-
tance telephone calls for Senators shall be
equally applicable to the Vice President of
the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3,
after line 14, to insert:

Notwithstanding the provisions of the
Treasury-Post Office Appropriation Act, 1949,
the appropriation “Miscellaneous items, con-
tingent expenses of the Senate,” shall be
available for purchase of new or used type-
writers at prices which do not exceed prices
established under the provisions of the
Treasury-Post Office Appropriation Act, 1949.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “House of Representatives,” on
page 4, after line 2, to insert:

For payment to Vera Bloom, daughter of
Sol Bloom, late a Representative from the
State of New York, $12,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4,
after line 13, to insert:
JOINT COMMITTEE ON NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL

EXPENDITURES

For an amount which is hereby authorized
to enable the Joint Committee on Reduction
of Nonessential Federal Expenditures to
carry out the duties imposed upon it by
section 601 of the Revenue Act of 1941 (556
Stat. 726), to remain available during the
existence of the committee, 20,000, to be dis-
bursed by the Secretary of the Senate.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Independent Offices—Grants
to States for unemployment compensa-
tion and employment service adminis-
tration,” on page 8, line 12, after the word
“administration”, to strike out “$10,000,-
000" and insert “$14,000,000, of which
$4,000,000 shall be available only upon de-
termination by the Federal Security Ad-
ministrator, with the approval of the Di-
rector of the Bureau of the Budget, that
increased costs have resulted either from
(1) increases in work load, or (2) in-
creases in salaries of State employees,
occurring after February 1, 1949.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8,
after line 18, to insert:

FEDERAL WORKS AGENCY
PUBLIC BUILDINGS ADMINISTRATION
Renovation and modernization, Ezxeculive
Mansion

For all expenses necessary for and incident
to the renovation, repair, and modernization
(without change of present architectural ap-
pearance of the exterior of the Mansion or the
interior of its main floor) of the Executive
Mansion, including the preparation of draw-
ings and specifications, and the purchase of
furniture, furnishings, and equipment, with-
out regard to section 3700 of the Revised
Statutes or the civil service and classification
laws, 5,400,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That any cost-plus-a=
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fixed-fece general construction contract en-
tered into In pursuance of this authority
shall be awarded on competitive bldding
among responsible general contractors upon
the amount of the fixed fee to accrue from
the performance of such contract: Provided
further, That with the exception of the sub-
contract to be made by the general contractor
for the underpinning and foundation work
and work incidental and appurtenant thereto,
which may be a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee con-
tract, all other subcontracts made by the
general contractor shall be fixed price con-
tracts awarded on competitive blds received
from responsible subcontractors.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9,
after line 17, to insert:

General Accounting Office Building,
District of Columbia

The contract authority provided under this
head in the Second Deficiency Appropriation
Act, 1948, for the construction of a building
for the use of the General Accounting Office,
is increased in an amount not to exceed
$2,550,000 under the revised limit of cost of
$25,400,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of
page 10, to insert:

BUREAU OF COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Maintenance and operation of schools

For an additional amount for “Mainte-
nance and operation of schools,” £3,000,000;
and the limitation under this head in the
Second Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1948, on
the amount available for administrative ex-
penses, is increased from “$100,000” to “$175,-

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Housing and Home Finance
Agency—Federal Housing Administra-
tion”, on page 10, line 13, after the word
“to”, to strike out “$23,000,000" and
insert “$23,800,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10,
after line 16, to insert:

PUBLIC HOUSING ADMINISTRATION

The second proviso in the paragraph under
the heading “Federal Publi¢ Housing Au-
thority” in title I of the Government Corpo-
rations Appropriation Act, 1948, is hereby re-
pealed as of July 1, 1947,

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
should like to speak to the amendment
now before the Senate, which is the one
relating to the Public Housing Adminis-
tration. It reads as follows:

PUBLIC HOUSING ADMINISTRATION

The second proviso in the paragraph under
the heading *Federal Public Houslng Au-
thority” in title I of the Government Corpo-
rations Appropriation Act, 1948, is hereby re-
pealed as of July 1, 1947,

Following that, the further amend-
ment reads:

The second proviso in the paragraph under
the heading “Public Housing Administra-
tion" in title I of the Government Corpora-
tions Appropriation Act, 1949, is hereby re-
pealed as of July 1, 1948,

Mr. President, the history of the pro-
viso in the Government corporations
appropriation for 1948 and 1949 whose
repeal is now sought is relatively simple.
It reverts to the early history and prac-
tices of the Housing Authority created
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under the United States Housing Act of
1937.

The Housing Act of 1937 was designed
to provide low-rent housing for families
of low income who could not otherwise
afford decent, safe, and sanitary dwell-
ings. It authorized loans by the Housing
Authority to local public housing agen-
cies to aid in financing slum clearance
and the development of low-rent housing
projects. In order to bring rents in the
completed dwellings within financial
reach of families in the lowest-income
groups, the Authority was empowered to
make limited annual contributions, pro-

vided the community would also make

contributions toward the operation of the
projects. i

Besides the locally owned projects
which constitute the greater part of the
low-rent program, the Housing Author-
ity has had under its management some
federally owned projects. The main
group of these consisted of Public Works
Administration projects, and they also
included war-housing projects directly
constructed and owned by the Federal
Government, although it was determined
that after the war they should be sold
to local housing authorities for low-rent
use.

Under the United States Housing Act,
low-rent housing activities are primarily
a subject for local determination and
control, the Federal Government being
limited chiefiy to providing technical and
financial assistance. Federal assistance
can be provided only under conditions
prescribed by the United States Housing
Act. Among these conditions is a pro-
vision that the local authority shall pro-
vide, by cash, tax remission, or tax ex-
emption, a local subsidy equal to at least
one-fifth of the annual contribution to
be provided by the Housing Authority.

According to a statement submitted
to the House Appropriations Committee
at its hearing on March 26, 1948, as
shown at page 791, it was “the original
policy of the Public Housing Administra-
tion to encourage localities to grant com-
plete tax exemption for their low-rent
housing projects.”

Mr. President, I wish to repeat that
statement. It was “the original policy
of the Public Housing Administration to
encourage localities to grant complete
tax exemption for their low-rent hous-
ing projects.”

In other words, the municipality was
to waive all taxes on the property which
was to be used for low-rent housing proj-
ects.

I read further from the statement sub-
mitted to the House Appropriations Com-
mittee in 1948:

It was only when a locality insisted upon
receiving some payments in lieu of taxes
that the- PHA authorized the making of con-
tracts providing for such payments. As a
result of this original policy of case-by-case
negotiations with the localities, the original
contracts present a wide diversity of provi-
slons as to payment in lleu of taxes, More
than half of the original contracts contain
no provision whatsoever for such payments,
and only 7 percent of the contracts provided
for payments equal to as much as b percent
of shelter rent.
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The statement in the House hearings
continues:

The various localities throughout the
country speedily came to feel that there had
been an unfalr diccrimination between them;
those citles which had insisted upon pay-
ments in lleu of taxes had received them,
whereas those which had not insisted had
received none,

In other words, the first bloom of en-
thusiasm with which the local authori-
ties had entered contracts with the
Housing Authority wore off. Because
other cities had been given better deals,
certain cities began to complain. A
typical example was the local authority
which entered a contract providing for
payments in lieu of taxes in an amount
corresponding to the tax on the real
estate if the Federal Government had not
come in and assisted in construction of
a housing project. 'This was $477. But
later it sought a contract corresponding
to a payment in lieu of taXes amounting
to 10 percent of the shelter rent, or
$50,000. Mr. President, that municipal-
ity at first was perfectly satisfied to get
$477 in lieu of taxes; but when it learned
that other cities were getting more, then
it wanted the sum of $50,000.

Mr. A. R, 'Miller, Assistant General
Counsel for the Public Housing Adminis-
tration, described the process in testi-
mony before the House Appropriations
Committee last year. He said: -

We have contracts which were drawn at
the time when the program was young and
there was no experience, and the cities were
enthusiastic. And they went further, it ap-
pears from their point of view, than they
should have gone; and then, after that, when
they found that the burden was excessive,
they came to the Federal Government, to us,
and said, “Here, we have made a contract
which is too burdensome for us. Will you
relieve us to some extent?”

As a result of such pleadings, the Hous-
ing Authority in 1942 began to revise its
contracts, attempting a uniform policy
of payments, in lieu of taxes, amounting
to 5 percent of shelter rent. Since then,
the Public Housing Administration has
sought to have those payments increased
to a uniform 10 percent, and that provi-
sion is the subject of authorizing legisla-
tion in Senate bill 138 of the Eighty-first
Congress.

It will be observed that throughout the
Housing Authority proceeded, in making
payments in lieu of taxXes, without an
apparent doubt as to its legal authority
to do so. The question of statutory au-
thority to enter into any contract calling
for payments in lieu of taxes on locally
owned housing apparently was raised for
the first time bhefore the House Appro-
priations Committee in 1947.

At that time legal justification for
such payments was requested from
counsel for the Public Housing Admin-
istration In a brief submitted to the
House committee, section 13 (¢) of the
ggged States Housing Act of 1937 was

Mr. President, I refer now to page 243
of the 1947-48 hearings. This section
reads as follows:

The Authority may enter into agreements
to pay annual sums in lieu of taxes to any
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Btate or political subdivision thereof with
respect to any real property owned by the
Authority. The amount so pald for any
year for any such property shall not exceed
the taxes that would be paid to the State or
subdivision, as the case may be, upon such
property if it were not exempt from taxation
thereby.

That quotation is taken from page 895
of the Public Laws, volume 50,

Mr, President, this only allowed the
authorities to make an agreement in re-
lation to taxes on property owned by the
Authority. The properties and build-
ings from which we are attempting to
remove the limit and to change the con-
tract to allow 10 percent of the rent
are not owned by the Authority, and
therefore there is no authority to enter
into the contracts.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina

Mr. MAYBANEK. But is it not a fact
that the same municipal services are
rendered to the housing developments,
whether owned by the Authority or not,
the same street system, police, light,
school, and so forth?

Mr. FERGUSON, Yes; that is true.
There is no doubt that the municipali-
ties render certain services for the prop-
erties whether owned by the Authority
or not. I take it for granted that the
services rendered by the municipality
in each case are identical, but, under the
law, only on properties owned by the
Authority did the Authority have power
to enter into an agreement to pay any
sum annually in taxes.

Bear in mind that the United States
Housing Act deals both with locally
owned and federally owned housing
projects, and note that section 13 (¢)
says, “with respect to any real property
owned by the Authority.”

Counsel's brief states:

It is true that the United States Housing
Act does not, in so many words, authorize
Federal Public Housing Authority to approve
payments In lleu of taxes when such pay-
ments are proposed In budgets submitted by

local housing authorities to FPHA for ap-
proval.

The brief continues to support a posi-
tion that despite the absence of such
authorization, payments in lieu of taxes
were legal because the act “makes no
attempt to particularize the permissible
expenditures of local authorities in their
operating budgets.”

What the FPHA attempted to do was
not within the law itself, but outside the
law, to allow the payments and to make
the contracts. That is exactly what was
prohibited by the legislation of 1947, and
by the budget of 1948. The amendment
now attempts retroactively to restore the
provision and to compel the Federal Gov-
ernment to make payments which were
illegally made in the first instance to
municipalities.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina?

Mr. FERGUSON. I am glad to yield.
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Mr. MAYBANK. Will the Senator not
admit that the payments have been made
over a period of years in some instances?

Mr, FERGUSON. From 19842 to 1947.

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator will
further agree with me, will he not, that
while the amounts are small, neverthe-
less the various cities counted upon those
amounts in making up their budgets for
the city governments?

Mr. FERGUSON. I assume the cities,
after they obtained the contracts be-
tween 1942 and 1947, made up their
budgets upon the assumption that they
were going to receive certain taxes from
the properties.

Mr, President, I have a city in my
State, the city of Detroit, that will bene-
fit by the adoption of the amendment.
There is no doubt about it. I think it
will benefit by about $31,000. But that
does not mean that we should adopt it,
merely because I am from a State that
would receive a portion of the taxpayers’
money. Ithink the time has come when,
even though we come from States that
would benefit by doing something illegal,
merely because our States would get some
money, we should not hesitate a moment
to stand on the floer of the Senate and
protest the taking of money from the
Federal Government even by our own
citizens. Unless we can do that, we are
going to have no limit to the budgets of
the Federal Government.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?
~ Mr, FERGUSON. I am glad to yield.

Mr. MAYBANK. There are cities in
Michigan that receive benefits, though,
are there not?

Mr. FERGUSON. They will if the
provision is included in the bill as
passed. That is what I say.

Mr. MAYBANK. No; I say if the bill
is not passed. They already have origi-
nal contracts, do they not?

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes;
some original contracts.

Mr. MAYBANK. I want to make it
perfectly clear, with the permission of
the Senator from Michigan, that there
is no project whatever in South Caro-
lina, such as the Senator suggested with
respect to the State of Michigan.

Mr. FERGUSON. I realize that.

Mr. MAYBANK. The provision is
supported purely on the basis of its
merits as an adjustment. The bene-
fit to any city in the State of South
Carolina does not enter into the matter
at all.

Mr. FERGUSON. I want to say to
the committee and to the Senator from
South Carolina, there are no projects in
his State that would benefit by so much
as one dollar. It is not a question of
what we get for our own States, at all.
It is a question of principle.

The House committee does not appear
to have been impressed by this argu-
ment, however, It inserted in its report
on the Government Corporations Appro-
priation for 1948 the following language:

Another pollcy of the FPHA permits local
housing projects to make voluntary pay-
ments in lleu of taxes in excess of the rate
specified in its contract up to 10 percent

they have
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of what 1s designated as shelter rent. This
practice the committee feels to be of doubt-
ful propriety and legality, and it has been
provided in the bill that the funds appro-
priated for contributions cannot be used
for payments to local projects making pay-
ments in lHeu of taxes in excess of the rate
specified in the original contracts with
FPHA.,

In adopting the proviso referred to in
the House report it was apparent that
there was considerable doubt as to the
legality of any contributions for pay-
ments in lieu of taxes not mentioned in
section 13 (¢) of the United States Hous-
ing Act. As a concession to a practice
which had been built up, however, funds
were appropriated and authorization
provided for payments corresponding to
those provided at the inception of the
assistance contracts between the Federal
Government and the local authorities.
The General Accounting Office has sub-
scribed to this by refusing to approve
payments since the beginning of fiscal
1948 on any contracts other than the
first assistance contract between a local
housing authority and the FPHA.

Mr. President, this can be boiled down
to very simple language, when we come
to vote upon the proposition. The Sen-
ate and House of Representatives, in
1947, said these contracts could not be in-
creased, and they compelled everybody
to go back to the original contract. We
now find the Congress saying, “Oh, that
was all right in 1947, and in 1948; it
would not be allowed. But now we are
going to allow it retroactively.” It will
cost the Federal Government I think
between $150,600 and $160,000 each year,
or a total of about $300,000.

Mr. MAYBANE. It was $104,000 for
1948, $162,000 for 1949, making approxi-
mately the figure suggested by the
Senator.

Mr. FERGUSCON. That is
$270,000.

Mr. MAYBANEK. That is correct.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, the
proposed legislation is sought to be added
to the appropriation bill, but I am not
making the point of order. I am saying
it is a matter that should be determined
by a simple majority of the Senate,
rather than by a two-thirds majority,
because I feel that we should treat the
matter as if it were a bill. I understand
there is a bill pending before the proper
legislative committee which would allow
the contracts to be made.

I hope that the Senate will vote ret-
roactively to put back into the appro-
priation bill these and all the payments
for the increase of the amount as pro-
vided for in line 18 to and including line
21, on page 10 of the bill,

Mr. President, I ask for a yea-and-nay
vote on thie question.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question
is on agreeing to the committee amend-
ment referred to, on which the Senator
from Michigan asks for a yea-and-nay
vote.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MAYBANEK., Mr. President, Ishall
not delay the Senate for any great
length of time in discussing this amend-
ment. I will say that last month a bill

about
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was introduced by the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Georeel, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Banking and
Currency. I suggested to him at that
time that since originally the amendment
had been adopted as a rider to an ap-
propriation bill, and since it was within
the province of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, it be referred to that commitiee
and not to the Banking and Currency
Committee. I appreciate what the Sena-
tor from Michigan has said, that he
would not make a point of order with
reference to it, but it is a clear-cut in-
stance of whether the Federal Govern-
ment will keep its contracts with some
117 cities in the United States, contracts
which have been made through the Pub-
lic Housing Authority, and with the ap-
proval of the Congress, prior to the
amendment to the Government Corpo-
rations Act for fiscal 1948 and 1949,

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that there be attached to the few
remarks I have made a memorandum
from A. R. Miller, Assistant General
Counsel, Public HEousing Administration,
together with a statement which sets
forth the full facts. I wish to read brief-
ly from the statement at this time:

There are 17 low-rent housing projects
which have been affected by this ruling. A
list of such projects and the amounts in-
volved is attached hereto. (On all other
projects the "original” contract has either
not been revised, or, where revised, no change
was made in the amount of payments in
leu of taxes authorized thereunder; such
projects are therefore not affected by the
provisos in the appropriation acts.)

The question is merely whether or not
they had a contract prior to 1948 when
the amendment was placed in the ap-
propriation bill, or whether they did not
have one. That is the issue here. If the
amendment offered by the distinguished
Senator from Michigan is defeated, all
we do is to give to 17 cities approximately
$300,000 over the past two fiscal years,
which I think is due, and which my dis-
tinguished friend thinks is not due.

There being no objection, the memo-
randum and statement were ordered to
be printed in the Recoro, as follows:

MEMORANDUM FROM PUBLIC HOUSING ADMINIS-
TRATION FOR THE DEFICIENCY SUECOMMITTEE
OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON AFPPROFPRIA-
TIONS RELATING TO THE PHOPOSED REPEAL OF
THE PROVISOS IN THE GOVERNMENT CORPO-
RATIONS APPROPRIATION ACTS FOR 1848 AND
1849

In the Government Corporations Appro-
priation Acts of 1948 and 1949, a proviso was
added to the Public Housing Administration’s
appropriation for annual contributions to
low-rent housing projects which reads as
follows: “Provided furthel‘: That no part of
this appropriation shall be used to pay any
public housing agency any contribution occa-
sloned by payments in lleu of tazes in excess
of the amount specified In the original con-
tract between such agency and the Federal
Public Housing Authority.”

These acts also provided that expenditures
thereunder should be subject to audit and
ml settlement by the Comptroller Gen-
The Comptroller General Interpreted the
term “original contract” as used in the afore-
sald appropriation acts as meaning the first
or earliest assistance contract between the
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locad housing authorities and the PHA, and
thft, therefore, in determining the amount of
the annual contribution which the PHA
might make out of the moneys appropriated
under such acts, the PHA could give credit
to the local authorities only for payments in
lieu of taxes specified in the earliest contracts,
even though such contracts had been validly
revised to authorize larger payments in lieu
of taxes.

There are 17 low-rent-housing projects
which have been affected by this ruling. A
list of such projects and the amounts in-
volved is attached hereto. (On all other
projects, the “original” contract has either
not been revised, or where revised, no change
was made in the amount of payments in lieu
of taxes authorized thereunder; such projects
are therefore not affected by the provisos in
the appropriation acts.) The way in which
the aforesaid 17 projects are affected is as
follows:

Under the assistance contract between the
PHA and the local suthority, the amount of
the annual contribution payable by the PHA
is reduced by any rental income which the
project may have over and above its expenses,
One of the expenses payable out of the rents
is the payment in lieu of taxes. Therefore,
the greater the amount of payments in lieu
of taxes the less there will be avallable from
the rental income to reduce the annual con-
tribution payable by the PHA and, conse-
quently, the greatér the contribution the
PHA would make.

In the 17 projects involved, the *“original”
or earliest contract provided either for no
payments in lieu of taxes or for a small
amount. In each of these cases the contracts
were subseguently revised or amended so
as to authorize as an expense of the project
larger payments in lieu of taxes than those
specified In the “original” contract. These
revised contracts were all validly entered into
in pursuance of the authority vested in PHA
by section 14 of the United States Housing
Act of 1937, and were in effect prior to the
passage of the appropriation act for 1848, and
are legally binding obligations of the PHA.

The effect of the proviso in the Appropria-
tlon Act was to require the PHA to refuse to
make annual contributions based upon the
larger payments in lieu of taxes specified in
the revised contracts and thus to breach the
valid revised contracts in existence between
the PHA and the local authorities.

In addition to the above 17 projects, there
are ¢ projects on which the local authori-
ties, pursuant to authorization given by the
PHA in accordance with its policy then in
effect, made payments in lieu of taxes in
excess of the contract amounts (known as
voluntary payments) prior to the passage of
the Appropriation Act of 1948. The annual
contributions fer these four projects, how-
ever, were payable on July 17, 1848, out of
the moneys appropriated by the 1948 Appro-
priation Act and were, therefore, subject to
the proviso in question. The PHA was re-
quired therefore to deduct those amounts
from the contributions paid by it to these
four projects.

The repeal of the provisos as of the dates of
thelr respective snactments would, therefore,
accomplish two things: (1) it would permit
the local authorities to make payments In
lieu of taxes equal to the full amount set
forth in the revised contracts and permit the
PHA to increase the annual contributions
pald to the projects to the same extent; and
(2) it would validate the voluntary pay-
ments in lieu of taxes previously made and
permit the PHA to Increase the annual con-
tributions on those projects accordingly.

The Congress will not be required to ap-
propriate any moneys for the above pur-
poses since there is enough left out of the
moneys already appropriated by the Appro-
priation Acts of 1948 and 1049 for the pay-
ment of these additional amounts of con-
tributions. As shown by the attached state-
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ment, the total amount of additional con-
tributions which the repeal of the provisos
would permit the PHA to make, is approxi-
mately $300,000.

A, R. MILLER,

Assistant General Counsel.

Projects on which part of the annual contri-
bution was withheld because of the differ-
ence between the amount of payments in
lieu of taxes authorized by the "original”
contract and the amount authorized by the
revised contract

Fiseal Fiseal
1948 1949
®)
Detroit, Mich____ $16,451. 26
Norwalk, Conn. .. SRR TV
A R
o : v i

Boverly, 1Y, 305 - L AT
Jackson, Tenn. Y. 028 80
Nushville, Tenn_ __ ?
Key West, Fla. . ......% »
Los Angeles, Calif_._ 4, 355, 00

New York, N. Y.... 24, 412,09
Omsaha, Nebr: - ... ____ ... 6, 451, 40
S]‘Lrlm_ﬁelgj m 725,
1t 3 842,
Frederiek, Md___ .. ___C 1,434.97
MoKecsport, Pa. .o ..c.oooaaef 1,792
Denver, Colo
i o < IR ST P 104, B68. 35

1 Where no amount is shown for fiseal 1949, it s due to
the fact that the sudit for that year has not yet been made.
It is believed that when the audit is made the amount
involved will be small, not more than £10,000 in addition
1o the total of $162,684.77.

Profects on which voluntari] payments in lHeu

of tazes were made before the Appropria-
tion Act of 1948 became effective

Augusta, Ga. 86, 771.03
¥all River, Mass__ o e 12, 633. 20
Laurel, Miss. 6, 086. 62
McComb, Miss 8,242. 40

Total 28, 733.25

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the committee
amendment, on which the yeas and nays
have been ordered.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.

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

Alken Hendrickson  Maybank
Brewster Hickenlooper Millikin
Bricker Hin Mundt
Bridges Hoey Murray
Cain Holland Neely
Capehart Ives O'Mahoney
Chapman Jenner Robertson
Chavez Johnson, Colo. Russell
Cordon Johnson, Tex. Schoeppel
Donnell Johnston, 8. C. Smith, Maine
Douglas Eerr Taft
Downey * Enowland Taylor
Ferguson Thye
Flanders Tydings

McFarland Watkins
Fulbright McGrath Wherry

Willlams

Green Magnuson Withers
Gurney Malone Young
Hayden Martin

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee on page 10,

- beginning in line 17, on which the yeas

and nays have been ordered.
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, be-
for the vote is taken I should like to
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make a few remarks concerning the
pending question.

The amendment is on page 10, begin-
ning in line 17, and running through line
21. In 1947 fiscal and 1948 fiscal the
Senate and House of Representatives in-
serted in an appropriation bill a pro-
vision that the FPHA amount in lieu of
taxes had to be in accordance with orig-
inal contracts. This is what hapyened:
The local housing authorities wanted
housing, they wanted low-rent housing.
Many of them were willing to waive pay-
ments in lieu of taxes in order to get
housing projects. They wanted to make
contributions. Then, after they got a
housing project, the FPHA would go to
them and increase the amount of the
payments in lieu of taxes.

When Congress really learned about
that, in 1947 and 1948, we inserted in the
appropriation bill a provision that they
would get contributions only as provided
for in their original contracts, not as
provided in the changed contracts.

This year the Committee on Appro-
priations wants to insert in the bill the
amendment from line 17 to line 21, which
would retroactively provide for the pay-
ment of Federal mohey to municipalities
which had already entered into con-
tracts containing certain provisions and
were able to persuade the FPHA fo
change the contracts.

If Senators are against changing what
we did in 1947 and 1948 their votes
should be “nay.” If they favor the com-
mittee amendment, which would result
in the payment to municipalities of about
$275,000 of Federal money which was not
legally due to them, then Senators should
vote “yea.”

Mr. MAYBANE. Mr. President, I
hope and trust that the committee will
be sustained and that the amendment
will be agreed to. The communities af-
fected were not paid because the Comp-
troller questioned the right to pay them
after the House and Senate language was
inserted in the 1948-49 appropriation
bill, before they had entered into con-
tracts and had been paid. In a way they
were left out because of language in-
serted in an appropriation bill. I trust
that the amendment will be agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of
the committee. Those who favor the
amendment will make it known by say-
ing “yea,” those opposed by saying “nay,”
as their names are called. The yeas
and nays have been ordered, and the
clerk will call the roll

The Chief Clerk called the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce
that my colleague, the senior Senator
from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] is detained
from the Senate on official business. If
present he would vote “yea.”

Mr. LUCAS. 1 announce that the
Benator from North Carolina [Mr,
Granam] is absent becauge of illness, and
if present would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
Huxtl and the Senator from Utah [Mr.
TrHoMAS] are detained on official busi-
ness, and if present would vote “yea.”

The Benator from Tennessee [Mr.
KEerauvEr] and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MyYERrs], both of whom are
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absent on public business, would vote
‘“yea’” if present.

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr,
Kivcore]l is unavoidably detained, and if
present would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
McManon] and the Senator from New
York [Mr. Wacner], both of whom are
necessarily absent, would vote “yea” if
present. F

Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Barpwin]
is absent by leave of the Senate. If pres-
ent and voting the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. Barowin] would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
SartonsTALL] is absent on official busi-
ness.

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
SmitH] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Van-
DENBERG] and the Senator from Wiscon-
sin [Mr, Witey] are detained on official
committee business.

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 33, as follows:

YEAS—49
Anderson Holland Morse
Byrd Humphrey Murray
Chapman Johnscn, Colo. Neely
Chavez Johnson, Tex. O'Conor
Cordon Johnston, 8. C. O'Mahoney
Douglas Kerr Pepper
Downey Knowland Robertson
Eastland Long Russell
Ellender Lucas Sparkman
Frear McCarran Stennis
Fulbright McClellan Taylor
George McFarland Thomas, Okla.
Gillette McGrath Tydings
Green McEellar Watkins
Hayden Magnuson Withers
Hill Maybank
Hoey Miller

NAYS—33
Alken Gurney Millikin
Brewster Hendrickson Mundt
Bricker Hickenlooper Reed
Bridges Ives Schoeppel
Butler Jenner Smith, Maine
Cain Kem Taft
Capehart Langer Thye
Donnell Lodge Tobey
Ecton McCarthy Wherry
Ferguson Malone ‘Willlams
Flanders Martin Young

NOT VOTING—14

Baldwin Eilgore Thomas, Utah
Connally McMahon Vandenberg
Graham Myers Wagner
Hunt Saltonstall Wiley
Eefauver Smith, N. J.

So the committee amendment on page
10, lines 17 to 21, inclusive, was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next
amendment is the paragraph following
line 21 on page 10.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President——

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if I
remember correctly, that paragraph is
part of the same amendment as the pre-
ceding paragraph.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Parlia-
mentarian advises the Chair that it is a
separate amendment. '

Mr. McKELLAR. The Parliamentar-
ian is very good. Iwould not dispute him.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the committee amend-
ment on page 10, after line 21, which
will be stated.

The next amendment was on page 10,
after sine 21, to insert:

The second proviso in the paragraph under
the heading “Fublic Housing Administration”
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in title I of the Government Corporations Ap-
propriation Act, 1049, 158 hereby repealed as
of July 1, 1949,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mir. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the chairman of the
committee about an amendment which
we have not yet reached, for the purpose
of clarifying his opsning statement about
that amendment. I understood the Sen-
ator from Tennessee to say, with respect
to the provision of law that certain posi-
tions in the Reclamation Service would
have to be held by engineers, that that
was not involved in this bill, but would
be handled in another bill.

Mr. President, I think it is absolutely
true that the final determination will be
made in connection with another bill;
but I believe that my distingu’shed col-
league from Tennessee will recall the vo-
luminous testimony which we took before
our committee on that very issue, and
especially the testimony of the distin-
guished senior Senator from California
[Mr. Downey]. Before we reported the
bill the committee struck cut, on pages
25 and 26, the language which was in-
serted on the House side, which wiped out
the engineering requirement and had the
effect of restoring Commissioner Straus
and Supervisor Boke to the pay roll. If
the Senate adopts the committee amend-
ment, we shall continue the prohibition
against the payment of those two salaries.
as provided in the appropriation act of
last year. Is not that correct?

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, I am
afraid I made a mistake if I made the
statement to which the Senator from Vir-
ginia refers—and, as I recall, I did make
that statement. What I intended to
say was that I understood the Senator
from California [Mr. DowNEY] was not
going to press his point of view before
the Senate, but would take it up in con-
nection with a subsequent bhiil. This
amendment, of course, strikes out the
House language,

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

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. DOWNEY. The statement which
the distinguished Senator from Ten-
nessee has just made is absolutely cor=-
rect. The bill is left in a form which is
satisfactory to me. Under the Senate
committee - version, the prohibition
against any man holding either of these
two offices unless he is an engineer re-
mains in the law. I informed the distin-
guished Senator from Tennessee that in
view of the fact that the bill was favora-
ble to my contention, I would not deluge
the Senate of the United States with
any statements on the Boke-Straus is-
sue, and I do not intend to do so.

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amend-
ment has not yet been reached. The dis-
cussion is out of order.

Mr. McKELLAR. In that connection,
Mr. President, my original statement
should be corrected to conform to my last
statement.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, before
I resume my seat, I desire to thank the
distinguished Senator from Virginia for
the statement which he has just made.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The clerk will
state the next committee amendment,
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The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Housing Expediter—Salaries
and exXpenses”, on page 11, line 4, after
the figures “$4.800,000”, to insert “of
which $3,600,000 is contingent upon the
enactment of legislation continuing rent
control beyond March 31, 1949: Provided,
That if rent control and veterans-pref-
erence requirements under the Housing
and Rent Act of 1947, as amended, are
not extended by legislation beyond March
31, 1949, the said sum of $3,600,000 is
hereby made available on account and in
part payment of liquidation expenses, in-
cluding terminal leave, of the Office of
the Housing Expediter.”

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. Fresident, it
will be noted that the language beginning
in line 4, is “of which $3,600,000 is con-
tingent upon the enactment of legisla-
tion continuing rent control beyond
March 21, 1949: Provided, That if rent
control and veterans-preference require-
ments under the Housing and Rent Act
of 1947, as amended, are not extended by
legislation beyond March 31, 1949, the
said sum of $3,600,000 is hereby made
available on account and in part pay-
ment of liquidation expenses, including
terminal leave, of the Office of the Hous-
ing Expediter.” Since that time rent-
control legislation has passed the Con-
gress; and I ask that that much of the
amendment, beginning with the word
“ef” in line line 4, to the end of line 12,
be stricken out.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the committee amendment will
be rejected.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, with
reference to the amendment which was
last voted upon by a yea-and-nay vote,
let me say that there are only 17 low-
rent-housing projects which were af-
fected by the ruling of the Comptroller
General necessitated by the provisions
which were inserted in the appropriation
act in 1948.

Also, the effect of the amendment is to
do only two things:

First, it would permit local authorities
to receive payments in lieu of taxes
equal to the full amount set forth in the
revised contracts and permit the PHA to
increase the annual contributions paid
to the projects to the same extent.

Second, it would validate the voluntary
payments in lieu of taxes previously
made, and permit the PHA to increase
the annual contributions on these proj-
ects accordingly.

I should like to have the Recorp show
also that Congress will not be required
to appropriate any money whatever for
these purposes, since there is enough left
of the moneys already appropriated
under the appropriation acts of 1948 and
1949 for the payment of these additional
amounts of contribution, as shown by a
statement which I shall ask to have
printed in the Recorp. The total
amounts are not very high.

I ask unanimous consent to have in-
serted in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks a statement show-
ing projects on which a part of the an-
nual contribution was withheld because
the difference between the amount of
payments in lieu of taXes authorized by
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the original contract and the amount au-

thorized by the revised contract.

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

Projects on which part of the annual con=
tribution was withheld because of the dif-
Jerence between the amount of payments
in lieu of tazes authorized by the “original”
contract and the amount authorized by
the revised contract

Fiscal
1640

)
$16, 451, 26

102,102, 44
76

¢ el L e

104, 868, 35

1 Where no amount {s shown for fiscal 1049, it is due to

fact that the andit for that year has not yet been made,

t is believed that when the sudit is made the amount

involved will be small, not more than $10,000 in addition
to the total of $162,084.77.

Projects on which voluntary payments in lieu
of taxes were made before the Appropria-
tion Act of 1948 became effective

Augusta, Ga $6, 771.03
Fall River, Mass 12, 633. 20
Laurel, Miss 6, 086. 62
McComb, Miss 8,242. 40
_Total 28, 733.25

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, this

tatement shows that the low-rent pub-
ic-housing projects which were actually
affected, and therefore will be benefited,
now that this amendment has been ap-
proved, are to be found in the States
of Maryland; Michigan, Connecticut,
Georgia, New Jersey, Tennessee, Florida,
California, New York, Nebraska, Illinois,
Pennsylvania, and Colorado.

Mr, O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, in
view of the remarks which have been
made by the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
RoeertsoN] and the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DownNEY] with respect to the
repealer of the so-called Straus-Boke
rider, I think I ought to make the state-
ment that it should not be assumed from
what was sald that the issue has been
decided. It was not decided in the com-
mittee, rather because of a matter of
convenience. The deeision was post-
poned. In the course of the considera-
tion of this bill, when we come to that
amendment, I wish to make my position
clear.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, as I
understand, the first two lines under the
heading “Housing Expediter—Salaries
and expenses,” on page 11, remain in the
bill, with a period after “$4,800,000.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is cor-
rect.
~ The clerk will state the next commit-
tee amendment,
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The next amehdment was, on page 11,
after line 12 to insert:

MoToR CARRIER CrAaiMs CoMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary for the Motor Car-
rler Claims Commission established by the
act of July 2, 1848 (Public Law 880), includ-
ing personal services in the District of Co-
lumbia, travel expenses, printing and bind-
ing, and services as authorized by section
15 of the act of August 2, 1846 (5 U. 8. C.
B66a), £50,000: Provided, That section 6 of the
aforesald act of July 2, 1948, as amended, is
further amended by striking out the words
“nine months” and inserting in lieu thereof
the words “fifteen months,” and section 13
of said act, as amended, is further amended
by striking out the words “nine months’ pe-
riod” and inserting in lieu thereof the words
“fifteen months' period.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top
of page 13, to insert:
UnITED STATES MARITIME COMMISSION
VESSEL - OPERATING FUNCTIONS
Not to exceed $4,668,000 of the unobligated
balance on March 1, 1849, of the funds ap-
propriated under this head in the Bupple=

mental Independent Offices Appropriation .

Act, 1949, shall remain available until June
80, 1949,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “War Assets Administration—
Salaries and expenses, special fund,” on
page 13, line 20, after the words “special
fund,” to strike out “$12,500,000” and
insert “$13,750,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 14,
after line 19, to insert:
War CrAamas CoMMISSION
ADMINISTREATIVE EXFENEES

For expenses necessary for the War Claims
Commission, including personal services in
the District of Columbia; travel expenses;
printing and binding; services as author-
ized by section 15 of the act of August 2,
1946 (6 U. 8. C. 55a); and advances or re-
imbursements to other Government agencies
for use of their facilities and services in
carrying out the functions of the Commis-
sion; $100,000, to be derived from the war-
claims fund created by section 13 (a) of the
War Claims Act of 1948 (Public Law 896, ap-
proved July 8, 1948) : Provided, That the date
fixed by section 8 (a) of the War Clalms Act
of 1948 for submission of the report re-
quired by said section is changed from
“March 31, 1949,” to “December 31, 1949."”

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 15,
after line 9, to insert:

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS

For payment of claims, as authorized by
the War Claims Act of 1948, from funds de-
posited in the Treasury to the credit of the
war-claims fund created by section 13 (a) of
sald act, such sums as may be necessary, to be
available to the Secretary of the Treasury for
payment of claims under sections 4 (a), 4
(b) (2),5 (e), 6 (b), and 7 of said act to the
payees named and in the amounts stated in
certifications by the War Claims Commission
and the Federal SBecurity Administrator or

eir duly authorized representatives, which
¢ertifications shall be in leu of any vouch-
eérs which might otherwise be required:
Provided, That this appropriation shall not
be available for administrative expenses.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, under the
heading “Department of Agriculture—
Agricultural Research Administration—
Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quar-
antine—Control of emergency outbreaks
of insects and plant diseases,” on page
16, line 14, after the word “diseases”, to
strike out “$1,000,000” and insert “$1,-
350,000: Provided, That a report shall be
made by the Secretary of Agriculture to
the Senate and House Appropriation
Committees covering expenditures from
the fiscal year 1949 appropriations for
this purpose.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Production and Marketing
Administration—Conservation and use
of agricultural land resources,” on page
16, line 24, after the word “the' to strike
out “Agriculutral” and insert “Agricul-
tural.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17,
after line 9, to insert:

FArRMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION
LOANS TO FARMERS, PROPERTY DAMAGE

The funds appropriated under the head
“Loans to farmers, 1948 flood damage,” in the
Second Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1948,
shall remain available until June 30, 1950,
in accordance with the terms and conditions
specified under said head, to provide assist-
ance to farmers Whose property is destroyed
or damaged as a result of floods, storms, or
other natural calamity during the calendar
years 1848 and 19489,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Department of Commerce—
Coast and Geodetic Survey—=Salaries and
expenses, field,” on page 19, line 9, after
the word ‘“field”, to strike out *“$290,000”
and insert “$366,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Department of the Interior—
Bonneville Power Administration—Con-
struction, operation, and maintenance,”
on page 20, line 5, after the figures “$3,-
521,600, to strike out “and the limita-
tions under said head on force-account
activities and on salaries and expenses
in connection with informational work
are hereby repealed” and insert “and the
limitation under said head on force-ac-
count activities is hereby amended to
read as follows: *: Provided further, That
not exceeding 10 percent of any con-
struction appropriations for the Bonne-
ville Power Administration contained in
this act shall be available for wages for
construction work by force account, or
on a hired-labor basis, except in case of
emergencies, local in character, so de-
clared by the Bonneville Power Admin-
istrator.””

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr, President, I
wish to offer a clarifying amendment to
that section.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Vir-
ginia will be stated.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, in
view of the fact that this same amend-
ment applies on pages 23 and 24, I ask
unanimous consent that we may con-
sider all three of those committee
amendments together, because they all
deal with the question of force account.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I ask that
all three amendments be reported to-

gether. All of them use the same lan-
guage.
The VICE PRESIDENT, The amend-

ments will be stated.

The LecisLaTIVE CLERK, On page 20,
in lines 12 and 13, it is proposed to strike
out “for wages.”

On page 23, in line 23, and continuing
to line 1 on page 24, it is proposed to
strike out “for wages.”

On page 24, in line 3, it is proposed to
strike out “for wages.”

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, the
effect of the amendments is as follows:
We intended to raise the authorization
for force account from 8 percent to 10
percent. But when the language “for
wages for construction” was used, in ef-
fect we raised it to 20 percent, because
wages would be only one-half of the con-
struction cost.

So by striking out the words “for
wages,” and leaving it “10 per centum
* * * for construction,” it will be 10
percent for the over-all job. Undoubt-
edly that was the intention of the com-
mittee,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendments
of the Senator from Virginia to the com-
mittee amendment, in line 12 on page
20; and to the committee amendment in
line 23, on page 23; and in line 1, on page
24; and also in line 3 on page 24,

The amendments to the committee
amendments were agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion now is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment, as amended, beginning
in line 5, on page 20.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next
amendment of the committee will be
stated.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Bureau of Indian Affairs—
Navajo and Hopi Service—Agency serv-
ices,” on page 20, line 25, after the
word “services” to strike out “$360,000”
and insert “$1,310,000,” and in line 25,
after the amendment just above stated, to
strike out the colon and the following
proviso:

Provided, That after the approval of this
act no payment shall be made from this ap-
propriation to Indians who are eligible for
benefit payments under the Social Security
Act.

And in lieu thereof to insert the fol-
lowing proviso:

Provided, That a detalled report shall be
made by the Secretary of the Interior to the
Senate and House Appropriation Commit-
tees covering expenditures from the fiscal
year 1949 appropriations for the education
of the Navajo and Hopi Indians.

Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to insert in line 7 of
the committee amendment, after the
word “Indians” the following amend-
ments:

EDUCATION OF INDIANS

For an additional amount for “Education

of Indians,"” $50,000.
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Also, in line 10, to strike out “$50,000"
and insert “$75,000.”

And also, in line 13, to strike out “$535,=
000” and insert “$560,000."”

I offer those amendments to the com-
mittee amendment.

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

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In the com-
mittee amendment on page 21, after line
7 it is proposed to insert:

EDUCATION OF INDIANS

For an additional amount for “Education

of Indians,” $50,000.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I be-
lieve such an amendment is not strictly
in order at this time; but I ask unani-
mous consent that it be considered and
adopted. We should permit it, and I am
sure the committee would unanimously
agree to permit the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. LANGER] to the commitiee amend-
ment, following line 7, on page 21.

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next
committee amendment will be stated.

The next amendment was, on page 21,
after line 7, to insert:

CONSERVATION OF HEALTH

For an additional amount for “Conserva=-

tlon of health,” §50,000.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in the
committee amendment on page 21, in
line 10, I offer an amendment to strike
out $50,000” and insert “$75,000.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the amendment of the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Lancer] fo the committee amendment
on page 21, in line 10.

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to. o

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next
committee amendment will be stated.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Welfare of Indians,” on page
21, line 13, after the word “Indians”, to
strike out “$385,000” and insert “$535,-
000”; and in the same line, after the
amendment just above stated, strike out
the colon and the following proviso:

Provided, That after the approval of this
act no payment shall be made from this ap-
propriation to Indians who are eligible for
benefit payments under the the Social Se-
curity Act.

Mr, LANGER. Mr. President, I now
offer an amendment to the committee
amendment on page 21, in line 13, to
si{:‘lgke out “$535,000” and insert “$560,-
0 ."

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Lancer] to the committee amendment
in line 13.

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was

agreed to.
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Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I may
say in explanation that those amend-
ments are for the benefit of the North
Dakota Indians at Turtle Lake and Fort
Totten Reservations, who are very desti-
tute, and have been supported by the
neighboring towns.

The VICE FRESIDENT. The next
amendment of the committee will be
stated.

The next amendment was, on page 21,
after line 16, to insert:

ALASKA NATIVE SERVICE
Vessel conversion

For expenses necessary in converting and
outfitting a vessel for use as a service and
supply shlp by the Alaska Native Service,
$700,000, to remain avallable until expended.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 21,
after line 22, to insert:

PAYMENT TO CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NATIONS
OF INDIANS, OKLAHOMA

For payment to the Choctaw and Chicka-
saw Nations of Indlans in fulfilment of the
terms of a contract between the United
States of America and the said nations as
authorized by the act of June 28, 1944 (58
Stat. 483), and as ratified by the act of June
24, 1948 (Public Law 754), £8,359,000, of
which not to exceed $50,000 shall be available
until expended for defraying the expenses,
including printing and binding, of making
the per capita payment authorized by the
above acts: Provided, That in addition to the
per capita payment, the Becretary of the
Interior, in his discretion, is authorized to
distribute per capita to the enrolled members
of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons, en-
titled under existing law to share in the
funds of such tribes, or to their lawful heirs
or devisees determined in the manner pre-
scribed in section 4 of the aforesald act of
June 24, 1848, any or all the funds held by
the Government of the United States for the
benefit of said tribes.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 22,
after line 15, to insert:
INDIANS OF CALIFORNIA

Pursuant to Public Law 852, Eightieth
Congress, second session, approved June 30,
1948, the sum of $25,000 is hereby made
available out of any funds in the Treasury
of the United States to the credit of the
Indians of California, to remain avallable
until expended, to be used to defray the
expenses incurred by the Secretary of the
Interior in revising the roll as provided
by law.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Bureau of Reclamation—
Force-account work,” on page 23, after
line 2, to strike out:

That part of the Interior Department Ap-
propriation Act, 1949, which reads “not ex-
ceeding 8 percent of the construction ap-
propriation for any project under the Bu-
reau of Reclamation contalned in this act
shall be available for construction work by
force account, or on a hired-labor basis, ex-
cept for projects or items the estimated con-
struction cost of which does not exceed
$200,000, and only then in cases where the
Bureau of Reclamation finds the lowest bids
to be excessive” is hereby repealed.

And in lieu thereof to insert the fol-
lowing:

That part of the Interlor Department
Appropriation Act for 1949 which reads:
“Not exceeding 8 percent of the construc-
tlon appropriation for any project under
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the Bureau of Reclamation contalned in this
act shall be available for construction work
by force account, or on a hired-labor basis,
except for projects or items the estimated
construction cost of which does not exceed
$200,000, and only then in cases where the
Bureau of Reclamation finds the lowest bids
to be excessive.” is hereby repealed and in
lieu thereof the following provision is here-
by inserted: “Not exceeding 10 percent of
the construction appropriation for the Bu-
reau of Reclamation for any project contained
in this act shall be avallable for wages for
construction work by force account and on
& hired-labor basis; except that not to ex-
ceed $500,000 may on approval of the Com-
missioner be expended for wages for con-
struction work by force account on any one
project when the work is unsuitable for
contraect or where excessive bids are re-
ceived; and except In cases of emergencies
local in character, so declared by the Com-
missioner.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “General fund—Construction,”
on page 24, line 12, after “Davis Dam
project, Arizona-Nevada,” to strike out
“$4 500,000 and insert “$5,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24,
line 14, after “Colorado-Big Thompson
project, Colorado”, to strike out “$1,800,~
000” and insert “$2,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24,
line 16, after “Columbia Basin project,
Washington”, to strike out “$4,500,000”
and insert “$5,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Missouri River Basin”, on page
24, line 21, after “(58 Stat. 887", to
strike out “$4,500,000"” and insert “$5,-
100,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Reclamation fund—General
offices, salaries and expenses (other than
project offices)”, on page 25, line 6, after

the figures “$260,000", to strike out the

following proviso:

Provided, That in addition to the amount
appropriated under this head in the Interior
Department Appropriation Act, 1949, there
ghall be available for expenditure under said
head any sums transferred thereto for work
performed or to be performed for the benefit
of specific projects or undertakings for which
other funds or appropriations of the Bureau
of Reclamation are available; and the first,
fourth, and fifth provisos under said head
are hereby repealed.

And in lieu thereof fo insert the fol-
lowing:

Provided, That the limitation of $7,800,000
contained in the first proviso under this
head in the Interior Department Appropria-
tion Act, 1949, is hereby increased to $8,410,-
000: Provided further, That the limitation
of $48,000,000 contained in the fourth pro-
viso under this head in said act is hereby in-
creased to $53,376,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25,
after line 20, to strike out:

Effective January 81, 1949, the proviso un-
der this head in the Interior Department Ap-
propriation Act, 1949, which reads: “Provided
further, That after January 31, 1049, no part
of any appropriation for the Bureau of Rec-
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lamation contained in this act shall be used
for the salaries and expenses of a person in
any of the following positions in the Bureau
of Reclamation, or of any person who per-
forms the duties of any such position, who
is not a qualified engineer with at least &
years' engineering and administrative ex-
perience: (1) Commissioner of Reclama-
tion; (2) Assistant Commissioner of Recla-
mation; and (3) Regional Director of Recla-
mation—" is hereby repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Construction,” on page 26, line
13, after “Lewiston Orchards project,
Idaho”, to strike out “$300,000” and in-
sert “$350,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26,
line 14, after “Provo River project, Utah”,
tog é;t.rike out “$400,000” and insert “$500,~

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “National Military Establish-
ment,” on page 27, after line 9, to insert:
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY—MILITARY FUNC-

TIONS, SECRETARY OF THE ARMY
EXPEDITING FPRODUCTION

The sum of §2,000,000 of the appropria-
tion “Expediting production of equipment
and supplies for national defense, fiscal years
1942-46,” shall remain available until June
80, 1949, for the payment of obligations in-
curred under contracts executed thereunder
prior to July 1, 1946.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. OMAHONEY. Mr. President, on
page 25, in line 21, the committee amend-
ment is the controversial Straus-Boke
amendment to which I desire to address
myself briefly in order that the Recorp
may be perfectly clear.

As I said a few moments ago, there was
no decision of this issue in the full Ap-

propriations Committee. The Deficiency -

Appropriations Subcommittee which con-
sidered the maftter, did act; it recom-
mended that the repealer contained in
the House bill be stricken from the bill.

Mr. President, in order to understand
what this is all about, one should read
the rider contained in the Interior De-
partment appropriation bill of last year.
The following language is to be found on
page 25, beginning in line 23:

Provided jfurther, That after January 31,
1949, no part of any appropriation for the
Bureau of Reclamation contained in this act
shall be used for the salaries and expenses
of a person in any of the following positions
in the Bureau of Reclamation, or of any per-
son who performs the duties of any such
position, who is not a qualified engineer with
at least 5 years’ engineering and administra-
tive experience: (1) Commissioner of Recla-
mation; (2) Assistant Commissioner of Rec-
lamation; and (3) Reglonal Director of Rec-
lamation,

It will be observed that the effect of
that language applies only to the appro-
priation for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1949. It will further be observed
from that language that it provides only
that no appropriation contained in the
Interior Department Appropriation Act
for the fiscal year 1949 shall be used to
pay the salaries of certain officials who
are not engineers. Obviously, the pro-
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vision does not have any effect whatso-
ever after June 30, 1949. If it be ar-
gued that the purpose of the amend-
ment was to change the qualifications
of the position or office of Commissioner
of Reclamation, it is plain that it is in-
effective to do so. If merely provides
that the person who was the incumbent
Commissioner at the time when this
rider was passed should not be permitted
to draw a salary out of an appropria-
tion contained in the Interior Depart-
ment Appropriation Act. It does no
more; it does no less.

When that legislative rider undertak-
ing to prohibit the use of these appro-
priations for the payment of salaries to
the individuals in such positions who
were not engineers was reported by the
Appropriations Committee last year,
minority views wera filed by the Senator
from Arizona and the Senator from Wy-
oming, in which it was pointed out that
the purpose of the rider was expressly
to remove certain individuals from office,
The minority views quoted the state-
ment of former Representative Harness
in which he said the object of the rider
was to remove from office two officials,
Commissioner Michael Straus and Re-
gional Director Boke. The minority
views did not prevail. The bill passed
with this rider, except that instead of
becoming effective immediately upon the
enactment of the appropriation bill, as
provided in the measure when it came
from the House, the rider as finally
adopted did not become effective until
January 31, 1949,

Mr. President, when the President of
the United States this year submitted
his recommendation for the next fiscal
year, he sent to the Congress a specific
recommendation that the rider be re-
pealed. The President, on January 6,
1849, addressed a letter to the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, in which
he urged the repeal of this restrictive
provision. I ask that the full text of the
letter, with the accompanying enclosure,
be made a part of the Recorp at this
point.

There being no objection, the letter,
with the accompanying enclosure, was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

TaE WHITE HOUSE,
Washington, January 6, 1949,

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES.

Bm: I have the honor to transmit herewith
for the conslderation of the Congress a re-
peal of a proviso contained in the Interior
Department Appropriation Act for 1949 which
is referred to in the attached letter of the
Director of the Bureau of the Budget.

I have previously indicated my opposition
to this proviso which has the effect of leg-
islating out of office the Commissioner of
the Bureau of Reclamation and one of his
principal assistants. This arbitrary action is
diametrically opposed to the principles on
which this Government is founded. Fur-
thermore, these positions are primarily ad-
ministrative in character and do not neces-
sarily require a professional’ engineering
background.

I strongly urge the repeal of this restric-
tive provision.

Respectfully yours,
¥ 5. TRUMAN.
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[Estimate No. 3, 81st Cong., 1st sess.]
ExEcUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
BUREAU oF THE BUDGET,
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1949.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House.

Sm: I have the honor to submit for your
consideration a provision of language repeal-
ing a proviso in the Interior Department Ap-
propriation Act for 1949 which would legis-
late out of office the Commissioner of Rec-
lamation and one of the reglonal directors, as
follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
General offices
Salaries and expenses (other than project
offices)

The proviso under this head in the Interior
Department Appropriation Act, 1948, which
reads: “Provided further, That after January
31, 1949, no part of any appropriation for
the Bureau of Reclamation contained in this
act shall be used for the salaries and expenses
of a person in any of the following positions
in the Bureau of Reclamation, or of any
person who performs the duties of any such
position, who is not a qualified engineer with
at least 5 years’ engineering and administra-
tive experience: (1) Commissioner of Rec-
lamation; (2) Assistant Commissioner of
Reclamation; and (3) Regional Director of
Reclamation"—is hereby repealed.

I recommend the transmission of this pro-
posed provision to the Congress.

Respectfully yours,
James E. WEEB,
Director of the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I placed the letter
in the Recorp to make it clear that the
President of the United States has asked
for the repeal of this rider. The sub-
committee on the deficiency bill held ex-
tensive hearings, went into the matter at
great length, and reported to the full
committee language striking out the re-
pealer. Then, when that came for dis-
cussion before the full committee, I think
several days at one time or another were
devoted in part to the discussion. Final-
ly, after much delay, members of the
committee, feeling the necessity of hav-
ing the bill acted upon on the floor, when
one of the members of the committee
raised an issue with respect to the loyalty
investigation of these individuals under
the Loyalty Act a subcommittee was ap-
pointed, and it was agreed that the mat-
ter should be postponed for decision.
One member of the committee suggested
that the second deficiency bill would be
coming from the House presently, and
that the matter could be decided at that
time. So in order to save the time of
the committee and of the Senate, be-
cause a subcommittee had been selected
to confer with the Attorney General with
respect to the loyalty investigations of
the FBI, the bill was reported, but no
action was taken upon the issue as an
issue. The controversy was postponed.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Seznator from Wyoming yield to the Sen-
ator from Nebraska?

Mr. O'MAHONEY, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. What is the status of
Commissioner Straus at the present mo-
ment, relaiive to his service as Commis-
sioner, and also with respect to the pay-
ment of his salary?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Mr. O'MAHONEY. As the situation
exists now, he is not receiving a salary.

Mr. WHERRY. Is he still serving-as
Commissioner of Reclamation?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. He is still there,
so far as I know. I have not asked.

Mr. WHERRY. I merely wondered,
because I was very instrumental in help«
ing to get the legislation passed last year,
postponing the effective date to January
31

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator from
Nebraska was very instrumental in so
doing.

Mr. WHERRY. I wondered what the
status was at the present time, and dur-
ing the interval when apparently the is-
sue has not been decided.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Obviously no
money is being used from the Interior
Department appropriation bill to pay
the salary of any person mentioned in
the rider, and I am sure no money is
being used from any other source for
that purpose. My only purpose in ris-
ing, Mr. President, is to say that this is
a very unusual situation. Because there
were other bills coming over from the
House and because of the desire of Mem-
bers of the Senate to have the appropria-
tion bill taken up, the controversy was,
as I say, postponed. It is my own con-
viction that if we had had the time, the
subcommittee’s amendment would have
been rejected by the full committee. Of
course I have no way of proving that.
That was my own judgment as to the
way the votes stood in the committee.
But I certainly want the Recorp to make
it clear with respect to those of us who
believe that this was an improper legisla-
tive rider upon an appropriation bill and
that it should be repealed because it in-
vades the executive functions of the
President of the United States by seeking
to remove individuals from office. From
our point of view the issue is not yet
settled.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Wyoming yield to the
Senator from Ilinois for a question?

Mr. O'MAHONEY, I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. I am glad to hear the
Senator say the issue is not settled.
What I say has nothing to do with per-
sonalities, but it does have something to
do with the principle laid down by the
President in his letter. It seems to me
that if the Appropriations Committee as-
sumes authority to do what it has done
in this case, with respect to the qualifica-
tions of a man in an executive depart-
ment, then they are certainly usurping
the power that rightfully belongs to the
executive department. I am sure the
Senator from Wyoming will agree with
me about that.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I may say that of
course the Congress does have the right
at any time to change the qualifications
for any position in the executive depart-
ment, the qualifications of which are not
fixed by the Constitution. If they are
fixed by statute, they can be changed,
and, of course, they can be changed by
a rider to an appropriation bill, when the
rider is properly adopted. But in this
case I point oui that this is a perfectly
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futile attempt to change the qualifica-
tions, because it has no effect except
between the period from January 31,
1949, to June 30, 1949.

Mr. LUCAS. I understand that. Mr.
President, will the Senator yield for one
more question?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. I think the Senator will
agree with me that the Congress has
power to prescribe any qualifications,
other than those prescribed by the Con-
stitution, they desire for a person who is
serving in the executive branch of the
Government. But what the Senator
from Illinois is objecting to is the Appro-
priations Committee using a rider of this
kind to disqualify an individual without
some committee of the Senate, other
than the Appropriations Committee,
peculiarly fitted or qualified to inves-
tigate and consider the question being
permitted an opportunity to do so. That
is the point I am making now, and I think
what the President said in his message
to the Congress is fundamental. I think
the Congress itself ought to be jealous of
the different prerogatives we have, and
attempt the best we can to restrain the
Appropriations Committee from doing
what has been in this bill, or from doing
again what they did last year.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. In response to the
Senator, I think it is appropriate for me
to read a paragraph from the statement
which was issued by former Representa-
tive Forest A. Harness, immediately be-
fore the Interior Department bill was
handled in the House a year ago. In the
statement he said:

Legislation which would have the effect of
removing Reclamation Commissioner Mi-
chael Strauss and Richard Boke, director of
the Bureau'’s region 2, California, from their
present positions, was recommended today
by Chairman Forest A. Harness (Republi-
can, Indiana), of the House subcommittee
on publicity and propaganda.

He then sets forth this amendment or
rider, which was designed to remove, as
he said, certain officials. This is what
prompted the President, no doubt, in
signing the appropriation bill last year,
to issue this statement:

Yesterday—

Said the President—

I signed the Interior Department Appropri-
ation Act of 1949. I did so only because I
had no choice. Since the bill came to me af-
ter the Congress had adjourned, a veto
would close down the operations of the De-
partment of the Interior on July 1.

If it had been possible to veto this bill
without bringing the vital work of the De-
partment to a standstill, I would have done
s0 because of a rider in the bill establishing
arbitrary qualifications for the Commis-
sloner, the assistant commissioners, and the
regional directors of the Bureau of Recla-
mation. This rider is designed to effect the
removal of two men now holding such posi-
tlons who have supported the public-power
policy of the Government and the 160-acre
law which assures that western lands re-
claimed at public expense shall be used for
the development of family-sized farms. No
matter what may be the asserted reasons
for wanting to remove these men from office,
the result would be to serve the purposes of
special Interests desirous of monopolizing
the rich farm lands of the West and intent
upon stopping the construction of trans-
mission lines for the delivery of power from
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Federal dams. These same Interests tried
first to get the law changed, but failed, and
having failed, then sought to get the man-
agement changed.

So, Mr. President, the President made
clear when he signed the bill last year
and when he sent his message to the
Speaker of the House, that the record of
this legislation is an invasion of the Ex-
ecutive power of removal.

Let me add one word more. I ap-
appeared before the subcommittee of the
Committee on the Judiciary and recited
to that committee that, as chairman of
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs, I stood ready at all times to go
into the matter of qualifications thor-
oughly and completely. Since that time
my good friend the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DowneY] has submitted a
resolution calling for an investigation of
the Bureau of Reclamation. I have caid
to the Senator from California, privately,
and I now say to him publicly, that it
will be the purpose of the chairman of
the committee to conduct that investi-
gation. The committee has not only the
power, but I think it has the duty to do so.
I make this statement, Mr. President,
only in order that it may be clear that
because I did not ask for a vote on the
question, I am not indicating that, in
my opinion or in the opinion of many
Members of the Appropriations Commit-
tee, the issue is settled.

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield to the Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, is the
Senator willing to announce publicly in
the Senate that the investigation which
I have demanded of the Bureau of Recla-
mation shall be commenced within a
period of 30 days, and thereafter vig-
orously prosecuted by his committee until
its completion?

Mr. OMAHONEY. Mr. President, my
best answer to the Senator from Califor-
nia is this: There are before the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs two
matters of the utmost importance in
which the people of California and the
Senators from that State are deeply in-
terested. One is the controversy over the
waters of the Colorado River; the other
is the legislation with respect to tide-
lands.

I shall not undertake at this time, and
on the floor, to give a categorical reply
with reference to a time within which
this matter will be taken up, but I assure
the Senator from California that if I
can ever get my head above the waters
of the Colorado River without having it
submerged in the tidelands, we shall go
ahead with the investigation.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, let me
say that whenever any committee, in-
cluding that of the distinguished Senator
from Wyoming, is willing to listen to
undeniable testimony supported conclu-
sively by documentary proof, I am pre-
pared to show that every day the inefi-
clency and dishonesty of the Bureau of
Reclamation is continued in the West,
tens of thousands of dollars are being
lost. I am prepared to show by unde-
niable proof, on my word as a Senator,
that there exists now a conspiracy in the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Bureau of Reclamation to promote un-
needed and extravagant projects, and
that if they are successful—and they
may be successful within the next 60
days—the Federal Government, the
farmers of California, and others will
pay an unnecessary bill of at least
$100,000,000.

So, Mr. President, I say to the dis-
tinguished Senator from Wyoming that
his happy statement to me that when-
ever he can get free of the waters of the
Colorado River and of the tidelands, he
will undertake to consider this question,
does not satisfy me. I have already pre-
sented to the subcommittee of the Ap-
propriations Committee conclusive proof
of the waste and maladministration
under these nonengineering employees
of the Government. I am prepared,
whenever any committee is prepared to
listen, to present an abundance of testi-
mony of that kind—testimony so shock-
ing and so incredible that it should result
in the removal of these guilly men over-
night.

Mr. President, the condition is so serl-
ous that it cannot be exaggerated. The
loss runs into such huge sums that I say
any appropriations committee charged
with the duty of safeguarding the funds
of the taxpayers, seeing maladministra-
tion by men lacking all essential qualifi-
cations of engineers, which did not say,
“To the best of our power, we will pre-
vent the waste of funds of the Govern-
ment by changing this maladministra-
tion to one of high engineering ethics,”
would be derelict in its duty.

Certainly, Mr. President, the primary
duty to appoint or to supersede these
men rests with the Executive. But the
primary duty of the distinguished chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee,
and of the members of that committee,
is to safeguard the funds of the public;
and whenever convincing and conclusive
evidence is presented to them of a wild
and incredible mismanagement and
waste, then I say, contrary to what the
distinguished Senator from Wyoming
has said, the members of that committee
would be derelict if they had not done
what they have done here, namely, to
delete the House provision.

The distinguished Senator says this
controversy has not been settled, but is
merely postponed. Let me say to him
that it has been postponed in a way that
is entirely satisfactory to me, and when-
ever it is desired by any Senator to renew
the controversy, we shall be present with
an abundance of evidence to corroborate
our position.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I do
not intend to delay the Senate long on
this point, and I had not intended to
speak today, and would not do so except
for the statement made by the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. O'MaroNEY]. How-
ever, I do not believe that the REcorp
should be allowed to stand as it is with-
out having some clarification. I have
the highest regard and respect for the
Senator from Wyoming.

I had the privilege of serving during
the Eightieth Congress as a member of
the Senate Committee on Appropriations.
I wish to say to the Members of the Sen-
ate that the issue now being discussed
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has nothing whatever to do with the
question of the transmission of power.
Both my colleagues, the senior Senator
from California, who sits on the other
side of the aisle, and the junior Senator
from California, are in favor of and have
been consistently in favor of the building
of transmission lines from Shasta Dam to
the load centers, which have been a part
of the Central Valley project from its in-
ception. So the question of the trans-
mission of power has nothing at all to
de with the issue under consideration.

I wish to say that one of the funda-
mental responsibilities of a Senate com-
mittee or a House committee, and par-
ticularly of the Appropriations Commit-
tee of this body is to get information
from the executive branch of the Gov-
ernment so that it can properly study
appropriation bills, and can report to the
Members of the Senate what the facts
happen to be. Unless the Committee on
Appropriations is able to get such infor-
mation, the members cannot discharge
their responsibility to themselves or to
the Senate.

It so happened that I was serving as
acting chairman of the subcommittee at
the time Mr. Straus testified 2 years ago,
and I asked him some questions when
the committee had under discussion the
Central Valley project. In answer to an
inquiry which I propounded, the Com-
missioner of Reclamation stated that the
carry-over funds in the Central Valley
project would amount to $10,000,000. I
pressed him considerably on that point,
because there was some doubt in the
minds of the committee as to just what
the carry-over fund would be. Time
and time again Mr. Straus testified that
the amount of the carry-over would be
$10,000,000.

Mr. President, that session of the Con-
gress went by. The Congress made ap-
propriations based on the information it
had before it. A year later we discovered
that a month before the Commissioner
of Reclamation had testified before our
committee that the carry-over fund
would amount to $10,000,000, he had re-
ceived by teletype from his agents in the
field in the State of California informa-
tion that in fact the carry-over was some
$25,000,000, or more thap double the
amount he had stated.

Mr. President, this is a very serious
matter. It has nothing whatever to do
with partisanship. It has nothing what-
ever to do with transmission lines.

The able Senator from Illinois has
stated that there was a matter of prin-
ciple involved. The matter of principle
that is involved is whether or not repre-
sentatives of the executive branch of the
Government of the United States are to
come before a Senate committee, the
Committee on Appropriations or any
other committee of this body, and give
testimony before the committee that is
willfully and deliberately false. If the
Senate or the Congress tolerates in one
iota representatives of the executive
branch coming before a committee and
giving willfully false and untrue testi-
mony, no matter what party is in control
of the executive branch of the Govern-
ment, no matter what party is in control
of the Congress, I say that it tends to
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undermine the legislative processes of the
Government, and makes it completely
impossible for the Congress to discharge
its obligation.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator from California yield?

Mr. ENOWLAND. I yield to the Sen-
ator from New Mexico.

Mr, CHAVEZ, Is it not a fact, how-
.ever, that so far as concerns the issue
the Senator from California is discussing,
and the issue the Senator from Wyoming
and the senior Senator from California
have discussed, that issue is not involved
in the pending matter? Is it not a faet
that the Committee on Appropriations
left the matter in the same situation in
which the Eightieth Congress left it a
year ago?

Mr. ENOWLAND. The Senator is
correct, but as I pointed out at the be-
ginning of my remarks, which are now
almost concluded, I had not intended to
speak on this subject, and would not have
done so save for the fact that the Senator
from Wyoming made a statement which

I did not think completely covered the
reasons which required the Congress in
the last session to make the change, and
I felt that the Recorp should be cor-
rected.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Undoubtedly the Sen-
ator is making a record, but the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate,
in order to save this body at this time
going over the details it went over for
3 or 4 weeks, and in order to pass a
deficiency bill which is absolutely neces-
sary, avoided the controversy which the
three Senators have been discussing. So
why can we not pass the deficiency ap-
propriation bill, and discuss at some other
time the issue whether Boke and Straus
should continue to serve the Govern-
ment?

Mr, ENOWLAND. With all due re-
spect for the Senator from New Mexico,
for whom I have the highest regard, I
have not taken more than 5 minutes of
the time of the Senate, which I have used
in order to make clear what I think needs
to be clarified to the Senate. A number
of letters have been written to various
Members of the Senate. For the infor-
mation of those who have not sat through
the Appropriations Committee hearings,
those who did not realize that here was
involved an issue in which the very ability
of a committee of the Congress properly
to function was involved, I felt that it
was worth a few minutes of the time of
the Senate to clear the matter up.

I merely wish to say, in conclusion, Mr.
President, that I am pleased that the
Committee on Appropriations has taken
the stand it has assumed. If and when
the issues shall come before the Senate,
I expect to have something further to
say on the matter, and to cite the page,
the verse, and the book to show that there
was a deliberate and willful attempt to
deprive a committee of the Senate of
information to which it was lawfully
and properly entitled.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I asked
the distinguished Senator from Wyo-
ming as to what the status of Commis-
sioner Straus was at this time, in view
of the amendment that became effective
on January 31, 1949, and which is now
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in effect, and the answer was, of course,
that the Commissioner was not drawing
any salary.

I should like to ask a further question,
if I may, and I ask it because I have been
asked the question myself. Does the sen-
ior Senator from Wyoming feel that the
Commissioner should remain in full
charge, and perform the functions of
the office of Commissioner, even though
he has not been paid?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, my
opinion upon that matter is of no effect
at all.

Mr. WHERRY. What is the Senator’s
opinion? |

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I have not loocked
into the law. I have been given to un-
derstand that the Solicitor for the De-
partment of the Interior takes the posi-
tion that the provision which cuts off the
salary of the Commissioner does not cut
off his duties. That probably would have
to be decided by higher authority than
the Senator from Wyoming,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President,Ithank
the distinguished Senator for his obser-
vation. I do not wish to take the time
of the Senate today, but I am in a state
of total confusion as to what the result
is to be on this amendment. I wish to
state, as a member of the Committee on
Appropriations, that when I joined in
reaching what I thought at the time was
a solution of the difficulty, and helped
adopt the provision in the Eightieth Con-
gress, I thought that by January 31, 1949,
the issue would be determined. But the
controversy has continued, and here is
an official who is not drawing any salary,
but apparently is assuming the full re-
sponsibility and authority of the office.

It seems to me the issue will not be
settled if the provision contained in the
pending bill is repealed. In order to ac-
complish the objective which some Sena-
tors apparently thought was accom-
plished, that is, to provide by law that
only a qualified engineer shall occupy the
place in question, there ought to be some
limit to the time the Commissioner who
is not qualified under the language of
the rider placed on the appropriation
bill could serve.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, there
are a few committee amendments which
have not been acted upon. I ask the
Senate to act on them at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoL-
1aND in the chair). The clerk will state
the next committee amendment.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Rivers and harbors—Mainte-
nance and improvement of existing river
and harbor works”, on page 28, line 5,
after the word “works”, to strike out
$10,500,000” and insert “$10,509,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Flood control—Flood control,
general (emergency fund)”, on page 28,
before the words “to remain” to strike
out “$2,500,000” and insert “$20,000,000”,
and in line 16, after the word “expended”,
to insert a colon and the following
proviso:

Provided, That not to exceed 2,000,000
shall be made avallable under the provisions

of and for the purposes enumerated in sec-
tion 205 of the above act.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 30,
after line 11, to insert:

Trrie II—Cramvs FoR DAMAGES, AUDITED

CLAIMS, AND JUDGMENTS

For payment of ‘claims for damages as
settled and determined by departments and
agencies in accord with law, audited claims
certified to be due by the General Accounting
Office, and judgments rendered against the
United States by United States district courts
and the United States Court of Claims, as
get forth in Benate Document-Nos, 15 and
24, Eighty-first Congress, $22,700,5671.07, to-
gether with such amounts as may be neces-
sary to pay interest (as and when specified
in such judgments or in certain of the settle-
ments of the General Accounting Ofifice or
provided by law) and such additional sums
due to increases in rates of exchange as may
be necessary to pay claims in foreign cur-
rency: Prowvided, That no judgment herein
appropriated for shall be paid until it shall
have become final and conclusive against the
United States by failure of the parties to
appeal or otherwise: Provided further, That
unless otherwise specifically required by law
or by the judgment, payment of interest
wherever appropriated for herein shall not
continue for more than 30 days after the
date of approval of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31,
after line 8, to insert a new heading, as
follows: “Title III—General provisions.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31,
line 10, to change the section number
from “2” to “301.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 32,
after line 16, to strike out:

Sec. 3. The provision in the Treasury De-
partment Appropriation Act, 1049, which
places a limit on the price which may be
paid for such typewriters as may be pur-
chased under the act shall not apply to the
purchase of office type machines which are
designed and constructed primarily to com-
pose and print master coplies for quantity re-
production by another process.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 33,
line 1, to change the section number from
114" to “302-"

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That
concludes the committee amendments.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on
behalf of the committee I offer an
amendment, which I ask to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 32,
after line 23, it Is proposed to insert the
following new section:

Sec. 302. The appropriations and authority
with respect to appropriations in this act in
whole or in part for the fiscal year 1949 shall
be available from and including March 1,
1049, for the purposes respectively provided
in such appropriations and authority. All
obligations incurred during the period be-
tween March 1, 1949, and the date of the
enactment of this act in anticipation of such
appropriations and eauthority are hereby
ratified and confirmed if in accordance with
the terms thereof,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask
to have printed at this point in the Rec-
ORD certain data giving justification for
the amendment, and I ask that the
amendment be adopted.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment ofiered by the Senator from Ten-
nessee on behalf of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the data referred to will be
printed in the Recorp at this point.

The matter referred to is as follows:

ExeCUTIVE OFFICE OF THE
PRESIDENT, BUREAU OF THE BUDGET,
Washington, D, C., April 1, 1949.
(Memorandum for Mr. Everard H. Smith,
Senate Committee on Appropriations)

We have reviewed the items in the first
deficiency appropriation bill, 1949, with re-
gard to those appropriations which are out
of funds or will be out by April 15, 1949, for
obligation purposes. As some of these ap-
propriations were exhausted as far back as
March 1, 1949, it is felt desirable to redraft
your proposed section 3 to cover this by using
March 1 instead of April 1.

Attached is the suggested redraft of sec-
tion 3 and a list of the appropriations which
will be out of funds by April 15, 1949.

F. J. LAWTON,
Assistant Director,

SEc. 802. The appropriations and authority
with respect to appropriations in this act
in whole or in part for the fiscal year 1949
shall he available from and including March
1, 1949, for the purposes respectively pro-
vided in such appropriations and authority,
All obligations incurred during the period
between March 1, 1949, and the date of the
enactment of this act in anticipation of such
appropriations and authority are hereby rati-
fied and confirmed if In accordance with the
terms thereof.

APPROPRIATIONS HaviNG SUPPLEMENTAL
AMouNTs 1N PENDING FirsT DEFICIENCY BILL
WaxicHE Wi BeE Outr oF FunNps For OBLIGA=
TION PURPOSES BEFORE APRIL 15, 1949

The judiciary: Fees of jurors: April 14,
Office for Emergency Management: Office of
Defense Transportation: Salaries and ex-
penses: March 1.
Federal Security Agency:
Employees’ compensation fund: April 1.
Grants to States for public assistance:
April 1.
Housing Expediter: Salaries and expenses:
March 15.
United States Maritime Commission: Vessel
operating functions: March 1.
Veterans' Administration:
National service life insurance: Janu=-

ary 1.

Soldlers' and sallors’ civil rellef: Jan-
uary 1.

Veterans' miscellaneous benefits: March
10.

War Assets Administration: Salaries and ex-
penses: April.

Department of Agriculture: Commodity
Credit Corporation: Administrative ex-
penses: April 4,

Department of Commerce: Bureau of For-
eign and Domestic Commerce: Export con-
trol: April 1.

Department of the Interior:

Bureau of Indian Affairs: Welfare of
Indians: February 24.

Bureau of Reclamation: General fund,
construction: Davis Dam project,
Arizona-Nevada: March 1.

Post Ofiice Department:

Railroad transportation and mail mes-
enger service: March 15,

Railway mall service, travel allowance:
March 8.

Foreign alr-mail service: February 28,

Vehicle service: March 18,
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ExXeECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET,
Washington, D. C., April 8, 1949.

(Memorandum for Mr. Everard Smith, Com-
mittee on Appropriations, United States
Benate)

Supplementing my memorandum of April
1 concerning the dates on which certain agen-
cles in the first deficiency bill would run out
of funds for obligating purposes, I would like
to call your attention to the following cases
in which the agencies will run out of cash
to make payments:

Veterans' Administration—Veterans' miscel-
laneous benefits: Out of cash at the pres-
ent time.

Judiciary—Fees of jurors: Will be out of
cash April 14. £

Housing Expediter—Salaries and expenses:
Will meet April 13 pay roll by deferring
payments of all other bills and will be out
of cash thereafter. Next pay roll date
April 27,

War Assets Administration—Salaries and ex-
penses: Will meet April 13 pay roll by de-
ferring payment of all other bills and will
be out of cash thereafter. Next pay roll
date April 27.

Federal Housing Administrator—Adminis-
trative expenses: Will meet April 13 pay
roll by deferring payments of all other
bills and will be out of cash thereafter.
Next pay roll date April 27,

Commerce—Export control: Can meet April
18 pay roll by deferring payment of all
other bills but will have no cash there-
after. Next pay roll date May 2.

Interior—Welfare of Indlans: Out of cash
now.

General Fund Construction—Davis Dam:
Out of cash now,

I mention these because of the fact that
the proposed recess of the House might pre-
vent completion of consideration of this bill
until after April 25. Several of the agencles
are worried as to whether they should con-
tinue to obligate against the amounts in
the bill by keeping people on the pay roll
when they will have no cash to meet these
pay rolls until the bill is passed.

F. J. LAWTON,
Assistant Director,

Mr. McEKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask
that the vote by which the committee
amendment on page 33, line 1, to strike
out the numeral “4"” and insert in lieu
thereof the numerals “302” be recon-
sidered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the vote by which the com-
mittee amendment was agreed to will be
reconsidered.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
now offer an amendment to the com-
mittee amendment in line 1 on page 33,
to strike out “302” and insert in lieu
thereof *““303.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the amendment offered by
the Senator from Tennessee to the com-
mittee amendment,

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed fo.

The amendment,
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the clerks will be authorized
to make such corrections of section num-
bers throughout the bill as may be
necessary.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, on
behalf of the Committee on Appropria-

as amended, was
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tions I offer another amendment which
I ask to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

The LecisLATIVE CLERE. On page 3,
after line 14, it is proposed to insert the
following:

The basic salary of the research assistant
to the minority leader authorized by Ssnate
Resolution No. 158, agreed to December 9,
1941, hereby is increased from #$6,000 to
$7,320 per annum.,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, I send
to the desk an amendment which I ask
to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

The LeGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 21,
after line 16, it is proposed to insert the
following:

CONSTRUCTION, ETC., BUILDINGS AND
UTILITIES

For an additional amount under this head-
ing for the conversion of the Bushnell Army
Hospital, Brigham City, Utah, for school pur-
poses, £3,750,000, and the limitation, under
“Construction, ete., bulldings and utilities™
in the Department of Interior Appropriation
Act, 1949, on the amount which may be used
for surveys and plans and administrative
expenses, ete., is increased from $190,000 to
$227,5600.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the
committee has not passed on the amend-
ment, but so far as the chairman of the
committee is concerned, it seems to me
the amendment might well be adopted
in the interest of the Indians. I have no
objection to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the Senator from Utfah [Mr.
WATKINS].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, WATKINS. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the very fine statement made by
the chairman, but for the purpose of
the record I should like to make a brief
explanation of why the amendment is
offered, particularly at this time.

As many Senators know, and many
probably do not know, some 61,000
Navajo Indians are living on the Navajo
Reservation in New Mexico, Arizona, and
Utah. We made a treaty with these
Indians about 80 years ago in which we
agreed to provide educational facilities
for them. As I remember the words of
the treaty we were to provide one school
room and a teacher for each 30 pupils.
There are now on that reservation some
16,000 children of school age who are
not in school. Such a situation has
existed for years, because the United
States has not provided the facilities for
these Indians.

They are quite a problem now in the
matter of welfare. Many of them are
not in condition to work at white occu-
pations. We find, as a matter of fact,
that the reservation resources will not
sustain more than 30,000 of these In-
dians, although there are now about
61,000 Indians on the reservation. It is
going to be necessary, and it is now gen-
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erally recognized as being necessary, to
move from thirty to thirty-one thousand
of these Indians elsewhere in the United
States so they can make a living and
become self-sustaining citizens of the
United States.

We are under the obligation of edu-
cating these Indians. Sixteen thousand
of them, as I have just pointed out, are
not in school. We had a program sub-
mitted to us by the Depariment of the
Interior and by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, calling for educational facilities
and for a welfare program for fhese In-
dians, amounting to $20,000,000. Per-
sonally I look with much favor upon that
program. Certainly in order to keep our
pledged word, if not for the sake of hu-
manity, we should do something for the
relief of these Indians.

In Utah the United States constructed
during the war the Bushnell Military
Hospital.
tion, brick, steel, and concrete. It cost
more than $10,000,000. The hospital
buildings are readily convertible into
dormitories for Indians. We have found
that at least 80 percent of the Indians
do not understand English, do not speak
it, and for that reason cannot take occu-
pations and work in white communities.
There are in the Bushnell Military Hos-
pital some 80 buildings of brick, steel,
and concrete. It is almost a complete
city in itself. It has been abandoned for
several years by the Army and turned
over to the War Assets Administration.
The War Assets Administration has
tried, without success, to sell the plant.
It has not received any offers at all ex-
cept from one man who Is willing to take
the plant, pay a dollar for it, and operate
it as a private school for underprivileged
children. He was going to have a mili-
tary school there. His situation was in-
vestigated and it was found he did not
have sufficient resources to carry on.
Had his offer been accepted we would not
only have been required to give him the
buildings and the plant, and some 800
acres of very fine ground, but we would
have been required also to equip the
plant for him, and then it is doubtful if
he could have succeeded. He was the
only one who came forward with any
kind of offer to use these buildings. It
costs us $30,000 a year to maintain the
buildings with guards and fire protection.

The War Assets Administrator, Colonel
Larson, came before the Senate Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments and testified that the pro-
posal to turn the Bushnell Military Hos-
pital over to the Department of the In-
terior for the use of the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs in educating these children
in a boarding school was a very fine pro-
posal and he favored it. The Acting
Commiszioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Zim-
merman, and Dr. Beatty, Director of the
Division of Education of the Bureau of
Indian Affairs, also testified that this
plant could be converted so that 2,000
Indian youngsters could be housed there
in a boarding school where they could be
trained in vocational education and in
English so they could work among white
people and maintain themselves.

It is of permanent construc-
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It is only about a day's trip by bus
from the Indian reservation to Brigham
City, which is in the heart of industrial
and agricultural Utah. There will be

ample opportunities for these Indians to-

work when they are once trained, when
they are once taught the English lan-
guage. We have the need. The buildings
are ready to be used. By the way, Public
Law 20 was passed by the present Con-
gress authorizing the transfer from the
War Assets Administration to the Bureau
of Indian Affairs of the Department of
the Interior of these buildings, to take
eficet upon the appropriation being
made, so the Bureau of Indian Affairs
could go to work.

The Indian Bureau now plans to make
full use of this plant. Two thousand In-
dians not in school can be taken there—
probably those 12 years of age and older,
those who are old enough to learn voca-
tions and trades—just as soon as the
plant is ready.

The reason why this program could
not be fully considered by the committee
either in the House or the Senate was
that the law was not passed in sufiicient
time to get the information before the
necessary committees. I have discussed
the subject with the Bureau of the Bud-
get and with the Indian Bureau, and they
are in hearty accord with what I am now
doing, that is, bringing the question to
the attention of the Senate and having
the project included in the pending bill
as an amendment, so that beginning

Jext fall this plant can be placed in op-
eration, probably on a limited scale, for
the education of Indian children. Prob-
ably by January 1, if we start immedi-
ately with the construction of the neces-
sary classrooms to go along with the
dormitories, the full 2,000 Indian stu-
dents can be housed there and go to work.
Delay until July 1 would probably bring
construction into the winter. I think
Members of the Senate know that in that
climate construction is almost impossible
in the winter. In any event, it would be
very costly. So we shall save the $38,000
a year which we are spending for guards,
and put Indian children in school where
they belong, and where we have agreed
to put them. The country will be better
served by having this done now.

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

Mr. WATKINS. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. How many Indians
will be taken care of at this particular
place?

Mr. WATEKINS., Two thousand from
the Navajo Reservation, and some from
other reservations can come in as the
need develops.

Mr. LANGER. What is being done
about the remainder of the Indians who
are not going to school?

Mr., WATKINS. Fourteen thousand
Navajo children not now in school, and
whom we are obligated to place in school,
will have to be provided for by some other
means. I shall come bhack here and, in
company with other Members of this
body, present measures and ask for ap-
propriations to carry out our pledge to
those Navajo Indian children. After this
project is taken care of, the remainder

- mittee for the past 2 years.
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of the 16,000 children will be placed in
school.

Mr. LANGER. Does not the Senator
believe that now is as good a time as any
to take care of the remainder of those
children? Why wait until we come back
again?

Mr. WATKINS. I think it would be
impossible in a deficiency appropria-
tion, and in cooperation with the Indian
Bureau, to get the necessary plans ready
so that the appropriation could be placed
in this bill.

The principal reason for placing this
particular amendment in the bill is to
save a year in the lives of these students
and put them in school now, rather than
come along with an appropriation in
July and have the construction drag
through the winter. The President
has approved the plan. The Indian Bu-
reau recommended it, and the Budget
Bureau cleared it. We intend to follow
through with this plan, and now is the
time to do it. If this bill is passed to-
night and becomes a law within a few
days, money will immediately become
available.

Furthermore, it is necessary to get
equipment for the school. The Indian
Bureau has been notified that at Han-
ford, Wash., there are available many
articles which will be needed in the In-
dian school, such as cooking utensils,
stoves, bedding and beds, and other types
of equipment now on sale at the atomic
energy plant there. Some money is
needed immediately in order to enable
the Indian Bureau to buy these articles.
Under the law, they must have cash.
That is why the latter part of the
amendment authorizes an increase in
administration expenses at this time.

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

Mr. WATEKINS. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. Just when does the
Senator intend to offer an amencinent
or introduce a bill to take care of the re-
mainder of the Indian children who
should be in school?

Mr. WATEINS. Iintend to work with
the Indian Bureau and the Department
of the Interior. As the Senator knows,
I was chairman of the Indian subcom-
We have
been trying to devise a program to take
care of the needs. I hope the depart-
ment will have its plans ready. If we
proceed as we intend to proceed, I think
there will be a measure before the Con-
gress in the near future to accomplish
that purpose.

Mr. LANGER. I suggest to the Sena-
tor that the second deficiency appropria-
tion bill will be before us in 2 weeks.
Does not the Senator believe that he
could have an amendment ready by that
time to take care of the remainder of
those children who long ago should have
been in school? Thousands of them can-
not even speak English,

Mr. WATKINS. I so understand.

I am especially concerned when I con-
sider the ease with which we approved
an authorization bill for $16,000,000 for
the Arabs over in Palestine, who are not
particularly and directly our concern.
That measure went through promptly.
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I am sure that the Congress, realizing
its responsibility, will take care of those
Indians.

Mr. President, I should like to have
printed in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks a report submitted
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
Hoey] from the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Executive Departments, on
Senate bill 170. It gives the details and
the information which would have heen
given to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

There being no objection, the report
(No. 30) was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

The Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments, having considered
the bill (8. 170) to authorize the transfer of
certain property to the Secretary of the In-
terlor, and for other purposes, report favor-
ably thereon, with an amendment, and re-
commended that it do pass.

This legislation authorizes the Adminlis-
trator of the War Assets Administration to
transfer to the Secretary of the Interlor, for
use by the Bureau of Indian Affairs as a vo-
cational school for Indian children and a
center for housing and training adult Indi-
ans for off-reservation employment and
placement, the property known as the Bush-
nell General Hospital near Brigham City,
Box Elder County, Utah, comprising 298.6
acres, more or less, together with roads,
buildings, and other betterments thereon.

The Bushnell General Hospital was con-
structed by the Army in 1942 and 1943 as a
3,700-bed general and psychiatric hospital
consisting of 188 permanent buildings, of
which 108 were of wood-frame construction
and 95 builldings of brick. The acquisition
and improvement cost was $9,822,915.99,

The hospital was declared surplus to the
needs of the Army on August 21, 1946, after
being rejected by the Veterans' Administra-
tion because of the lack of medical person-
nel in the immediate vicinity and the diffi-
culty in stafiing and maintaining the facility.

After advertising the property for sale or
lease as a unit, during 1947, with no satis-
factory bids, the War Assets Administration
gold a total of 73 wood-frame buildings for
off-site removal. On January 2, 1948, two
areas were advertised for disposal as resi-
dential and farm land. Further advertise-
ments of sale as separate units during 1948
resulted in the rejection of all bids.

The entire land area and the remalining
115 buildings were readvertised on Novem-
ber 15, 1948, with a fair valuation established
at $4,788,560. One offer on the property, for
transfer on a public-benefit-allowance basis,
was received but disposal was withheld at
the request of the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
pending enactment of necessary leglslation
to authorize its acquisition and operation as
a school for Navajo Indians,

Under the treaty between the United States
of America and the Navajo Tribe of Indlans,
proclaimed August 12, 1868, article VI pro-
vides in part as follows: “and the United
States agrees that, for every 30 children
between said ages who can be induced or
compelled to attend school, a house shall be
provided, and a teacher competent to teach
the elementary branches of an English edu-
cation shall be furnished who will reside
among said Indians and faithfully discharge
his or her duties as a teacher.”

It is estimated that there are about 61,000
Navajo Indians now residing on the Navajo
Indian Reservation in Utah, Arizona, and
New Mexico, near the hospital site, with some
22,000 children of school age. The sponsors
of this legislation maintain that the Govern-
ment is still under obligation to educate these
children, 16,000 of whom are at present not
in school.
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The hospital property involved in the pro-
posed bill has no value to the Government in
its present state, and its malntenance costs
average approximately $3,200 per month, It
has been estimated that the construction of
facilities of comparable size would cost $14,-
000,000, whereas the present buildings can be
converted to use as an Indian school at a cost
of approximately $2,000,000 to accommodate
1,400 children, and $3,6560,000 to its capacity
of 2,000.

The transfer of this property to the Bureau
of Indian Affairs for educational purposes and
other utilization in behalf of the Indians
would serve a useful and much-needed pur-
pose. It would also remove the cost of main-
tenance and bring the property to an im-
proved permanent status toward easy con-
version as a Government hospital in any
future emergency.

The Bureau of the Budget reported to the
committee that there would be no objection
to the passage of this bill. The following
letters set forth the views of the Secretary
of the Interior and the War Assets Admin-
istrator:

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, January 25, 1949,
Hon. JoHN L. McCLELLAN,
Chairman, Committee on Expendiiures,
United States Senate.

My DEAR SENATOR McCLELLAN: Reference is
made to your request for a report on S. 170,
a bill for the transfer of certain property to
the Secretary of the Interior, and for other
purposes.

If amended as set out below, I recommend
that 8. 170 be enacted.

It 1s estimated that there are approxi-
mately 23,000 Navajo children of school age.
At the present time there are educational
facilities on the reservation, public, mission,
and Federal schools for about 5,500. Provie
sions have been made during the last 2 years
to transfer another 1,800 to off-reservation
Federal schools. There remain, therefore,
15,700 Navajo children between the ages of 6
and 18 years for whom no school facilities are
available.

" Bushnell General Hospital, Brigham City,
Box Elder County, Utah, was originally built
by the Army as a 3,700-bed general and
neuropsychiatric hospital. The plant con-
sists of 108 permanent bulldings on a site of
about 298 acres, immediately at the edge of
the city. The original installation is re-
ported to have cost $10,393,000. The build-
ings are in good condition, although all of
the movable equipment has been removed.

The plant has been examined with a view
to its conversion to an Indian vocational
school. While not ideal, from school stand-
ards, it was found that a majority of the
buildings may be converted to profitable use.
Two great lacks will be classroom facilities
and quarters for resident employees. It will
also be necessary to reequip the plant
completely.

In the proposed use of the plant two goals
are possible. First, a school of about 1,400
pupils, which can be achieved with a mini-
mum of additional construction. Second, a
school of 2,000, which can be achieved by the
construction of additional classroom facili-
ties and employees’ quarters. In either event
the per-pupil cost will be well below that
necescary to provide new facilities for an
equal number of children.

After mature consideration it s my recom-
mendation that plans be made for a echool
of 2,000 Navajo children at the Bushnell hos-
pital plant, for this will provide for the edu-
cation of the greatest number of Indians not
now in any school for the least expenditure of
funds. The necessary remodeling to provide
dormitory facilities for 2,000 children is very
slight., However, 1t will be necessary to
provide by remecdeling or by new construc-
tion gquarters for approximately 100 married
couples as well as more desirable quarters
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for approximately 90 single employees. It is
assumed that about 25 will ke housed off
campus. The only employees housed on the
Bushnell grounds were single nurses and
WAC officers who were given one smalil room
each, which is less than is being supplied
to Indian Service employees anywhere in the
United States. Officers were required to live
off campus; many of the maintenance em-
ployees were employed from among the
local residents who already had homes in
Brigham City; and relatively few of the
employed personnel were married, For an
Indian Service boarding school, it will be
necessary for the majority of teachers, dor-
mitory workers, and supervisory personnel to
be housed on the campus. It will be possible
to make an arrangement very similar to that
of the hospital in seeking malntenance em-
ployees from among the residents of the
community who will have their own homes.
Only 2 of the major bulldings on the campus
are suitable for remodeling into classroom
structures and these will provide only 35
classrooms. It will, therefore, be necessary
to build 3 additional structures of about 14
classrooms each to provide the necessary
adequate space (total, 42 additional rooms).
Scattered around the grounds are other
structures which will lend themselves to use
as home economiecs rooms and shops. The
hospital had a gymnasium and a swimming
pool but no large auditorium, With 2,000
students it will be necessary to have an
additional gymnasium and an auditorium
of between 800 and 1,200 seating capacity. It
is estimated that:

The cost of repairs and altera-
tions, will amount to approxi-
MntelgL s o el $950, 000

The cost of new construction will
amount to approximately______ 1, 867, 000

Of new equipment to replace that
which has been removed._.....

700, 000
Supervision and contingencies.__.

128, 000

Buhtotal o L e 3, 645, 000

It is proposed, also, to use the
Bushnell grounds and some of
the structures as a center for
adult Navajos and other Indlans
for whom off-reservation em-
ployment and permanent relo-
cation is being sought. These
families will be allowed to live
at the site between periods of
seasonal employment, and dur-
ing their residence a program of
tralning in off-reservation man-
ners and customs and in the use
of English will be undertaken.
The necessary alterations and
equipment to provide 38 apart-
ments for this purpose will be.. 133, 000

iy 3 R Dy 3,778, 000

A careful study shows that the cost of op-
erating the public utilities (heat, light, sew-
age, etc.) will amount to $280,200 annually
for 2,000 children. If the total amount for
repairs, alterations, and new construction is
provided during the spring of the year and
new construction begins as promptly as pos-
sible, it should prove possible to enroll an
average of 1,200 children at Bushnell during
the fiscal year 1950. It is estimated that the
cost of operating plant and utilities for this
limited number of children will be $252,000
for the full 12 months. At the present time,
WAA is maintaining a stand-by staff, the
cost of which will have to be assumed by the
Indian Service from the time of transfer un-
til children begin to occupy the school, at an
approximate monthly cost of §2,750; and the
cost of the teaching staff, materials of in-
struction, food, ete., will amount to $460,000
covering an average of 1,200 children for 7
months. It is belleved that when the full en-
roliment of 2,020 pupils iz achisved the oper-
ating cost will run arcund $751 per capita, or
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$58 more than the average nonreservation

school, due to the greater cost of operating

within this Army structure and because
about half the children will attend for 12
months.

Practically all of the youngsters who will
be placed In this school will be from the
Navajo Reservation—a majority will be non-
English-speaking when they are received.
Many will be more than 12 years old and
entering school for the first time. For these
older puplle, an intensive shorter educational
period must be planned. As a result, the
total operating cost will be somewhat greater
than for the average boarding school which
is not faced with these problems.

In spite of these greater costs, the opera-
tion of Bushnell for this purpose will repre-
sent a savings to the Government, for it will
begin to receive some continuing benefit on
the original investment for property which
now stands ldle.

To clarify the apparent intent of 8. 170,
which is to transfer this property between
agencies of the Federal Government without
reimbursement or transfer of funds, It is
recommended that the bill be amended by
inserting after the word “Interior” in line
b, the phrase “without reimbursement or
transfer of funds."

Congressional time schedules will not per-
mit ascertaining in advance the relationship
of this proposed legislation to the program
of the President. This report, therefore,
does not constitute a commitment respect-
ing the Presldent's program.

Bincerely yours,
J. A. Krvue,

Secretary of the Interior.

‘WAaR ASSETS ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1949,
Hon. JoHN L. McCLELLAN, . F
Chairman, Committee on Ezpenditures
in the Executive Departments,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR BSENATOR MCCLELLAN: Reference Is
made to your letter of January 18, 1849, re-
questing the views of this Administration
with respect.to 8. 170, a bill to authorize the
transfer of certain property to the Secretary
of the Interior, and for other purposes.

The proposed legislation would authorize
and direct the War Assets Administrator
to transfer to the Secretary of the Interior,
for use as & vocational school for Indian
children and a center for housing and train-
ing adult Indians, the Bushnell General
Hospital, near Brigham City, Utah. The hos-
pital covers an area of 2985 acres, upon
which are located 115 buildings, utility lines,
and fire-fighting equipment. No personal
property Is located at the hospital at this
time. The total acquisition cost of the prop-
erty was $9,822,015.99,

The hospital was declared surplus by the
War Department on August 21, 1946, after a
determination by the Veterans' Administra-
tion that it had no interest in the property.
Advertising of the property over a 21j-year
period has resulted in the sale of some 70
buildings for use off site. No acceptable bids
have been received for the remainder of the
property.

It is the bellef of this Administration that
the question of enactment of legislation of
this type is one for the determination of the
Congress and, accordingly, 1t has no objec-
tion to the enactment of the bill.

Owing to the urgency of your request, this
report has not been submitted to the Bureau
of the Budget.

Cordially yours,
JEss LarsoN, Administrator.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, this
is the first appropriation bill to come be-
fore this session of the Senate. It is my
personal opinion that the total revenues
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of the Federal Government for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1950, will be much
less than we anticipate at the moment.
I invite the attention of Senators to the
fact that for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1949, it is anticipated that there will
be a deficit of between $600,000,000 and
$800,000,000. After we appropriate for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1950, pos-
sibly we shall have a deficit, the way
business looks at the moment, of any-
where from $5,000,000,000 to $10,000,-
000,000.

I urge that we reduce our expenditures.
I again recommend that we arrive at
what seems to be a fair estimate of the
amount we shall collect in revenues for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1950, and
that we appropriate not a single penny
above that amount. I can think of no
greater catastrophe to the Nation than
to continue to operate with a deficit dur-
ing peacetime. That is particularly true
when we face the fact that, during a pe-
riod when the Nation has enjoyed its
greatest prosperity, when the greatest
number of people have been employed at
the highest wages, when the farmers
have enjoyed their greatest income, and
business its greatest income, the Gov-
ernment has been unable to balance its
budget.

Mr. President, I believe that the re-
sponsibility for balancing the budget be-
longs to the Congress. I do not believe
that we are justified in appropriating
more money than we can reasonably an-
ticipate in revenues. I know that Sen-
ators are saying to themselves, “Where
are you going to cut? Why do you not
recommend some specific place to cut the
budget?” Ishould be perfectly willing—
and I think it would be the wisest course
the Congress could pursue—to cui the
budeget not less than $8,000,000,000. We
made an effort to cut the ECA authopiza-
tion. I recommended a cut of $2,500,-
000,000. But the Senate in its wisdom
has seen fit to pass the ECA bill authoriz-
ing a total of $5,580,000,000.

So, Mr. President, we must face this
issue sooner or later. I am not advo-
cating that we cut out any of these proj-
ects; I am not advocating that we refuse
to take on some additional projects
which are in the best interest of the
Nation. I am simply advocating that
we cut all appropriations, that we re-
duce our expenditures in line with the
anticipated revenues. Again I ask this
question: If we cannot balance the
budget under the econditions which have
existed during the past 2 years, how are
we going to be able to do so when busi-
ness, industry, farm incomes, and all
other incomes level off? Is it not better
to appropriate a lesser amount of money
for each project, and still maintain all
the projects we would like to maintain,
rather than to appropriate such great
sums of money, exceeding the revenues
by substantial amounts, and thus run so
far into the red and bring about such a
great deficit that the Nation will get into
a financial condition which none of us
wish to see develop?

So I strongly urge—and I shall con-
tinue to do so during the entire session
of the Eighty-first Congress—that all
appropriations be reduced. I believe
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that as time goes on we shall find that
Government revenues will drop. Let me
suggest to the Members of the Senate
that they go out into the country and
talk to the people there and find out
what is going on in the Nation at the
moment, ascertain how business is drop-
ping and how unemployment is increas-
ing, how pay rolls are decreasing, and
how the pay check of the worker is de-
creasing in size,

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

Mr. CAPEHART. I am very happy to
yield to the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. FERGUSON. Does the Senator
realize that under the Reorganization
Act we were to do the very thing he is
advocating this evening; and that was
to be done for the benefit of the.Senate,
by the 15th day of February. But by a
vote of the Senate a few days before the
15th of February, the time for making
the economic report was extended to
the 1st day of May. Does the Senator
further realize that, so far as the Sena-
tor from Michigan, a member of the Ap-
propriations Committee, is aware, no
steps seem to have been taken to comply
with that requirement even as of the 1st
day of May? Does the Senator from
Indiana appreciate that?

Mr. CAPEHART. I appreciate it, and
I know what the able Senator from
Michigan has stated to be a fact. I ap-
preciate his calling it to my attention,
as well as to the attention of the Senate
generally.

So, Mr. President, again I urge that we
give thought to balancing the budget,
to reducing expenditures, and not lose
sight of the fact that revenues simply
will be less, because prices are falling—
they were too high, and now they are
falling—and as prices fall, fewer dollars
will be handled in America; and as that
happens, there will be less revenue for
the Federal Government. However,
while revenues are decreasing, if we ap-
propriate more money this year—as we
are doing—we shall run up a deficit that
much greater.

Mr. WATEKINS., Mr. President, I in-
gujrg what is the parliamentary situa-

on?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The parlia-
mentary situation is that all committee
amendments have been disposed of, and
the bill is open to amendment,

Mr. WATKINS. I have offered my
amendment, but I do not believe action
has been taken on it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; it has
been agreed to. A

Mr. WATKINS, Very well; I wish the
REcorp to show that.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be stated.

The LeGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 12,
in line 9, it is proposed to strike out
“$2,950,000” and insert in lieu thereof
$450,000.”

In line 13, it is proposed to strike out
“$24,639,000” and insert in lieu thereof
“$22,139,000.”

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr, President, let me
ask the distinguished senior Senator from
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Illinois, the majority leader, and the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee, the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. McEeLLar], whether it is
proposed to have the Senate finish action
on the bill tonight, or whether it is de-
sired to have a recess taken at this time.

Mr. LUCAS. Let me inquire how long
my friend the Senator from New Hamp-
shire intends to speak.

Mr. BRIDGES, If we are to begin to
consider the item for the New Johnson-
ville steam plant, I think we should fin-
ish it; does not the Senator from Illinois
think so?

Mr. LUCAS. I agree with the Senator
from New Hampshire. I assume it will
take some time to finish that item; I
doubt whether we could do so in less than
2 or 3 lours. So perhaps we should take
a recess at this time until tomorrow.

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

Mr. BRIDGES. 1 yield.

Mr, HILL, Can the distinguished Sen-
ator from New Hampshire, in coopera-
tion with the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. FERGUSON], give us any idea how
long it will take to dispose of this item?

Mr. BRIDGES. I think the issues in-
volved in connection with the item for
the steam plant are fairly well known.
I intend to present a brief statement,
and perhaps other Senators will partici-
pate in the discussion. The Senator from
Michigan [Mr. FErcUsoN] may present a
statement on another phase of the steam
plant item, but I should not think it
would take very long for him to do so.
I hope we can expedite action on this
matter, because I think the issues are
fairly well known, and certainly there is
no sense in prolonging the discussion.

Mr. HILL, If the Senator will yield
further, Mr. President, let me say that,
as he has stated, we had prolonged de-
bate over this matter at the last session;
in fact we had two votes on it, as I re-
call, Therefore, it has been fairly well
discussed and debated.

I do not know how long the distin-
guished Senator from New Hampshire
may desire to discuss this matter now.

Mr. BRIDGES. I do not desire to talk
for more than a few moments; but un-
doubtedly other Senators will wish to dis-
cuss this question, and perhaps the whole
issue will take several hours’ considera-
tion.

RECESS

M, LUCAS. Mr. President, I have ad-
vised some Senators that probably the
Senate would take a recess at about 6
o'clock today, and no doubt some of thenx
have already gone to their offices or to
their homes.

So, in view of that understanding, I
shall move that the Senate take a recess
until tomorrow.

Before doing so, I should like to ask
the distinguished minority leader about
the item on the Executive Calendar. The
only item on the Executive Calendar is
the nomination of Thomas C. Blaisdell,
Jr., of the District of Columbia, to be As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce. Am I
correct in my understanding that there
is some objection to the nomination?
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, if the

distinguished majority leader will yield .

to me, let me say that twice I have asked
to have that nomination passed over, and
on both occasions the acting majority
leader consented.. I made that request
in behalf of a Senator who wished to lock
into the credentials of the nominee,
That Senator is not on the floor of the
Senate at this time.

Under the circumstances, Mr. Presi-
dent, I may state that if the Senator from
Illinois will permit the nomination to go
over once more, then so far as I am con-
cerned I shall not ask, by request, to have
it go over again.

Mr. LUCAS, Mr, President, that is the
only nomination on the Executive Calen-
dar, so I shall not move to have the Sen-
ate proceed to consider executive busi-
ness, in view of the explanation which
has just been made by the minority
leader, the Senator from Nebraska.

Therefore, Mr. President, I now move
that the Senate stand in recess until 12
o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until tomorrow, April 12,
1549, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate April 11, 1949:

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Joseph Earl Cooper, of Alaska, to be United
States attorney for division No. 3, district of
Alaska, vice Raymond E. Plummer, resigned.

UNITED STATES MARSHAL

Vernon P. Burns, of Alabama, to be United
States marshal for the southern distriet of
Alabama, vice Roulhac Gewin, deceased.

IN THE ARMY

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
States in the grades indicated with dates of
rank to be determined by the Secretary of
the Army under the provisions of title I, sec-
tion 107 (b), Public Law B10, Eightieth Con-
gress:

TO EE LIEUTENANT COLONEL

Charles E. Dunham, O1£801.

Michael S. Grenata, 09304,

Franklin L. Litchenfels, O16355.

Alden H, Seabury, OT431.

James C. White, O1166€.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT

Harry Mazur, 026137.

(Nore—Lieutenant Colonel Seabury was
given recess appointment on November 24,
1948, and First Lieutenant Mazur was given
recess appointment on December 7, 1948.)

The following-named officers for promo-
tion in the Regular Army of the United
States, under the provisions of sections 502
and 510 of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947;

TO BE COLONELS

Earl William Aldrup, 015972,
Miles Jason Baze, 041378.

Conrad Lewis Boyle, 015851,
William Joseph Bradley, O15967.
Harold Francls Chrisman, O156961.
Phillp Felnberg, 038591,

Emroy Elmer Feind, O28787.
Conrad Gordon Follansbee, 015973,
Wayne Bailey Gardner, 041366,
Alexander Grendon, 039506, .
Valerius Hakanson, 041371,

George Laurence Holsinger, 015980,
Carroll Delmar Hudson, O28785.
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George Edward Isaacs, 015959,

John Gardner Ladd, O39509.

Frank Riley Loyd, 016004,

Harold Mills Manderbach, 015984,
Robert Reinhold Martin, O15953.
Murray Eberhart McGowany, 015843,
Edward Charles Miller, Jr., O38590.
Harry Willilam Miller, O16005.
William Merritt Preston Northcross, O28793.
Edward Joseph O'Neill, 015952,
Harry Edward Owens, O28786.
Raymond Dishman Palmer, 015842,
Lewis Ebenezer Perry, O28781.
George Cocper Reinhardt, O15968.
Coieman Romain, 028783,

Abraham Julius Rosenblum, O28788.
John Douglas Salmon, O15937.

John Henry Sampson, Jr., 015974,
August Edward Schanze, 015876.
William Frederick Schweikert, 028778.
Charles Stowe Stodter, 016013,
Esthel Oliver Stroube, O41368.
William Carl Thompson, 041374,
John Vogler Tower, 0159586.
Herbert Ryan Tumin, O41367.
Harold Witte Uhrbrock, 015990,
Curtis Leigh Varner, O28779.
Thomas Clagett Wood, Jr., O15848.
Clyde George Young, 028790.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monpay, ApriL 11, 1949

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the follow-
ing prayer:

Thou conquering Galilean, as we walk
with Thee through these days of Thy
passion, unveil to us Thy redeeming
grace, making it everlastingly new, yet as
cld as the heart of God. As we wait at
Thy altar, we pray for the quiet balm of
Thy holy presence. We invoke Thy guid-
ance in all our labors, that we may give
courageous thought to the decisions of
this day. As sons of freedom, ever im-
press us with the urgency of our mission,
to deal justly, to conquer wrong, and to
guard our national honor.

How beautiful upon the mountains are
the feet of Him that bringeth good ti-
dings, that publisheth peace; that bring-
eth good tidings of good, that publisheth
salvation; that saith unto Zion, Thy God
reigneth. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
Saturday, April 9, 1949, was read and
approved.

EXEMPTING ARTIFICIAL LIMES,
FROM DUTY

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent for the imme-
diate consideration of the bill (H. R.
3932). to exempt artificial limbs from
duty if imported for personal use and
not for sale.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That title II of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (relating to the free list)
is. hereby amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new paragraph:

“Paz, 1816. Artificial limbs and limb braces,
if imported for personal use and not for sale.”
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With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out lines 6 and 7 and insert the fol-
lowing:

“PaR. 1816. Artificial limbs and braces im-
ported solely for the personal use of a speci-
fled person and not for sale otherwise than
for the use of such person.”

The committee
agreed to.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks at this point in the Recorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
H. R. 3932 provides for the free enfry
under the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended,
of artificial limbs and braces imported
solely for personal use of a specified
person. It will alleviate a most unfor-
tunate situation in regard to amputee
patients living in isolated communities
along the Canadian border.

Prosthetic appliances, now composed
chiefly of metal, are dutiable at 2215
percent ad valorem.

It is important that many of these
patients be fitted in Canada because they
are unable to travel 300 miles in order to
be fitted in other localities.

For bilateral amputees a trip of 300
miles to be fitted to prosthetic appli-
ances is impossible, but a trip to Mont-
real, Canada, by automobile in one after-
noon is feasible.

The Tariff Commission approves the
bill, and the Treasury Department has
suggested the amendment which has
been made. '

Mr. KILBURN. Mr. Speaker, I greatly
appreciate the kindness of my friend and
colleague the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Reep] and all the members of the
Ways and Means Committee for unani-
mously reporting this bill out and bring-
ing it up so quickly on the floor. The
bill was introduced at the request of Dr.
Marshall M. Kissane, of Malone, N. Y.
Dr, Kissane was one of the top doctors
of the Army in amputation cases and he
found that along the Canadian horder,
where we live, it was difficult for disabled
veterans and others to make the frequent
long trips to New York and other big cen-
ters to buy artificial limbs and braces
and the necessary subsequent fittings.
This bill allows them to make the short
trip in a car to Montreal and to fre-
qrently go back to have adjustments
made. I appreciate the action of the
Speaker and the House in allowing this
bill to pass by unanimous consent.

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

° EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. KEARNEY, Mr. POULSON, and
Mr. RODINO asked and were given per-
mission to extend their remarks in the
Recorp, each to include an editorial.

Mr. JAMES and Mr. BREEN asked and
were given permission to extend their
remarks in the REcorbp,

amendment was
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Mr, TEAGUE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include extraneous mate-
rial,

DREW PEARSON'S VICIOUS ATTACK ON
SECRETARY FORRESTAL

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, Secretary .

Forrestal needs no defense at my hands.
He is one of our greatest living Ameri-
cans, We all regret to learn of his ill-
ness, and pray for his early recovery.

Practically every Member of the House
I have talked to this morning, as well as
employees of the House, including the
page boys, have expressed their indigna-
tion at the vicious attack made upon him
by Drew Pearson last night.

I wonder how much longer that loathe-
some slime monger of the air will be per-
mitted to carry on his filthy diatribes
against decent individuals who are un-
able to defend themselves,

As I said, Secretary Forrestal is a very
sick man, and probably delirious at times,
as a result of the.agony through which
he is now passing; but for this smear
monger to go on the air and broadcast
his outrageous attack on him to all the
American people is enough to arouse the
resentment of every decent human being
throughout the entire country.

I am calling for a copy of this vicious
speech; and I am going to call upon the
Pederal Communications Commission to
take steps to prevent such inhuman
abuses as this being broadcast over the
radio.

It is about time the Government
stepped in and put a stop to such ghoul-
ish practices.

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

THE LATE HONORABLE JAMES M.
FITZPATRICK

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. MULTER. Mr, Speaker, I regret
to have to rise at this time to tell the
House of the death of a former Member
of this body, Hon. James M. Fitzpatrick.

His was the life of a typical American.
He was born in Massachusetts; worked
as a young boy there in the iron mines;
came on to New York City, at an early
age; continued to work in what some
people would call menial capacities;
worked his way through school; then en-
tered politics in the city of New York,
where he served in various capacities in
the city government; then was elected
to this honorable body from the old
Twenty-fourth District in the Bronx.
He served here with distinction for nine
terms. He retired in 1944. It is with
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extreme regret that we learn of his pass-
ing. We extend to his widow and the
members of his family surviving him
our heartfelt condolences and sympathy.

Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will
the genfleman yield?

Mr. MULTER. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr."Speaker, the
death of Jim Fitzpatrick is indeed a sad
occasion for his many friends and a ter-
rible blow to his loved ones. Those of
us who served with Jim Fitzpatrick can
well remember his fine disposition and
smiling face as well as his sincerity and
devotion to duty. I can see him now
walking onto the floor of the House in
that pleasant way that he always had,
always smiling, always optimistic, al-
ways a gentleman, and radiating his
spirit and personality among, his col-
leagues, even in moments of great strain
and stress upon the Members in connec-
tion with world matters, or in moments
of stress and strain as to a personal mat-
ter of an individual Member,

There was no Member who more tire-
lessly devoted himself to his duties than
Jim Fitzpatrick. He was a man of deep
faith. I like to see people with deep
faith, no matter what their religious con-
victions.

To me, it is a beautiful thing to see
people whether they are Catholic, Prot-
estant, or Jew, possessed of deep faith
and willing to publicly profess their faith
at the appropriate time—in fact, to pro-
fess their faith on all occasions, but par-
ticularly on appropriate occasions. Our
late beloved friend was a man of deep
faith. He was a fine husband and a fine
father. He leaves behind him Mrs. Fitz-
patrick and three sons and one daughter.
One of his sons is an ambassador of God:
on earth, a Catholic priest, rendering
service to God and country as a mem-
ber of the Dominican Order of the Cath-
olic Church, known as the Order of the
Preachers, a great missionary and edu-
cational order. As a member of this
order, his son is an outstanding citizen
and servant of God. I can well remem-
ber the many times that Jim Fitzpatrick
spoke to me about his son when he was
a seminarian, and later after he was or-
dained. He spoke of his pride in his son
and -the joy that it brought to him and
Mrs. Fitzpatrick in the knowledge that
their son had received the call for serv-
ice and to know that he had responded
and that his whole life would be devoted
to the service of God and his country.

James Fitzpatrick was a man of deep
faith, a man who exemplified it with
such sincerity and simplicity as to influ-
ence others tc the maximum degree.

To his widow, to his sons, and to his
daughter, I extend the deepest sympathy
of Mrs. McCormack and myself. I know
that I also extend the sympathy of all
those who served with him, present and
past, the sympathy of every one of them,
to Mrs. Fitzpatrick and her children in
their great bereavement.

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Speaker, there
are two philosophies of death—one that
it is a black, terrifying, and awesome ex-
perience; the other is that while death
itself is sad for those who are left, it is
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the opening of a new vista, an eternal
one, for the one who receives the beckon-
ing call.

And so this morning, those of us who
have learned of the passing of a former
Member, the Honorable James M. Fitz-
patrick, are saddened and we do experi-
ence a comingling of feeling, one of re-
gret, but we are heartened at the recog-
nition of the fact that he will now start
his eternal life.

Over 80 years ago in the coal mines of
Massachusetts a young boy earned his
livelihcod ‘and as he worked under-
ground, he saw that man’s destiny was
higher. He recognized his duty to do a
day’s work but he recognized still further
the duty, the obligation of his employers
to pay a living wage and to protect their
men. Now possessed of this experience
and this firm determination to better his
fellow men, he came to the city of New
York where, with its usual warmth, they
welcomed him. He worked for the
transit companies, first as a conductor
and then in the claims department, and
as he slewly but steadily climbed the
ladder, his determination became greater
and greater for public service. That
public service was recognized when the
people of his district elected him to the
old board of aldermen. In those days
the alderman was the connecting link
between the people, the common people,
and their government. They found his
home always open, they found his ear
ever attentive, they realized his heart,
as well as his mind, understood their
problems, and, again the party of his
choice, the people whom he had served,
gave to him one of the highest honors
that can be afforded to any man in public
life; they elected him to this, the Con-
gress of the United States.

Without fanfare, without great, huge
press releases, he continued as that con-
necting link and served the people now
in a bigger area and in a bigger way.
Never did he lose contact, never diq he
say “Yes" when by saying “Yes" he would
compromise with principle or conscience
and gain votes. James M, Fitzpatrick
was a man of principle in not talk alone
but in action. He served in this body for
18 years and was a member of the Appro-
priations Committee as well as many
other committees during the tenure of
his office.

Today, the House is saddened by the
news of his death and it pauses during
its busy day to pay tribute to one who
served in this body and served so well,
May the late Congressman enjoy now the
fruits of his years of labor in the house
of his Lord.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr, Speakcr,
I am deeply saddened by the death of
Hon. James Fitzpatrick, a former dis-
tinguished Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives. We were close friends. We
were neighbors, living in the same hotel.
Our lives were thrown together not only
in social life but in official labors. I
found Hon. James Fitzpatrick an able
legislator both in committee and on the
floor of the House. When serving as
a member of the Committee on Educa-
tion of which I was chairman, I found
him to be a broad-minded man of
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vision, always fighting for the social
and spiritual strength of his country
and the welfare of his fellow men. In
the field of rehabilitation of the crip-
pled his enthusiasm knew no bounds,
and his contribution to this worthy
cause was, indeed, noteworthy. My
friend, James, radiated good nature, af-
fection and optimism. I know how de-
voted he was to his beautiful and ac-
complished wife, and also his pride in
and love for his children, My sympathy
and that of Mrs., Reed is extended to
Mrs. Fitzpatrick and to her family in
their great bereavement.

Mr. DCLLINGER. Mr. Speaker, in
the death of former Representative
James M. Fitzpatrick, of the Bronx, we
have suffered the loss of an outstanding
citizen and friend.

His record speaks for his keen inter-
est in his community and Nation. In
1919 he was elected to the board of al-
dermen, on which he served for three
terms, resigning from the board after
his election to Congress in 1926. He was
elected to Congress for nine successive
terms, and retired at the time of the
congressional redistricting in New York.
He served on the important Appropria-
tions Committee of the House, where
his astuteness, good judgment, and busi-
ness ability were important contribu-
tions to the work of that committee,

As a boy, he worked in the iron mines
near his home town in Massachusetts.
He came to New York in 1891 where he
worked for the Metropolitan Street Rail-
way Co., later becoming a claim ad-
juster. Because of his early experiences,
he became a champion of labor—and
remained faithful to the cause of labor
throughout his legislative career. He
fought for the laboring man at every
opportunity, and voted accordingly.

From humble beginnings, he gained a
high position of honor and respect, but
he never lost touch with the “common
man” and was in complete sympathy
with his problems, aims, and efforts. He
was friend and counselor to all who
came to him for help, and gave gener-
ously of his time and efforts in their
behalf.

We, in the Bronx, will greatly miss
him, and his widow and children have
our heartfelt sympathy in their bereave-
ment.

Mr. MULTER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 3 days in which to extend their
remarks at this point in the REcorp on
the life and character of the late James
M. Fitzpatrick.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. ELEIN. Mr. Speaker, the metro-
politan area of New York City cannot
and does not claim credit for all the great
reform movements of this wonderful
country of ours; that would be a his-
torical untruth.

We can, however, claim that liberal
and progressive Senators, Representa-
tives, and even Presidents have come
from the State of New York, and in par-
ticular, from the metropolitan area of
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New York City, with greater consistency
than from any other section of the
country.

To that noble tradition belonged the
late great James M. Fitzpatrick, who
brought to his official duties as a United
States Representative from the Bronx
not only a conviction of dedication to
the welfare of the people but glso a per-
sonal faith illumined with the light of
truth and brotherhood. His was a full
and wonderful life, which exemplified
the American dream of material and
spiritual success to the most humble if
they but trod the good way of life.

Ii was my privilege to have served with
Jim Fitzpatrick in this House; his
name has been familiar to me from
my earliest boyhood, and I hope that it
can be said sometime that I served my
people as he served his.

Mr. LYNCH., Mr, Speaker, yesterday
there were interred in the consecrated
ground of St. Raymond's Cemetery,
Bronx, New York City, the mortal re-
mains of our former colleague, Hon.
James M, Fitzpatrick, For 18 continuous
years he represented the old Twenty-
fourth New York Congressional District
which roughly comprised the northeast
section of Bronx County and the south-
ern part of Westchester County, includ-
ing the city of Yonkers. He did not seek
reelection after he completed his term
in the Seventy-eighth Congress. He
served for years as a valued member
of the House Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Born in West Stockbridge, Mass., al-
most 80 years ago, he worked as a boy
in the iron mines near his home. In 1831
he came to New York and for many
years was employed by the old Metro-
politan Sireet Railway, and later the
Interborough Rapid Trensit Co. Al-
ways active in the politiecs of Bronx
County his first venture into public life
was as Commissioner of Street Openings.
He was subsequently elected to the board
of aldermen in the city of New York
where he served for three terms until
his election to the Seventieth Congress.

Jim Fitzpatrick was my friend. I shall
never forget his thoughtfulness and
kindliness to me. He presented me to
this House and stood with me when 1
first tock my oath of office in the Saventy-
sixth Congress. His clear political per-
ception, his sound judgment and unfail-
ing courtesy made him the ideal Repre~
sentative.

In his death the country lost a dis-
tinguished citizen who gave many fruit-
ful years of his life to public service.

I éxtend to his wife and children my
deepest sympathy.

THE LATE FRANELIN D. ROOSEVELT

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

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Tllinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, it will be
4 yeers tomorrow that America and the
world lost one of the greatest American

AY
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citizens, a man recognized the world over
as an outstanding humanitarian, one
who had the interests of the masses in
his heart and in his mind. I am satisfied,
Mr. Speaker, that he gave up his life for
the cause of humanity, I know that
when history is written, he will, even as
he is today, be recognized as a distin-
guished American, and it will be recorded
that he rendered to our country and to
the world prodigious services. He will go
down in history with Washington, Jeffer-
son, Jackson, Lincoln, and Wilson, as the
greatest interpreter of the cause of the
common man, for he actually gave up his
life for the cause of the people, for his
country, and for the peace and democ-
racy of the world. His indefatigable and
successful efforts on behalf of the plain
homespun American and the underpriv-
ileged, and for the preservation of our
democracy, and the democracies of the
world, shall endear him to all mankind.
Beyond doubt he was the most beloved
and most mourned man not only in our
country but the world over. Here, in-
deed, is the man of the ages.

CIVILIAN ADMINISTRATION OF OCCUFIED
GERMANY

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, the whole
democratic world will approve the an-
nouncement made on Friday on the part
of the United States and France and
Great Britain that there should be civil-
fan administration in western Germany.
I wish to emphasize that those of us who
have been deeply concerned about the
manifestations of nazism in the western
zones of Germany during the administra-
tion of the military governments there,
want to be sure that there is not only a
civilian government for western Ger-
many which this announcement contem-
plates, but that there is also a civilian
administration which will utilize to the
full and cooperate with democratic and
anti-Nazi elements ir those zones on the
part of the occupying powers. In the
matter of the nomination of trustees for
the Ruhr iron and steel industries; in
the matter of the comings and goings
and of striking out the names of those
suspected of having Nazi affiliations who
sought to participate in the German in-
dustrial fair in New York City; in re-
marks attributed to officials of military
government like those attributed to the
director of the administration of whole
province of Wurtemberg Baden showing
a lack of concern for the recurrence of
Nazi influence in German public affairs
(New York Herald Tribune, FPebruary 26,
1949) ; we have deep concern that our
people who are handling the situation
in Germany are too prone to themselves
forget that the Germans have on three
occasions been the greatest aggressive
force the world has ever known, too
prone to let circumstances develop under
which they could start their aggressive
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belligerency and their outrages against
humean rights again.

It will be recalled the names of 12
Germans were recently submitted by the
Bi-Zonal Economic Administration—
which is an indigenous German ageney—
to the Western Allied Military Gover-
nors as managerial trustees of the Ruhr
iron and steel works. The report of the
New York Times, February 26, 1949 states
the following with respect to this list:

Most notable among German selections
were Heinrich Dinkelbach, former financial
director of the Vereinigte Stahlwerke and
sponsor and financial contributor to the
Nazi 88, and Herman J. Ats, former Deutsch
Bank director who was denounced in a spe-
clal military government report a year ago
as a participant in the exploitation of Nazi-
occupied countries.

It will be recalled also that the demo-
cratic world was shocked recently by evi-
dences of the revival of the Nazi spirit
shown in such movements as the League
for German Revival of which it is stated
that leading former Nazi leaders are the
guiding spirits.

We welcome this change Jjust an-
nounced. by the three occupying powers
and have a right to expect that by this
change the civilian administrations on
both sides both for the occupying powers
and for the Germans of the western
zones, will at long last deal only with
the democratic elements who are there,
and who have been shamefully neglected,
and not the Nazi elements and Nazi affili-
ates in western Germany.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the Appendix of the REcorp
and include an article.

Mr. JAVITS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the Recorp and td* include
extraneous matter.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that in the
remarks I expect to make in the Commit-
tee of the Whole today on the ECA bill
I may include certain extraneous ma-
terial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

Mr. JACKSON of California asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the REcord
and include an editorial from the New
York Times entitled “The Skipper of
Guadalcanal.”

UNITY IS NOT JUST A WORD

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cal-
ifornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, a great tragedy has just been
enacted in my home State of California.
After many hours of heroic toil, workers
yesterday reached the lifeless body of a
little girl, 3-year-old Kathy Fiscus, of
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San Marino, who had climbed or fallen
into an old and disused well pipe, and
?ad slipped down the pipe for nearly 100
eet.

The tremendous effort to free the child
was fruitless, and the youngster was yes-
terday found dead. The heartbreak of
the parents of the youngster is shared
by millions of Americans.

However, the tragedy proved that in
an hour of human trouble we.Americans
become one, and that the great heart of
America holds no place for hatred and
rancor af such a time. We hear much of
the “heartless corporation” which seeks
only to grind labor beneath its heel, yet
it was the expensive equipment of Amer-
ican industry that was rushed to the
scene of the disaster in total disregard
of the fact that the parents could never
pay the $500 per hour or more required
for the operation of the giant rigs.

We hear that free American labor
seeks only to sweat industry and business
for every possible dollar it can, yef it
is well to remember that honest and
fearless American workmen were the
men who worked until complete exhaus-
tion overcame them in what proved to be
a futile race with death. In an hour of
darkness, the tools and the hands of
America met for a moment in common
cause over ground of common tragedy.
In those short few hours there was proof
on both sides that, given cause for coop-
eration, it is forthcoming.

How tragic it is that only in common
sorrow and common need we have been
able to break down the barriers that
hamper our economic, spiritual, and
moral growth!

“A little child shall lead them.”

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. LEFEVRE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an editorial appear-
ing in the New York Herald Tribune.

Mr. WELCH of California asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorp and include an ad-
dress by Willlam E. Warne, Assistant
Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. MICHENER asked and was given
permission to include in the remarks he
will mgke today excerpts from the
United States News and other publica-
tions.

Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Appendix of the REcOrD
and include an editorial.

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the RECORD.

Mr. YOUNG asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the RECORD,

Mr. MULTER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp in two instances
and Include extraneous matter.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that & quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Obviously a quorum
is not present.
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Mr. McCCRMACK.
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was cordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

Mr. Speaker, 1

[Roll No. 73]
Allen, La, Fellows Morton
Barrett, Pa. Fernandez Murphy
Beall Gamble Nixon
Buckley, N. Y. Gllmer Norton
Bulwinkle Granahan Passman
Carlyle Hall, Powell
Carroll Leonard W. Reed, IIL.
Celler Hart Regan
Chudoff Hope St. George
Caorbett Jennings Smith, Ohlo
Cox Kirwan Thomas, N. J.
Davenport Lane Walsh
Dingell Lodge Whitaker
Dollinger Lyle White, Idaho
‘Douglas Lynch Withrow
Eberharter Miller, Md. Wolcott
Elston Morrison Wood

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 380
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

EXTENSION OF EUROPEAN RECOVERY
PROGRAM

Mr. KEE. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House resolve itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union for the further considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 3748) to amend the
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R, 3748, with
Mr. Mrris in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. KEE., Mr, Chairman, I yield 12
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. RICHARDS].

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, gen=
eral debate on this bill is nearing the end.
Generally speaking, Members on both
sides of the aisle are to be congratulated
on the nonpartisan spirit shown here.
That is as it should be, for the ranks
against communism in this country are
not made up of Democrats and Repub-
licans, as such; we are all just simply
Americans who want to remain free.

It is eloquent tribute to the merits of
the bill and augurs well for its over=
whelming passage that even the minor-
ity party in the presentation of the
minority report or minority views claims
authorship of the European recovery
plan.

The minority report of six pages car-
ries six times, once for each page, the
words, “We Republicans.” In the com=
mittee report of 59 pages “We Demo=
crats” cannot be found.

There should not be pride of author-
ship in a thing of this kind, but the rec-
ord should be kept straight if the issue
is raised.

The minority views, signed by all
Members of the minority party except
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Furron] and the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Javits], and which through-
out its pages shows the artistic hand of
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the very able gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Vorys] says:

This vast and far-reaching effort initiated
in the Eightieth Congress.

As a matter of fact, this effort was in-
itiated by a sgreat American, General
Marshall, Secretary of State in a Demo-
cratic administration. It was then rec-
ommended and proposed to the Eightieth
Congress by President Truman, and be it
said to the everlasting credit of that Re-
publican Congress that it fell in line
under the matchless leadership of two
great Americans, Senator VANDENBERG
and our own beloved and admired for-
mer chairman of the Foreign Affairs
Committee, the gentleman from New
Jersey, Dr. Eaton, and enacted the
proposal into law by a majority vote of
both sides of the aisle.

If credit there be for ECA, there is
credit enough for all. If the plan fails,
we must all equally share the blame.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Vorysl, in his speech and in
the minority views, lamented the fact
that this is not a package bill to carry all
forms of foreign assistance as was the
case last year.

The bill last year carried four titles in
a package—European recovery, Interna-
tional Children’s Fund, Greek-Turkish
assistance, and aid to China. This was
done mainly on the insistence of the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vorys.l. It
was a mistake and has been proven to be
a mistake. This year in consideration of
the European recovery plan we are stick-
ing to our knitting. The other proposals
must be considered separately on indi-
vidual study and merit. The European
recovery plan is unique in that it deals
with, in the words of the gentleman from
Ohio himself, those who have banded
together “to help themselves, each other,
and us™

Now, I must get along. I want tospeak
to the Members who, in good conscience
and with the national interest uppermost
in their minds, voted against the Euro-
pean recovery program when it came be-
fore the House a year ago.

I have no criticism of their motives. I
believe that the opponents of this experi-
ment were just as patriotic as those who
defended this bill. At the same time, I
believe that the things t.icy feared then
have failed to materialize,

The motives of the critics were sound.
Their fears were baseless, If, with the
same motives, they will reexamine
their fears of a year ago, we can get an
almost unanimous vote on this measure
to extend the European recovery pro-
gram. What possible action could better
strengthen the position of this country
and more profoundly hearten our friends
and collaborators among the nations
than a unanimous vote here in support of
the extension of the recovery program.

The issue is different now from what
it was in 1948. We debated then whether
this Nation should launch this great ex-
periment in international cooperation
for economic recovery. Now the sole
question is whether this Nation shall fin-
ish what it starts or shall be fickle in its
undertakings, I believe no Member here
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wants us to appear in the latter guise.
One proposition upon which we can all
agree is that our country, once it has
put its hand to the plow, should cut a
straight furrow to the end.

Let us recall specifically the fears
which dominated the thinking of many
of the Members of this body a year ago,
and let us see what has happened in the
actual course of events.

First, there was the fear that this
would be just another relief measure.
“Operation rat hole” was the phrase we
heard over and over again on this floor
to describe this program. Lend-lease,
UNRRA, residual aid, and interim aid
were all reviewed. The assertion was
that each of these measures had been
sold to this House as a cure for the eco-
nomic ailments of Europe, and that each
had had a sequel in the form of a de-
mand for more aid. The same was pre-
dicted for the Marshall plan.

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

Mr. RICHARDS.
question.

Mr. VORYS. The gentleman has
made reference to the minority views. I
wonder if the gentleman cbjects to these
words on page 2:

We deeply appreciate the fine spirit that

prevailed in our committee throughout our
hearings.

Does the gentleman agree to that part
of our report?

Mr. RICHARDS. I do not object to
those words at all. They are kind words,
but they are only salve-for the statement
in the first paragraph. Those words are
an anticlimax. I am talking about the
words “we Republicans” when it should
have been “we Americans.”

I have no apology to make for the
predecessors of the Marshall program.
We can never know their real value be-
cause we cannot know what would have
happened to the world if those measures
had not been passed. They did not bear
out 2ll our hopes, but they were not a
total loss to us and to the world. They
might have been better conceived and
better carried out. But they helped to
keep all of Europe from going irrevocably
over the brink into another dark age.
We do not have to be ashamed of all that
we did in the period of 1945 to 1948 in
helping other nations, even if we might
have done them better.

The point. I want to make here is
that the European recovery program,
launched as the Marshall plan and leg-
islated into our laws by the Economic
Cooperation Act, is a different sort of
program from the ones that preceded it.

The Economic Cooperation Act was
enacted in a Republican Congress, under
the matchless leadership of two great
Americans, Senator VANDENBERG, and our
own beloved and admired former chair-
man of the Foreign Afiairs Committee,
the gentleman from New Jersey, Dr.
Eaton, and is today going to be continued
under the leadership of another great
American, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. KeE], the present chairman
of the Commitice on Foreign Affairs.

I yield just for a
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The European recovery program Iis
based on the idea that the recovery of
Europe is a job for the European nations
themselves. It recognizes that they will
not be able to do that job unless they get
together candidly and work together
energetically in a unified program to
balance their resources and their re-
quirements. It recognizes also that for
a short period the European cooperators
by supplying things needed from the
dollar area which are beyond the par-
ticipants' capacity to pay in dollars. We
will finance these things as gifts if nec-
essary; we will lend them the money if
their credit position justifies the loans.

All of that is spelled out in the act.
The recovery effort is a European effort.
Our aid is only subsidiary to that effort.
Our aid is given on the understanding
that the Europeans must justify it by
their record of what they are doing for
themselves, and so the program is sub-
ject to annual review.

That is the way the program is turning
out. It is not another rat-hole opera-
tion—not just a relief effort for a bunch
of mendicant nations. It is a recovery
plan based on self-help supported with
temporary American assistance to close
the gap between the needs and the capa-
bilities of the participants—and with
that assistance gaged and calculated to
stimulate the other nations on their
upward climb along the slope of recovery.

Our participants have not let us down.
The hearings tell the whole story. The
report of the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs on this bill summarizes it. Let me
quote just a few lines from that report:

After mature study, the committee is con-
fident that the facts support the conclusions
that production is rising significantly; that
the participating nations have progressed
substantially toward stabilization and have
laid the groundwork for still further accom-
plishments in this regard during the coming
year; and that the participants have made &
start toward developing mutual trade as a
principal avenue to the solution of their com-
mon economic problems.

What are the particulars? I quote
again:

The total output of factories and mines in
the participating countries during the cal-
endar year 1948 was 14 percent above that of
1947, and about equal to prewar. Excluding
western Germany, steel output is currently
at a rate exceeding the prewar high of 1937
and 25 percent above that of 18047. The coal
shortage has eased; although tonnage in the
bizone and the United Kingdom remained
below that of prewar, production in all other
important fields in western Europe increased
almost to prewar levels.

And here is another quotation:

The Investment record justifies the con-
clusion that economic improvement in Eu-
rope is not transitory but permanent, the rec-
ord demonstrates also that American assist-
ance has renewed the confidence of western
Europe in its own future. Gross investment
in all countries for which estimates are avail=-
able is expected to total roughly the equi-
valent of $30,000,000,000 in the fiscal year
1948-49—six to seven times the dollars pro=-
vided by the Economic Cooperation Act. This
means that gross investment would approxi-
mate 20 percent of the gross national prod-
uct. This 1s about equivalent in proportion
to the investment rate in the United States
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in the four highest years in the period from
1921 to 1939—namely, 1823, 1925, 1926, and
1929, It is approximately three times the
rate of investment of 1932 in the United
States, the lowest year of the perlod referred
to.

That means that the European partici-
pants are forging ahead—and doing it not
simply on the basis of the wealth they are
getting from us but from the wealth they
are reinvesting because of their own re-
newed confidence in themselves.

What of stabilization? Let us look at
some of the highspots:

Great Britain's achievements are no-
table in checking infiationary pressures
and providing a budgetary surplus—the
keystone to recovery in that kingdom.
France has made an encouraging start
toward combating inflation, which has
plagued the country’s efforts toward re-
covery since the close of World War II.
There was a serious set-back due to the
Communist-inspired coal strike of last
fall. The present Government has dealt
courageously and effectively with this
problem, however, in 1948 France levied
the highest taxes in its history, and tax
rates will be higher in 1949. The French
Government has successfully floated an
internal loan of 100,000,000,000 francs—
roughly $310,000,000—the first loan, not
a forced loan, successfully floated in
France since 1944. Italy has had notable
success during 1948 in maintaining the
stability of its economy, first achieved in
the fall of 1947, after a long inflationary
trend, through the courageous adoption
of a rigorous deflationary program by the
Italian Government.

And so the record goes. The stabiliza-
tion record is good, but it is not perfect.
The nations of Europe know that they
have to do even better, and I cite to you
this quotation from their own study of
the matter.

Throughout this report, the need to bring
under control the inflation existing in many
of the participating countries has been
stressed. It threatens the production and in-
vestment program; it generates a demand for
imports that wastes resources, including
American aid; it hampers the export drive;
it makes impossible that reasonable equili-
brium in western Furope which must pre-
cede greater liberalization of lnter-E'uropean
trade and payments. The things that have
to be done during the next 815 years need
time, Yet many can hardly be begun at all
until inflationary pressures are under control,

And now, what of the development of
trade among the Europeans?

As a result of increasing output and
stronger fiscal and trade policies, the
volume of exports from the participating
countries rose and their ability to pay
for essential imports improved consider-
ably during 1948. Over-all exports for
the countries taken as a group, excluding
western Germany, were up 20 percent
above the 1947 level. For the United
Kingdom exports in 1948 were one-quar-
ter again higher than in 1947, In Italy
exports in 1948 were up almost 50 per-
cent from 1947 levels; in the Benelux
countries about 30 percent. In this cur-
rent fiscal year the earnings of the ERP
countries on exports and “invisibles such
as income from the tourist trade” will
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probsbly pay for a little more than half
of the imports they need from the out-
side world. In the calendar year 1947
these earnings paid for only 40 percent of
imports from the outside.

As European production and exports
have gone up the trade deficit of the par-
ticipating: countries with the United
States had narrowed. During the first
11 months of 1948 imports from the
United States declined by $1,000,000,000,
as compared with 1947, while exports to
the United States increased by $223,-
000,000.

Enough of the proof that this program
is not just another relief project. Itis a
recovery program, and it is working.

In arriving at that I think I have dis-
posed of another charge that we heard a
year ago—the charge that the European
nations would take our substance and
then lay down on the job. They have set
themselves in the direction we wanted
them to take, and they have made prog-
ress. All the dissension and sabotage
that the forces of Moscow have been able
to produce have not diverted them from
that course. v

That leads to another fear that needs
a new airing. We were told a year ago
that this program would only serve to
get these nations into shape to be picked
off by the Communists. The fact that,
even while we were considering the bill a
year ago, the Czech democracy suc-
cumbed to the onslaught of communism
may have had something to do with
that fear,

Now look at the facts. Communism
has lost ground in Italy and France. It
has failed to gain elsewhere in Europe.
Communism’s best efforts to sabotage
this program by traitorous strikes and
other such interference has not halted
progress. Freemen are breathing more
confidently in western Europe today than
at any time in a decade. We have not
prepared Europe for the kill in the way
you fatten a turkey for Thanksgiving.
Not Communist conquest but the North
Atlantic Pact is a sequel to the launch-
ing of the European recovery program,
Our eritics told us a year ago that bol-
shevism would take over. Instead we
have a firm undertaking among free na-
tions to stand together and remain free.

The development of the North Atlantic
Pact leads to another recollection of the
fears of a year ago—the fear that our
policy would result only in hatred for us,
and would lead to war. I shall admit
that this program has not assuaged
hatred for us among our implacable
foes. But who can contend today that
hatred for us has increased in Europe?
That fearful prediction of a year ago has
a hollow sound when repeated now in
the same week that the foreign minis-
ters of the majority of the same coun-
tries as participate in this recovery pro-
gram have gathered in this Capital to
Join their governments with Canada and
the United States in a covenant of
mutual defense.

Rather than go over the whole list of
dire predictions, let me take up just one
other. A year ago we heard again and
again that this program would bankrupt
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us—that it would put such a stress upon
our economy and create such a problem
of shortages that the American people
would find the situation intolerable and
would demand the cessation of this ef-
fort. This time we heard quite a dif-
ferent story in the committee hearings.
The worries arise now from those pro-
ducers who are experiencing the prob-
lems of surpluses and want the recovery
program for Europe converted into a
vehicle for bearing away the surplus
commodifies being produced in the
United States. If Congress were to grant
all of the requests that have been put
before it in behalf of people who are
worrying about surpluses, “the annual
cost of the ECA program would be in-
creased by some hundreds of millions of
dollars per year., More importantly,
European self-sufficiency by midyear of
1952 will become an unrealized goal.”

European recovery by midyear of 1852
is a feasible proposition and a sound
prospect. It is a probable outcome of
what we are attempting—and it will be
realized if we and our friends in Europe
just keep our minds on the goal and on
our potential for reaching it.

I want to be just as realistic now as
my committee was a year ago when it
assured this House that all the fears
expressed on this floor were fancies that
would not come to pass.

In the first place, let us be realistic
about the claims we make for the suc-
cess of this program or the allegations
of its failure. Both the critics and the
friends of the program should approach
cautiously the task of measuring results
in the European recovery program. It
is well to keep in mind that the data in
hand show the performance only over a
period of less than a year in a program
envisaged to last 4 years. A lag be-
tween effort and result is inevitable.
The processes of the program call for
planning, authorization, procurement,
and the introduction of the goods pro-
cured into the economy of Europe. In
some instances it must be many months
before the effect of money spent can
be measured in terms of upswing in
European production and productivity.
Likewise, the effects of economic cooper-
ation among the nations of Europe are
matters to be evaluated properly only in
a perspective of years. Friends of the
program should keep in mind that some
of the results achieved during the first
year are actually residual effects of ear-
lier aid programs or of earlier efforts
by the Europeans themselves. They
should remember that some of the most
hopeful developments—for instance, the
turning toward customs unions as ex-
emplified in the Benelux arrangement—
actually antedate the launching of this
program. They should keep in mind,
too, that nature itself has contributed
a measure to European recovery in the
past year; the bad weather of 1947 was
succeeded by good weather in 1948,

Let us be realistic and conservative in
estimating the needs and the degree of
recovery achieved.

Defending the European recovery pro-
gram requires a nice balance between
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pessimism and optimism, between warn-
ings and encouragement. Many of the
voices that a year ago were urging that
we reject this program because it had no
chance of success are now crying out that
we should abandon the program because
the measure of its success is already so
great. These voices like to cite a speech
made about 6 weeks ago by Mr. Christo-
pher Mayhew, Parliamentary Under Sec-
retary of Foreign Affairs for the United
Kingdom. Let us take a moment to see
what Mr. Mayhew actually meant when
he said that “Britain has now virtually
completed its economic recovery.”

A careful reading of his speech in the
light of the circumstances shows that
Mr. Mayhew meant that during the last
half of last year the United Kingdom's
exports almost equaled its imports and
that its foreign trade was in a sense bal-
anced. Now, the plain fact of the mat-
ter is that Britain is exporting to the
nondollar area about £300,000,000 worth
of goods and services above what Britain
imports from the nondollar area. If this
surplus could be converted into dollars,
Britain would actually be in a balanced
trade position. The rub is that Britain
cannot convert this surplus into dollars,
and it is dollars, and dollars alone, that
can be used to pay for the things that
Britain must have in order to make the
grade of recovery as conceived in the
Marshall plan. Britain needs and gets
from the dollar area more than it can
pay for in dollars. At the same time,
the nondollar area is getting more from
Britain than it can pay for in sterling.
A large part of the aid we are sending to
Britain is actually being passed on by
Britain to other countries that are fight-
ing their way up -the slope of recovery.
Through the operation of the intra-
European payments plan, the other par-
ticipants in this program get $480,000,000
worth of what Britain passes along. In
other words, Britain operates a little
Marshall plan of her own and is doing a
large share of the work not only for her
own recovery but also for the recovery
of her neighbors.

Britain has recovered moral independ-
ence. But Britain has not recovered its
independence of the dollar. The need
for extraordinary assistance granted by
this Government goes on and will prob-
ably go on, but in diminishing volume,
for the duration of this program.

Finally, let me bring out one more point
on which there must be realism both
among the eritics and among the cham-
pions of this program. Too much should
not be claimed for it; too much should
not be expected of it. The European
recovery program does not have the an-
swer for every economic problem beset-
ting Europe. There will be plenty of
opportunity for statesmanship, hard
thinking, and courageous effort after this
program has expired.

Anyone who believes the European re-
covery program is supposed to have all
the answers should read the iterim re-
port of the Organization for European
Economic Cooperation. It isa complete-
ly honest document. It never atiempts
to delude us or the participating nations
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with beguiling prospects that are not
supported by facts. It tells in full detail
the economic straits of the Marshall-
plan countries. It makes no attempt to
soften the contours of the road ahead.
No one's false optimism will survive a
careful reading of this document. If
leads to one conclusion: The road to
recovery is hard and may take longer
than the most hopeful prophets pretend
it will take. It leaves no support for
the assumption that Europe’s plight is a
short-term circumstance traceable only
to World War II. It recognizes that this
plight is the result of a deep-seated mal-
ady traceable to a long-term change in
the world’s trade pattern.

The report dispels the happy belief
that Europe’s problems can be solved in
terms of production alone, for Europe's
production will be contingent upon the
supply of raw materials, and that in turn
involves the larger and much more com-
plex problem of the world's trade pattern.

Finally, the report leaves one without
the hopeful illusion that Europe, some
time in mid-1952, will pass in a moment
from the status of a patient to the state
of complete health. A long and difficult
convalesence will still lie ahead.

Let us not fool ourselves about that.
Rather, let us look at this word “recov-
ery” in all its meanings and see just
what one applies to this program.

First, there is recovery in the simple
sense of restoring production capabili-
ties depleted by war. Europe is already
achieving success in that phase—and
more success lies ahead in the develop-
ment of this program.

Next, there is recovery in the sense of
getting free from the requirement of
extraordinary outside aid. That means
the effort to close the dollar gap. It is
achieved by austerity in the domestic
economies, exploitation of every oppor-
tunity to develop trade outside the dollar
area, and the most careful channeling of
dollar expenditures.

Then, after the dollar gap is closed—
in this program we hope that will be in
mid-1952—there is recovery in the sense
of having reattained a self-sustaining
basis. Then the nations participating in
this effort can turn to careful use of their
credit abroad, and to development pri-
marily through attracting private enter-
prise from abroad to participate in their
economies on a wider scale.

Finally, if all goes well, will come the
more abundant day when they can
achieve recovery in the sense of a re-
newed abundance—the day when au-
sterity will be behind them and the op-
portunity for enriched living will again
be open to all who want to put out the
effort to achieve it.

I recite all that simply to make it plain
that the Marshall plan envisages recov-
ery only in the narrow sense of enabling
the nations participating and this Na-
tion also to be free of the great problem
of the dollar gap between their resources
and their needs.

The European recovery program is one
step in a long road. It is the approach
to convalescence. It is not a formula
for fully restored health.
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It does not solve the problems. It
transforms them into a manageable
posture. But grave decisions and hard
work lie even beyond mid-1952.

I do not want to oversell this program
to you. I want to be perfecily honest
about stating what it does not do.

But let me tell you one thing it will do.
It will insure that the basic, hard de-
cisions that lie ahead will be made in this
Capital and in the capitals of our friends.
They will not be made in Moscow, or
Warsaw, Bucharest, Prague, and the like.

The European recovery program will
leave the free nations of western Europe
and of this continent masters of their
own fate, capable of managing their own
problems. As a formula for freedom it
{s worth going through with a hundred
times over.

In closing may I add this word of
warning. There are other programs for
foreign assistance still to come before
this Congress. Each should be weighed
on its merits carefully and exhaustively
as has been done in this one. American
dollars simply cannot go around the
world. The supply is not inexhaustible.
A halt must be called sometime, some-
where. Sympathy and charity are laud-
able traits, for which the American peo-
ple are renowned. But we cannof fur-
ther strain the economy of the United
States by granting dollars to any nation
in this world unless that nation shows
an effort to help itself, help other na-
tions, cooperate with us, and, last but
not least, the will to resist the encroach-
ment of communism.

The call for American dollars comes
from around the entire globe, but if we
scatter what resources we have every-
where we may be successful nowhere.
That is a maxim of war, whether hot
or cold,

Mr. Churchill said that he did not be-
come the King's Minister to preside
over the liquidation of the British Em-
pire. I am sure you will agree, gentle-
men, that we did not come to Congress
to preside over the bankruptey of our
country.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. MorTON] may ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD,

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

There was no objection,

Mr. MORTON. Mr. Chairman, I
strongly favor the enactment of the leg-
islation now before us. During the
Eightieth Congress I made my position
clear on the European recovery program,
and it has in no way changed. I be-
lieve that from the over-all standpoint
the program has been eminently suc-
cessful in working toward our ultimate
goal. The economic recovery of Europe
is necessary if we are to get our friends
across the sea on their own feet and
off the back of the American taxpayer.
I further believe that during its first
year the program has gone a long way
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toward containing communism and dis-
couraging aggression on the part of the
13 men who now dictate the policies of
all the millions behind the iron curtain,

I know that efforts will be made fo re-
duce the authorization contained in this
legislation. Further efforts will be made
to protect certain special interests in our
own country. I feel that the authoriza-
tion requested by the administration
should be granted. If any cuts are to
be made, let them be made by the Ap-
propriations Committee. This great
committee is eminently qualified to ef-
fect any economies that might be justi-
fied and practical.

I further believe that we should pro-

ceed with great care in any attempt to
favor a domestic group or industry in
connection with the ECA program. This
is not a program to directly aid Ameri-
can industry, commerce, or agriculture,
It is a program to aid them all indirectly
in building prosperity throughout the
world, in resisting communistic advances,
and in achieving the security of world
peace.
- Let us deal with this legislation in a
clear and convincing manner so that
there can be no doubt in anyone’s mind
across the seas as to the intent of the
American Congress and the American
people. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this
legislation will be adopted promptly and
decisively. .

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] may ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
REcorD.

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

There was no objection.

MY COUNTRY'S FUTURE

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr,
Chairman, the bill before us providing
funds for the 15 months’ continuation of
the Marshall plan calls for an appropri=-
ation of $5,550,000,000.

The signing of the Atlantic Pact and
its approval by the United States Senate
will bring ahother bill calling for an
appropriation of approximately $2,000,-
000,000.

Undoubtedly, the two measures are
sponsored in the main by individuals who
are of the opinion that the two measures,
properly financed, tend toward the pres-
ervation of peace.

My vote will be cast against both ap-
propriations because it is my sincere con-
viction that the Marshall plan has put
us into a position which renders our in-
volvement in war more probable.

The Atlantic Pact will almost certainly
involve us in war. Not only are we to
arm western Europe, but, even before the
pact is approved by the Senate, we are
being asked to send armed forces.

Shortly, there will come before the
Congress from the armed services a re-
quest for an appropriation of $15,908,-
166,800. I do not know—and I doubt if
any Member of Congress or, for that
matter, anyone in the administration, in
the armed services, actually knows—the
amount of money which is needful to
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adequately prepare us for national de-
fense or—if that be the alternative—for
an aggressive war,

Believing that our national policy
means war in the not-too-distant future,
my vote shall be cast in support of every
request made by the armed services.
With the future national security of my
country at stake, there is no alternative.

When the establishment of the United
Nations was before the Congress, we were
told by world-renowned statesmen that
it was “a great adventure”; that it was
a move looking toward the preservation
of the peace of the world.

When lend-lease was before the Con-
gress, the same statesmen advised us
that it was “a great speculation”; that,
by means of it and the expenditure of
sums appropriated to make it effective,
war-torn countries would be rehabili-
tated, a barrier against communism
erected.

The Marshall plan, we were advised by
International statesmen who assumed to
have knowledge of international affairs,
would enable Britain and western Europe
to “contain” communism within the bor-
ders of Russia and its satellite countries.

None of these measures nor our con-
tribution of more than $23,783,000,000
has stopped either Stalin or communism.
The internationalists’ answer to that
fact is: “Who knows what would have
happened, how much worse the situation
would have been had we not made the
effort, given away the money?” My re-
ply is: “Yes, who knows?” Certainly
not those who conceived and put into
operation the various plans, for their
predictions remain unfulfilled and there
are no facts upon which they can base
the conclusion that but for their efforts
the situation would have been worse.

Since 1914, this Nation has disre-

. garded Washington's advice to avoid en-

tanglements with foreign nations, re-
pudiated the policy of isolationism
which it followed prior to that time.

And what has been the result of our
policy of meddling in the affairs of other
nations, of attempting to tell the people
of other lands under what form of gov-
ernment they shall live?

The First World War was fought to
end war., That purpose it did not ac-
complish.

The Second World War was fought not
only to end war but to carry the four
freedoms throughout the world.

Shortly after we, our allies, and our
enemies ceased fighting, there were four
active wars in progress.

Today, world war III is in the making.

Today we are told that Russia and
her satellite nations contemplate the
domination of the world, the destruction
of our form of government—that the se-
curity of our Nation is in danger.

While World War I and World War IT
were in the making and while they were
being fought, many were frightened into
the belief that, unless we participated in
both of those wars and they were won,
we would be overcome; the slaves, in the
first instance, of the Kaiser, in the sec-
ond, of a Hitler, =

Hence, our men and our resources
were the deciding factars in both wars.
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In the last war we created the situation
which, while destroying Hitler and
nazism, made Stalin and communism a
world power.

The same old fear which drove us info
two world wars, neither of which gave
us anything, is now being used to ready
us for a war with a nation and a phi-
losophy, Russia and communism, which
have attained their present position of
power because, and only because, of the
aid we gave.

We caved Stalin and Russia from Hit-
ler and nazism.

TODAY STALIN AND COMMUNISM THREATEN US

The argument now is that, Russia and
communism having overrun eastern Eu-
rope and the greater part of China, hav-
ing agents in South America and in this
country, we, if we are to continue as a
nation, must ror;n a partnership, a coali-
tion, with all those netions outside the
sphere of Red influence, and pledge our
resources and the lives of our fighting
men and women in any war in which
any of those nations may become
involved.

To put it briefly and biuntly, the argu-
ment is that, inasmuch as Russia and
her satellites are apparenily united
under one governmental head, the rest
of the world, if it would avoid being con-
guered, must join together in opposi-
tion to the Russian alliance.

We are going back, as it were, to the
age-old balance-of-power arrangement,
the theory being that if the world pow-
ers be somewhat nearly equally balanced,
neither group will chance an aggressive
war.

That theory is as old as history and
never has it prevented war over an ex-
tended period of time.

There are at least two reasons which
to me indicate that the Atlantic Pact is
inadvisable; that it is more likely to
encourage rather than discourage war;
make war, rather than peace, probable.

History tells us that the man who lets
ambition rule him; that the nation which
seeks domination over the rest of the
world, is sure to fail and, in the end,
meet disaster.

No one has yet conauered the world.
No nation has yet ruled the world. There
is no reason to believe that the causes
which brought about the distintegration
of the empires of old seeking domination
of the world no longer operate.

The history of Europe indicates that,
if Stalin controlled Europe from the East
to the sea on the West, ultimately the
diverse nature of the people, their con-
flicting views and ways of life, would
result in a distintegration of his empire
or federation—whichever you prefer to
call it—and that ultimately, whatever
form of government he might tempo-
rarily throw together would disintegrate.

Just a few days ago, from the well of
the House a statement was made, re-
ferring to these United States of Amer-
ica as an empire. When once we seek to
dominate the world, we become an ag-
gressor—a position we profess to akhor,
and experience justifies the prediction
that we will fail.

Empires come and empires go. The
most recent example being the British
FEmpire, the nucleus of which exists only
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because the fighting men and the re-
sources of a Republic (not a democracy)
have enabled it to live.

Churchill, the “Prince of Beggars,” by
his persuasiveness, elcquence, and be-
cause of our stupidity and generosity,
caused us twice to save his England from
destruction.

Will we permit her in this, the third
world war, to drag us down with her?

Churchill’s last visit was undoubtedly
for the purpose of lending support to the
proposed Atlantic Pact, under which we
form a partnership with 11 or more na-
tions, all of which are bankrupt, none of
which is disposed to making a worth-
while effort to fight Stalin and commu-
nism—a partnership which, if we enter
and do as we will be asked to do, will
destroy our prosperity and freedom.

No man in his senses would join in a
partnership or organization, agreeing to
fight the battles of each and every mem-
ber of that organization, when none of
them nor all of them together could
make a worthwhile contribution toward
the joint enterprise.

Most people recognize the basic fact
that the strongest possible barrier which
could be erected against Russia and com-
munism would be a rehabilitated, organ-
ized, industrious Germany. Yet the two
nations most directly concerned—Eng-
land and France—ever since the fight-
ing ended, because of their jealousy and
their greed, have blocked every effort we
have made to recreate a nation of Ger-
man people. Only within the last few
weeks have they even conceded that they
will discontinue some of their destruc-
tive efforts to build up their own indus-
tries, permit Germany to take measures
necessary to become self-sustaining,

We are now being told, first, that we
must rearm western Europe under the
Atlantic Pact, then shortly will come the
demand that our men and our munitions
of war must establish a battle line in
eastern Europe.

Few have forgotten that it was
Churchill who told us, “Give us the tools
and we will do the job.” Then we were
called to send a million men overseas.

The same old promise is here again.
But mark this prediction—under the
Atlantic Pact, wherever go our dollars
or our arms, there will follow our men,
and women, because they, too, have been
inducted into the armed services.

By the Atlantic Pact, not only are we
agreeing to enter a third world war, but,
through it, the United Nations, and the
Marshall plan, we are stripping ourselves
of the resources which are necessary if
we are to successfully defend ourselves,
preserve ourselves a Nation.

Even some of the most outspoken and
extreme internationalists have at times
admitted that there was somewhere a
limit to our ability to give and aid, though
always they have failed to define that
limit or to act as though it existed.

‘What, then, is the answer to the world
situation?

The answer is that, inasmuch as
Churchill—and he should know—when
the fighting was over, proclaimed this the
strongest, the most powerful Nation in
all the world, we should conserve our re-
sources; then, to the utmost of our
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ability, increase our capacity to produce;
to go forward on every scientific front,
looking toward the improvement of our
fighting equipment; build here a Nation
so strong, so powerful, that Stalin with
all his allies would not dare to make an
aggressive move against us because he
would be forced to realize that such an
effort could only end in faiiure.

Lzt us get away from the thought, ever
that of the ambitious man, of an Alex-
ander—a Napoleon—a Hitler, or a
Stalin—that we are called to care fzr and
determine the thought of the whole
world—an impossible task, one sure to
fail.

Any other course, the course now con-
templated, the policy which we have been
following, means, in my humble opinion,
not peace for us or for our Nation in the
future, but a world empire, first and for
a time perhaps successiully extending
itself throughout the world, but ulti-
mately, because of that very expansion-
and the refusal of the peoples of the
world to live under any one government,
falling apart, disintegrating.

On every occasion my vote will be cast
for national defense, for the strengthen-
ing of our country, for the armament of
our Nation, even though it means an ad-
ditional tax burden, even though it
means a certain greater degree of domi-
nation by the Armed Services, because
the opposite policy means not only all
that, but, ultimately, destruction.

The policy we are following imposes
upon the taxpayer a most grievous bur-
den; condemns the future youth of our
country to serve and fight on foreign
soil, though our welfare is not at stake.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to my good
friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CHIPERFIELD].

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Mr. Chairman,
first of all, I wish to pay my compli-
ments to the distinguished chairman of
our committee, the distinguished gen-
tleman from West Virginia, Judge KEE.
The courtesy, fairness, and considera-
tion he has given to the minority T am
sure is greatly appreciated by all those
on our side.

In passing, I canuot refrain from say-
ing the same fine spirit has prevailed
in our committee toward the minority
by 21l the majority members; and it is
remarkable how the seven new members
on the Democratic side have familiarized
themselves with the complexities of this
bill when they did not have the benefit
of personal attendance at the extensive
hearings held last year.

Mr. Chairman, whether or not it was
a wise policy for our Government to
engage in a $17,000,000,000 program to
rehabilitate western Europe and stop
communism is now a moot question. Our
policy is established to carry on this
program until 1952, The fact is we are
morally bound to carry it out, of course,
with the right of review periodically by
the Congress. We cannot stop in the
middle of a fight.

From the evidence produced before
our committee I believe the program has
a good chance of working economically.
I am not nearly so sure it will work po-
litically. And there is always presen?
the great risk that all our efforts will
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be lost if Russia decides to go to war.
But it seems to me this is a calculated
risk we must take. If we were to stop
this aid now, we might well lose all we
have put into the program without at-
taining our original objectives.

I disagree with several provisions of
this measure. I strongly believe the
amount authorized should be greatly re-
duced. For example, as a result of the
recent international wheat agreement,
in all probability the cost of wheat will
be from $82,000,000 to $124,000,000 less
than estimated by ECA. Why should we
authorize more than is required for this
item?

Contained in the total amount author-
ized by this bill there is an item of $169,-
000,000 for tobacco. When we at home
are making great sacrifices to carry on
this program, why is it necessary to spend
such a huge sum for this purpose?

Also there should be a considerable
saving on other commodities because of
the deflationary price trend.

We have tried with indifferent suc-
cess to determine just how much in com-
modities has actually been shipped under
last year’s program. As near as we could
determine the figure is $3,800,000,000 up
to April 1, 1949, This leaves a balance
available from last year’s appropriation
of $1,100,000,000, sufficient to fill the pipe
line for 215 to 3 months. This would
carry on the progfam without interrup-
tion until July 1. It therefore seems to
me it is not necessary to authorize the
full amount of $1,150,000,000 requested as
interim aid for that period. We should
strive in every possible way to cut this
program wherever it is justified and as
soon as possible remove this terrific bur-
den from the backs of our taxpayers.

In the minority views accompanying
this bill we stated: .

A careful and detailed review of the
amount needed, in the light of conditions
then existing, must be made by the Appro-
priations Committee,

I have no doubt the Appropriations
Committee will screen the amounts re-
quested very carefully. But I have not
forgotten the hue and cry that went up
when the Appropriations Committee last
year brought in a bill containing deduc-
tions of the amount previously author-
ized. We were told we had made at
least a moral commitment of the full
amount previously authorized and could
not properly make a reduction in the
appropriation. Now is the time to make
a reduction in the authorization bill and
not wait until the appropriation bill is
brought before us.

At the very time we are giving® this
aid we must remember there are in exist-
ence a large number of trade agreements
between the recipient countries and
Russia and her satellites. These are
undoubtedly directly and indirectly
building up the war potential of Russia
and her satellites, just as are the huge
reparations from Germany and other
payments from Italy.

During the coming year it is my sin-
cere hope all these matters will be given
the most careful serutiny and investiga-
tion. If it is determined these trade
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agreements and other policies are not
to the best interest of the signers of the
Atlantic Pact and for our own security,
then they should be discontinued or re-
vised so as to prevent practices which
will be damaging to our mutual security.

In committee I offered an amendment
requiring a certain percentage of our
corn shipments under this program to
be in the form of corn products. I sup-
ported a similar amendment that a cer-
tain percentage of our wheat shipments
should be in the form of flour. The evi-
dence before our committee disclosed
this could be done without any increase
in cost to the ECA and with possible sav-
ings in shipping and manpower. It cer-
tainly would have been a great help to
the farmers of this country when we take
into consideration the break in farm
prices due, at least in part, to our large
surpluses. But, nevertheless, the com-
mittee refused to adopt these amend-
ments, although it is my understanding
they were placed in the Senate bill. I
hope this House wiil include them, as was
done last year.

As I indicated the other day when the
China-aid bill was on the floor, I stated
I did not believe it was a wise policy to
bring in piecemeal fashion Lills affecting
our foreign policy. On the contrary, we
should have a global approach as far as
possible and consider all related meas-
ures at the same time. We should not
be asked to consider the ECA program
without taking into consideration what
is necessary to be done in other areas of
the world, such as China. We ought to
have an over-all picture before us of
the total cost of our entire foreign-aid
program.

There are few, if any, on the floor of
this House who could even estimate the
cost of the rearmament program to the
western powers who signed the Atlantic
Pact, to say nothing of the cost to main-
tain such military defenses over a period

of 20 years, as agreed to in the pact. .

Unless we have such an over-all picture,
we have no way of determining whether
these programs will undermine and
weaken our economy at home.

In spite of the lack of coordination of
our foreign programs, and in spite of the
lack of knowledge as to how they will
affect us here at home, I believe it is the
fervent hope of us all that our foreign
policy will stop Stalin by peaceful means
and not bring on the very attack it is
designed to prevent.

Mr, VORYS. Mr. Chairman, the clos-
ing paragraph in our minority views
says:

For politics to end at the water's edge,
there must be a bipartisan participation in
the formulation of policies, bipartisan agree-
ment in the measures adopted, and biparti-
san sharing of credit for the success of such
policies,

I note that my good friend from South
Carolina shows a grudging willingness to
share with us Republicans a little of the
credit for the forward march of this great
program, I alsonote that, in addition to
bipartisan support, we have tripartisan
support for this program, from Republi-
cans, Democrats, and Dixiecrats, and
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that only one party represented in this
Congress is opposed.

Mr. RICH, Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question? ‘

Mr. VORYS. I yield.

Mr. RICH. What party is it that is
against this legislation?

Mr. VORYS. The American Labor
Party is officially against it, and the
other parties are in support of the gen-
eral principles through the expressions
of their national conventions, Of
course, individual Members of all parties
have the right and the duty to express
their views and convictions by their voice
and vote.

Mr. Chairman, I now yield the balance
of the time remaining on this side to one
of the great elder statesmen of this age,
a man of broad vision, deep spiritual in-
sight, salty common sense and good
humor, our beloved ranking minority
member, the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. EaTon]. 2

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I take
this position today with a sense of grave
responsibility, and I want to say to the
Members of this House that probably in
the history of this great body there never
has devolved upon its membership a
graver responsibility, nor have its Mem-
bers of all parties been clothed with such
dignity as at this present moment.

I congratulate you young Members.
You stand with foot uplifted at the
threshold of your life; you are entering
upon probably the most trying yet the
most marvelous period of human history,
and I pray God that every one of you
and the people whom you represent may
have the astuteress of mental vision, and
the moral greatness to face the world
that now challenges our resources of
mind and character and our economies to
the utmost.

This legislation now before the House,
in my judgment, is probably as important
and far-reaching as any that Congress
has ever passed on. I want tosay that in
my own personal judgment the ECA
has been a most remarkable success
under the extraordinary leacership of
Mr. Hoffman. It has kindled new hope
in the hearts of the European peoples
who are our ancestors; it has stirred to
new life their economies; production has
increased; the standard of living has
risen, and they have rebuilt in some con-
siderable portions, their shattered econ-
omy and their shattered ideas and ideals.

And now I want, if I may, to use my
time in unfolding before you as I see it
the real situation that confronts us here
today. We will have amendments and
we ought to have them. You and I here
are charged with the responsibility of
protecting our own national economy
and seeing to it that this legislation is
handled in a wise, a discreet, and a suc-
cessful way. But after we have intro-
duced all our amendments from the eco-
nomic point of view, unless we know
what we are doing and why we are doing
it, at this moment we are very feeble
indeed in our position.

Mr, Chairman, way back in prehistoric
times, when I was young, I made the ac-
quaintance of the greatest leader the
world has ever known or ever will know,
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the Man of Nazareth. I found that He
had based His life and His service to
mankind upon a strange and new phi-
losophy, a universal philosophy. It was
prophesied in the ancient Scriptures of
the Jews that He would not fail nor be
discouraged until He had set justice in
the earth; and when He sent His disciples
out carrying His message He told them
to go into all the world and preach that
Gospel to every creature. So, in Jesus
of Nazareth I found my first teacher and
my first leader to lay the foundations in
my own mind and heart of a universal
philosophy of human experience and hu-
man progress. I feel more profoundly
teday the truth of that great philosophy
then I ever did in the days of my youth.

Now, Mr. Chairman, that we have
viewed the background, I want to unfold
in a few words what I see at this moment
as the real task that we are undertaking
to meet in this legislation.

I am interested, of cource, in all the
little tweedledees and tweedledums,
about Republicans and Democrats, and
what not—which do not amount to any-
thing. But, at a moment like this, when
I hear folks in and out of Congress dis-
cussing from that limited point of view
these great issues, I am reminded of the
old friend down on the banks of the Bay
of Fundy, where we have terrible fogs.
He was shingling in the fog one day, and
he shingled right out in the fog for half
a day and never knew the difference
until he fell down and broke his neck,

Mr. Chairman, in the long journey of
man from the jungle to this age of cathe-
drals, homes, schools, congresses, free-
doms, and struggles for freedom, he has
created and destroyed a number of civili=
zations. Today we stand face to face
with the birth of the greatest civilization
the world has ever known. This is that
“one divine, far-off event” toward which
the whole creation has been moving. For
the first time in human history we are to
have a civilization that is universal, that
is clothed with the dignity of the indi-
vidual—black, white, or gray, whatever
he may be—that is clothed with the des-
tiny not of one nation or of one continent
but of all nations and of all continents.

I want fo call your attention to the
greatness of this moment in your history
and in mine. What is going on that you
are taking a part in? First of all, this
economic problem that we have under-
taken to solve in Europe has created a
new unity among the European peoples.
It has developad the notion of federation
and cooperation among them that hith-
erto they have not known. It has
brought those nations across the sea to
our shores and brought us with them into
a new unity and a new understanding,

I said before our committee one day,
when we were talking to our dear friend,
Sol Bloom, that the world is convulsed
today by three great revolutions going on
at the same time, The first is the desper-
ate confilict between communism and
Christianity, between slavery and free-
dom, that is in every land and must be
solved sooner or later by the triumph of
one or the other. Another revolution is
the new awakening of self-respect and
passion for freedom among the nations of
the world that hitherto have been under
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colonial control by western powers. And
the third is the universal determination
on the part of the masses of men in every
counfry to better their economic condi-
tion, which so far has been responsible
very largely for the glacial advance of the
socialistic idea and ideals in all countries.

This is a time of tremendous confusion
and tremendous difficulty, but, Mr.
Chairman, the facts stand out so plainly
that he who runs may read. We are at
the threshold of a new world civilization,
which by our ECA legislation and by our
thought of world service and world lead-
ership we have initiated. We are the
leaders. We must accept that responsi-
bility whether we will or not, and we
will have to pay the price of that accept-
ance.

Today Washington is the political cap-
ital of the world. Today the United
States is the recognized leader of the
men and women everywhere on earth
who desire to be free and who recognize
the greatness and dignity of the indi-
vidual. Today mankind is on the march.
Sooner or later, with the leadership of
this great Nation and with your leader-
ship here, giving to you men and women
the great responsibility and dignity of
legislating in their behalf, men are on
the march to 2 new age; an age in which
individuals and races will be-in contact
with each other all the time; in which
nations will have to unite upon common
human problems, working in a world for
common results everywhere.

This is a supreme hour in human his-
tory; great in every respect in its out-
look, in its universality, in its heights and
depths, and I congratulate especially you
young Members that you stand at the
beginning of this great age and, before
the snows of winter settle upon you, as
they have upon me, that you will have
served the world and served your Nation
as no other generation and no other Con-
gress has ever had the privilege of doing.

Now, I close as I began, with one testi-
mony. I believe the greatest event in
our human history was the life of Jesus
of Nazareth. I believe that there is no
hope for mankind to solve its new world-
wide problems, of life and death, unless
we have a new spiritual awakening
among all men; unless there is a new
vision of the one God of all men, the
Father of us all; unless there is a new
sense of moral obligation that rests upon
moral standards and can be accepted by
all men. I say, even if this were the last
word I ever spoke in this House, that
the hope of the world today, as it was
2,000 years ago, centers about the Man
who hung upon the Cross and rose from
the grave triumphant. I beseech you
men and women as you approach these
great problems to approach them from
the point of view of economic wisdom and
judgment as you will; approach them
from the standpoeint of political states-
manship as you will; but remember this,
a man is his soul and nothing else is the
man; g race is its soul and nothing else;
and in the future as in the past these
great issues will be determined by the
spiritual, the moral, and intellectual re-
sources of men working together for a
common world purpose, in a common
world unity, and under the inspiration
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of a common thought that all men are
brothers and that their destiny is one.

Mr. EEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
Farronl.

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to exXtend my re-
marks at this point in the REcorb.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FALLON. Mr, Chairman, I feel
very strongly that our American ship-
ping is entitled to at least 50 percent, or
perhaps more, of all goods shipped under
the Marshall plan or any other foreign-
aid plan made available under programs
financed by our Government. We
should enact legislation now that clearly
states that a minimum of 50 percent of
all goods shipped be shipped in Ameri-

-can vessels at market rates for Ameri-

can vessels, with no exceptions unless
the Maritime Commission certifies abso-
lutely that American ships were not
available at American rates.

It has been brought to my attention
that only 23 percent of ECA petroleum
cargoes has been carried by United
States flag tankers and that a great por-
tion of the total tanker cargoes has been
transported by foreign tankers. I pro-
test very strongly against such discrimi-
natory treatment of the United. States
ships. To me there is no logic for this
manifest unfairness. It is inconceiv-
able that our American companies,
transporting our commerce, should be
displaced in favor of the merchant ma-
rine of foreign nations, some of which
are not even recipients of our foreign
economic-recovery program and which
have grown to major size because of their
lax laws and below-standard require-
ments. This, indeed, affects the secu-
rity and economy of our Nation. The
cutting of rates by foreign ships can be
accomplished due to the lower standard
of living of the workers of foreign coun-
tries as compared to the higher standard
of living in our country. We should take
immediate steps to increase the number
of United States flag tankers which are
so necessary for our national defense on
the high seas.

Another important matter to be consid-
ered, and I quote from the report of the
Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries:

It appears that American-owned marine
Insurance companles are being deprived of a
large amount of insurance business, which
but for the policy of the Economic Coopera=-
tion Administration would be available for
thesstrengthening of this very important
element of the American merchant marine.
The Congress has several times in the past
forcefully stated lts position with regard to
Iostering the growth of the Amerlican marine
insurance market. It is the consensus of
your committee that the Economic Coopera-
tion Administration and all other adminis-
trative .agencies of the Government should
keep cognizant of the policy heretofore ex-
pressed by Congress on this subject.

Several weeks ago, the chairman of
the Senate Committee on Commerce,
pointed out the inconsistency of spending
billions of dollars annually for national
defense while at the same time, because
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of an opinion from the General Counsel
of the ECA, we are opposing and weaken-
ing one of the important elements of
national defense, the American merchant
marine.

The American merchant marine ap-
proaches a most critical period. At pres-
ent there is'a serious unemployment sit-
uation and unless we pass this amend-
ment today, clarifying and strengthening
the intent of Congress, as expressed in
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1948, this
downward trend will continue as a result
of the progressive restoration and ex-
pansion of foreign merchant fleets—at
the expense of our people—and there will
be further untold hardships among
workers in the maritime industry, as well
as a loss of jobs of more than 10,000
gkilled American seamen.

No thoughtful person can be blind to
the gravities of the international situa-
tion today. This is not the time to gam-
ble with the future or take any chances
of crippling our merchant fleet. It is
ever necessary to have this fleet quickly
available—the importance of which has
been sharply demonstrated in two world
wars. World War II caught us with a
woeful lack of ships and if we persist in
giving our business to foreign companies,
our own shipping must subsequently suf-
fer. To continue this policy is not in the
interest of the United States, nor of our
shipping industry, nor of the thousands
of seamen and workers who are engaged
in the maritime industry.

Gentlemen, the strengthening and
preservation of our merchant marine is
of the utmost importance if the American
people would continue to live and direct
the peace of the world, as we are present-
ly doing through the Marshall plan.

Our American merchant marine serves
a twofold purpose; in peace, for ship-
ping—in war, for fighting, if we must.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. MORGAN] be permitted
to extend his remarks at this point in
the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, with
the passage of the Foreign Assistance Act
in April 1948, the United States embarked
on a joint enterprise for the economic
recovery of Europe. This was highly
essential to stop the rapid spread of com-
munism in western Europe and bring
new hope to over 270,000,000 people. The
condition was made, however, that the
19 European countries participating in
the program should work together to
bring western Europe into economic bal-
ance by 1952, Whether this will come
about, only time can tell; but now that
the program is over 1 year old, we have
definite assurances that the free nations
of Europe are on the way to partial re-
covery,

The ink was barely dry on the Euro-
pean Recovery Act, as passed by this
Congress in 1948, when there were some
immediate results. The Communists lost
the elections in Italy, and now 1 year
later it is an established fact that the

XCV—-272

Communists have lost ground in every
Eutléopean nation where there is a free
vote.

In the recent elections in France and
Italy, the greatest Communist strong-
holds in western Europe, the Reds have
just taken a terrific defeat at the polls,
This is the direct result of the ECA pro-
gram, and the improvement is to such
an extent that Communist capture of
power by ballot is practically impossible.

Despite these great gains, the Euro-
pean recovery job has just begun. This,
Mr. Chairman, is the reason we are here
today asking for the passage of H. R,
3748, which is a bill to amend the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948, to extend
the European recovery program for an
additional 15 months. This bill author-
ized an appropriation of $1,100,000,000
for the period from April 3 to June 30,
1949, and $4,280,000,000 for the fiscal year
1950. The committee held extensive
hearings and heard many witnesses, both
for and against this measure. But after
26 days the bill was reported from the
committee by a unanimous vote. H. R.
3748 was amended in several places on
the recommendations of members of the
committee, the Administrator of ECA,
and the State Department. The out-
standing changes recommended were the
language to encourage the unification
and federation of Europe, the rewriting
of the guaranty provision, the small-
business amendment, Italian emigrant
amendment, and modifying the wording
defining the transportation costs. These
additions should alleviate some of the
difficulties previously encountered in the
administration of this program, and they
have all been discussed 1n detail by pre-
vious speakers. E

I think the bill should pass this Con-
gress for the full amount. The Euro-
pean recovery job has paid handsome
dividends so far. We must hold the gains
already made. Europe is moving ahead.
It is our duty to help them. We are
striving for peace, and those who are now
seeking to reduce the Marshall-plan
funds should rerecad the hearings, re-
ports, and debates of last year’s ECA pro-
gram and then compare them with the
progress made to date, and it would con-
vince anybody that we made a good,
sound - investment. Communist conspir-
acy has been aimed at the world. We
have been successful in turning the tide.
The effort is great and we must not
slacken in this great task.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. IRVING].

Mr. IRVING. Mr. Chairman and
Members of the House, it puts a new
Member in a rather peculiar position to
follow such a powerful speaker as the
one who just left the well of the House.
It was a very fine speech. I had what I
considered to be a fine prepared state-
ment for presentation Saturday and ex-
pected to be called, but ‘after listening
to the very forceful arguments expressed
here Saturday I was just a bit happy that
I was not called. My statement lacked
the fire of the very splendid speeches.that
were delivered here then, so I forsook
the pleasure of talking to you at that
time,
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Mr. Chairman, Irealize the importance
of this measure, and I also believe it
would be to our national interest to sup-
port an amendment which I will offer to
this bill. I want to say that I am heartily
in favor of the great program that we are
debating today, and I concur heartily, in
the main, with all of the speeches that
have been delivered here in support of
the general program. I did not appre-
ciate one speech which was made in op-
position to this bill. It is my purpose
here to call your attention to an amend-
ment which I propose to submit later,
If you will refer to the Appendix of the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pages A2148 and
A2152, you will find a statement that I
had prepared in connection with this im-
portant matter. - Elsewhere in the Ap-
pendix there appeared some other mate-
rial in support of my position. I know
that this amendment which I am going
to offer, which reinstates the 25 percent
milling program or feature of the orig-
inal act will have a tremendous impact
upon the economy of our own country.
I am sure that I will receive the sup-
port from many agricultural and farm-
ing communities, and from many other
communities where the milling of wheat
and the manufacture of flour are done.
I know that we have had some speeches
in reference to this matter in the past,
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Eaton] mentioned the fact that we haye
a great deal of unity here, and I noticed
that fact myself Saturday. It was like
eating ice cream after eating sour pickles
for 3 months. We were very harmonious
here Saturday, and we are starting out
that way today. It is a relief to a new
Member who is not used to the gaff, let
me say, to use that slang expression.

Mr. GORSKI of New York, Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRVING. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.,

Mn GORSKI of New York.. May I
add my sentiments to those expressed by
the gentleman from Missouri. Coming
from a district which is composed large-
ly of a milling industry, Buffalo, N. Y.,
I have a large number of letters from
management as well as labor in support
of the amendment that will be intro-
duced by the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr, Irving]l. I want to say here that
we in the city of Buffalo feel that if the
bill is passed as it is drafted at the pre-
sent time, it will eliminate jobs and put
probably several thousand people out of
employment. For that reason I want to
state here that I am in support of the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. IRVING. I fully appreciate the
gentleman’s remarks. I am quite cer-
tain I shall have support for the amend-
ment from Jowa, Kansas, Minnesota,
Missouri, and many of the other States
that are interested in the manufacture
of flour.

Mr, EEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such
time as he may desire to tlie gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. GoORDON].

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, when
we enacted the Economic Cooperation
Act a year ago many of us were interested
particularly in the informational aspects
of our assistance to Europe. America
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was willing to help Europe. But it wished
also that that help be recognized and
acknowledged.

We wrote no special requirements into
the act. One does not make acknowl-
edgement and thanks a precondition for
giving assistance to a friend. We trusted
human nature in Europe to respond to
the great effort which the United States
was going to make in behalf of freedom
and humanity. We rested on the as-
surance that if we ourselves made the in-
formation available in Europe, Europe
would need no special obligation to get
the word spread about that the United
Btates was once again coming to the side
of its sister nations across the Atlantic.

In the 3 weeks of hearings held by the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, we gave
& good deal of attention to the results
achieved along this line. All that we
heard was encouraging.

We found that ECA has followed the
practice of requiring the labeling with
the ECA emblem of all goods and con-
tainers of goods procured with ECA
funds—subject to eXceptions, of course,
for types of bulk commodities for which
stuch & requirement is impractical.

We found that the office of the ECA
Special Representative in Europe has
established an alert, vigorous informa-
tion program. This leads out to all
the missions of the ECA participating
countries—except for the minor coun-
tries or those participants receiving no
direct aid. Each has an active, com-
petent information staff which works
closely with the information establish-
ment of our embassy.

News about the Marshall plan is still
the principal item on each day's pres-
entation over our information network
in Europe. It is still big news in the press
of Europe. In the democratic press it is
news—and in the Communist press as
well. I suppose we should be just as glad
for the denunciations of Marshedl-plan
aid in the Communist papers as we are
for praise of Marshall-plan aid in the
democratic press of Europe.

In. summary, we can be sure that
Europe is being adequately informed of
Marshall-plan assistance.

What I want to ask is this question: Do
we in America know well enough and
appreciate fully what Europe is doing
under the Marshall plan? There is a
public relations duty for us as well as for
the recipients of our assistance.

The most wonderful thing about the
program to me is not simply that we
have staked a few billion dollars on the
production potential of Europe—and
that our confidence has been justified.
It is not the measurable, concrete story
that is told in the indexes of the output
of Europe's factories and mines, or the
rate of investment, or the volume of
traffic.

What impresses me most is that when
we started this program we made a bet
on human pature, and we are winning on
that bet. Let us forget the notion that
the Marshall plan is an undertaking in
charity.

Its major premise is the self-respect of
Europe. We are told that a continent,
like a human being, can keep its self-
respect only when it is living from the
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product of its own labor. Secretary of
State Marshall realized that when he
first proposed this magnificent plan in
his speech at Harvard, now almost 2
years ago.

The Marshall concept was that Europe,
if given a chance to develop its way back
to a self-sustaining basis, would respond.
He believed in that hope strongly
enough—and we believed in it strongly
enough—to pledge ourselves to under-
write the deficit for the time being if the
Europeans would make the attempt.

Let us keep constantly in mind that
this is a recovery program. It is a pro-
gram to help Europe recover a self-sus-
taining basis through the recovery of
production, the enlargement of its trade,
and the stabilization of its economy. It
is a program also to permit Europe to
recover its sense of the tradition of free-
dom, to help Europe regain its moral in-
dependence. Let us remember, in the
consideration of the bill and of the ap-
propriations to follow, that the great
value of this program is that it provides
enough to give Europe more than relief.
It gives Europe a margin for recovery. It
is this element in the program that has
brought a response in spirit and a dili-
gence in effort among the Europeans far
beyond the measure of any of the preced-
ing programs to assist the war-depleted
countries.

Wherever men were free in Europe,
they responded to the Marshall proposal.
Wherever their governments have passed
under the cloud of dictatorship, they
have stayed away in envious aloofness.

The free men of Europe went to work.
The flow of assistance in the Marshall
plan gave an extra stimulus—but it has
by no means been the sole source of
energy and substance in the rehabilita-
tion of Europe. The main source has
been the men and women of Europe, re-
sponding to a new hope, meeting the
challenge of an opportunity for a re-
newed self-respect.

We should honor them for it. We
should congratulate ourselves, not for
our charity, but rather for our insight
in seeing that, despite the terrible ordeal
of war and despair, the human values
were left in Europe as a foundation on
which to build.

Let us say a word of praise now for
the British, who have so nobly sacrificed
in their austerity plan to restore a self-
sustaining basis in their economy.

Let us say a word of praise also for
the French, who appear so surely to be
finding the upward way after the years
of dismay, defeat, occupation—and then
the ordeal of battle in the liberation.

Let us say a word of praise for the
Italians, who did not lose the instinct of
freedom even in two decades of dictator-
ship, and who now again are walking in
the complete friendly fellowship of the
Atlantic world.

We might go on like this, naming each
of the peoples with whom we are honored
to be associated in this great experiment
in hope and freedom.

Let us remember that the revival of
trade between east and west Europe is
a fundamental concept in the success of
the Marshall plan. Europe’s best hope
is in the restoration of her unity—and
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that restoration will come to pass when
the grip of dictatorship over the east-
ern countries finally ceases.

In the Marshall plan we have made
recovery and the revitalizing of demoe-
racy a factor of hope, not alone for west-
ern Europe but for eastern Europe as
well. These peoples of eastern Europe,
many of whom in the last 10 years have
fought with such heroism for freedom
and self-respect, have not forgotten all
that they fought for then.

Let me quote a few words from Brit-
ish Foreign Secretary Bevin in his inter-
view at the National Press Club here a
week ago:

Do please remember that there are mil-
lions of people * * * in all countries
who are only looking for the day when the
curtain will be rent and the light can go
through again,

The Marshall plan gives hope to them
as well as to the peoples of western
Europe.

Mr. KEEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. CARNABAN].

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr, Chairman, to-
day the Committee on Foreign Affairs
presents to the House H. R. 3748. This
bill amends and extends title I of Public
Law 473, Eightieth Congress. After
weeks of extensive study and careful
work on this bill, it has been unanimously
reported out of the committee.

I am sure that most of you will agree
with me that a problem of such magni-
tude as European recovery cannot be
translated into a law that will entirely
satisfy any Member of the House. We
rightfully approach this problem as we
approach any problem, from 435 individ-
ual viewpoints, none of which are exactly
alike. I sincerely hope that action on
this very vital and dynamic issue will be
approached with open minds, seasoned
with cool and deliberate judgment, ad-
justed with fairness, and resolved with
wisdom,

NEED FOR DEBATE

I am sure none of us want to deny or
restrict fair and honest debate for, after
all, public discussion is one of the ma-
jor foundation stones of democracy. Our
discussion here today should and will
help in making the best possible decision.
Congressional action is and should be
merely an official expression of public de-
sire. Congressional action is an expres-
sion of the recognized needs of our time.
In our deliberation here today let us keep
in mind that it is much better to debate
an issue without settling it than it is to
settle an issue without debating it. I
would have no part in unduly restricting
debate and constructive criticism. Yet
I hope that opposition to our nonpartisan
foreign policy will not sink to the levels
of thoughtless sniping. There will be the
argument that we just cannot afford to
spend so much money. The answer to
this argument is that we cannot afford
the consequences of not spending it.
There will be the argument that the plan
would not work, The answer to this is
that the plan is working. There will be
the argument that we are rebuilding our
competitors for world business. The an-
swer is that we are rebuilding our cus-
tomers for an expanded world trade.
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There are those who will say that we are
merely pouring American dollars down
European rat holes. The answer to that
argument is that you cannot pour Amer-
ican dollars down any kind of a hole in
any foreign country and make them stay
there. American dollars or American
dollar credit must come home or they
lose their value. American dollars rep-
resent American goods and American
services, American dollars must ulti-
mately be spent in America for eifher
American goods or American services.
Every dollar going to any foreign coun-
try, either through loans or grants, or
any other method, remains a dollar and
will eventually buy only American goods
or American services,
GENUINE WORLD CONCERN

There is today a greater and more
widespread genuine interest in our for-
eign policy than ever before in the his-
tory of the Nation. Many reasons for
this interest are quite obvious:

First. Two world wars in one genera-
tion.

Second. National spending for national
defense.

Third. The cost of repairing the de-
struction of war.

Fourth. The impossibility of isolation
from world-wide movements.

Fifth. The sobering responsibility that
democratic world leadership is ours.

These reasons could be extended by
any of you to great lengths.

DEMOCRACY IS IN DANGER

We would be fools indeed if we over-
looked the basic fact that democracy and
all it means to the free peoples of the
world is very definitely challenged today.
There are those who believe and are de-
termined that democracy with its doc-
trine of individual dignity and freedom
must be banished from the earth. The
plain facts of life are obvious. The world
is divided into conflicting camps. We
find ourselves engaged in an old tech-
nique with a new name—*“a cold war.”
Neither the struggle nor the issues over
which we divide are new. The conflict
is world-wide. Two world wars were
merely two rounds in the bout. The
conflict is between two opposite concepts
of government. A compromise just is
not in the cards. In my humble opinion,
the conflict is a mortal struggle. The
final outcome awaits a knock-out blow.

NATIONAL DEFENSE ESSENTIAL

The world situation today demands
adequate national defense. Congress has
and will continue to recognize and meet
this need. We must continue to consoli-
date and expand the military strength
necessary to protect and preserve our
pattern of life. We accept as inevitahle
enormous expenditures to remain free,
While I am not at all critical of our es-
sential national-defense program, I must
point out that national defense from the
military point of view alone is a negative
approach to security. In our attempt to
survive we cannot and should not con=-
tinue to depend enfirely upon military
strength to crush those who would de-
stroy us. Such a course will eventually
exhaust our strength at the expense of
enduring security. What I am trying to
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say is this: “Would it not be wise, while
remaining strong, to share cur patiern of
abundance and devotion to freedom with
all who will accept it?” It is my conten-
tion that it is cheaper, more pleasant and
safer to make friends than to defeat
enemies.

ECA IS THE FRIENDSHIP ROUTE TO STRENGTH

The European recovery program is just
what its title suggests—a European re-
covery program. We should judge it
and support it as a European recovery
program. If we attempt to make ECA
merely an American business venture or
an outlet for surplus supplies, or.a Euro-
pean relief program, we will most surely
miss the bulls-eye. We must make ECA
first, last, and in between, a recovery
program. ECA must be made a recov=-
ery program dealing primarily with liv-
ing, breathing, thinking, and appreci-
ating average human beings. ECA is a
recovery program designed to rebuild
a war-wrecked econcmy. Out of the
ruins a self-sustaining economy can be
built—an economy in which the people
may find some incentive to live. ECA,
while insignificant in cost in comparison
to the cost of war, may well mean the
difference between the perpetuation or
the end of democratic freedom. ECA is
the friendly route to security and peace.

ECA, THE TECHNIQUE OF PEACE

Democracy and freedom must grow and
expand by its efforts to maintain and
promote peaceful relationships, War
never solves any problem. By war, with
its heavy toll, we force to submission
those who would destroy us. It is
marvelous how we will work with other
nations to effectively prosecute the ex-
pensive, wasteful, and destructive tac-
tics of war. We offer no objections to
tangling alliances when an enemy is on
our backs. Then we welcome and en-
courage the closest possible cooperation.
We willingly submit, and rightfully so,
to strenuous self-denial and exacting
regulations to further a war effort. We
gladly combine every possible interest
and strain our economy almost to the
breaking point to defeat an enemy on the
fleld of battle. We and our democratic
friends have thus won two world wars.
‘We have learned the techniques of war.
We win our shooting wars, but as yet,
we have to master the techniques of
peace. How long are we going to con-
tinue winning wars and throwing away
peace? It is very disturbing that we
bend every effort to defeat an enemy
and refuse to give the necessary thought
and attention to building the patterns of
peace. Will we ever take the tumble that
it would be much cheaper, far more
pleasant, and certainly much safer to
build for peace than to fight for existence
through war. It should be a sobering
thought that the entire expense of ECA,
even if extended several years, might
finance world war IIT for perhaps only
a few hours. When are we going to
realize the simple fact of life, that free-
dom cannot live on the battlefield?
Freedom must live by practice of the
techniques of peace. ECA is a major
part of an inexpensive, happy, abundant,
and powerful technigue of peace,
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ECA VERY TECHNICAL

A program so extensive and so dy-
namic as the European recovery program
must necessarily be set up by legislation
which is complex. It could not be writ-
ten otherwise, It is a new technique in
human relationships. The machinery to
properly administer ECA is a worthy
challenge. The thought, the concern,
and the friendship written into the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1948 is the marvel
of a new age. The first year of its opera-
tion is an accomplishment of which we
can be justly proud. This concerted
effort to rebuild and expand confidence,
hope, and friendship through operation
peace has made a deep and permanent
impression on a war-torn and weary
world. Complicated though it is and al-
though it would require hours, yes weeks,
of study to really know the details, yet
its results are quite obvious. Democratic
nations are withstanding the onslaught
of those determined on destruction, our
own economy is reaching new heights,
confidence and hope are again becoming
realities in the hearts of men and Chris-
tian civilization is encouraged by the
faint glow of a new dawn. Then let us
not stumble or duarrel over the complex-
ities of this new machine of friendship
and peace; rather, let us marvel and re-
joice at the smoothness, precision and
sureness of its operation. We can very
easily retard effective operation by un-
warranted controversy. I sincerely hope
that we will not obstruct the operation of
this machine by magnifying unessential
details. After all, it doesn't make too
much difference whether the main wheel
has 15 or 17 cogs so long as it turns in the
direction of a free world.

OUR SOBERING OBLIGATION

Whether we like it or not, the obliga-
tion and responsibility of world leader-
ship is ours. What we do, or perhaps
what we fail to do, will tip the balance.
The fact that we were the peopie who
had the power, with the intellizence and
will to use it, that won the last two wars
is significant. We make no attempt and
have no desire to scale down the contri-
butions of our friends and allies to
mutual victory. We know many of them
suffered infinitely more than we did.
Our irreparable loss of lovad ones, to-
gether with the wrecked bodies of
thousands of our veterans, is only a grim
part of the widespread wreckage of civil-
ization which only they who make up this
hellish wreckage will ever know. As the
leader in the shoating war we awake in
victory to a greater leadership—not a
leadership in destruction and hate, but a
leadership in construction and love. We
mastered the techniques of war and
made the sacrifices and paid the bills
necessary to implement those techniques.
Shall we do less now? The task, the
obligation, the challenge, is ours. The
stakes are too high and the alternative
is too grim to fail now. We have no
choice but to master the technigues of
peace and to make the sacrifices and to
pay the bills necessary to implement
those technigues. We, and our demo-
cratic allies, have won on the military
battlefields of the world the privilege
and opportunity of leading and directing
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mankind In building a peaceful world
based on friendship, abundance, and thé
dignity of a human being.

‘WE ARE THE ONLY HOPE

We are the wealthiest and most pow-
erful nation in the world today. Yes,
we are the wealthiest and most pow-
erful nation of all time., In sincere
appreciation to Almighty God, we, in
the depths of humility, should be the

~most friendly and most generous na-
tion of all time. Surely the mind and
will of divine providence is behind it
all. Here we are on the winning side
of the world’s greatest tragedy with our
Government intact, our country free
from the physical wreckage of war, and
our economy at an all-time high. We
are the only nation that can befriend
a wrecked humanity. We, as a nation,
do -have the bread of physical life to
share. We, as a nation, have the means
of production to share. We, as a nation,
have wealth to share with those who
need. We, as a nation, have the spirit
of the Carpenter of Galilee to share
with those who will accept it. Does this
unique position carry no obligation?
Have we no conscience? Yes, there is
an obligation. Yes, we do have a con-
science. Just about a year ago a grate-
ful people, through action of their Con-
gress in the enactment of a foreign-aid
program, very quietly and without fan-
fare extended a hand of friendship to
a starving world. By passage of this
bill now before us we will further imple-
ment and further establish the role we
are destined to play. Let us proclaim
to the world in language that cannot be
misunderstood our intention to extend
the hand of friendship, encourage the
arts of peace, and defend the concepts of
freedom.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the
balance of the time to the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. BATTLE],

THE MARSHALL PLAN

Mr. BATTLE. Mr. Chairman, (a) it is
with a deep feeling of humility that I
stand before you today to talk about one
of the most important subjects of our
time, the recovery program for Europe,
which represents a positive, constructive
part of our foreign policy and a heroic
sacrifice on the part of the American
people which has been an effective in-
strument in the interest of world peace.

(b) The older I get the more countries
I see, and the more I learn the prouder I
become of the fact that I am an Ameri-
can citizen. In these troubled times we
have a great responsibility.

(c) I am proud to be a Member of the
United States Congress, the greatest de-
liberative body in the world.

(d) It is an inspiration to serve on the
Foreign Affairs Committee, which has
demonstrated a fine, wholesome, biparti-
san spirit in fighting together for a
friendly, fair, and firm approach to the
peaceful solution of world economic and
political problems,

(e) Our chairman, the gentleman
from West Virginia, Judge KEg, is truly
one of God’s noblemen, and the entire
administrative and professional staff has
given invaluable assistance in the prepa-
ration of this legislation,
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I, WE MUST CONTINUOUSLY FIGHT FOR OUR
FREEDOM

(a) Mr. Chairman, America has g
great history, but since the beginning of
the American Revolution, when we were
first fighting to gain our freedom, we
have always had to take calculated risks
to protect it.

(b) In the American Revolution,
George Washington took a calculated
risk when he exposed Virginia to added
dangers by moving her crack troops to
defend other areas. Virginia needed
those troops desperately, but George
Washington was fighting for our entire
country, and he won liberty for us all.
It would have done no good for him to
have saved Virginia and to have lost the
country. Virginia could not have sur-
vived under such conditions.

(c) There is an obvious parallel to-
day to the calculated risks taken by
Washington, but on a much broader
scale. In order to save American liberty
again, it has become necessary to take
the calculated risks of cracking our
economy by helping the freedom-loving
nations of Europe financially so they
could become bulwarks of strength
against dictatorship, atheism, and
aggression.

(d) We could not stand by and see
one country after another go the way
of Czechoslovakia. Russia had already
absorbed 15 sovereign nations.

(e) We could not take the even
greater risk of waiting, because we could
already see that the freedom-loving,
God-fearing people of the world could
easily become enslaved by the “dictated
to” peoples of the world.

(f) To avoid this, then, the alterna-
tive to such a calculated economic risk
was the great risk of a hot war and the
sacrifice of American blood. By com-
parison, the cost of this program is
small, indeed.

III. THE PROGRAM HAS BEEN SUCCESSFUL

(a) We have been fortunate to have
highly efficient and capable representa-
tives serving us in the European recovery
program. Mr. Paul Hoffman and all of
his assistants are to be highly com-
mended for the fine job they have done.

(b) We should continue this program
because it is working. The great amount
of political and economic unity in Eu-
rope at this time could not have been
achieved if it had not been for our
help and assistance. Europe’s economy
is more highly integrated today than it
has ever been before. The political
unity of countries which have never been
together is on the verge of consumma-
tion.

(e¢) In the political field the two most
important developments since the war
have been the establishment of the Brus-
sels treaty system or the western Eu-
ropean union as it is sometimes called
and the recently announced decision to
establish a council of Europe.

(d) Last week we witnessed the sign-
ing of the Atlantic Pact. We have just
recently read about the three powers
agreement in Germany. Previous speak-
ers have told you about the coordinated
efforts to bring about reconstruction in
Europe through the OEEC, the Benelux
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Treaty, the Scandinavian trade agree-
ments and the intra-European payment
plans. Considering the historic inde-
pendence and even antagonistic attitude
of the nations involved, this unity is
truly a remarkable testimony of the suc-
cess of the program.

(e) The Marshall plan has given Eu-
rope life and hope. In this part of the
world it has stopped Russia, a former
ally that never quit preparing for war,
never demobilized, and never matched
our efforts for peace. To the contrary,
she has broken over 50 agreements to
date which threatens the security of the
entire world.

IV. WE MUST CONTINUE THE ERP

(a) The most important thing for us
to realize is the fact that there is no
such thing as isolationism any more.
This fall T took a trip to Europe and
visited 11 countries and returned to the
United States all within 4% weeks. We
just recently read about the Air Force
plane, Lucky Lady II, circling the globe
in 94 hours. We are living in each
others’ back yards today whether we like
it or not and we are truly our brother’s
keeper.

(b) We simply cannot survive on a
little green spot in this world today sur-
rounded by a sea of misery, despair, cor-
ruption, hunger, and aggression. Under
these conditions even if communism
were not running wild, it would be some
other ism and we would be in danger just
the same.

(c) We must continue this program.
It is the greatest effort that any nation
in the world has ever made to help the
suffering people of other nations and it
is the most enlightened risk that Amer-
ica has ever taken to protect our free-
dom.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired. All time has ex-
pired.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the fourth and
fifth sentences of section 102 (a) of the Eco=-
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948 are hereby
amended to read as follows: “Mindful of the
advantages which the United States has en-
{cyed. through the existence of a large domes-

e market with no internal trade barriers,
and believing that similar advantages can
accrue to the countries of Europe, it is de-
clared to be the policy of the people of the
United States to encourage these countries
through their joint organization to exert sus-
tained common efforts to achieve speedily
that economic cooperation in Europe which
1s essential for lasting peace and prosperity.
It is further declared to be the policy of the
people of the United States to encourage the
unification and federation of Europe, and to
sustain and strengthen principles of indi-
vidual liberty, free institutions, and genuine
independence in Europe through assistance
to those countries of Europe which partici-
pate in a joint recovery program based upon
self-help and mutual cooperation: Provided,
That no assistance to the participating coun-
tries herein contemplated shall seriously im-
galr the economic stability of the United

tates."

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Jupp: Page 2,
line 3, before the word “unification”, insert
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the word “economic”; and in line 4, before
the word “federation'” insert the word “po-
litical.”

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment may seem unnecessary.
Some believe that the words of the hill
as they were worked out in our com-
mittee already carry the same meaning
that this amendment will give to them
unmistakably; but I feel that further de-
velopment of economic unification and
political federation in FEurope are so
fundamental, such basic requirements
for the success of this program that we
are not being fair either with our own
people and are being even less fair with
the people in Europe whom we are try-
ing to help to recovery unless we make
perfectly clear what we believe the ulti-
mate goal must be.

This program was started last year
with the plain condition in the law that
we would help only those countries that
would cooperate economically with each
other and with us. The bill last year
stated this, and the language is strength-
ened in the present bill declaring that “it
is the policy of the people of the United
States to encourage these countries
through their joint organization to exert
sustained common efforts to achieve
speedily that economic cooperation in
Europe which is essential for lasting
peace and prosperity.” Thus we have al-
ready declared that we encourage them
to achieve speedily that economic co-
operation in Europe which we say flatly
is essential for lasting peace and pros-
perity. Now, if it is proper for us to say
that it is essential that there be eco-
nomic cooperation in Europe, why
should we not go ahead to say, if that
is our view, that we want to encourage
the economic unification and political
federation of Europe.

Almost every witness before our com-
mittee, of whom we inquired about this
matter, testified that Europe would not
attain permanent recovery by 1952, so
that these nations would be able to stand
on their own feet unless they move rap-
idly in the direction of greater economic
unification and political federation.
Why do I thus separate the two? Be-
cause they are not the same. Look at
our own country. In my State, Minne-
sota, we have great deposits of iron ore
and one of the greatest sources of our
State’s wealth and high standard of liv-
ing is our iron ore, but the iron ore would
be of no benefit unless we were able to
get it together with coking coal. Now,
where is the kind of coal that is neces-
sary to turn this ore into steel? It is
in West Virginia, 1,000 miles away. For-
tunately, under our system, the ore from
Minnesota and coal from West Virginia
can get together in Pittsburgh, Cleve-
land, Detroit, and Gary without going
through customs barriers, changes in
currency, and without waste, delay, and
confusion at each.

The main reason our counfry is in a
position to help the nations and people
of Europe is not because we are smarter
than they are; we are not, we are of the
same stock. It is not because we have
greater resources under our conirol than
they have; we do not. It is not primarily
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because we have been spared the physi-
cal destruction of two great wars, al=-
though that is part of the picture. The
main reason is because our forefathers
developed a system whereby we have
48 federated political units and at the
same time we are one unified economic
unit. How many of the 48 States could
be prosperous if they insisted on being
completely separate economic units?
Probably most could exist, but many
could not be even self-sustaining, and
none could be prosperous. The source
of our great prosperity has been our suc-
cess in welding the States into a single
economic unit.

Likewise, in Europe, if those countries
are to get on their feet and become self-
sustaining and strong, they must move
steadily in the direction of becoming an
economic unit, that is, in the direction
of breaking down trade barriers of all
sorts. They have already made real
progress, for example, the Benelux cus-
toms union, and probably still more im-
portant, the recent {reaty between
France and Italy, and also the case of
the three Scandinavian countries.

No one expects either economic unifi-
cation or political federation to be
achieved overnight; we are perfectly
aware of the problems involved and the
difficulties. I do not suggest that we im-
pose this as a condition but make it
rather as a recommendation, We do not
say, “You must do this or we will cut off
our aid,” for the far-seeing leaders of
those countries have to work them out
by degrees. But we can help those lead-
ers, and we should, by expressing to them
frankly our sincere conviction that they
should work in this direction, and en-
courage them to move as rapidly as pos-
sible toward further economic unifica-
tion and political federation. Some of
the strongest and the ablest men in Eu-
rope have told us off the record that they
would welcome this amendment because
it would strengthen their hands when
they go to their people or their domestic
interests or to their Parliament and urge
them to accept and work for closer asso-
ciation and integration with their neigh-
bors. That is pretty hard for them to
do because their political opponents
promptly get up and charge, “You are
more interested in other countries than
you are in your own cecuntry.” But if
they can say that the people of the Unit-
ed States have declared it is their policy
to encourage such economic unification
and political federation, their hand is
greatly strengthened. They need this of-
ficial expression of the conviction of the
American people that in order for this
great mutually beneficial effort to suc-
ceed, they must move as rapidly as pos-
sible toward ‘‘the economic unification
and the political federation of Europe,”
that language makes crystal clear what
we think is necessary.

It is not imperialism, but kindness,
when a doctor out of his experience tells
his patient what he believes the patient
must do in order to recover.

I hope this amendment will be accept-
ed without serious opposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.
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Mr. KEE. Mr, Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment cifered by
the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment pro=
posed by the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Juppl was cffered in committee,
and it was examined by the members of
the committee from every angle. In or=-
der to understand the meaning of the
amendment, in order to understand
what it will do, not only to this program,
but what it will do in respect to the
policy enunciated by our country in the

- original act, it is necessary for us to

explain the objectives of this bill, not
the political objectives, for we have none,
It is our policy to pledge to the partici-
pating nations that we have no desire
whatever to enforce or to inflict our
political advice or requirements upon
European countries.

The people of the United States have
no desire whatever, no wish or no in-
tention to interfere with the politics or
the political objectives of any of these
European countries. In all of our legis-
lation with respect to this matter we
avoid the use of the term “political” be-
cause each one of the countries is a sepa-
rate sovereign country and all of them
are entitled to their sovereignty. We
have no disposition by this act or by any
other act upon the part of this country
to interfere with that sovereignty or to
disturb their political equilibrium.

What did we declare in the original
act to be our policy? Let me read:

It is declared to be the policy of the peo-
ple of the United States to encourage these
countries through a joint organization to
exert sustalned common efforts as set forth
in the report of the Committee of European
Economic Cooperation signed at Paris on
September 22, 1947, which will speedily
achieve that economic cooperation in Europe
which is essential for lasting peace and pros-
perity. It is further declared to be the policy
of the people of the United States to sustain
and strengthen principles of individual liber-
ty, free institutions, and genuine independ-
ence in Europe through assistance to those
countries of Europe which participate in a
Joint recovery program based upon self-help
and mutual cooperation,

If that does not set forth in clear, ex-
plicit language a sufficient policy upon
the part of this country, I do not see how
the language could be made stronger.
Yet, the gentleman wants to insert the
words “political federation” and ‘“eco-
nomic unification.” We have already de-
clared we are in favor of federation and
unification, but he wants to insert the
word “political.” I say we have no desire
or no intention whatever of interfering
with the politics of those countries or in
anything political about their organiza-
tion or their set-up.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment
will be defeated.

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

Mr. Chairman, I feel rather reluctant
to take the floor today and say anything -
about this legislation after the statement
was made by the minority subchairman
of the committee that all Democrats are
for the bill, all the Republicans are for
the bill and all the Dixiecrats are for the
bill, leaving the inference at least that
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any one who opposes this bill in any way
whatever would be ostracized from his
political party. Or in fact he might be
considered as not being a good Ameri-
can—even an outlaw, If that be so I ac-
cept the challenge and assume the re-
sponsibility, but I am against this legis-
lation and I want everybody to know it.
I am a Republican and I expect to be a
Republican until they kick me out, be-
cause I believe in America and American-
ism and I am an American individual.
But, when I read the first paragraph of
the legislation, after it makes a state-
ment about what the legislation is going
to do, I note this:

Provided, That no assistance to the par-
ticipating countries herein contemplated
shall serlously impair the economiec stability
of the United States.

I say that this legislation does impair
the economic stability of the United
States. That is the reason I am against
the bill, and I say it puts us in such a
position that we, as a country, are going
to fail, go into bankruptey. if we keep on
doing the things we are doing under leg-
islation such as you are now bringing
before the Congress.

What have we done toward aiding
and assisting those foreign countries?
Let us just review them a little bit. We
have given over $64,000,000,000 to these
countries under lend-lease; what did we
get for that—you gave $24,000,000,000 to
foreign countries after the war effort up
until VJ-day and the advent of the Mar-
shall plan; last year you gave them about
$7,000,000,000 under this plan with an ob-
ligation implied of ten billion more. Now
in this bill you are asking for $5,653,000,-
000. Well, let us just see how the eco-
nomic stability of the United States is
going to stand that. Here is the Treasury
statement of April 4, and it shows that
we are in the red $251,553,000,000. You
have gone in the red this year—and
June 30th will soon be here—$2,566,290,-
756.24. Too bad, then the President of
the United States comes in here in Jan-
uary and he says he wants to do this: He
wants bigger old-age pensions, more pay
for the idle, higher minimum pay, to pay
all medical bills of the people of this coun-
try, pay for the sick, new taxes, build
homes at less than cost. Federal aid for
schools, electric power at less than cost,
lower rents for tenants, bigger Govern-
ment aid in the West, bigger price sup-
ports for farmers, bigger Government
subsidies, higher wages, lower prices, and
what not.

Now if you are going to get all of that
for the people of the United States and
then assume the responsibility of all the
people of all the nations of the world,
God help America, because this Congress
is only wrecking our American economy.
This Congress is going to wreck America,
and I just defy anybody to say that it is
not, for in 5 years from now, if you keep
on going the way you are, Joe Stalin will
have easy pickings over here in America,
because you will be wrecked and you will
not even be able to take care of your own
people. I stand here fighting the things
that this committee is trying to do. I
stand here fighting for America. Istand
here fighting because I believe in Amer-
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fca, but I know well and true enough
that you cannot do what you gentlemen
are trying to do. I think it is just simply
outright silly, and that is my opinion of
this legislation. You signed the Atlantic
Pact last week. It will not be but a few
weeks until this same committee will be
in here and they will be wanting more
than a billion dollars to arm all the coun-
tries that signed this pact, and you will
be asked for a billion dollars for Greece
and Turkey and all the other countries
of the world to arm them. What are you
doing? Destroying America?

The cold war now going on has cost us
billions already, and for the following
years the State Department wants for
the cold war the following:

1048, -— $4, 498, 000, 000
1040 1, 700, 000, 000
1950

11, 601, 000, 000

You talk peace and prepare for war.
Not only do you spend annually over
$15,000,000,000 developing our own war
machine, you build up a war machine in
every country of Europe. Europe has
had enough war, and they got us into
two of them. This action will probably
involve us in a third world war. It is
terrible to contemplate. Talk peace, yet
prepare for war—prepare all Europe for
war. It will surely be a hot war when
you get them all ready for war. It will
cost us so much money that our tax-
payers cannot stand the strain on our
economy. To me this is just silly. Cer-
tainly it is not sound.

Every time you spend a billion dollars
it costs every man, woman, and child in
America $7. Multiply that by 7, and
this legislation costs each individual $49
for this bill alone, or for a family of
six almost $300 each. How many fam-
ilies can stand it? Certainly none of
them, if called upon to put up the money,
would want to do it. This bill is un-
sound in principle. It might have the
right motive—but people have a good
motive—but the results will be most dis-
astrous. That is my judgment of the
legislation, and I am opposed to it.

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

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr, Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last two
words.

Mr. Chairman and members of the
Committee, in my humble judgment the
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives is one of the
finest bodies in our great House. I am
reluctant to deviate from the great work
which they have done in any respect. I
consider myself one of the strongest sup-
porters of the Marshall plan. I very
deeply feel, however, the fundamental
issue involved in this amendment.

Some of you will undoubtedly recall
that I offered the same amendment
about this same time last year. That
amendment was debated here during the
closing hours on the bill, and upon the
basis of a very impassioned address made
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vorys]
who at that time was in charge of the
legislation on the floor, the amendment
was defeated.
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Some time ago the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Vorys] came to me—and I
think I am at liberty to say this, because
I read it in the New York Times—and
told me that he had made a mistake in
opposing the amendment which was
offered at that time.

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

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS. I am a Methodist, and
we of my faith believe in the mourners’
bench. The gentleman attempted to
put in the words “and unity” last year.
I opposed him. I was wrong. In the
committee I offered an amendment to
put in the words “and unity,” but the
committee changed the words to “unifi-
cation” and added the word “federation.”
I feel that I have shown my repentance
in joining the gentleman in getting into
the bill substantially the same words he
offered last year. He was right.

Mr." BOGGS of Louisiana.
the gentleman very much.
his statement.

I think the committee has done a very
constructive thing in endorsing in prin-
ciple in the preamble to this bill the fun-
damental concept of federation in Eu-
rope. I have followed this debate as
carefully as I can. I believe practically
all of us are convinced that unless we
have peoples who are free and allies who
are willing to stand by us in this terrific
struggle which is now in effect through-
out the world our own Nation can have
no hope of survival. I think, too, that it
can be sald without too much fear of
contradiction that the Marshall plan in
essence contemplates the combined re-
sources of a free Europe working to-
gether toward the defeat of Communist
aggression.

The language the committee has now
incorporated in the proposed legislation,
in which the idea of federation and unifi-
cation is endorsed, is important and vital
language because, in my humble opinion,
without unification, without federation
in Europe, without the free nations’
working together economically and po-

I thank
I appreciate

“litically, this program cannot succeed.

The distinguished chairman of this
committee has made the point that by
the insertion of the word “political” we
may somehow or another give the im-
pression throughout free Europe that we
are interfering with the sovereignty and
the basic rights of the peoples of the 16
participating nations of Europe.

Mr, KEE. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. I yield to
the gentleman from West Virginia.

Mr., EEE. Is not that exactly what
the Communists are accusing us of do-
ing in their fight against this program?

Mr, BOGGS of Louisiana. I am very
glad the gentleman made that point be-
cause I intended to make the identical
point. The Communists now all over
Europe are saying that the Marshall plan
is designed as a plan of American im-
perialism, whereby we will absorb the
sovereignty of all those great independ-
ent nations of Europe.

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



1949

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentieman from
Louisiana be permitted to proceed for
three additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr. Chair-
man, all over Europe today the charge is
being made by the Communists that the
Marshall plan interferes with the sov-
ereignty of the free nations of Europe,
so that by the addition of the word ‘“po-
litical” we add nothing new to the Soviet
charge. The free people know that these
charges are not true.

By inserting this language we do this—
and in my judgment, it is vitally impor-
tant—we give encouragement to those
forces working in Europe now for unifi-
cation and federation. Believe me, those
forces are vital and important. You
know what they have already done.
They met last May at The Hague. They
met again in September at Interlaken in
Switzerland, and I.had the privilege of
attending that meeting, Again, at the
Interparlimentary Union meeting in
Rome last fall the first welcoming words
by the Italian Foreign Minister were that
Europe must unite or perish.

All the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota does is to say in
the preamble that, as a matter of hope or
as an expression of desire, without.in-
terfering with the workings locally of
the governments of Europe, the United
States of America hopes there can be
economic and political cooperation
throughout the 16 participating nations.

Certainly no Member of this body can
deny that without political cooperation
the Marshall plan cannot succeed. If the
Marshall plan does not succeed, then we
have wasted billions and billions of the
American taxpayers’ dollars, and we have
run the risk of a third world war.

No matter that will come before this
body could be of more importance.
Without a federation in Europe, without
that ancient dream of all political fac-
tions in BEurope, which are devoted to
free government, whether they be so-
cialist or conservative, whether they be
of the free left or free right, they have
united on the fundamental concept that
the combined economic resources of Eu-
rope must be worked out by political
cooperation. ;

I understand this amendment simply
puts the Congress on record as favoring,
in principle, that vital concept. As a
matter of fact, every important Amer-
ican leader, regardless of his political
faith, and practically every segment of
the American press, and all of our great
organs of opinion, have endorsed this
principle.

I hope the amendment will be adopted.

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

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

Mr. Chairman, I am in a peculiar posi-
tion with reference to this amendment.
I think the words “economic and politi-
cal” are inherent in the words “unifica-
tion and federation” that we have al-
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ready put in the bill. I would be most
disappointed if, by a vote against these

‘words, the House would appear to go on

record as being against such unification
and federation. The meaning of those
words, it seems to me, cannot be denied.
If “unification and federation of Europe"
does not mean “economic and political
unification and federation,” then what
does it mean? The gentleman from
Minnesota, it seems to me, has neglected
that old “adage,” “If at first you do suc-
ceed, do not try again.”

The gentleman from Minnesota got in
the word “federation” in committea. I
helped him and the gentlewoman from
California. helped him, and altogether
we got this language in, which is a great
step forward. Last Saturday, when few
of you were here, I said this:

As events unfold and develop, it 1s be=
coming increasingly clear that without in-
creased unification in Europe, economically
and politically, the Marshall plan is “opera-
tion rat hole.”

Here is what Paul Hoffman said—and
you will find it in the hearings, as well
as on page 11 of our report:

The material well-being of the people of
Europe cannot be obtained If each country
tries to work out its own salvation along
separate nationalistic lines.

Mr. Chairman, I thoroughly agree with
the sentiments given here by the gentle-
man from Louisiana, and the gentleman
from Minnesota. Iam deeply concerned,
however, that this attempt to gild the
lily by adding words which imply that
unification and federation mean some-
thing else from what we all think they
mean, will be misconstrued.

If this amendment is voted down it
will be construed to indicate an intention
on the part of the House which I do
not think the House wishes to express. I
am, therefore, perfectly willing to sup-
port the amendment, but if it is voted
down, it should be made clear that it is
because that expression is already in-
herent in the bill and not because we are
opposed to unification and federation of
Europe.

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

Mr, VORYS. I yield,

Mr. GAVIN. Why does the gentleman
think that it is against the will of the
House and that it would not be an ex-
pression of our will?

Mr. VORYS. Iam concerned that the
words being offered here have the same
meaning which is inherent and implicit
in the words ‘“‘unification and federa-
tion.” If the amendment is voted down,
it might be implied that the House does
not mean what those words obviously
mean.,

Mr. GAVIN. The amendment offered
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,
Jupp] definitely expresses what he wants
to bring about in effecting this economic
cooperation and federation.

Mr. VORYS. Thatisright. My point
is that whether this amendment is voted
up or down, the meaning is implicit in
the bill that we have reported from the
committee, I do not know how I can
make it any clearer,
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Mr. BREHM. There is no harm in
blessing the Ten Commandments, is
there?

Mr. VORYS. I am perfectly willing to
vote for the amendment, but my con-
cern is, and I saying it for the record,
and for the conference, that if the vote
goes against it, the House action is not
thereby interpreted as attempting to
sirike out the ordinary meaning of the
words ‘“‘unification and federation,”
which the gentleman from Minnesota
has been so helpful in placing in this biil
at this time.

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

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike cut the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to bring out an
angle that perhaps has not been brought
out in connection with this amendment.
If the amendment means what I think
it means, I think it is a rather dangerous
thing to encourage economic unification
of Eurcpe if that economic unification is
in opposition to the economic develop-
ment of the United States. I represent
that section in California in which most
of the motion pictures of the world are
produced. If there is one industry in
the United States that has been seriously
affected by the curtailment of produc-
tion of pictures in Great Britain, or the
denial of the showing of American films
in Great Britain, it is Hollywood. The
Hollywood unemployment situation is
back to what it was in 1937. This is no
small industry; it runs into millions of
dollars,

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr. Chair=-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McDONOUGH. Not at this point.
Negotiations have been attempted to ad-
just the situation. Great Britain still
maintains that she wants 45 percent of
the showings of British pictures in Great
Britain to the denial of American films.
The American motion-picture industry
cannot break even without 30 percent
of the foreign market, and the market
has been dried up to the point where un-
employment in the motion-picture in-
dustry, as I said, is back to what it was
in 1937. This is not a policy that is
agreeable to the people of Great Britain;
it is a policy that is even opposed in the
House of Parliament. I have statements
here that I will include in my remarks
from various members of Parliament
that show that this is a denial of the
freedom of exchange of motion pictures
that heretofore has existed between
Great Britain and the United States, and
is hurting the British film industry.

If we are going to say beyond what
the bill already says by amending it to
read “to encourage the economic unifi-
cation of European countries,” are we
going to say that they should unite for
the purpose of affecting our wool indus-
try, our fishing industry? Both have
already been seriously affected by the
last appropriations that we made for
ECA, and who knows what will be the
next industry of the United States to be
seriously affected?

Mr, JUDD. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. McDONOUGH. Not at this time.
I will yield later if I get some extra time.

The Motion Picture Producers Asso-
ciation at the present time is trying to
negotiate with the State Department
for the purpose of adjusting this dif-
ficulty in the showing of films in Great
EBritain. I voted against the British loan
in spite of appeals on the part of many,
many heads of the motion-picture firms.
They told me that some $87,000,000 was
in the Bank of England that was due
them and that loan would release the
money. I told them at that time that
the British loan would cost them more
than £87,000,000 in the long run.

It did not produce the money; as a
matter of fact, there are millions of dol-
lars now frozen in Great Britain, dol-
lars that belong to the American motion-
picture industry. It is being held in
Great Britain.

I do not like this language, if it is
going to mean that we are to encourage
economic unification of Europe to the
detriment of the economic development
of the United States.

I now yield to the gentleman from
Minnescta.

Mr. JUDD. How will the people of
E _rope, Great Britain, or any other
country, be able to buy the products of
the Hollywood motion-picture industry
unless they have dollars with which to
pay for them? And how can they get
the dollars without the economic re-
covery which can come only through
greater unification?

Mr. McDONOUGH. I do not yleld
further, Mr. Chairman. I have noted
that when Great Britain establishes a
policy of trade restrictions it is the signal
for every other country in Europe to
follow a like policy. When Great Britain
establishes a policy, immediately all the
countries in the sterling bloc take similar
action.

Mr. JUDD., Is the gentleman willing
to accept pounds sterling, or francs in
payment for the products of the motion
picture industry, or does he want to get
dollars? And how without a coordinated
development of their resources and an
improvement of their economie situation
are they going to be able to get the dol-
lars the gentleman wants paid to his in-
custries?

Mr. McDONOUGH. I am greatly
concerned lest the pound sterling sup-
plant the American dollar as the .stand-
ard of exchange and whether we are not
some of these days going to be asking for
pounds sterling instead of American dol-
lars.

Mr. JUDD. May I remind the gentle-
men that one of the three purposes of
the original act as passed last year was:
(3) facilitating and stimulating the
growth of international trade of partici-
pating countries with one another and
with other countries by appropriate
meazsures including reduction of barriers
whichh may hamper such trade.

Mr. McDONOUGH. But not to the
detriment of the economic development
of the United States, and that is what is
happenine.

M-, JUDD. This is precisely what is
necced to help the economic development
of tlie United States.
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Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana, Is the gen-
tleman making a speech against the bill
or against the amendment? C

Mr. McDONOUGH. Against the
amendment if it encourages their devel-
opment to the point that it is against the
economic interests of the United States.

The United States has always been a
completely free market for motion pic-
tures, wherever made. There have been
no limitations on imports and no restric-
tions on the exhibition of foreign films
in this country.

As a medium of expression like the
press, the radio, periodicals and books,
the motion picture should have the wid-
est opportunties for exchange among the
peoples of the world.

An entirely contrary point of view pre-
vails in many other areas of the world,
notably in Great Britain, which has
adopted various restrictive devices dis-
criminating against American films,

This British policy has been stepped
up constantly in intensity since the war.

In August 1947 the British Govern-
ment imposed a T5-percent tax on the
estimated earnings of foreign motion pic-
tures. This was obviously aimed at
American films which traditionally sup-
plied abouf 80 percent of the PBritish
market. This confiscatory tax forced
American motion picture companies to
halt shipments of films to Britain be-
cause the tax meant they could do busi-
;:tess in Great Britain only at a great
0ss.

The tax was a device imposed on top of
8 quota system whereby 20 percent of
playing time in British theaters was re-
served for British-made films. Even
this 20-percent quota could not be ful-
filled by the British film industry, because
there were numerous defaults by British

' theaters.

The official reason advanced by the
British for the 75-percent tax was the
necessity to conserve its supply of dollars.

The American industry was, of course,
aware of Britain's dollar problem. On
many occasions, the American industry
expressed its willingness publicly to work
out with the British Government an ar-
rangement which would accomplish two
results:

First. To conserve dollars for Britain
through a voluntary limitation of remit-
tances by American companies.

Second. To assure Britain an adequate
supply of films to keep its theaters open
and operating in order to meet the en-
tertainment needs of the British public.

With the 75-percent tax throwing the
entire British motion-picture industry
into an economic tailspin, the British
Government invited representatives of
the American industry to come to London
in the winter of 1948 to discuss a film
agreement to accomplish these two pur-
poses.

Such an agreement was made in March
of 1948. Under its terms, the 75-percent
tax was abandoned, and the American
industry agreed to limit its remittances
from Great Britain to $17,000,000 annu-
ally. This was a considerable sacrifice
for the American industry, for it meant
that approximately three-fourths of its
earnings had to remain in Great Britain,
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On both sides of the Atlantic the agree=
ment was regarded as a mutually satis=-
factory accord.

Under its terms, the agreement was to
become effective in June of 1948, and it
was felt that a new era of mutual un-
derstanding and better relations was to
begin.

This hope was short-lived. Hardly
had the agreement gone into effect when
the British Government adopted another
drastic restriction on American films.

The 20-percent quota was raised to
45 percent. This was done at the in-
sistence of British producers, even though
they had not been able to meet a quota
less than half that figure.

What was the effect? If undermined
confidence in the whole British film in-
dustry, brought protests from the ex-
hibitors who relied on American pictures
for their theaters, caused studios to be
shut down, and threw thousands of peo-
ple out of work.

In spite of the chaos in the British
industry resulting from the 45-percent
quota, the British Government’s answer
is to propose now to reduce the quota by
only 5 percent. This is obviously a mean-
ingless gesture and removes neither the
cause of the British industry’s erisis nor
the discrimination against American
films.

Following are the views and opinions
of several members of the British House
of Commons who do not agree with the
restrictive policy of the Atilee govern-
ment against American-made motion
pictures.

During debate in the House of Com-
mons on March 30, Tom Q'Brien, mem-
ber for West Nottingham, spoke against
the excessive quota out of his long and
intimate knowledge of motion picture
conditions as general secretary of the
largest British film trade union—the
National Association of Theatrical and
Kine Employees. He said:

In the field of entertainment there is one
thing that even our friends, the Russians,
have failed to do. They have succeeded in
everything else, but they have failed to make
their own people, and the people in countries
they control, see films they do not like, even
at the point of a gun. We cannot make
people see films they do not want to see—
no quota, whether high or low, will succeed
in doing that. If we wish to have a success-
ful British film industry, and to maintain
and expand it, we must do it on quality.
Quality does not mean extravagance, waste,
and unnecessary costs. We must not aim at
an arithmetical quota merely to satisfy our-
selves that we have a 40 to 45 percent quota
of films—which people do not want to see.
We must satisfy ourselves: first, that the
quota can be met and that what is made is
good; second, that the plctures will commend
themselves by their own merit; third, that
finance is available to stand up to the quota.

I am not convinced, and a considerable sec-
tion of informed opinion in the industry and
country is not convinced, having regard to
what has happened during the past year, that
finance is available, or will become available,
to meet a 40 percent quota. * * *

It is my own view as well as that of other
people that this 40 percent quota will create
further unemployment. * * =

We cannot keep our cinemas open for many
years to come with British films alone even
if every studio in this country were fully oc-
cupied and were producing first-class films,
This is an accepted fact which the board of
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trade (government agency which recom-
mended the quota) will not deny. Whether
we like it or not, we have to have American
films, * * * We should apply our minds,
as a long-term solution, to making arrange-
ments or to trying to re-open the matter in
some way to avoid a quota.

Oliver Lyttelton, member for Aldershot,
mentioned the feeling prevalent among
British exhibitors that their interests had
been neglected in respect to the quota,
and spoke of their being “extremely per-
turbed about the guality of British films
which are being produced under a quota
which they think is unduly high.” He
said:

From what I gather myself about the in-
dustry, the eflect of fixing the 45 percent
quota has undoubtedly been to glve some
-substance to the fears about the quality of
British production which, I think, have been
formed as a result of fixing too high a quota.

Mr. Lyttelton reviewed the agreement
concluded in March 1948, between the
American industry and the British Gov-
ernment by which the American industry
voluntarily agreed for a temporary pe-
riod, ending in June 1950, to limit dras-
tically its dollar remittances as a means
of assisting the British economy. He
said:

A great mistake was made at that time, be-
cause immediately after the agreement had
been concluded the gquota was put at 45 per-
cent without any previous consultation at all
with the - Americans, * * * Whether
rightly or wrongly—that question really does
not arise—it infuriated American opinion;
they thought they had not been treated on
the square, * * *

It is clear that the industry is in great
jeopardy and the first step to take Is to secure
the cocperation of those (the Americans)
who are as much hit as we are in trying to
clear up the mess.

Sir Ian Fraser, member for Lonsdale,
said:

Exhibitors in different parts of a consid-
erable area of the northwest of England tell
me they cannot fulfill a quota of 45 percent.
They say they cannoct fulfill a quota of 40
percent. Therefore, they visualize that they
will have to commit, if not a felony, at any
rate a misdemeanor or an offense, if the law
says they are to do it. They tell me that they
have tried to comply with the law. They
have been willing to show geood films, indif-
ferent films, and bad films, and they have
shown films over and over again, but they
gtill cannot fulfiil the law,

Neil Maclean, member for Govan
Glasgow, said:

The particular quota which has been es-
tablished and which now, according to the
president of the board of trade, should be
reduced In its percentage is, In my opinion,
still too high. :

As a matter of fact, the 40 percent which
he is now suggesting 13 in defiance of the
recommendations of the crganization which
he himself set up, the Cinematograph Films
Council. That council recommended a 3315~
percent quota. The president wishes to im-
pose a 40-percent quota instead of the 45-
percent quota that presently exists. In so
doing, I consider that he is acting in defi-
ance of the council that he set up and to
which he looks for advice and guidance in
what he is to do with regard to the cinema
industry. They gave him advice which he
now reccgnizes as partly correct by the re-
duction he is now proposing, but he will not
go the full distance.
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Edgar Granville, member for Eye,

said:

I have said repeatedly when discussing this
problem that any attempt to try and build
up our film industry on parochial lines will
fall, whether the quota be 40 percent or 45
percent. Films are international. I should
have thought that the party opposite, with
its international outlook on all matters of
culture and recreation, would have been the
first to admit that. At this late hour I ap-
peal to the right honorable gentleman (pres-
ident of board of trade) to get together with
the United States and any other interests
and let us have an international agreement
which will give the production side of the
industry in this country the first real oppor-
tunity it has had for 20 years.

William Shepherd, member for Buck-
low, said:

We have to consider, in discussing this
question of a 40-percent quota, whether it
will make for a reconciliation between the
American interests and the British interests,
because that is paramount at the present
time. If we pursue a course which is antag-
onistic to our American friends, the industry
in this country will never really get on its
feet.

I suggest that this quota, although it is
reduced from 45 percent to 40 percent, is
perhaps not best calculated to achieve that
end. I hope that the president of the board
of trade will do all that he can in the next 2
or 3 months to try to get some agreement
with our American friends.

What is happening now is damaging to the
interests of both the American and the Brit-
ish industries,

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the
amendment if it means to encourage the
economic development of Europe to the
detriment of our own economic progress
and prosperity, especially when they are
using our American dollars to stop our
own industry and increase our unem-
ployment.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr, Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, hermless as the amend-
ment may sound, it has within it dan-
gerous implications. It was presented
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
considered very carefully, and it was
voted down by the considered judgment
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
this House on a nonpartisan basis. After
all, it should be kept in mind that this
so-called Marshall plan is the corner-
stone of American foreign policy. Be-
cause our money is being spent in Europe
does not mean that the European nations
themselves have no pride.

I should like to read for the committee
the statement of Mr, Harriman when the
same subject was raised while he was be-
fore the committee. Mr, Harriman said
with regard to inserting conditions sim-
ilar to the one in the amendment:

I think you are treading in a very danger-
ous field. These are mature and sovereign
nations with widely different types of or-
ganization, economic organizations and sys-
tems. I do not belleve we could accomplish
what ought to be accomplished if conditions
are laid down in this field. Suggestions, ad-
vice? Yes. Discussions and argument?
Yes; but not conditions,

Mr. BOCGS of Louisiana. Mr, Chair-
man, will the geatleman yield?

4311

Mr. RIBICOFF. Yes; I yicld to the
gentleman from Louisiana,

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. That is not
the amendment. This would not impose
a condition. If is simply a suggestion or
advice.

Mr. RIBICOFF. No; it is a type of ad-
vice where you seem to be telling Europe
what to do. I may say to the gentleman
from Louisiana that one of the main
propaganda points that the Communists
make against the Marshall plan is upon
the theory that Uncle Sam with his dol-
lars is trying to tell all of Europe and all
of the world what to do. If we tell Eu-
rope when or how or why they should
unite, we are treading on European sov-
ereignily and playing right into the hands
of the Communists. I want to point out
to the gentleman that the European re-
covery plan itself is leading to the unifi-
cation of Eurcpe.

Let me point out also that we have
Benelux, where Belgium, the Nether-
lands, and Luxzmburg have already
united. You have also seen formed re-
cently a customs union between France
and Italy. If there will be patience with
the OEEC you will eventually accomplish
what you desire in this direction. I think
the Members of the House must realize
that in a program like this we must be
patient and not try to force upon the
European nations our own conception
of how they ought to govern themselves.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Florida.

Mr. SMATHERS. May I ask the gen-
tleman, does he agree with the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. Vorysl, that the
words ‘“unification” and “federation’” im-
ply political and economic?

Mr. RIBICOFF. Yes. I believe that
is the ultimate object we are seeking.

Mr. SMATHERS. May I ask the fur-
ther question then, what possible objec-
tion could the gentleman have to it?

Mr. RIBICOFF. Because by putting
in “economic” and “political” we seem
to be placing ourselves in the position
of telling European nations what we ex-
pect them to do. May I say to the gen-
tleman also that France, England and
Belgium have as much pride in their
nations as the gentleman from Florida
and all of us in the United States have
in our Nation. Unification, economic
and political, will take time and should
not be forced upon Europe because we
of the United States are giving our dol-
lars to help European recovery.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. I yield {o the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GAVIN. Unless we definitely
specify certain conditions, how long does
the gentleman think the economy of this
country can stand the $5,000,000,000 ap-
propriation every year?

Mr. RIBICOFF, All I can say to the
gentleman is that this is a keystone in
our American foreign policy and if we

- do not spend this money for European

recovery it will cost us many more dol-
lars in the future to stop communism by
ourselves, We are asking these coun-
tries for assistance too and I think it
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should be kept in mind that we have
a great fight going on between Russia
and America. This fight is based upon
the sinews of production. If Russia
should be able to take over the European
recovery so that all productive capacity
of Europe is incorporated under the Rus-
sian system, it would be equivalent to
the industrial economy of America. That
is one of the basic reasons we are stop-
ping the Russian march to take over
western Europe.

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

Mr, RIBICOFF. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. Is it not a fact that we
gave Russia $11,000,000,000 not long ago
in lend-lease with the idea of trying to
help Russia? Now what are we trying
to do? You will find out we are doing
the very same thing here that we did
to Russia a year ago.

Mr. RIBICOFF. In reply to the gen-
tleman may I say that the distinguished
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, CHRISTO-
pHER], handled that argument very well
last Saturday when he said that if the
$11,000,000,000 were not given to Russia
it would have meant the lives of many
hundreds of thousands of additional
American boys on the beachheads of Eu-
rope. I would suggest reading the Rec-
orp of Saturday.

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

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent that all debate on the
pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, and I shall not
cbject, I simply desire to call the atten-
tion of the Chairman to the fact I would
like to be heard briefly on this matter.

Mr. LEMEE. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, I wish to observe
that the committee took all the time in
general debate, and some of us would
like at least 5 minutes to correct certain
of the erroneous conclusions that were
stated here on this floor.

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
‘West Virginia?

Mr. LEMKE., Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent that all debate on the
pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 15 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr, Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I do not think the sky
is going to fall whether or not this
emendment is adopted. As a matter of
fact, the committee very carefully con-
sidered this amendment. Members from
both sides of the aisle were in favor of
the purpose of the amendment, but the
great majority of the committee came
to the conclusion that it was not a wise
thing to do. I think it was Apostle Paul
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who centuries ago said: “All things are
lawful unto me, but all things are not
expedient.” Now, of course, we agree
that it would be both lawful and wise
that Europe politically unify itself, but
whether it would be expedient for the
Congress of the United States to say that
Europe must or should do this thing is a
different matter. If was not a question
of whether the committee was in favor
or against the political unification of
Europe. It was a question of whether or
not we could better accomplish the
purpose of political unification of Europe
by leaving the word “political” in the
hill, or taking it out. )

We came to the conclusion that the
best thing to do was to leave it out. As
a matter of fact, Mr. Harriman warned
us about it; Mr. Hoffman warned us
about it. So far as I am concerned, I do
not care what Russia thinks about what
we write into this bill. ‘The question that
concerns me is whether we defeat our
purpose by putting the words in there,

The gentleman from Minnesota and
the gentleman from Louisiana have in-
dicated that the amendment broadens
the provisions of the bill as regards Eu-
ropean unification. But as a matter of
fact may I call to your attention that
those words are not brecadening. They
may be construed as a limitation.

What does it say in the bill before us?
“To encourage unification and federa-
tion of Europe.” The amendment pro-
poses to say not all kinds of unification;
it just says economic unification, and
when it comes to federation of Europe,
everybody knows when we talk about
federation we mean economic federa-
tion, political federation, and spiritual
federation, But the amendment pro-
poses only political federation. It not
only is unwise from the standpoint of
the declared purposes of this bill, but
the committee overwhelmingly thought
it would be unwise from the standpoint
of the effect it would have upon Europe.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. I think
the gentleman is making a very excellent
statement. It is my understanding,
however, that the legislation as pre-
sented to this body has the word *“eco-
nomic” in it, does it not?

Mr. RICHARDS. No; it does not.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana., Oh, yes.

Mr. RICHARDS. No; it does not.

Mr. VORYS. Not at this point.

Mr, RICHARDS. No; it does not.

Mr. JUDD. In line 1.

Mr. RICHARDS. Wait a minute. I
am talking about the preamble of this
bill. It says, “To encourage unification
and federation of Europe.” It does not
say economic federation and it does not
say political federation, but it means
those things without saying them. The
statement the gentleman is talking
about, economic federation, is in another
place in the bill.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. On page
2, at the top of the page, I read: “To
achieve speedily that economic federa-
tion of Europe.”
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Mr. RICHARDS. Oh, that is correct.
That is all through the bill, but I am
talking about section 1 which the
amendment seeks to modify.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. I think
the gentleman is making a very fine
statement, and it was proposed last year
that if we struck out the word “eco-
nomic” it would not be necessary to in-
sert the word “political,” but it is my
conviction that if you insert “economic”
then you ought to insert “political.”

Mr. RICHARDS. I just want tosay to
the gentleman from Louisiana that the
words that the gentleman from Minne-
sota proposes to put in here will not
accomplish the purpose he wants. He
says that he wants to broaden and
clarify the purposes of this act. ]

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana, That is
correct.

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

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I am amazed at
the debate here. It seems to me that
the words “unification” and “federa-
tion” are the greater.

Mr. RICHARDS. That is right.

Mr. McCORMACK. Certainly the
greater always includes the lesser, and
putting the words “economic” and
“political” in there are the lesser.

Mr. RICHARDS. Exactly.

Mr. McCORMACK. Furthermore, I
am very fearful that the words “eco-
nomic” and “political” are going to be
words of limitation. There are many
factors that will bring about unification
and federation other than economic and
political; many factors outside of that
enter into it. It seems to me that the
intent of the Congress and the intent of
the committee is being limited by the use
of these words, because it says “economic
and political” and eliminates all other
factors that are essential outside of eco-
nomic and political. The state of mind
and many things enter into bringing
about unification and federation. It
seems to me that these are words of
limitation, and for that reason it would
be unwise for the Committee to adopt
the amendment.

Mr. RICHARDS. The majority leader
is undoubtedly correct. They are words
of limitation. I think it would be unwise
to put them in here.

Mr. Chairman, I hope this amend-
ment will be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
am in favor of this amendment. I wish
someone would take some of my time,
briefly, to tell me what can enter into
these negotiations that is not either eco-
nomic or political. I think the majority
leader has referred to a state of mind
that might exist. Show me a state of
mind in Europe today that is not based
on either economics or politics.

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

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will yield if the
gentleman wants to answer that qies-
tion.
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Mr. VORYS. I merely want the Rec-
orp to show that no one attempted to
answer the gentleman’s question.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not think
there is any answer to the question ex-
cept that these matters are all simply
economic or political.

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

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. COUDERT. Will the gentleman
recall that the only time Europe was
ever united was under the church in the
Middle Ages?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think that is cor-
rect. I do not know of any church that
is not based on either economics or
politics, along with the spiritual theories
it advocates. If you know of any that
is not based on that, tell me about it.

This proposition has been sold to the
American people on the basis that the
program would bring about the economic
unification of Europe and straighten out
some of the politics over there so that
those governments could get along to-
gether.

I also think it is high time that those
in charge of the policy of administering
these appropriations should put some
limitations on them. I have never been
in favor of the burden being placed on
our taxpayers and bond buyers. The
bond buyers support the deficits and the
taxpayers furnish the money to balance
the budget.

I have never been in favor of those
burdens being passed along to them be-
cause there has been such loose, extrava-
gant use of the money and such unac-
countability. I have never been satis-
fied with the results of the Marshall plan
or the Truman Doctrine appropriations
because I have never felt that the ad-
ministration of those funds had very
much respect for the burden imposed
on the people who were paying the taxes
and buying the bonds.

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

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. In the last sentence of the
first paragraph it is stated that no as-
sistance to the participating countries
herein contemplated shall seriously im-
pair the economic stability of the United
States. Does the gentleman believe this
legislation in any way, with the other
legislation that has been granted to help
these countries, will impair the economic
stability of the United States?”

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think it has im-
paired the economic stability of the
United States, but this yardstick comes
up: Has it impaired it as much as it
would if you did not have the plan?
That is what we are up against and there
is no satisfactory answer to that gues-
tion. Suppose you do away with this
plan, liguidate the Marshall plan, the
Truman Doctrine, and ail that goes with
it, and kiss it good-by and quit, what
would be the economic consequences of
such a program to the United States?
Nobody can satisfactorily answer that.
I know that just as well as you do. Here
is a question where you take a chance,.
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You take a chance by going ahead with a
program of this kind and let the conse-
quences be what they may, and they may
be very bad; or, you take the other road.
I think the plans have impaired our eco-
nomic stability, but the alternative might
be worse. That is something you as a
politician have to take a chance on, too,
because if you vote against this the thing
may catch up with you and the people
may ‘wash you out. I have had to take
that chance. I have not supported it
up to date. I am not saying yet what
I will do with this bill. The chances
are I shall vote against it, because I am
not satisfied with the administration or
with the results. : :

Mr. RICH. If we have a debt of $252,-
000,000,000 and those countries all-told
have a debt of less than $150,000,000,000
are not they in just as good a position to
help themselves as we are, financially,
especially?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think they might
help themselves a lot more if we would
just step out of the picture, but we are
not going to step out. This Congress is
going to approve this bill, and no doubt
many other proposals in the future.

It will approve future appropriations
under this program. There is no doubt
of that in my mind. I would like to
make this bill as palatable to our peo-
ple as possible. Therefore, I support this
amendment.

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

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield.

Mr. JUDD. To come back to the
amendment. In the beginning oppo-
nents said it should not be supported be-
cause to put in the word “political” woéuld
make it too broad, and now the majority
leader objects to it because he says put-
ting in the word limits the scope of the
language. Why should we not say what
we mean precisely?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Exactly. It is
about time we say what we mean and
back it up.

Mr. JUDD. We owe it to our own tax-
payers, and we owe it to the people of
Europe to say that it is the policy of
the United States to encourage certain
definite things, and thus avoid uncer-
tainty resulting from vague and unde-
fined words.

Mr. CRAWFCRD. That is what I be-
lieve in, and why I support the gentle-
man’s amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from North Da-
kota [Mr. LEMKE].

Mr. LEMEE. Mr. Chairman, are we
inviting disaster—committing national
suicide? How long can we play Santa
Claus to the rest of the world before
depleting our natural resources? How
long can we, with less than 6+% percent
of the world’s population, and less than
T percent of the world’s area, continue
to operate an international WPA? We
have already depleted our natural re-
sources from 1115 to less than 85 per-
cent of the world’s raw material.

Because of our high standard of living,
we, 145,000,000 people, are consuming
our 815 percent of the world’s natural
resources, about as rapidly as the other
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2,250,000,000 people are consuming the
other 91 percent. ¥Yet the traitorous
internationalists—the greedy one-world-
ers for a profit—continue to dish out to
foreign, inefficient, and in many cases
corrupt nations, the wealth that belongs
to future generations.

There is very little high-grade iron
ore left in Minnesota—very little high-
grade manganese and chromium left in
the Nation., We need manganese to
make steel and chromium to make stain-
less steel. Without steel there can be
no national defense. We are rapidly de-
pleting our petroleum and many other
products necessary for our welfare.

Under the Marshall plan, at the tax-
payers' expense, we sent so much alumi-
num to Great Britain, that she returned
some and sold it to us at black-market
prices. The manufacturers did not
draw on Great Britain for this alumi-
num, but upon her Marshall-plan credit
in the United States Treasury—a credit
that Britain has no more intention of
paying than the $34,000,000,000 she owed
us after World War II that we canceled.

Under the Marshall plan the farmers
were robbed of steel piping—well cas-
ing—for their homes and livestock. The
veterans needed homes, and the builders
were robbed of the piping needed to
build such homes. Under this plan our
manufacturers sold all available steel
pipe to Holland and other foreign na-
tions at $110 a ton.

Again the manufacturers drew on Hol-
land's and other nations’ Marshall-plan
credit in the United States Treasury—on
our taxpayers' money. Not a penny of
this credit will ever be paid back. Then
about a year ago Holland had so much
United States steel piping that she of-
fered to sell to an American distributor
all the piping he needed at $280 a ton
1. 0. b. Holland. Thus the Marshall plan
created an international black market
with a vengeance.

Unless this international insgnity of
destroying ourselves is stopped, we will
not long survive as a great Nation, What
is true of manganese, chromium, and
steel pipe is true of thousands of other
needed articles—articles produced by
Americans and ignorantly and lavishly
given to foreign nations.

The Marshall plan has been handled
inefficiently, wastefully, and in many
spots corruptly. As a starter we appro-
priated $15,000,000 for certain newspa-
pers and periodicals for their help in
putting over the Marshall plan on a su-
pine Congress and a misled people. If
that bribery is not a betrayal of our Na-
tion, then I do not know what a betrayal
is. I say without hesitation that the in-
ternationalists—the one-worlders for a
profit—are more dangerous than the
Communists.

Men always deceive themselves by
abandoning experience to follow blind
leaders—blind bellwethers. How long
will we follow and permit the do-gooders
on the packed Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, in their blindness and zeal, to de-
stroy our Nation? I have the highest re-
spect for the members on that commit-
tee, but they are lest in the dismal swamp.
They do not know where they are going
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or where they came from. If they ever
hit it right, it will not be by the law of
averages, but by the law of accident.

Six years ago that committee told us
that unless we surrendered our domestic
market, reciprocal trade agreements,
there would be a world war III. Later
we were told to avoid war and rearma-
ment, we would have to lavish billions
upon other nations—among them Russia
and her satellites. The waste and cor-
ruption connected with UNRRA has not
yvet been fully written. Then came
Dumbarton Oaks, and they told us we
had to have an international bank which
in the end will fleece the American tax-
payers out of another possible $16,-
000,000,000 or $17,000,000,000.

Then the committee told us that in
order to avoid world war III, we would
have to loan Britain $4,400,000,000 and
cancel the $34,000,000,000 she owed us.
Next we were told that unless we gave
$350,000,000 to arm and feed the decayed
Greek Government's Army, the Commu-
nists would get us. Later it was billions
more for the Greeks and other inefficient,
and in some cases, corrupt nations.

The some $60,000,000,000 that we have
mostly squandered on foreign nations
since World War II, and the billions more
we are asked for have not and will not,
in the end, produce peace, but war.

Now again we are lavishly entertaining
the representatives of foreign nations—
some “has beeners” and some “never
wasers.” These foreign representatives
all flocked o Washington to sign the
North Atlantic Pact, and before the ink
was dry, they demanded that Uncle Sam
give them billions in addition to the Mar-
shall plan for armament. Each repre-
sentative had one hand out in front of
him and the other behind his back hop-
ing to get one hand full of American
goods and the other full of the taxpayers’
dollars.

The forerunner, as usual, was Win-
ston Churchill. He was wined and dined
at the other end of Pennsylvania Ave-
nue. He made a speech to gullible Bos-
tonians. He calls annually just about
the time that Uncle Sam finishes col-
lecting taxes. He believes that the early
bird gets the worm—gets the cash., On
arrival he had his picture taken on the
boat. Then he was wined and dined
by the intellectual Tories who like to
bask in the British atmosphere.

I do not blame these foreign lobbyists,
I do blame our Government and the
Committee on Foreign Relations for be-
ing gullible enough to be taken in by
that kind of flattery—gush. In spite of
the fact that we are some $260,000,000,-
000 in the red, and with future obliga-
tions owe $663,000,000,000, we are asked
to operate an international WPA. In
fact we are bankrupt twice over. The
Federal Government, with future com-
mitments, owes twice as much as the
normal value of all our property. We
owe about four times as much as all the
rest of the world taken together.

We are now asked for billions more
to continue the Marshall plan and bil-
lions more to arm half of the world
against the other half. We are asked to
commit national suicide by giving away
our natural resources and depleting our
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Nation, and in the end when we are
exhausted we may have world war III
on our hands because of our stupidity.

The time has come for us to refuse to
follow blind bellwethers, The time has
come to put an end to the stupidity of
the do-gooders both in and out of
Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
Younel.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, at the
outset I say that I am enthusiastically
supporting this authorization. Regard-
ing the pending amendment, reading this
bill T note it refers to “sustained, common
efforts to achieve economic cooperation,
and to encourage the unification and
federation of Europe,” it appears to me
that the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota is a meritorious
one.

It appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that
this amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Minnesota should be adopted,
I find myself in accord with the gentle-
man from Louisiana. This amendment,
it seems to me, makes for clarification.
The purpose of this entire measure is to
preserve peace, and may I say to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, my neighbor
to the east, that I am here as a repre-
sentative at large of all the people of the
State of Ohio in this Congress, and that
I speak with the voice of 7,000,000 of my
constituents, Republicans and Democrats
alike, who are for America foremost and
first; and I agree with the gentleman
from Louisiana that there should never
be another world war. Two world wars—
and it happened that I had the honor to
serve in both of them—two world wars
in which we were forced to participate
were two world wars too many.

This amendment does not express any
limitation, but rather is a broadening
statement of the great humanitarian
purposes of our Government.

Mr. Chairman, this authorization
should be passed overwhelmingly. We
intervene in Europe not for the purpose
of domination but to prevent domina-
tion by the Soviet Union. We inter-
vene, not to impose our system of gov-
ernment but to allow other peoples to
choose their own system. We intervene
to protect freedom. We intervene to
achieve world peace. We intervene to
protect the integrity of nations like Italy,
Greece, and Turkey—to safeguard our
own national security and with it the
peace of the world.

It is of the utmost importance that
we continue economic aid and an in-
formation program—that we confine
and contain the Red threat of Commu-
nist aggression,

It is an unfortunate choice confront-
ing our people. It means we must pull in
our belts. It means we must spend a
huge amount of our resources but if
we count our pennies now we shall have
to count our war dead later,

Dictatorship once again threatens
us. The ECA program, or Marshall
plan, has succeeded, to this good hour,
in rolling back the tide of Red fascism
or communism—it matters not by which
name you term it—and were we to stop
now, before the nations of western
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Europe are able to proceed on their own,
it is probable that the few remaining
citadels of freedom in the Old World
would be unable to prevent themselves
from becoming black holes of oppres-
sion behind the Soviet's iron curtain.

World War II left us the most power-
ful nation on earth, politically and eco-
nomically supreme. With that power
goes a responsibility we must not ignore.

In Italy, to cite an example of which I
have personal knowledge from 27 months’
services overseas in the armed forces,
the Axis armies in their retreat adopted
a well-planned scheme of demolition, the
like of which the world has never seen.
As the Fifth Army went forward from
Salerno to the Brenner Pass, the Ger-
mans and Fascists, in their retreat
throughout the length and breadth of
Italy, destroyed what the shells and the
bombs of the armies did not demolish.
Italy and other nations of western Eu-
rope were shattered and famine stricken,
They would have been easy prey to com-
munism, had it not been for the Marshall
plan and the great and unselfish aid this
Nation has given. As a result of the
program, for which I today urge renewed
support, Greece, Italy, and Turkey stand
firm against Communist Russia. Who is
there to say that any of these nations
would have a government of their own
choosing if we had hot aided them 18
months or more ago?

Mr. Chairman, this program upon
which we vote is a program for peace.
We who support this will help write into
history not of wars, but of peaceful
people, their life, liberty, and pursuit of
happiness.

Ours is the greatest and richest in-
dustrial nation on earth. We learned
the hard way in bitterness and despair
back in 1931 and 1932 that isolationism
and depression go hand in hand—that
building a wall around this Nation bank-
rupts agriculture and paralyzes trans-
portation and trade. We have learned
that international trade is not a one-way
road.

By this great program we support to-
day we voice again our realization that
only a prosperous world can be a peace-
ful world and that by building up the in-
dustry and trade of foreign nations, we
enlarge our own industry and trade.

The bipartisan foreign policy of the
Truman administration has met with
success even beyond our fondest hopes
and dreams. It would be unthinkable
that in this, the second year of the Eu-
ropean recovery program, we should stop
in our tracks or retreat. Our answer
must be to vote up this authorization.

In Europe, through the application of
the Truman Doctrine, or the Marshall
plan, we have stopped the march of
communism and we are seeking to bring
permanent peace to a torn and war-
weary world. Who is there who can say
that but for our aid the Soviet Union
would not have imposed an extension of
the iron curtain across an area dominat-
ing a natural resource of tremendous im-
portance in peace and in war—the Medi-
terranean Sea.

The American people may well have a
feeling of confidence and satisfaction
that they have, in Washington, a Presi-
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dent and a Congress, preparedness-
minded, courageous and firm in dealing
with the Soviet Union.

The alliance of the free nations of Eu-
rope and this Nation, as is evidenced by
the North Atlantic treaty and by the en-
tire ECA program, attests that a strong
unconquerable America is determined to
achieve a just and lasting peace in a
democratic world. If the Soviet Union
should assail us this year or in the years
to come as an aggressor nation in the
Hitler pattern, an overwhelming force
will be alert and prepared to hurl back
the aggressor. We who support this au-
thorization attest our belief that free
peoples everywhere have a right to enjoy
peace and security in a free world,

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

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Minne-
sota.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. Jupp) there
were—ayes 72, noes 133.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Javits: On page
2, line 11, after the word “states” strike out
the period, insert a semicolon and the fol-
lowing: “Provided further, That assistance
under this title shall not be made available
to any participating country which fails to
comply with the decisions or accept the
recommendations of the General Assembly
and the Security Council of the United Na-
tions on measures to maintain or restore in-
ternational peace or security or to brlng
about compliance with the provisions of the
Charter until such time as the President
finds that such compliance or acceptance has
been effected.”

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment as is by now well known is
intended to deal with the problem of the
failure of the Government of the Nether-
lands to comply with the United Nations
Security Council’s resolution of Decem-
ber 1948, respecting Indonesia, ordering
a cease fire and the release of the high
officials of the Indonesian Republican
Government held as prisoners. The is-
sues are grave and could well affect the
views of millions of people of Asia and
the East Indies with respect to the devo-
tion of the United States to freedom and
self-determination for them.

Mr. Chairman, let me say at the out-
set that any effort to discredit this
amendment by an argument as to the
character of the people in the Govern-
ment of the Republic of Indonesia I think
is fruitless, and on two grounds: First,
we already have a complete record since
December 1948, that both the President
of the United States, and no greater au-
thority exisis in our Government on for-
eign affairs, and the Secretary of State
of the United States have protested to
the Dutch Government against these
very activities with respect to their fail-
ure to comply with the resolution of the
United Nations Security Council; and,
second, we are not being asked to make
an independent finding of fact in con-
nection with the administration of this
amendment. We are asked only to take
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the solemn determination of the Security
Council of the United Nations, of which
the United States is a member, and in
connection with which determination
the United States has the absolute right
to veto, so that if the United States does
not agree with the resolution of the
United Nations Security Council it could
veto that resolution.

The argument will also be made with
respect to this resolution that it is un-
necessary because if the United Nations
should impose sanctions, then the
United States by virtue of its adherence
to the United Nations Charter itself,
must carry out those sanctions and no
amendment to this law is necessary to
bring that about. Certainly no amend-
ment to this law is necessary to bring
about the carrying out by the United
States of sanctions imposed by the
United Nations, but such sanctions can-
not be imposed unless the Security
Council votes, not a resolution like the
one we are discussing here with respect
to Indonesia, but specifically votes eco-
nomic or other sanctions. Before it
can vote those sanctions any great
power, and that includes the Soviet Un-
ion, can veto, so that if the resolution
for sanctions is vetoed in the United Na-
tions Security Council there is nothing
that the United States has to carry out
under the terms of the Charter.

The Dutch, who are going to get under
this particular legislation some $355,-
000,000, are not obeying the United Na-
tions Security Council and we are told
that the United States has not the power
to do anything about it under circum-
stances where it is proposed to actually
deliver this vast sum of aid to the Neth-
erlands Government.

It is a fact that the United States as
a measure of protest has already cut off
aid to the Netherlands East Indies, But
what has that done? What has been
done is to deprive the East Indians them-
selves of the benefit of some assistance
under the European recovery program;
in addition some two-thirds of our aid
had already proceeded to Indonesia be-
fore it was actually cut off by order of
the Administrator following the resolu-
tion of the United Nations Security
Council.

There is also a possibility that this
kind of amendment and this particu-
lar situation will not apply alone to
the Netherlands, but may apply to other
nations. There are other great colonial
powers in the European recovery pro-
gram: Belgium, Great Britain, and
France, to be specific. All the peoples
of Asia are thinking now in terms of
their own freedom, and their own inde-
pendence. The ERP is a great program
for economic recovery—to do what? To
promote freedom, and all I am asking in
this amendment is that as a declaration
of policy we will say that we intend to
see that freedom is promoted now, not by
followihg our own views or the views of
somebody else, but by following the or-
ganized opinion of the world, the organ-
ized conscience of the world in the
United Nations.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the other body
has already considered this question and
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came up with an amendment which was
but a declaration of what is already an
obligation of the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for two
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. JAVITS. The other body has al-
ready passed an amendment to the Eu-
ropean recovery program purporting
to do something about the situation.
‘What they have done is to say that
where the United Nations Security
Council has ordered sanctions to be im-
posed, the United States will withhold
its aid unless the particular nation
affected performs what the United Na-
tions wants it to perform. Well, that
is already a proper obligation of the
United States under the United Nations
Charter. We are creating no new obli-
gation if we do nothing but pass the
amendment of the other body.

In addition I would like to point out
that I have not offered an amendment
requiring that the Administrator or the
President forthwith cease aid to the
Netherlands if it continues its refusal to
comply with the United Nations Secu-
rity Council’s resolution. On the con-
trary, I have written it into the state-
ment of policy to give our top executive
authority on foreign affairs—the Presi-
dent—with complete flexibility with re-
spect to when and how that policy is
to be carried out. But, I certainly think
it is fundamental if the European re-
covery program is to succeed in this fight
for freedom, that this provision be put
in the law as part of the fundamental
policy of the program.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has again ex-
pired.

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Chairman; I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the reauest of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I
am heartily in favor of the continuation
of ECA aid, for this investment in the

rehabilitation and care of the people of

war-torn countries is our most potent
weapon in the present struggle between
democracy and communism and in our
efforts to preserve peace.

However, we know that the Congress,
in voting for the Marshall plan, had no
intention of allowing the funds granted
or lent thereunder to be used in any pro-
gram of aggression by any nation receiv-
ing such aid. In my opinion, the present
Indonesian situation presents a flagrant
defiance of the United Nations and its
Security Council. Turther, although
there have been strong denunciations of
the Dutch because of their offensive
against the Indonesians—they continue
in their ageression and their refusal to
adhere to the order issued by the Secu-
rity Council.
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We must, therefore, protect ourselves
against further misuse of grants under
the Marshall plan. The people of the
United States have indicated their will-
ingness to make sacrifices for the nations
which would benefit under the.Marshall
plan—but, primarily, those sacrifices are
meant to preserve peace. We cannot af-
ford to give aid to those who defy the
orders and decisions of the United Na-
tions or its Security Council, now or in
the future. The prestige of these bodies
must be maintained unless we are to
have another futile and useless organiza-
tion like the League of Nations.

Firmly convinced that we must take
drastic action, I introduced H. R. 1643 on
January 18, 1949, which provided:

That no money under this act shall be
granted, lent, or used to or for any country
which violates any provision of the Charter of
the United Nations or directly or indirectly
engages in acts of aggression, so long as such
acts continue, as determined by proclama-
tion of the President of the United States of
America or by the United Nations.

This bill was introduced with the
thought in mind of withholding aid from
Great Britain and Holland, who were
both aggressors at the time. Since then,
Great Britain has been compelled to de-
sist, but Holland persists in continuing
with its program of aggression. In the
light of these events, I am pleased to sup-
port this amendment which proposes to
shut off American aid to any nation sin-
gled out for punishment by United Na-
tions sanctions for violations of the UN
Charter. This provision will protect us
in the future, and will assure us that
United States funds will not be used to
further an aggressor’s cause.

This eountry has no wish to assist any
aggressor nation in a destructive unde-
clared war or any other activities which
undermine the peace. It isonly by signi-
fying our firm intention in this regard
now, and legislating accordingly, that we
can hope to maintain the efficacy of the
United Nations, upon which we must rely
to keep order in our troubled world.

Mr, KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent that all debate on this
amendment close in 15 minutes.

~ The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
‘West Virginia?

There was no objection,

Mr. CHATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, there is evidently a
great deal of misinformation on the
Dutch-Indonesian troubles. I have
studied this matter for some weeks, and
I am convinced that it would be a mis-
take to enact an amendment to withdraw
aid from the Netherlands because of the
so-called police action of December 1948
and the continuing disorders in parts of
Indonesia.

I Have before me a report issued Febru-
ary 2, 1949, by Dr. Harry D. Gideonse,
now president of Brooklyn College in
New York. He is known as an expert on
Netherland affairs and says at the be-
ginning of his report:

Our American policy—and I am talking
about American policy toward Indonesia,
and only insofar as it 1s relevant about the
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policies of the Netherlands or other powers—
is an incredible mixture of ignorance, of
false starts, of noble intentions, and of
ideological hypocrisy.

Dr. Gideonse then traces the Dutch
colonial policy and concludes that these
people of Holland have been easily the
most progressive colonial power. It is
well established, he says, that the Dutch
have been progressive in the sense that
the government of the dependent terri-
tory is conducted in a way to permit and
promote a growing participation in that
government by the folks who are them-
selves the natives of the dependent coun-
try. Unlike some other folks, he says,
the Netherlands have not only preached
this, they have practiced it. He cites the
incident of the Rosenwald Foundation—
that when the Rosenwald Foundation
got interested in the problem of the edu-
cating of the American Negro of the
United States, they chose to bring in as
their leading expert a gentleman who
had the standing of being the leading
administrator of education in Dutch
Indonesia. That choice was quite a
compliment to the education achieve-
ment of the Dutch colonial adminis-
tration.

Dr. Gideonse, is his report, states that
the present Government of the Nether-
lands is a coalition between the large
Catholic Party and the large Socialist
Party. The more conservative groups
are not represented on the right, and the
Communists are not represented on the
left. Policy in Indonesia at present is
supported by Parliament and by the
Dutch people. I have in my records here
copies of correspondence between Mr.
Philip Murray, president of the CIO, and
Mr. A. Vermuelan, secretary of the Neth-
erland Federation of Trade-Unions. Mr.
Vermuelan writes Mr. Murray, under
date of January 24, 1949, that the feder-
ation of trade-unions rejoiced when the
Linggadjatti and Renville agreements
were signed because they looked upon
these agreements as a realization of the
ideals expressed in the charter of their
federation. He says it became more and
more a matter of great concern to the
federation when developments during
1948 showed that chances of achieving a
definite agreement with the Republican
Government of Indonesia decreased
steadily. He states that there can be no
difference of opinion as to whether the
fact that the Republic did not carry out
the agreements into which it had en-
tered and that no further arrangements
could be made, must be attributed to un-
willingness or to impotence, or to both,
on the part of the Government of Indo-
nesia, Mr. Vermuelan states that it is
an established fact that communistic in-
fluence within the Republic was grow-
ing and that this influence made it in-
creasingly difficult to reach an agreement
with the Netherlands, and, finally, to the
inability of the Republican Government
to control its armed forces in irregular
formations. Mr., Vermuelan further
states it is the considered opinion of the
federation of trade-unions that the mil-

itary action of the Netherlands Govern-

ment should be justified by the measures
which will be taken in the next few weeks
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and that it is the intention of the Neth-
erlands Government to direct its efforts
toward a peaceable settlement, as evi-
denced by the speech of its representa-
tive in the Security Council.

Mr. Murray, in replying to Mr. Ver-
muelan under date of January 31, says
the CIO accepts his assurances that the
present action of the Government is mo-
tivated by the desire to maintain law and
order in all Indonesia, and acknowledges
that the Netherlands Government has
never taken an exception to the final gov-
ernment arrangements of Indonesia in
the United States compromise plan.

It is perfectly plain that Russia would
like to draw Indonesia into her orbit, the
sooner the better. The best method to
effect this is to try to conquer Indonesia
by her fifth columns. Should the
U. 8. 8. R. succeed, they will then have
deprived the Western democracies of one
of the treasure houses of the world—a
treasure house vital to us in peace or war.
If Indonesia should be conquered by
Communist fifth columns, the balance of
power in the world-wide struggle might
tip to the Russian side.

The .Moscow Communists, under the
leadership of Alimin, Musso, and Sjari-
fudin, have been one element in the Gov-
ernment of the so-called Republic. The
latter was appointed Minister of War by
President Soekarno and he signed the
Renville agreement. He later admitted
that he had always been a Communist
and was executed by another element in
the Republic. Now here is the record of
two of the other leaders, President
Soekarno and Premier Hatta:
WASHINGTON PICKS SOME QUEER PROTEGES TO

FIGHT IMPERIALISM IN INDONESIA

For weeks on end, our UN delegates have
tried to outblid and outorate Russia in pro-
claiming the State Department's affection
for Indonesia’s nationalists. Pressure groups
from all over have issued impassioned reso=-
lutions hailing Indonesian leaders as demo-
cratic underdogs personified and symbals of
the world-wide struggle against tyranny.

Nobody, of course, can be that pure, and
the Indonesian nationalist leaders certainly
aren’t. Just who are they, this former Presi-
dent Achmed Soekarno and Premier Moham-
med Hatta, and what is it that makes them
the idols of weepy sentimentalists from Pa-
lembang to Union Square?

Both have played along with Communists,
on and off, ever since they appeared on the
political scene. That, we realize, is still
considered a highly respectable practice by
some people who call themselves progres-
sives. But Soekarno and Hatia also weren't
reluctant when it came to collaborating with
the Japanese effort to take over Asia. Here,
briefly, is the story:

When the Japanese arrived in the Nether-
lands East Indies, they quickly recognized
Boekarno and Hatta as their friends and
brought them to the main island, Java. Soe-
karno, in his enthusiasm over Tokyo's first
big victories, bet on the Japs to win. He
told his followers on March 1, 1843: “Ever
since the Japanese Army constituted a gov-
ernment In these lands, we Indonesians have
done everything In our power to work with
them, and we have exerted ourselves to at-
tain that great goal placed before us by Dal
Nippon: The greater East Asia coprosperity
ephere.”

Hatta celebrated the Japanese Emperor's
birthday a few weeks later with these words:
“We are integrated in the prosecution of the
war of greater East Asia, and it is in complete
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accord and cooperation that we work within
this community of destiny.” Making sure of
pleasing his Tokyo bosses, he added: “We are
ready to particlpate fully in the fight for
the destruction of the United States and of
England, and for this reason we stand In
complete confidence and with all our
strength behind the army of Dal Nippon, so
that it may achleve victory.”

Both Soekarno and Hatta were leaders in
a number of Japanese-sponsored organiza-
tlons set up to recruit Indonesians into Nip-
pon's Army and to spur war production,
Among these groups were the Poetera organ-
ization, the Hookoo-Eai and the Java Central
Advisory Council. Socekarno and Hatta trav-
eled up and down the country, making
speeches, writing appeals, and generally try-
ing to get popular support for Tokyo's “‘co=
prosperity” notions. In 1945 they organized,
on their own initiative, a so-called New Life
Movement, designed to rally the Indonesian
people against the expected Allied invasion.

Just after the atom bomb was dropped on
Hiroshima, Socekarno and Hatta were sum-
moned by the Japanese to Saigon, Indo-
china. There they were told by the Japanese
commander in chief for southeast Asia, Field
Marshal Terauchl, that orders from Tokyo
called for immediate proclamation of an
Indonesian Republic. Soekarno was prop-
erly and extravagantly grateful. He ac-
knowledged independence as “a favor of His
Majesty, Tenno Heika, sprouting forth from
his unlimited wisdom” and expressed his
“eternal thanks.” It should be noted, of
course, that from the Indonesian point of
view independence was welcome under any
sponsorship, but that does not mean that We
should regard former collaborators with
Japan as models of political perfection,

The Indonesian Republic was born at the
Batavia house of Rear Admiral Maeda, head
of Japanese naval intelligence, on the morn-
ing of August 17, 1945. Soekarno signed the
proclamation of independence that made him
President and Hatta Vice President. Rear
Admiral Maeda looked on; he had just
planted a gigantic time bomb. Today Soe-
karno and Hatta are the subjects of Wash-
ington’s concern. In its anxiety to get on
the band wagon of “anti-imperialism,"” the
State Department has taken on some curious
protégés.

The American-sponsored resolution of
the Security Council has demanded that
the Netherlands Government set free the
Republican leaders and negotiate with
them. It might well be that the Dutch
Government would be compelled to allow
them to enter the Federal Government of
the United States of Indonesia. These
Communists, these Japanese quislings
could then work legally toward the So-
viet Government of Indonesia. Do you
blame the Dutch for resisting them, for
trying to clear them out of the so-called
Republic? What would we do in similar
circumstances? You know what we
would do, I know what we would do—
we would be harder than the Dutch have
ever been.

Pressure groups from all over have
hailed Indonesian leaders as democratic
underdogs and symbols of republican
principles. The leaders of the Republic
that signed the Renville Agreement on
January 17, 1948, were former Japanese
collaborators and were among the people
who hailed the Japanese as the founders
of the great prosperity order of East Asia,
The three main leaders who signed the
Renville Agreement for the Republie, it
is believed, have been executed during the
last few months by more moderate ele-
ments of the Republic.
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Returning to Dr. Gideonse's report, he
states that before the Dutch military
action of December 18 last, there were on
average 50 Indonesian officials a week
killed by guerrilla action. That was done
deliberately to frighten the Indonesians
from participating in the government
administration of the Dutch area. The
whole military action of the Dutch, Dr.
Gideonse reports, the first one a year and
a half ago, and this one now, has cost
less than 100 casualties and this last one,
counting the Indonesian casualties on
both sides, less than 250. When you re-
member that the total population is 75,-
€00,000 and that there were 50 killed a
week among Indonesian officials up until
the police action, these figures take on a
new meaning.

The Marshall plan is not designed to
help the Dutch alone. The Marshall
plan is designed for the reconstruction
and restoration of western Europe, and
the Dutch have been in the forefront in
cooperating with this plan. They suffer-
ed the loss of one-third of their national
wealth through the occupation of the
Germans; their living standards reach-
ed an unbelievably low point—at one
time they were living on 400 calories a
day, and when a communistic-inspired
Japanese-quisling-trained group of peo-
ple backed an uprising in Indonesia,
it was immediately shouted that demo=-
cratic principles are being violated. We
do not always know what we are talking
about. There is one last point. It is
that if ECA aid is to be an instrument of
political coercion, that would be against
the basic concept of ECA. If this prin-
ciple was established, the United States
would be placed in the position of re-
viewing the activities of all the recipient
nations with a view to determine whether
such activities measured up to criteria
satisfactory to United States foreign pol-
icy. Under this principle, the continua-
tion of ECA aid to any nation could bz
construed as signifying endorsement by
our Government of all the policies pur-
sued by that nation and would place us
in an impossible position.

I hope you will defeat the amendment.

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

Mr. CHATHAM. I yield to the gen=-
tleman from New York,

Mr, JAVITS. Will the gentleman
agree that the President, the Secretary
of State, and the United Nations Security
Council, all three, have vigorously con-
demned the Dutch for their failure to
comply with the resolution of the United
Nations Security Council passed in De-
cember 19487

Mr. CHATHAM.
erally known.

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

Mr., CHATHAM, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. SMATHERS. Isitnot a fact there
are already in the law provisions which
require the Administrator of the ECA
to comport with the foreign policy as
established by this Congress, by the Sec-
retary of State, and by the President?
In other words, does not the gentleman
feel that the situation is already covered
by existing law?

I believe that is gen-
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Mr. CHATHAM. The gentleman from
Florida is exactly right. Section 118 of
the act instructs the Administrator to
terminate aid to a country whenever
“because of changing conditions assist-
ance is no longer consistent with the
national interest of the United States.”

THE CHICAGO COUNCIL ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
PRESENTS AMERICAN POLICY IN INDONESIA

(By Harry D, Gideonse)

Chalrman Cyrus H. Apams III. Few people
are better qualified to inform us than Dr,
Harry D. Gideonse. To many in this room,
he is well known from the years between
1930 and 1938 when he was in the Department
of Economics at the University of Chicago
and he has addressed this council on several
occasions. To the radio audience, his voice
will be remembered from his participation in
the University of Chicago Round Table, the
Invitation to Learning, and other similar
programs,

Born in Rotterdam in the Netherlands, he
came to this country at the age of 3. He
received his bachelor and master degrees at
Columbia. He has received other degrees
from the University of Geneva in Switzer=
land, from Brooklyn Law School, 8t. Law=
rence University, and Western Reserve Uni-
versity. He has had a distinguished teach-
ing career at Barnard, Columbia, Rutgers,
University of Chicago, and is now president
of Brooklyn College in New York.

To list just a few of his activities, he is an
author, an editor, a director of the Woodrow
Wilson Foundation, chairman of the board
of Freedom House, and since 1946 has been a
member of the United States National Com=
mission for UNESCO.

Primarily an educator in the fleld of eco=
nomics, he has always been keenly interested
in foreign affairs. Although he has lived in
the United States since the age of 3, he
has never lost interest in Netherland affairs
and has continually kept in close touch with
that country.

He will speak to us today on American
Policy in Indonesia.

Dr, Harry D, GipEONSE. Thank you, Mr,
Chairman,

Members of the council and old friends,
it 1s fun to be back here, fun to see old
friends and to speak from this familiar pul-
pit. It is not fun to talk on a subject that is
as full of confusion, and I think misunder-
standing In the United States, not to speak
of a few other places, as Indonesia. But the
Chicago Council has a rather peculiar rec-
ord as far as its cholce of topics for me is
concerned. I recall one time when you in-
vited me back in 1939, when we had just seen
the beginning of the Second World War, and
the Chilcago Council put on a program to
which you had invited a gentleman who had
often been Senator Borah's brain truster, who
was to argue that it was not our war and
could not by any stretch of the imagination
be our war, and then his opponent was to
argue that perhaps this was our war, and we
should pay some attention to our interest in
its outcome. That was my role, and it was
not an easy one, although perhaps, as time
went on, it became a somewhat understand-
able performance.

Then in 1943 you brought me on a com-
parable sort of an assignment. At that time,
as some of you may still recall, Amerlican
public opinion—and particularly the liberal
and democratic wings—had become greatly
concerned about the fact that Mr. Roosevelt
was doing such strangely reactionary things
when he wasn't giving full recognition to
General De Gaulle, You may remember how
all the liberals and all the democratic ele-
ments were critical of Mr. Roosevelt because
he somehow could not see the four-freedoms
light with regard to General De Gaulle, It
was my function to come in and give you a
speech in which, without any connection
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at all with the State Department, I could
speak somewhat more freely than the gentle-
men in the Department who were under the
sealed-lips tradition of responsibility. I ex-
plained how it could be argued that General
De Gaulle was not so far away from Marshall
Petain and Vichy in his attitudes on social,
economic, and political questions, again a
position which was then very difficult to take
and for which perhaps some people have
today a little more understanding,

Now, if you lock at Indonesia, it is perhaps
the toughest assignment of them all. I do
not remember a question on which Ameri-
can public opinion has seemed, from the
Chicago Tribune on the right straight
through the fellow travelers on the left, as
united in its determination to believe things
that aren't so; and as united In its deter-
mination to refuse to listen to the other
side, and I compliment the Chicago council
for one of the rare opportunities to speak
& piece in public on what are some of my
reasons for making that very severe state-
ment. -

I am golng to argue here, and I am put-
ting you on warning, that our American pol-
fcy—and I am talking about American pol-
icy toward Indonesia, and only Insofar as it
is relevant about the policy of the Nether-
lands or other powers—is an incredible mix-
ture of ignorance, of false starts, of noble
intentions, and of ldeological hypocrisy. It
is quite an order and now let's proceed.

To understand the position you must first
of all remember that the Netherlands for
now well on two generations have been re-
garded as, I think, easily the most progres-
give colonial power. They have quite a rec-
ord that way. Any college library will show
it. It is well established, I think, in the 1it-
erature on colonial administration that the
Dutch have been progressive, progressive in
the sense that the government of the depend-
ent territory is conducted in a way to permit
and promote a growing participation in that
government by the folks who are themselves
the natives of the dependent country. Un-
like some other folks, the Netherlands have
not only preached this, they have practiced
it. This is not recognized merely in the
Netherlands. It Is even recognized by groups
like our own Chicago Rosenwald fund. I
say that because I don't think that anyone
would argue that the Rosenwald fund was a
reactionary or an imperialistic group. When
the Rosenwald Foundation got interested in
the problems of the education of the Ameri-
can Negro in the United States, they chose
to bring in as their leading expert a gentle-
man who had the standing of being the lead-
ing administrator of education in the Dutch
East Indies. That choice was quite a com-
pliment to the educational achievement of
the Dutch in their colonial administration.
The material written by the gentleman can
be consulted in any American college li-
brary. And the cholce was not made by any=-
one ed in power politics at Lake Suc-
cess or in the Netherlands. It was the cholce
of the Rosenwald fund, a free independent
group of American citizens interested in the
education of the American Negro. You
couldn’t have a more objective testimony to
what that group thought of the educational
policies practiced in the Netherlands East
Indies. :

Let us look at it historically, and let me
cite a few facts. I do not wish to overburden
you, but to remind you of some facts that
show that education to native self-govern-
ment was not some afterthought of the
Dutch, not something that the Netherlands
discovered during the Second World War
when they temporarily lost control to the
Japanese. The notion of participation of
the natives in colonial government in the
Dutch East Indies is very old. The notion
of separating the budget of the Netherlands
and the Netherlands East Indies is more than
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70 years old, The notion of a colonial pol-
icy, the primary purpose of which would be
the development within the Dutch East In-
dies of native Indonesian ability to share
in and ultimately to take over the control
themselves, goes back to the year 1901,

A Cabinet was put into office in the Dutch
Parliament in 1901 to implement that policy.
There 1s a very long record of policies de-
signed to give the native civilization of the
Dutch East Indies self-control culturally,
80" .ethinn the West has not always under-
stood, because it Interfered with the imports
into the Dutch East Indies of western cul-
ture, western religion and western tech-
nology. But the -Dutch all along followed
what you might ecall an anthropological
policy in the Dutch East Indies. In other
words, the great variety of racial, and religious
groups in the islands were to be preserved
in the integrity of their own culture. For
example, they were legally to be judged in
courts in which their own customary law was
to be the standard—not Dutch law, not west-
ern law, but so-called Adat law. Adat is
simply the word for native custom. We
would say common law, and when the natives
did not have the scholarly resources to codify
such law properly, Leyden University devoted
some of its most distinguished scholars to

this task. Van Vollenhoven, who was one of -

the greatest experts in international law,
was one of the great scholars in Adat law,
codifying, in other words, the customary law
of the natives, including among other things,

- the principle that no Dutchman, no west-

erner, was ever to be a judge in any of the
Adat law courts. The Adat court law was al-
ways administered by natives who handed out
native law., Land ownership was never to
be vested in non-Indonesians, much to the
displeasure of many foreign investors.

Of course, the implication was that you had
other courts for other kinds of law, every
group being judged on the basis of its tra-
ditional views. This is understandable if you
recall that there are some 75,000,000 people
in the Dutch East Indies; Including some
15 to 20 clearly recognizable racial groups,
and some 200 local dialects. They have no
common language, although the Dutch have
gradually put through the notion of Malay

- as the common language in recent times. It

is now called the Indonesian language and is
more or less a synthetic improvement of Ma-
lay above the bazaar Malay of the market.
So Malay in that respect is a little like the
Hebrew of modern Israel which has been given
a contemporary vocabulary to describe recent
economic, technical and seclentific develop-
ments for which old Hebrew had no vocabu-
lary. The Indonesian language of today,
which you read about, is that standardized
East Indies Malay, and Its spread accom-
panied the accomplishment of over-all po-
litical unity by the Dutch. There was no
such unity until it was accomplished in three
centuries of Dutch administration.

Now, these 75,000,000 people living in an
island empire that stretches over an area as
large as the whole of the United States, have
an enormous cultural and historical diversity.
It is therefore natural that if you wanted
self-government, you had to work with these
groups in their own cultural tradition. If
you tried to impose cne standard on them
all, you would be going fiatly contrary to that
object of self-government and self-participa-
tion, which we have always regarded as the
yardstick of progressive colonial administra-
tion.

The developments toward self-government
began to take a more concrete political form
Indies—1916, mind you, when the Dutch
established the so-called popular council
(Volksrand) still by a slight majority Dutch;
1918 was another step; 1922 and 1928 were
other steps In the expansion of its member-
ship. By 1928 it had become in majority
Indonesian and it was then an agency in
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which the final budgetary control over the
Dutch East Indies had been transferred from
the Hague to Batavia. That, you see, is 20
years ago. There still existed at that time a
veto on the part of the Dutch Parliament
over the budget as a whole, but no longer an
item veto; and the budget as a whole was
never vetoed. In other words, you had there
a continuous development of participation of
sharing in the government of the Dutch East
Indies on the basis of favoring the develop-
ment of local native cultures,

Don’t get the impression that this was all
done unanimously by the Dutch. Of course
not. The Dutch aren't angels, no more than
the Americans. There were commercial and
bureaucratic interests that they did not wish
to relinquish, something fron which they de-
prived profits of a commercial and financial
sort. But you also had these other elements
of which I have been speaking that domi-
nated in the Netherlands Government policy,
as I said, from 1901 on. There are such dif-
ferences right now in the Netherlands where
there are several rather important political
groups, not however members of the present
government of the Netherlands, who have
all along felt that the policy of the Dutch
Government has been altogether too ideal-
istic and too unrealistic. These groups feel
that power and force were not used early
enough. These groups, many of them, are
very close to big industry and financial in-
vestments in the islands, They have dis-
approved of this so-called ethical policy since
1901, and they are very vigorous in disap-
proval now. But they are not members of
the present government of the Netherlands.

I think it is very important for you to keep
in mind that the present government in the
Netherlands is a government roughly coms=-
parable to a combination between the present
government in England, a labor government,
and the government in France. The two
dominant parties in the government of the
Netherlands today are groups that we could
call Bocial Democrats and Christian (Cath-
olic) Democrats. That is to say, the large
Catholic and the large Socialist Party com-
bined in one cabinet. The more conserv-
ative groups are not represented on the
right, and the Communists are not repre-
sented on the left. Policy In Indonesia at
present is supported by parliament as a
whole, with the exception of eight Com-
munists, and those of course you would not
expect to be in support of any policy other
than one that presented Communist infiltra-
tion in Indonesia.

If you look at the picture after 1945 you
find, after the islands were liberated, a period
of great confusion, because the Japanese,
when they found they had to leave, left Japa-
nese puppets in control. Soekarno, the
president of the so-called Indonesia Republic,
and Hatta, the vice president, were both men
who during the Second World War were on
the side of Japan. They were In Tokyo.
They are both committed to extremely eriti-
cal statements about American imperialism
although they like to compare themselves
today—even on postage stamps—to George
Washington and Abraham Lincoln. The
other day you saw in the papers pictures of
Boekarno in Tokyo, which was one of the
affiliations that were built up during the war
and very genuine at that time.

When the Japs were forced to leave, they
left Soekarno and Hatta in charge, and they
left them armed with Japanese armament.
The top leadership, in other words, of the
so-called Indonesian Republic is definitely
Japanese puppet leadership, It isn't as
simple as that, however, for the Republic as
8 whole. There has always been a very large
branch of so-called Republican leadership
that Is definitely Communist~-infiltrated, if
not Communist by identifieation, and the
situation is further complicated by Nation-
alist and extreme Moslem elements. It is
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not simply black and white. Some of these
groups overlap. There are Communist affilia-
tions that are built right into the Japanese
Quisling groups. On the other hand, there
are Communist groups that resent the Jap-
anese element very much, because some of
the Republican leaders during the period
when they cooperated with Japan allowed
tens of thousands of Java's best young men
to be used by the Japanese to do construc-
tion jobs and build airfields, and so on, for
Japan on the islands throughout the Pacific,
and almost none of those boys came back.
So that Java remembers that some of the
Djogjakarta leaders did that Quisling job as
far as Java's best young men are concerned.
And, of course, the Communist element in
this movement remembers that very much,
and occasionally revives the memory of it.

Then you must keep in mind that in Java—
and in Indonesia generally—the population
iz overwhelmingly Moslem. That is one of
the big differences we must always keep In
mind when we think of the Dutch East In-

dies and the Philippines. The Philippines °

were Christlan, an inheritance from Spain.
The Dutch East Indles are Moslem, over-
whelmingly so, and there are soclally con-
servative but religiously militant Moslem
movements, and there is a good deal of that
in Java, and in Sumatra. These Moslem mili-
tants are often extreme conservatives on
the soclal question and therefore very much
of an obstacle to the Communists who try
to infiltrate the country. So you get, as you
sometimes get with some of the Negro or
Zionist groups in the United Btates, a very
determined effort on the part of some of the
Communist groups to confuse people’s think-
ing about Negro or Jewish groups by trying
to achieve some degree of infiltration in
them, and thereby confuse the public as to
the nature of those movements. Y¥You have
that in Java where you can find certain
groups of a militant Moslem character, that
have practically no standing at all as far as
the large majority of the Moslem elements
are concerned, but these ideological motivea
confuse the observer—and sometimes the na-
tives—with regard to where the real loyalties
are.
One more word about the Republic. The
Republic is called a “Republic,” and I think
that is one reason why American opinion is
so much in its favor—anything described as

a “republic” must be good. We think of it
* in terms of 1776—freedom, democracy, elec-
tions. Now, it is very important to keep in
mind that there are elections in the Dutch
East Indies, and there will be more, but the
one part of Java where there never have been
electlons is the so-called Republican part.
There never have been elections there. They
have what they call a parliament, but it is
entirely composed of people who have just
been chosen by the leaders who were not
elected either. There have been no elections
in Republican Java. There have been many
elections in several of the so-called federal
states, the states that are favorable to the
Dutech formula of Indonesian federation pre-
serving local autonomy in the various areas.
It varies from one part of the East Indies to
another because of the cultural factors. In
many reglons there are age-old local gov=
ernmental institutions of thelr own.

Some of the governments have been based
on elections as far back as 30 years, so that
when we talk about elections we should keep
in mind that the only parts of Indonesia
in which there have been elections are the
Dutch or so-called federal parts. There
have never been elections in the Republican
part.

Another thing that one has to keep In
mind is that the Republic is a very peculiar
kind of republic. Djogjakarta and- Soera-
karta, which are the geographical centers of
the Republic, have always been among the
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most backward or feudal parts of Java, so
much so that the Dutch always hesitated to
exercise their western influence there. On
the maps before World War II you will find
Djogjakarta and Soerakarta described as the
so-called Prince’s countries. That was done
because the Dutch had never really imposed
their rule completely on the entrenched Tory
Moslem character of the rule by the Sultan
of Djogjakarta or the Prince (Susuhunan)
of Soerakarta. The Republic works in some
way with the Sultan of Djogjakarta, and
it is very Interesting to note that the mili-
tary governor of Djogjakarta is the old Sul-
tan of Djogjakarta, a very strange kind of
& thing when you think of the propaganda
about the republican character of the so-
called Indonesian Republic. I am not sug-
gesting that there 1s deliberate deception
here. I put it forward simply—and because
I have to be brief about it in view of the
time that is available—as another warning
as to the complexity of these things. Djog-
jakarta doesn't represent elements that are
more progressive than the Dutch; it repre-
gents very definitely, historically and so-
cially, a group that was very much less ad-
vanced than a very large part of the rest of
Indonesia. As to the western ideclogies,
that was added by these Communist elements
of which I spoke a moment ago. You have
there a mixture of a varlety of forces which
are very difficult to understand unless you
have lived with it for a long time, and un-
less you know something about the genius of
the party-liners’ work when they have their
minds made up to create disturbing pictures
of confusion that will serve interests allied
with Soviet influence throughout the world.

It is interesting to note just in passing
that when negotiations took place under the
Good Offices Committee of the United Na-

. tions—in which the United States was rep-

resented by President Graham, of the Uni-
versity of North Carclina—which ended in
the negotiation of the agreement that was
called the Renville agreement, Mr, Graham
was there as the American official choice for
memberchip in the Good Offices Committee,
and he witnessed most of the negotiations
between the representative of the Dutch, a
Javanese, and the representative of the Re-
public, Sjarifoeddin, who was then Prime
Minister.

Now, President Graham is a very honor-
able gentleman, but as some of you may
have gathered from newspaper reports in
the last few weeks, his name was in contro-
versy before our own Atomic Energy Com-
mission in connection with his loyalty record,
because he was not thought to be as dis-
criminating as he might be about Commu-
nists and fellow travelers., I base that state-
ment on the newspaper reports that we have
seen with regard to that loyalty report to the
United States Atomic Energy Commission,
The Commission chose to disregard it. Per-
sonally I have no doubt as to President
Graham'’s loyalty, and I would trust his dis-
cretion concerning atomic-energy informa-
tion. Nevertheless, there was a question
ralced as to whether he had been as dis-
criminating in his observation of Stalinist
fellow travelers as one would want an Ameri-
can representative to be under these circum-
stances. He sat on deck with those gentle-
men for months during the negotlations on
the Renville, and he came back with the con-
viction that all these arguments about Com-
munist infiltration amounts to nothing,
Just the other day when President Graham
received the Hillman prize offered by the
Amalgamated Clothing Workers, he used the
word “totalitarian” to describe the Dutch,
and he referred to the Republic as the forces
of freedom,

Now, it is interesting to observe that Sjarl-
foeddin was the representative of the Re-
public on that occasion during this long
period when President Graham could ob=-

4319

serve him there on the deck all the time,
and today, by his own admission, not by
the assertion of some suspicious conserva-
tive agency, not by the statement of the
Dutch, but by Sjarifoeddin’s own admisslon,
he is a self-confessed Communist since
1936—since 1836. Certainly, it is legitimate
to feel that during all the months of nego-
tiations our observer was perhaps a litfle
wanting in discrimination with regard to
those things to which he should have de-
veloped a wee bit stronger form of ideclogi-
cal allergy. [Laughter.]

Now, let’s go beyond that. Sjarifoeddin
resigned his office immediately after he
gigned the Renville agreement. Now, what
do you think the impact on the Dutch would
be after negotiations in which a man, after
painful months of argument, agrees to
something and then Immediately resigns so
that his successor can say, "I am not bound
by that because somebody else signed it.”
Later on Sjarifoeddin joined in a form of
Communist rebellion against the regime.
It was sald immediately by friends of the
Republic that this rebellion proved that
there had been Communists, and that they
had infiltrated the important positions, but
that they had now left the regime. In a
sense it perhaps proves that point, and Sjari-
foeddin seems to have been killed in that
venture—although no one seems to have
very good information on that—but the im-
portant factor to remember is that when the
rebellion took place within the Republican
forces, the Republican government released
from prison a gentleman by the name of
Tan Malakka. Tan Malakka was another
kind of Communist. Perhaps you can make
the comparison as between Tito’s commu-
nism and let's say Stalin's communism.
They agree on & lot of things, particularly
on what they would do to us, but they dis-
agree among themselves, perhaps as to the
extent to which you use nationalism as a
clock, and so on. When Tan Malakka was
released from prison his followers cleaned
up this Sjarifoeddin element and then, of
course, came to increasing power as an in-
fluence within the Republic because it was
their force that did the job. Incldentally,
Tan Malakka has had influence in the
Philippines, in Canton and all sorts of places
in the far East over 25 yers. He has been
one of the most dynamic Communists in that
area. Tan Malakka is the man who Kkld-
napped Sjalrir, the forelgn minister of the
so-celled Indonesian Republic, after Sjalrir
in negotiations with the Dutch, had agreed to
& formula which he and the Dutch thought
to be workable. That stopped that par
ticular phase of the negotiations. Then
later on Tan Malakka was captured by the
Republican government and put in prison.
Later on—as I have just said—the Republic
released him to fight these other Commu-
nists.

Do you get a plcture of a regime with which
it is rather dificult to negotiate? A regime
with which after 3 years of patience, of nego-
tiation that i..ver seemed to commit any-
one, and increasing guerrilla warfare, it be-
comes a bit understandable that you should
finally say that you will release your troops
to march in and clear things up? ‘Then we
read in the American newspapers that after
the troops have moved in, the guerrilla war
started, That is another complete miscon-
ception. The guerrilla war has been going
on since 1945 with the armaments left by the
Japanese. The only reason we think it
started after the Dutch police action or mili-
tary action began, is that American news-
papers and news services do not regularly
keep reporters in Java. They send them in
when big news breaks. If they had kept
them there regularly they would have re-
ported, as all Dutch news services reported,
that guerrilla war continued straight
through the period in which the republican
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representatives were promising it would
cease, and that the troops of the Republi-
cans would no longer fight. A week after
the Renville Agreement had been signed, the
commander in chief of the republican army
announced that the agreement committed
the government in Djogjakarta but not the
army. Now, under those circumstances you
can perhaps understand that those who were
responsible for law and order would ulti-
mately come to a point where they felt that
they were compelled to exercise some of that
responsibility.

The record shows that during the 12 weeks
before the Dutch military action began on
December 18, there were on the average 50
Indonesian officials a week killed by guer-
rilla action. That was done deliberately to
frighten the Indonesians from participating
in the government administration in the
Dutch areas, so that they would be intimi-
dated and refuse to play that game any
longer. The whole military action of the
Dutch, the first one a year and a half ago and
this one now, has cost less than 100 casual-
ties, and this last one, counting the Indo-
nesian casualties on both sides, less than 250,
When you remember that the total popula-
tion is 75,000,000, that there were 50 casual-
ties a week among Indonesian officials right
straight through the period before the police
action took place, these figures are not as
serlcus as they might sound at first, cer-
tainly not serious enough to speak of full-
scale war in Java as some of our papers have
done. One of the things we might remem-
ber is that 75,000,000 is a lot of people, and
that 250 is less than the total death record in
the United States, say on a New Year's week-
end for automobile accidents. You have to
see these figures in the perspective of the
total scope of the problem and of the kind
of things that went on before the military
action was undertaken,

I will skip a number of factors that might
be interesting and contribute to perspective
if we had the time, and I will discuss one
other angle that I think has been grievously
misunderstood or twisted in our American
public thinking, and that is the relationship
to the Marshall plan. You find it said that
we should “punish the Dutch” by withhold-
ing Marshall plan ald. Now, that suggests,
first of all, a very strange perspective on what
the Marshall plan is for. The Marshall plan
is not designed to help the Dutch. The
Marshall plan is designed to help the United
States achieve a major forelgn policy of the
United States and that is the reconstruction
and the restoration to self-support of western
Europe. When we, therefore, talk about
withholding Marshall plan aid to the Nether-
lands, we are talking about weakening our
own determination to follow our foreign
policy in western Europe. Part of that
foreign policy is, as I said, to put western
Europe back on its own feet. You get back
to self-support and to independence from
continued American ald by restoring markets
and the supply of raw materials, and there,
of course, Indonesia plays a large role. We
must not forget that a very large part of the
world's and western Europe's rubber, palm
oll, tin, tea, tobacco, etc. come from Indo-
nesia, and that the restoration of the flow of
raw materials, not to speak of the markets
that you can find there in return, depends
on conditions of sufficient security on the
islands to warrant new capital investments.
Capital investments in the past have come
heavily under Dutch auspices at low rates of
interest because the Dutch took a confident
view of the security of their investments.
Today you can't get capital for Indonesla ex-
cept at high rates of interest, and the rates
will go down in proportion to the confidence
that is restored, and it will go up to the ex-
tent to which people distrust the situation.
That holds not only for profits as far as the
Dutch or the bankers are concerned—that
holds for the flow of raw materials which
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are essential for the continued hope of a
gelf rellant, resilient, independent western
Europe, and 1t holds for the population of
Indonesia itself because it has grown tre-
mendously and it is dependent on peace for
its own productivity and self-support. Take
Java alone, which has grown from 4,000,000
to 48,000,000, in 100 years. That does not
exactly suggest that these people are being
starved to death. There has been no physical
starvation In Java—under the Dutch—as
there has been, and is, in India and China
continuously—because the Dutch have bullt
a sturdy native agriculture for the food sup-
ply of Indonesia. But there is starvation
today in Java, and especially in the republi-
can areas.

Incidentally, to pin prick another one of
the propaganda illusions, most of the rice
Indonesians eat is grown in Java, and most
of it in Java in the so-called Republican
area. If, therefore, there is starvation, and
there is in the Republican area, it is not due
to any economic blockade which the Dutch
are conducting against the Republic because
the very food which would relieve starvation
is grown in the republican area. That is
where the rice comes from. TIf there is
starvation there, it is the structure of govern-
ment (and communication and transporta-
tion and all the other factors that go into
the growing and distribution of new crops)
that has broken down to such an extent that
the rice hox of Indonesia isn't any longer
sufficiently filled to feed its people.

The Marshall plan requires for its success
a continued supply of raw materlals to west-
ern Europe, and it requires for its success a
restoration of the dollar earning capacity of
western Eurcpe, and the Netherlands are a
significant part of that balance because their
standard of living and preoductivity has been
higher than that of most of the Continent.
When the flow of the Marshall plan dollars
ceases Europe must be able to earn its dollar
exchange by increased exports and imports,
and since we in the United States are not
Hkely to absorb all of Eurcpe's additional ex-
ports, we must think of European recovery in
the perspective of world markets. A very
large part of the vitality of the Marshall plan
cancept requires that there be some kind of
restored order, some kind of restored pro-
ductivity in those areas of the world economy
from which western Europe has drawn part
of the dollar exchange with which it can
continue to buy its goods in the United
States. ¢

In the United States we are not as yet suf-
ficlently sold on Cordell Hullism and lower
tariffs to restore markets in the United States
to the extent required for a balance in Euro-
pean trade, so foreign exchange—in this case
dollar exchange—has to be earned by Europe
as a whole in the world economy as a whole,
A large part of this dollar exchange has al-
ways been earned by imports into the United
States of America from the Malay-Indonesian
area, The standard of living of the people in
Indonesia is Interdependent with the stand-
ard of living in western d they are
all a closely interwoven whole with the econ-
omy of the world, including this country.

There is one other large factor that I would
1like to touch on in these sketchy remarks, so
that we might have a little bit of common
perspective on 1t. I probably shall be saying
something that some of you already very well
know, I refer to the whole argument before
the Security Council. In the Security Coun=
cil Charter there are no provisions given to
the Security Council in domestic issues,
Beveral of the powers represented on the
Council believe that the Security Council has
no competence in the Indonesian isgue, The
Dutch have all along challenged the legal
competence of the Security Council, They
have sald, "Let us go to the Court of the
Hague and have the Court say whether the
Becurity Council has authority in this issue.”
The UN delegates have frequently sald they
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would like to leave that question open. ' They
don't want to commit themselves on it, al-
though Mr. Hodgson, from Australia, has
been very vigorous in saying that what the
Dutch have done in Java is worse than what
Hitler did to the Netherlands. Did Hitler
ever propose to go to the Hague to find out
whether he had any legal rights in the Neth-
erlands? Mr, Hodgson speaks for Australia,
the domestic politics of which we do not
understand too well in the United States. It
has a Labor Government which is coming up
for elections very shortly, and the margin is
small. Several of the large trade-unions—
particularly in the maritime and dock
trades—are Communist-controlled to a great
extent, and everybody knows that, and they
are stipulating that the foreign policy must
be what they want it to be. Does America
know that Australla—the Australla of the
“white Australia” which contrasts so curi-
ouely with the racial tolerance of the Dutch
policies in Indonesia—in Paris a month or so
ago was the only country, outside of the So-
viet Union and its satellites, that voted
against the Greek frontier report? It was the
head of the same Australian delegation, Mr.
Evatt, who created an opaque picture about
the Berlin situation in the Council & month
or 80 ago. Mr. Hodgson and Mr. Evatt rather
consistently follow in the United Nations
what I would call a “Trygve Lie line,” lean-
ing over rather significantly toward the side
of an issue in which the Soviets are inter-
ested—not militantly, not by complete id=n-
tification, since that, too, would lose votes in
the Australian election, but by association,
by “running interference,” so to speak.
Then there is India which has been elo-
quent in its denunciation of the police ac-
tion of the Dutch and seems to have for-
gotten its own police action against Hydera-
bad which led to casualties at least 10
times as high as the Java episode. Perhaps
American opinion has forgotten that when
India became independent, the grand pa-
rade that took place at Delhl gave the most
featured place in the parade to the mili-
tary contingent of Indian troops that had
fought on the side of Japan in the last war.
The pictures were in the New York Times.
They have never been denied. That is very
clearly and emphatically a picture of the
type of power politics that gives it special
flavor to the element with which the Ameri-
can representatives were cooperating against
the Dutch in the Becurity Council, 4
The reason I used the words “ideological
hypocerisy"” in deseribing American policy is
the contrast between the final conclusions
which we support and the resounding rhet-
oric that precedes them. We seem to have
our eyes primarily on the competitive ideo-
logical politics of the Voice of America rather
than on the realities in Java. We make
orations about good words like “freedom,"
“democracy,” and “elections” without in-
quiring as to the meanings behind this vo-
cabulary in Java, But the flnal action we
support calls for a schedule of dates upon
which interim governments and the ulti-
mate Indoneslan federation are to be es-
tablished that do not differ in substance
from the program announced by the Dutch
themselves. The action we finally support
is not mandatory but advisory. We recom-
mend. We urge. And we do not dare to
follow the rhetoric about the deflance of
the Charter of the United Nations with spe-
cific mention of penalties or sanctions—we
merely dress up the advisory machinery of
the good offices, with a new verbal varnish
to describe the same mechanism. In other
words, we apparently preach for ideological
effect on the gallery, but in the substance
we are saying: “Go ahead and see whether
you can get away with it.” Meanwhile, we
ignore the effect of this play to the gallery
on the morale of the Dutch themselves, who
are responsible for order in Java, and no one
else is willing to undertake this responsi-
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bility in their place. This seems to be a
feeble way of translating the lessons of
diplomacy which we should have learned
from world affairs during the last 6 or 6
years. We can, perhaps, excuse our posi-
tion at Yalta when we accepted the prom-
izes ahout freedom and democracy in central
Europe, because it could then be argued that
we had to give the Russians & chance to prove
their good faith. Well, they went along and
showed us what they meant by “freedom
and democracy” Iin Poland. We got ancther
lesson in the Jan Masaryk episode in Prague.
But apparently we have to go through a mess
of Yaltas to learn the same lesson all over
again in the Far East.

If we had been clear in our policy, deter-
mined in our action, and had the courage of
our convictions some years back, certain
things could have been stopped in China
which now, of course, are water over the
dam. It may well be that we shall sacrifice
another generation of young Americans; an-
other wasted generation, as the fruit of that
tragedy sometime in the future. Here we
are allowing ideological rhetoric of the same
sort to undermine the position of the Dutch
who in their record of 50 years of progressive
colonial administration, have proved that
they mean what they say. Rhetoric on the
one hand, realization and achievement on
the other. Isn't it about time that
America should see that its actions and its
words are alined together? How many Yalta
betrayals must there be to force us to a pol-
icy of action that is alined with realities,
alined with the interests of America itself
as well as of the Dutch and the peoples of
Indonesia, rather than with Soviet propa-
ganda mirages? Is there any evidence at all
that fellow travelers and Japanese puppets
are reliable allles in accomplishing the pur-
poses for which America has always stood,
the purposes of accomplishing real freedom,
and democracy, real self-government?

It is a sad mistake to play competitive ide-
ological politics when we undermine in the
process the effectiveness of old friends tried
in action, willing to back by action the
things they say they belleve ‘in, and when
the things these old friends are doing are, in
fact, strictly in accord with American policy
with regard to dependent countries as we
have always defined it. Whether in the
words of Cordell Hull, or Francis Sayre, our
policy has not been a poliey of giving inde-
pendence immediately, which we didn't do
ourselves in the Philippines, but of creating
continuously circumstances through which
the natives in the dependent country coul
work themselves into independence amn
self-control. Let's remember that in Indo-
nesia 50,000,000 of the 75,000,000 are in the
areas favorable to the Federal formula of
local control; only 26,000,000 were in the
area controlled by the Republic which fa-
vored centralized control from Djogjakarta.
The Dutch advocate a decentralized admin-
istration, preserving the local privileges and
gelf-government of these diversified cultural
groups in the islands. Americans who re-
member the historlc vitality of States’
rights should have an understanding, if no
one else has,

Holland had its declaration of independ-
ence in 1581, almost 200 years before we had
ours. Her devotion to freedom and self-
government is unsurpassed anywhere in the
world. Holland has a record in the support
of international law, legal procedures, pro-
gressive humanitarian ideas that matches
that of any other people, bar none. Holland
has over the last 50 years made as distin-
guished a record in the management of In-
donesia as can be found anywhere in the
colonial experience of the west if you con-
sider the nature of the challenge and what
was in fact done.

I submit it s time for America to put its
policies, its actions In line with realities
rather than with rhetorie, to recognize where
its real allies are, and to remember priorities.
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Priority No. 1 with us is a resilient self-con=-
trolled, independent, reconstructed western
Europe. All the rest falls into perspective
once you keep that in mind. If you get in-
volved in side issues of an ideological sort In
an effort to capture the votes of uncertain
new friends ‘while you sacrifice the old ones,
you discredit the International machinery
that is used to pursue such policles, and in
the end you will sabotage and undermine the
basle objectives of policy in the area of
western Europe.
Thank you. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. McCorMACK].

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman,
thoroughly respecting the motives and
views of my friend the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Javirs] in offering his
amendment, I am constrained to take
the position that its adoption would be
harmful, and I hope the amendment will
be defeated. There are compelling rea-
sons which bring me to this conclusion.

In the first place, in the consideration
of the passage of this legislation those
of us who support it—and I respect the
views of those who do not, and I am ex-
pressing only my own views—do so be-
cause we consider that it is directly con-
nected with the national interest of our
own country, The principal effect of
this amendment would be to force the
United States into the position of en-
forcing decisions of the Security Council
by economic sanctions unilaterally
applied.

Having in mind the national interest
of our own country, there is a provision
in the bill, section 118, which instructs
the Administrator to terminate aid to a
country whenever “because of changed
conditions assistance is no longer con-
sistent with the national interest of the
United States.”

We cannot ignore the fact that the
people of the Netherlands are a con-
structive influence in the world. I do
not know whether they have made a
mistake in Indonesia or not. I am not
sufficiently acquainted with the circum-
stances yet to determine in my own mind
whether they have made a mistake. But
I will assume that they have made a
mistake for the purposes of my discus-
sion now. If the Dutch have made a
mistake in Indonesia, there is no reason
why we should make a mistake in con-
nection with this bill. The national in-
terests of our country, in connection with
the passage of this legislation, is con-
sistent with joining the issue with in-
ternational communism in its attempt
to subjugate the peoples of different
countries and to enslave them and ulti-
mately extend their control of commu-
nism over those countries to the point
where it is directly opposed to the na-
tional interests of the United States.
That is the goal we always have to keep
in mind.

Assuming that the Dutch have made
a mistake, which I am only assuming
for the purpose of argument, then I be-
lieve we would be making a mistake if
we were to adopt this amendment.

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

Mr. McCORMACE. I yield.
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Mr. JUDD. Does not the gentleman
think it would be extremely unwise for
the United States unilaterally to impose
sanctions on a country which is also a
member of the United Nations before
that body, itself, has voted to impose any
sanctio: on that country?

Mr. McCORMACK. Absolutely.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield.

Mr. JAVITS. 1 thank the gentleman
for his very gracious reference to me.

Mr, McCORMACE. I have profound
respect for my friend, not only on this,
but on all occasions.

Mr. JAVITS. I thank the gentleman
very much. The gentleman does recog-
nize that I have tried in my amendment
not to make it absolutely mandatory in
the law that the President or Adminis-
trator immediately cut off aid, but I have
made it a matter of policy.

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman is
absolutely correct. I absolutely respect
his views and his motives, but the gentle-
man’s amendment rests on the premise
that the Dutch have made a mistake, and
if that is correct, I am not admiftting it,
but I am assuming it, for the purpose of
the position I take, I think if we were to
adopt his amendment, from the point
of view of our own national interest, we
would be making a mistake.

For the reasons that I have briefly ex-
pressed, Mr. Chairman, I think the adop-
tion of this amendment would be unwise
and I hope it will be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. LopgE].

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, like the
gentleman from Massachusetts, I, too,
have great respect for my good friend
from New York. I, too, am willing to
make the same assumption in respect of
the Indonesian situation. I make no de-
fense of the action of the Netherlands in
Indonesia. But I question very seriously
whether this is a proper method for us to
adopt in our desire to restore order and
preserve freedom in that area. I eall
your attention to a part of section 121
(a) of the act which says:

Nothing in this title shall be construed to
authorize the Administrator to delegate to,
or otherwise confer upon, any international
or foreign organization or agency, any of his
authority to decide the method of furnishing
assistance under this title to any partici-
pating country or the amount thereof.

I think that is very important. I think
that section 118 is important, and it has
already been referred to.

I also call your attention to the fact
that section 104 (a) of the act subjects
the Administrator for Economic Coop-
eration to the control of the President,
and I believe it would be a mistake to
subject him instead to the control of the
President of the Security Council.

Furthermore, section 105 (b) enjoins
the closest collaboration between the
Administrator and the Secretary of
State, and authorizes the Secretary’s in-
terposition and reference to the Presi-
dent in the event of any inconsistency
between the operation of the program
and the foreign-policy objectives of the
country,
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I believe that there are other ways of
dealing with this situation. I believe
that we should think first and foremost
of the over-all purposes of this program
and of our own national security, and
then take whatever action is appropriate
in the circumstances. We should keep
our eyes on our main objective, recogniz-
ing our opposition to imperialism and
predatory colonialism

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

Mr. LODGE. I am delighted to yield
to the gentleman.

Mr. JUDD. Would the gentleman
agree that the Dutch, even considering
the mistakes they may have made, have
done a better job in Indonesia than any
other colonial country anywhere in the
world, except the United States in the
Philippines?

Mr. LODGE. I am certainly inter-
ested to have the gentleman’s statement
on that.

Mr. JUDD. I believe the gentleman
will agree that they have not killed
nearly as many people in the areas they
seized by force as we killed in the area
that we seized by force—meaning these
United States and the American Indians,

Mr. LODGE. I think this: We know
very little about the so-called republican
government there. But we do know one
thing which is very shocking and that
is a certain predatory contract with re-
spect to the control of the exports and
imports of that country. It isa contract
of exploitation of the most reactionary
kind. The republican government which
represents at the most only one-third of
the people of Indonesia, will by this
monopoly contract be surrendering some
of the most precious sovereign rights of
the people of Indonesia.

Mr. JUDD. And that contract was
not the work of the Dutch, it was cooked
up by an American; is that not correct?

Mr. LODGE., By an American lawyer
in New York City, and certain repre-
sentatives of the so-called republican
government of Indonesia.

Mr. JUDD. Is it not true that if the
Dutch had treated their minorities the
way we treated the American Indian,
there would not be enough natives left
there even to revolt?

Mr. LODGE. I might also say that if
the Marshall plan could have operated
on the basis on which this New York
lawyer has operated in Indonesia, it
would simplify our problems but it would
most certainly not be fulfilling the pur-
poses of the European Recovery Act.
But it is an established American axiom
that a country cannot abdicate its power
in such a vital sphere of government
action.

Mr. JUDD. I am opposed to Euro-
pean or American imperialism. I have
spent most of my lifetime trying to help
thiose people to freedom and better liv-
ing. Colonialism is dead. But this is
not the place or the way to handle that
problem. And I despise self-righteous=
ness.

Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LODGE. 1 yield.

Mrs. DOUGLAS. I think it is impor-
tant to point out to the Committee that
no money under this bill will go to Indo-
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nesia until the Netherlands have com-
pIi;ad with the UN Security Council de-
cision.

Mr. LODGE. I think that is very im-
portant.

Mrs. DOUGLAS. If an agreement is
reached between the Indonesians and the
Dutch then a limited sum will be made
available.

Mr. LODGE. That is highly signifi-
cant, If in adopting this amendment,
aid were to be withheld from Holland, it
might very well jeopardize the entire
program; and that, personally, I am not
willing to do.

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, it seems
to me odd that there is now being used
an argument to defeat this amend-
ment on the ground that the money is
going to be kept from Indonesia itself.
Those are the very people we want to
help; we should do everything possible,
including the passage of this amend-
ment, to see that they get money and
fair dealing by seeing that the Nether-
lands comply with the resolution of the
Security Council, because that is exactly
the purpose we ought to serve.

Mr. LODGE. I, too, am interested in
the effectiveness of United Nations deci-
sions and resolutions. However, I may
say to the gentleman that even if his
amendment were acted on favorably,
Indonesia would get no money under
present circumstances.

Mr. JAVITS. Iam very sorry, but the
Dutch will.

Mr. LODGE. Depriving the Dutch of
ECA aid may not solve the Indonesian
conflict, but it will surely jeopardize the
European recovery program,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Javirs].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Javirs) there
were—ayes b, noes 136.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr, Chairman, I

move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
New York [Mr. MarcanToNIO] saw fit last
Saturday to brand the bill now before us
as a war program. He intimated fur-
ther that to pass the bill might be a mat-
ter of insanity. He then singled out the
economic conditions of the Republic of
Italy and other participating countries
for his studied abuse and castigation.
The gentleman finally satiated his spleen
by urging upon his colleagues the as-
tounding proposition that notwithstand-
ing our generous help, the working
masses of Italy and the rest of Europe
are in the throes of hunger, unemploy-
ment, and fascism as the result of ERP
aid. It is evident from the remarks of
the gentleman that he is misinformed
both as to results of ERP aid and to the
over-all objective of ERP in all partici-
pating countries.

The gentleman did not brand as a war
program the billions of dollars appropri-
ated by this House in the pre-Pearl Har-
bor days for the deliverance of com-
munistic Russia from the assaults of
European fascism. I wonder whether
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the gentleman would brand as a war
program the appropriation of a few bil-
lions of American dollars to assist com-
munistic Russia to a more expeditious
subjugation of the free Governments of
China, Iran, Italy, France, England, and
all ECA participating countries?

Mr. Chairman, if it is insanity for
Members of this House to authorize funds
to keep alive the spirit of freedom in the
breast of man, if it is insanity to vote
these funds to save the free governments
of all Europe against subjugation by the
hordes of communistic Russia, if it is in-
sanity for this Christian Nation to pro-
vide funds to deliver the Christian civili-
zation of Europe from the paganistic as-
saults of communistic Russia; then, I ask,
was it insanity that motivated the in-
trepid Patrick Henry when he said “Give
me liberty or give me death”? Was it
insanity that induced men to risk the
gallows when they wrote and signed the
Declaration of Independence? Was it
insanity for men to bare their breasts to
sword and gun at Lexington, Bunker
Hill, Germantown, and Valley Forge?
Was it insanity that lead Charles Martel
and his brave Christian Franks to rout
the Moslem hordes at the Bsttle of
Tours? Was it insanity for the brave
Germans and Poles to bar the Mongol
hordes of Genghis Khan at the Battle of
Liegnitz, and turn back the Ottoman
Turk from the gates of Vienna? And
was it insanity for Christ to seek the
cross and for His followers to embrace
the Decalog as man's only hope for peace
on earth and a fitting reward beyond?

On the contrary, it is insanity to be-
lieve that a widespread condition of
hunger and unemployment could long
exist in Italy and the participating coun-
tries without it becoming known to the
many uncensored radio and newspaper
correspondents that have freedom of
passage in and out of these countries.
On the other hand, I speak as one with
personal knowledge of the matter. My
uncle, 3 aunts, and 36 first and second
cousins whose lot it is to live in Italy
have advised us nearly a year ago that
there was an abundance of food in Italy

. and for us not to send any more food

packages. Members of my family have
visited Italy in the past 6 months and on
their return they report that there is
plenty of food but there is a slight short-
age in shoes and articles of clothing.
From the Alps to Mount Etna, the com-
munistic vermin in Italy are frantically
trying to create the belief that fascism
is again nascent in that land. I can
well understand this communistic fear.
It was fascism that drove communism out
of Italy. It was fascism that drove that
same vermin out of Spain. It was fas-
cism that drove it out of Germany. It
was fascism that drove the Red hordes
from the eastern borders of Europe to the
Asiatic ramparts of Stalingrad where the
bear that walks like a man staggered,
whining and cornered, until American
war-program money provided the vita-
mins that brought the bear back roaring
and triumphant to the heart of Christian
Europe where the treacherous beast now
deigns to enthrone his pagan gods upon

_the altars of Christian shrines.

Mr. Chairman, if the money authorized
by this bill is intended to encourage the
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free and Christian people of Europe to
drive the treacherous bear back to the
mongol dens of Asia, whether the bill be
called a “war program” or by any other
name, its passage would be the act of
courageous men and women whose love
of God and freedom transcends the
bounds of country and sectarianism. I
personally hold no brief for fascism. I
am against it. But in its ugliest form
it may offer greater hope than commu-
nism.

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

Mr. Chairman, I simply rise to state
for the Recorp that a number of Mem-
bers from New York were not present
in the Chamber last Saturday when there
was a number of roll calls, They were
unfortunately absent attending the fu-
neral services of our late lamented col-
league, Andrew L. Somers, so that they
could not be present.

Mr. SADOWSKI, Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the requisite number
of words.

Mr. Chairman, after the First World
War when Russia could not whip a cat,
the people of the United States were
worked into a frenzy so that for many
years thereafter we had no trade and
commerce with Russia and a good por-
tion of that part of eastern Europe.
However, some one profited from this
trade and commerce. It was England
and Germany that took advantage of the
situation and they profited from trade
and commerce with Russia during those
years.

We find ourselves again whipped up
into a great frenzy. I am not going to
get all excited about this thing or get
upset about it. This is a business prop-
osition. Today we are restricted in our
business and in our trade and commerce
- to less than one-half of the world. We

are doing our business, trade, and com-
merce, with Treasury dollars, that is,
taxpayers’ dollars. It is not really busi-
ness at all. If a private businessman was
to operate his business on the basis we
operate the Marshall-plan business to-
day, he would go broke. It would be
impossible for him to operate a busi-
ness on that basis.

I see a lot of old Members of Congress
present who were here when we had the
old British loan up for discussion. Near-
ly all of us agreed that that was the last
bit of money we were going to give away
for nothing. I see a lot of Members here
who were present when we voted on
the second UNRRA appropriation bill,
At that time you Members said: “Now,
this is about as far as America can go.
This is as much as we can stand. We
have to protect our own people, our own
Treasury, our own business, and the wel-
fare of our own Nation.” Also you said
that you were not going to appropriate

- these moneys that way any more, that
the thing would be done on a businesslike
basis from then on. ,

I remember when the message came
in from President Roosevelt stating to
us that after that second UNRRA appro-
priation bill there would be no more free
gift moneys going out from the United
States Treasury; there would be no more
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lend-lease; that the economy of the
United States of America could not stand
so much; that from here on there would
be no more of this gift money donated
and shoveled out of the United States
Treasury. That was the understanding
here. So, right after that a plan was
worked out to which I think we all agreed
on that there would be an International
World Bank established, through which
bank money would be loaned to the vari-
ous nations for their reconstruction and
rehabilitation. It was supposed to be
done on a business basis. The United
States of America would have 75 percent
of the stock in that bank, and the re-
maining 25 percent of the stock would be
held by all the other nations of the world.
All the nations agreed except Russia to
participate in that bank. Now, that was
a good set-up; that was a business set-up
under which there would be no burden
put upon our taxpayers and we would
not have to dig into the Treasury of the
United States for those dollars, or so that
the nations of the world could not say,
“Good old Uncle Sam, he has a lot of
money; we will never pay him back,”
because they would have to return this
money, the money which they borrowed
from the International World Bank.
They would have to return it or these
nations would lose their credit and stand-
ing in the family of nations. They would
have to return it even though we were
the bigzest stockholder in the bank,

There was another plan worked out, a
plan for the International Trade Organi-
zation. This was a plan that was worked
out in Habana wherein all the nations
again agreed to participate except Rus-
sia. Under this plan we would have
trade flow freely and on a business basis
between all the nations of the world. It
was a live and let live proposition, but
no nation would be shown preference by
us as against another. All nations were
to be our friends, and it was a program
for peace.
International Trade Organization are the
two programs for world peace. They aim
to bring the people and the nations to-
gether, not to disunite them, not to create
blocs, not to create cold wars, not to
create the kind of condition that exists
today.

But, what has happened? Where have
we gone? Yes, where have we gone?
Is it too late to turn back? Can we not
get back to a sensible basis again?

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

Mr. SADOWSKI. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for
three additional minutes.

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

There was no objection,

Mr. SADOWSKI. Can we not under-
stand that the debt of the United States
of America today is $252,000,000,000?
Our debt is twice as big now as the entire
debt of all the Marshall plan countries
put together, including England. It
must be paid.

You people were here when the
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations, the gentleman from Missouri

The World Bank and the

4323

[Mr. Cannownl, spoke the other day.
Here is what he said:

While on this subject, how many are in
favor of repudiating the national debt? How
many will vote to confiscate the Govern=
ment bonds which constitute the national
debt? We must either pay these bonds or
repudiate them., We owe $252,000,000,000.
If we start paying them and paid only-
$5,000,000,000 a year, it would take over 100
Yyears to pay off the debt.

Now, I do not know how you people feel
about it. I am not going to go back to
my district and face the taxpayers and
voters of my district in the next election
and say, “Yes; I did vote for the expendi=
ture of all these moneys under the Mar-~
shall plan.” I am going to vote for old=-
age pensions for the people of America.
I am going to vote for veterans’ benefits,
and I am going to vote for hospitals in
the State of Michigan, schools, aid to
education, public works, St. Lawrence
waterway, housing, and all of those
measures for the benefit of our citizens
and our national welfare.

By the way, do you know that we were
to get two hospitals in the State of Mich-
igan, one for our tuberculosis patients
and one for our mental patients? That
program was cut out. They said, “We
have not got the money to build these
hospitals.” We asked for two little har-
bors, one at Port Sanilac and one at Port
Austin, amounting to some little amount
of money to build these two little harbor
projects in Michigan. Here they ask
for $6,000,000,000, and you will just shovel
it right out and give it to them.

Yes, the United States of America is
strong, but you cannot be like the old
father who was so generous with his chil-
dren that he gave them everything he
had, and then found himself living in a
poorhouse in his old age.

Do not forget that our national income
is down 8 percent for the first quarter of
this year as compared to last year, and
the arrow is pointing downward. The
national income may go as low as 20
percent below that of last year. What
does that mean? Where are you going
to get these tax dollars? You are not go-
ing to get them out of a reduced national
income, and you are going to find your-
self taking probably 85 to 90 cents out
of the businessman’s profit dollar, and
then expect that businessman to go
ahead and do business and be in com-
petition with the businessmen of Ger-
many, the businessmen of England and
France and other counfries who will
probably be paying only 10 to 15 cents
out of their tax dollar.

In 1948 British exports climbed to
$6,600,000,000. Four times as much as
1945 and the highest figure ever attained.
In 1948 Britain sold nearly 300,000 motor
vehicles abroad. Thirty-eight thousand
of them coming to the United States of
America,.

During 1948 we sold only 430,000 ve-
hicles overseas. So now with Marshall
plan aid, the British automaker, sold 40
percent of the total export business.
That is not all. Now the German Opel
and the Volkswagen are being pushed by
the Marshall planners and by General
Clay to give us further competition in the
automobile business.
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In the field of textile manufactures
Britain’s sales eclipsed American sales
almost 50 percent—$1,300,000,000 against
$800,000,000. Americans have long
prided themselves as manufacturers of
machinery and machine tools, yet in 1948
Britain sold for export $1,016,000,000
while the American makers sold only
$1,670,000,000.

In 1947 this country exported to Ar-
gentina, Brazil, and Uruguay seven times
a3 much as did Britain; but by the end of
1948 the South American nations were
buying virtually the same amount of
goods from both countries, In Argentine
sales Britain led the United States by a
substantial margin.

In the prewar years two of the toughest
competitors for world trade were Ger-
many and Japan. These defeated na-
tions were almost entirely out of the
market from 1945 to 1947, but in 1948
they started a come-back which is mak-
ing itself felt all over the world.

“Made in Japan” and ‘“Made in Ger~
many” were very familiar marks
throughout the world prior to 1939.
Those same marks are showing up on
store counters again. Japan gained al-
most a monopoly in the field of low-priced
vases, Christmas-tree ornaments, cheap
toys; and was a very important factor in
such fields as electric-light bulbs, rayon,
and cotton textile. Western Germany is
again pushing the market in dyestufls,
chemicals, and cutlery, fields in which it
has been dominant for nearly 50 years.

The military governments of Japan
and Germany have been carrying out a
policy of making both regions self-suffi-
cient since the close of the war on both
fronts. The American taxpayer has sent
billions of dollars to those areas to ac-
complish this seli-sufficiency; but the
same taxpayer now finds he has erected
competition to himself, which is being
felt especially in South America and Asia.

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

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr,
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, and ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr,
Chairman, the pending bill calls, as I un-
derstand it, for $5,580,000,000.

Mr. VORYS. At present only $5,380,-
000,000.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Is that
all? You cut it down and saved a lot of
money on that?

Mr. VORYS. Yes.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. KEE. What is the parliamentary
situation with reference to this section?
As (.'1[ understand, the section has been
read.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk hascom-
pleted the reading of section 1 of the bill
through line 11 on page 2. There are
9 sgf:tions of the bill remaining to be
rea
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Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that debate on this section
and all amendments thereto do now close.

Mr. WHITE of California. Mr, Chair-
man, I cbject.

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr, Chairman, I
object. I have an amendment at the
Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. Permit the Chair to
inquire whether the amendment to be
offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania is to section 1.

Mr. CAVALCANTE. It is at page 2,
between lines 11 and 12.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
proposes to insert a new section?

Mr, EEE. Mr, Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that debate on this section
and all amendments thereto close in 5
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, reserving the right to object, I hope
it is not the intention of the Chairman of
the Committee to shut off from debate
those who may be opposed to the bill. I
have been trying to get 10 minutes to
speak since the bill was taken up, and I
expect to request very shortly to be given
10 minutes to express my views.

Mr. KEE, May I say that there is no
intention to cut off debate. We want to
try to finish this bill this afternoon if we
possibly can. It is our intention to finish
it as rapidly as we can and at the same
time to give everyone an opportunity to
be heard.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

Mr. WHITE of California.
man, I object.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that debate on this section
and all amendments thereto close in 10
minutes.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, will that permit
another amendment to be offered?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot
determine that. The Chair would have
to recognize Members within the limita-
tions of the time fixed by the committee.

Mr. STEFAN, Mr, Chairman, I pro-
pose to offer an amendment to this sec-
tion.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I move that
debate on this section and all amend-
ments thereto close in 10 minutes.

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recogn-
izes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
STEFAN].

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SteFAN: On
page 2, line 10, after the word “shall”, strike
out the word “serlously.”

Mr, STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, at page
2, line 10, beginning at line 9, the bill
reads as follows:

That, no assistance to the participating
countries herein contemplated shall seri-
ously impair the economic stabllity of the
United States,

Mr, Chair-
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My amendment merely seeks to elimi-
nate the word “seriously”; thus leaving
the language to read:

That, no assistance to the participating
countries herein contemplated shall impair
the economic stability of the United States,

The Committee should - accept the
amendment for the reason that I believe
it was originally intended that this act
should in no way impair the stability and
economy of the United States.

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

Mr. STEFAN. I yleld.

Mr, VORYS. Unquestionably this act
last year impaired the economic stability
of the United States by increasing infla-
tionary pressures. It seems to me we
must leave the word “seriously” in, be-
cause unquestionably a gigantic effort
such as this affects the stability of our
counfry. We must weigh that against
the possible benefits.

Mr. STEFAN. In answer to that, I
feel that those who believe in the objec=
tives of this bill have let it be known
publicly that this act in no way impairs
the economic conditions and the sta-
bility of the United States. If that is
so the amendment should be adopted.

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

Mr. STEFAN. I yield.

Mr. JUDD. I said on the floor last
year, if the gentleman will remember,
that when we voted for this hiil it meant
voting among other things to reduce
our standards of living in the United
States. We knew what it meant. You
cannot export steel and tools and farm
machinery and scores of other things
that are needed badly here at home,
without impairing our stability. You
cannot keep our taxXes as high as they
are without endangering our economy.
But if we do not succeed in this pro-
gram, the costs for our national defense
will impair our security far more seri-
ously, We said that frankly last year
and we ought to face it frankly now, and
support the bill knowing what it means.

Mr. STEFAN. Then you are serving
notice on the people of the United States
that if this bill passes, it is going to affect
the stability and economy of our country
and that the standard of living of our
people is going to be lowered and
impaired.

Mr. JUDD. The same words were in
the bill last year.

Mr. STEFAN. And our standard of
living is going to be lowered and im-
paired as a result of this legislation. I
did not so understand it. I hope the
members of the committee will accept my
amendment and eliminate that one word
“seriously” in order to notify the people
of the United States that this act will
not impair the stability and economy of
the United States.

Mr. JUDD. That word “seriously” was
in the bill last year.

Mr, STEFAN. That is still embodied
within the act as it now stands,

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEFAN. I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Inas-
much as the members of the committee

Mr.
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admit that this will impair our stability,
are they able to tell us how seriously and
when? How far?

Mr. STEFAN. I should think they
should give us some information. I un-
derstood that it was not going to impair
the economy and stability of the United
States. In any event the people of our
country should be put on notice and pre-
pared for coming events. d

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

The question was taken and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. STeEFAN) there
were—ayes 32, noes 102,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CAVALCANTE:
Page 2, between lines 11 and 12 insert:

“SEc. 2. The last sentence of section 103 (a)
of such act is hereby amended by striking
out the final period and inserting in lleu
thereof a colon and the following: ‘: And pro-
vided further, That such country has filed
with the Economic Cooperation Administra-

tion (as hereinafter established) an itemized -

account of its governmental income, expend-
{tures, assets, and Indebtedness, together
with a statement of its national economic and
security requirements.’™

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr. Chair-
man——
Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, will the

gentleman yield?

Mr. CAVALCANTE. I yield.

Mr. KEE. I may say to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania that it is my
understanding that the information the
gentleman wishes to be filed under his
- amendment can be found in the records
of ECA. If I am not correct in that I
shall be very glad before the Committee
rises to return to this section so that the
gentleman can offer his amendment, but
I feel sure the information is already
with the ECA and is available.

Mr. CAVALCANTE. Mr, Chairman,
I have implicit confidence in the chair-
man of the committee, and shall avail
myself of the information the gentleman
states is available to us,

In view of the statement made by the
gentleman from West Virginia, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw my
amendment.

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

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. BREam] is recognized.

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Chairman, I am for
America first and it is because of that
fact that I favor this legislation,

Every course which America has fol-
lowed in the past has led us straight to
war. It may be that this course will not
prevent war; it may finally again lead
us to war, but at least it affords an op-
portunity for us to detour around the
old road and to take a determined step
on a new road in the hope that it may
lead us to a different goal than that to-
ward which we have been marching and
periodically arriving. That is my main
reason for supporting this legislation.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Call it & noble experiment, if you wish,
call it a shot in the dark, call it by any
name you choose; names are incidental,
objectives all important; but even though
it lead to war we shall not be any worse
off than we have been in all the years
past. We have always arrived at the
same goal every time; namely, war.

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

Mr. BREHM. I yield.

Mr. VORYS. Will not the gentleman
agree that if an aggressor starts war
anywhere in the world his target will be
America first?

Mr. BREHM. I believe there is no
question about that, for America would
be more of a prize than any other coun-
try. I am hopeful that the passage of
this legislation might make it impossible
for any other nation to win this prize,
Surely its passage will not facilitate the
winning.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired, all
time has expired on section 1.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 2. The second sentence of section 104
(e) of such act is hereby amended by strik-
ing out *“$10,000 per annum” and inserting
in lieu thereof “the highest rate authorized
by such act.”

Mr. WHITE of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the bill now before us.

Mr. Chairman, there is an old saying
that circumstances sometimes alter
cases. In the case of the European aid
plan, a circumstance occurred recently
which definitely should alter that case.

I refer to the signing of the Atlantic
Pact.

The Atlantic Pact is designed to stop
the spread of communism in Europe and
I am for the Atlantic Pact but only as a
temporary measure, Now that Europe is
on its feet, so far as food and intense suf-
fering are concerned, and now that the
Atlantic Pact has been signed, and ac-
cording to high Government officials
will soon be ratified by the United States
Senate, and Russian aggression will be
stopped by force of arms if necessary;
then, I ask you, why is it desirable for
this Nation to keep giving these billions
of dollars to Europe?

This proposal before us now, that this
United States Congress continue to dish
out people’s money to Europe, would not,
be quite so hard for me to swallow if the
excess-profits tax on corporations had
not been completely taken off, as it has.
That tax should have been left on to the
extent of at least 50 percent, in order to
lighten the load of those of our people
who need their tax money to buy food.

I am against the continuance of this
spending because I believe the plain peo-
ple of this Nation are being made the
goat, just as they were after the First
World War. Then it was loans to Europe
which were never repaid. The big-busi~
ness men of the Nation who have made so
much money out of selling goods to our
Government under the European aid
plan are behind this plan to continue this
heavy spending longer than it is abso-
lutely necessary, It is as plain as the
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nose on your face that the average peo-
ple of this country are being victimized
by the big-business interests again and
I urge every Member of this House to
join me in defeating the continuation of
this unnecessary spending.

The Atlantic Pact is all right as a tem-
porary measure but we must make the
United Nations into an effective world
organization for the maintenance of per-
manent world peace.

We must not let the United Nations
suffer the fate of the League of Nations,
for if we do, world war III is as sure as
tomorrow's sunrise.

So, Mr. Chairman, let us stop this
spending plan where it is, and get back
on the road tc true world peace through
the United Nations, without Russia. The
best way I can think of to insulate the
freedom-loving nations of the world
against communism is to force Russia
out of the United Nations until she gives
her people freedom of religion and all the
other freedoms enjoyed by the people of
truly democratic nations; then remove
the single nation veto power from the
United Nations set-up and provide the
United Nations with an international
armed force for the maintenance of per-
manent peace.

Russia as the lone nonmember of the
United Nations would not dare attack the
entire free world and we would have
peace even without her in the United
Nations. We should leave the door open
for Russia to come in when and if she
puts her house in order. Just as Wood-
row Wilson predicted World War II when
pleading for the League of Nations 30
years ago this humble individual now
joins with millions of other people
throughout our Nation and the world in
predicting world war III if we do not
make the United Nations into an effective
organization for the maintenance of
peace. Fellow Members, will you be able
to look into the eyes of your children and
your grandchildren with a clear con-
science 20 years from now? I will, be-
cause I am going to vote against the con-
tinuance of this spending plan and fry
to get back on the road to true world
peace through the United Nations.

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of this
piece of legislation and tell you briefly
why I am for it based on a personal ob-
servation that I made this last summer
in Europe. I did not go as a Member
of Congress because I was not a Member
at that time. I was not entertained in
any of the Embassies, because I did not
want to be. I went as a plain citizen of
the United States to try to find out
whether or not the ECA was justified.
I can say to you without fear of contra-
diction that no open-minded Member of
Congress can make a personal investiga-
tion over there and come home with any
other conviction except the fact that we
are justified immeasurably by continuing
this legislation. I could talk to you on
charitable grounds; I could talk to you
on the basis of the Golden Rule, but
those who oppose it say, “Let us be prac-
tical; let us be sound.” So, I base my
support on an actuarial basis, if you
please, and say that this is the cheapest



piece of insurance that the United States
is able to buy in the world today.

If I were to oppose this legislation and
to treat my own business in the same
manner as I would be treating my coun-
try’s business, suppose I owned a busi-
ness block in some profitable section of
my city, and the next block were on fire,
and the wind were blowing in my direc-
tion, I should call my insurance agency
and cancel my insurance. -

I traveled through the Communist
sections of Paris and the Communist sec-
tions of Rome.  The reason the Com-
munists are screaming today against the
ERP is that we have stopped communism
in its fracks in Europe.

Let us be realistic about it. Let us
admit that we are interfering in the
affairs of Europe. Let us admit that we
are putting the might of America on the
side of right and decency. I was in Italy
a few days after the Italian elections,
and every wall and every ruin, and there
are a lot of them in Italy, was covered
and plastered with posters saying in
Italian, “Vote communistic.” Where did
that money come from? It came from
Russia. The Communist leaders of Italy
are frank to admit that is where it came
from. Russia would like to get Italy and
the rest of the western European coun=
tries as easily as possible.

You talk about spending $15,000,000,-
000 for the armed forces. Yes, I am for
that. You talk about the lowering of our
standard of living. If we permit the
democratic nations of western Europe to
become communized, and if we permit
Russia to grab them off the same way
they grabbed off Czechoslovakia and the
rest of the free nations of Europe, we
will have an enemy bent on our destruc-
tion standing only 5 hours by fast bomb-
ers from our shores. It will not be a
question of a standard of living but
whether we are living with this great
Nation of ours standing with its back
to the wall, as it will be if we take the
easy way out. It is the easy way out if
we do not adopt this legislation. It is
the way we have taken in the past, when
we played the ostrich and hid our heads
in the sand and refused to adopt a posi-
tive foreign policy.

I listened with interest to some of the
opponents of this legislation, and I have
not heard any positive alternative
broached. I have been a member of a
minority party in the legislature of my
home State. If is easy to be against
something, it is easy to be negative, but
it is difficult to present a positive policy.
Perhaps those who are taking a positive
approach will make mistakes, but I sin-
cerely believe that if we do not take a
positive approach we will not, to para-
phrase the words of someone who pre-
ceded me, be able to look our children
and grandchildren in the face, because
we will have let them down, and we will
have opened our gates to the kind of gov-
ernment that this Nation has abhorred
since it has been a nation, a dictatorship
of the worst order. I care not whether
it be a dictatorship of the proletariat or
a dictatorship of the Fascist-Nazi type,
it is still a dictatorship, and it is against
everything that democracy stands for
and everything this Nation has been
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founded upon. Even if this legislation
demanded that we lower our standard of
living, and it does not, it promises to im-
prove not only the standard of western
Europe but our own, is it not better to
take a positive approach, knowing what
we are doing, deliberately, than stand-
ing defenseless against our enemy?

It seems to me the United States, in a
realistic Christian approacl, is answering
affirmatively the age-old question, Am I
my brother’s keeper?

Mr. FORD, Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last four words, and ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I find it
most difficult to speak this afternoon in
opposition to two distinguished colleagues
from my own State. I have great respect
for their integrity and their points of
view but unfortunately I cannot agree
with them on this issue.

I am in favor of the European recov-
ery program in general and the highly
desirable objectives it seeks to accom-
plish. I reserve, however, the right at a
later date, possibly, to vote for a cut in
the appropriations for ERP if the facts
at that time show a needed reduction.

I have listened very carefully during all
the general debate and all of the discus-
sion here this afternoon. Fortunately,
most of the discussion has been of a bi-
partisan nature, with both Republicans
and Democrats supporting the plan in-
augurated during the Eightieth Congress.
However, little has been said about the
specific problems facing the European
rations who require assistance and the
way in which our foreign aid has provided
some solution to date.

For example, and I have become quite
familiar with this situation, the United
Kingdom has for a long time produced
annually approximately 100,000 long
tons, or 2,240,000 bags, of dry edible peas.
Because of sorting and grading problems,
close to 40 percent of the crop is not
consumable by human -beings in the
United Kingdom, The antiquated sort-
ing methods previously used in that coun-
try have been wasteful and inefficient
and as a result the United Kingdom has
been forced to import a considerable
amount of dry edible peas. Better sort-
ing methods in this one item in past
years would have helped cut down Brit-
ain’s unfavorable exchange balance.

Under the ECA, the answer has been
partially found in 1 year. In this coun-
try American ingenuity has developed a
machine which cuts down the sorting and
grading costs and at the same time does
a far better job. We in America have
used this electric sorting machine for al-
most two decades and solely because of
the European recovery program our
friends across the seas will now derive
similar benefit,

By the installation of less than 30
electric sorting machines the need for
future pea importations to the United
Kingdom will be cut down materially.
In fact, the cost of the machines will be
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matched by less need for food imports.
The cost of the machines equals only
what England has been paying each year
for the now-estimated savings in im-
ports. This is progress, not only for the
European beneficiaries of ECA, but for
us in the United States. If this pro-
gram continues on such a constructive
basis, giving the same benefits to other
European countries, I will continue to
support the principles of ECA.

I would like to say one further word.
The distinguished gentleman from Cal=
ifornia has said, “Will we who are go-
ing to support this program hereafter be
able to look our sons and daughters and
our grandsons and granddaughters in
the eye and say, ‘Did we do right by
them by adopting ERP?'” It is my
humble opinion that we who support
the program can at least look them in
the eye and say, “We tried and are try-
ing to do something by adopting a policy
that is new and which offers hope of
success in our fight against commu-
nism.” The European recovery pro=
gram involves a calculated risk, but it is
not a policy which in the past has been
unquestionably a failure and which has
led us to two disastrous wars, to the
great detriment of the youth and future
of this country.

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

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Ohio stated that the opponents of this
bill have offered no alternative proposi-
tion. I think I did give you the alterna-
tive to the Marshall plan. 1 did give you
the alternative to digging into the Treas-
ury of the United States and stealing
these taxpayers’ dollars. The alterna-
tive is the International World Bank.

Every nation in the world would bene-
fit from that except Russia, because Rus-
sia is the only one that has refused to
go into it. As long as she does not wang
to go into it, that is all right with us,
But other nations have all joined the
International World Bank. That is the
way this program should have been
worked out. The reconstruction of the
world should have been worked out
through the International World Bank
in conjunction with the International
Trade Organization agreements that we
reached at Habana.

In the New Deal days, when I was a
Member of Congress here, under Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt, we found many of these
men who are coming up here now and
who are going to vote for this exorbitant
expenditure of money, as I said, we found
them shouting their heads off against the
CCC camps, against the HOLC, the PWA,
the WPA, and all these New Deal pro-
grams. What was the total bill? What
was the total tax bill at that time? What
was our budget? It was $9,700,000,000.
That is what it cost us in those New Deal
days under Roosevelt. Congressman
after Congressman got up in the well of
the House and shouted his head off about
those terrific expenditures. What is our
budget now? It is $42,000,000,000, and
it is going to reach $45,000,000,000. That
is 415 times as much. Do you have a na-
tional income to pay that kind of money?
You cannot expect to keep on raising this
money out of the taxpayers on the basis
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of war-profit dollars. That is over with.
You have to get back on an even keel,
and on a solid business basis from now
on. You are not going to have these free
and easy dollars to pick up out of the
taxpayers’ pockets. They will not be
able to afford it. You have got to get
down to business. Let me see what Mr.
Hoffman said here. Mr, Hoffman lists
the first year's achievements as follows:

1. Industrial production for 1948, for all
the participating countries, was virtually at
the prewar figure and it was 14 percent abave
prewar in certain countries. For the last
quarter of 1948 industrial output was at a
rate 5 percent greater than prewar.

How far do you intend to rebuild these
countries? To what extent? Where are
we going to stop? When you talked about
Marshall plan funds last year, you were
talking about countries devastated by
war and we were going to restore their
economy. We have restored them; we
have them right back where they were
before the war. Where do we stop?
Western European coal production
reached 398,000,000 metric tons in 1948,
Steel continued to set the production pace
among heavy industry, the output for
1948 totaling approximately 40,000,000
metric tons in ERP countries, or 30 per-
cent more than in 1947. In Bizonia a
large balance of funds allocated for west-
ern Germany will remain after the first
15 months of Marshall plan aid end-
ing June 30. The latest statistics on
Bizonia show that of $519,600,000 allo-
cated, only $248,000,000 had been con-
tracted for by March 15, with very little
likelihood that Bizonia will make use of
or expend the other millions by June 30.
The $270,000,000 allocated for Germany
is still unspent. They cannot spend it,
they cannot find a place to spend it; they
cannot spend it before June 30, yet they
are coming in here asking for more
money. The Christian Science Monitor
of last Tuesday contains an article stat-
ing that the Marshall planners for Austria
have pledged themselves to build a big
new opera house in Vienna. They have
pledged it, they are going to do it; they
are going to spend money to build an
opera house in Vienna. We cannot get
money to build schools and hospitals to
take care of our own people in this coun-
try, yet we can afford to give money to
build opera houses in Europe, probably
to give the Europeans spiritual uplift,
not only an economic and financial uplift
but we must build them up spiritually.

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

During the past few weeks we have
been passing appropriation bills here in
the halls of Congress. We are now faced
with two measures that will cost the
people of our country a large sum of
money. I have reference to the military
outlay and the economic aid program to
the countries cooperating under the Mar-
shall plan.

I am not and do not pretend to be an
economist but I do try to analyze as
best I can the trends of our business
conditions here in Ameriea and base my
Judgment on the findings of improve-
ments or slackening of general business
conditions.
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Recently farm prices have been stead-
fer than industrial prices and a notice-
able down-trend in the price of some of
our metals has been noted.

According to the Census Bureau's esti-
mate recent unemployment figures were
around 3,200,000, This has been accen-
tuated somewhat by the shut-down order
on coal mining. But the unemployment
compensation rolls seem to be levelling
off according to the latest weekly fig-
ures by the United States Department
of Labor and this Department seems con-
fident that little or no further increase
in unemployment will develop within the
next few months and it is generally be-
lieved that we will again reach the 60,-
000,000 employed which existed during
the summer months of 1948.

Inventory fluctuations are always a
powerful factor in determining our busi-
ness swings. The best estimate of our
inventeries shows a large reduction in
practically all lines.

The latest figure on personal income
is around $220,000,000,000 or more. This
is very close to an all-time peak.

We have also noticed a reduction in
prices of manufactured goods in the past
few months, more than at any time since
the inflation period started and I believe
a8 new balance is being worked out on a
firm basis on the over-all problem of in-
ventories and commitments.

In cotton goods this adjustment has
been running for more than a year. Met-
als and heavy industries only began to
face it early this year. So it seems evi-
dent that this downturn in business
will not be deepened and prolonged by
drastic liguidations as it is evident that
most business has been very cautious and
properly so.

I feel that the strong point in the out-
look is that familiar causes which in the
past produce these recessions do not ap-
pear today to exert such a heavy weight.
An enormous amount of work is in prog-
ress throughout the country at the pres-
ent time and we have had very few
cancellations, Public expenditures on
construction are stili large.

Interest on money is neither high nor
is it very tight as it has been before in
nearly all major business depressions.
The reports show that banks are nearly
all liquid and are in a position to take
on new loans if the right borrowers re-
quest the loans. The Federal Reserve
is in a position today to quickly relieve
any strain in the supply of credit and it
has already expressed this desire and
willingness to cooperate in that direc-
tion. Also annual reports show evidence
of satisfactory corporate earnings. Most
of these corporations have recently made
their annual reports.

It is these factors, coupled with the
necessity of building up a sound Euro-
pean economy and those countries that
desire to remain as members of a group
that value freedom and desire to remain
so, which make this measure necessary.
World conditions being what they are at
the present hour it still remains a fact
that we must continue to remain in a
strong position with an Air Force, Army,
and Navy adequate to meet any emer-
gency.
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This measure which we are consider-
ing today and the armed services appro-
priation which will come before us in a
few days will go a long way toward pro-
moting and carrying out the American
ideals of a peaceful world. This is my
reason for supporting the measure.

Mr. EEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that all debate on the
pending section and all amendments
thereto close in 5 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-

.man, is the opposition going to get 5 or

10 minutes on some of these amend-
ments?

Mr. KEEE. There is no amendment be-
fore us.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska, Mr. Chair-
man, I object to closing debate in 5
minutes.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I move that
all debate on the pending section and all
amendments thereto close in 5 minutes.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I make the point of order a quorum
is not present.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] One hundred
and forty-three Members are present, a
quorum.

Mr., McSWEENEY. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the requisite number
of words.

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

Mr. McSWEENEY. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. HUBER. I am glad to note a
quorum is present and that the Members
are showing their interest by keeping a
quorum present because I know the com-
mittee will have a very interesting mes-
sage from my colleague.

Mr. McSWEENEY. Mr, Chairman, I
am sorry to delay the Committee, but
there is nothing closer to my heart than
the appropriation for this important
work. I hope I may paraphrase a great
Britisher, Winston Churchill, when he
made the statement with regard to the
Royal Air Force that, “Never in the his-
tory of mankind was so much owed by so
many to so few.”

May I say, Mr. Chairman, that never
in my humble opinion in the history of
mankind was so much given to so many
by so few. When I think of 140,000,000
Americans trying to bring rehabilitation
and help to practically the rest of the
civilized world, in my opinion it is one
of the finest concepts of true charity I
know of in the history of the world. But
we are not predicating this entirely on
thoughts of charity. We are trying to
build back into the economic structure of
these countries a new life for them and
we hope a new life for all the world.

I do not want to stand here as an
American Pharisee and say that we are
the privileged few; that we are better
than other peoples; but I think Ameri-
cans have shown to the world as fine a
concept of the principles of Christ as has
ever been shown by any of the peoples of
the world. We were smitten on one
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cheek by our enemy, Japan, and we im-
mediately turned the other cheek and
tried to help these people who had
smitten us.

So that has been our program. When
we start thinking about cost, we must
also think about the result. One of our
earlier Presidents, when we were dis-
cussing a pension program, said to the
people of America that there are two
views to the pension question: One from
the Little Round Top at Gettysburg,
and the other from the statistical tables
of some of our accountants. So, today,
I do not want to dramatize this very im-
portant measure, but I think there are
two views to this great dquestion: one
from the standpoint of a devastated
Furope and one from the point of view
of what we can do to bring back to that
devastated Europe some opportunity to
regain their place in the world.

If I could in my humble way convert a
man who I feel has the great ability and
great linguistic power—and I refer to
that distinguished gentleman from New
York [Mr. MarcanTonio]l—if I could just
hava one person feel as I do about this
great question I would be satisfied. I
would like to feel that he is like Paul
going down to Jericho and is being con-
verted to this new concept of world
leadership for America. I appeal to you
with all sincerity I have to have sympa-
thy for this great, great question. I do
not want to be melodramatic about it,
but to me this is the most important
thing that we will bz faced with in this
session of Congress. If we can bring
back to Europe an opportunity to take
her place in the sun and if possible to
lessen the chance of another war, I feel
that it is worth the venture. So, my
colleagues, let us with all sincerity
realize that we are taking the money of
our taxpayers, That we have a respon-
sibility to spend that money as judi-
ciously as our hearts and minds can
direct, and I feel that if we go into our
inward thoughts we will find that we
will never spend that money more judi-
ciously than in trying to bring back to
the countries of Europe new hope and a
chance to be rehabilitated and at the
same time try to eliminate another hor-
rible war.

One of the speakers referred to Mr,
Paul Hoffman, the Administrator. I
have only met that gentleman twice, but
I feel that in meeting him you realize his
sincerity, and if ycu and I could find his
inner thoughts, I think he would agree
that he has given more time and energy
and heartfelt enthusiasm to this task
than he ever gave to the creation of his
own fortune in private industry.

I think we should carry out Lowell's
precept when he said:

It is not what we give but what we share

For the glft without the giver is bare;

Who bestows himself with his alms feeds
three—

Himself, his hungering neighbor, and me.

We have really shared these gifts. We
have sent our talent and our capable
men to help in the administration of the
program, and I do not think anyone can
say that the past administration of this
worth-while preject is in any way to be
criticized.
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So, I say please let us support this
great program.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 3. The first sentence of section 105
(c) of such Economic Cooperation Act of
1948 is hereby amended by striking out “sec-
tion 6 of the act of July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 714),
as amended,” and inserting in lleu thereof
“the Export Control Act of 1949."

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 4, Section 108 of such Economic Co-
operation Act of 1948 is hereby amended by
adding at the end thereof the following new
sentences: “There shall be a Deputy United
States Speclal Representative in Europe who
shall (a) be appointed by the President, by
and with the advice and consent of the
Senate, (b) be entitled to receive the same
compensation and allowances as a chief of
mission, class 3, within the meaning of the
act of August 13, 1946 (60 Stat. 599), and
(c) have the rank of ambassador extraor-
dinary and plenipotentiary. The Deputy
United States Special Representative shall
perform such functions as the United States
Special Representative shall designate, and
shall be Acting United Stages Special Repre-
sentative during the absence or disability
of the United States Special Representative
or in the event of a vacancy in the office of
United States Speclal Representative.”

Eec. 6. The last sentence of section 109
(a) of such act is hereby amended by strik-
ing out the period and inserting in lleu
thereof a semicolon and the following: “and
the chief of the special mission shall be
entitled to receive the same compensation
and allowances as a chief of mission, class
3, or a chief of mission, class 4, within the
meaning of the act of August 13, 1946 (60
Stat. 999), or compensation and allowances
in accordance with section 110 (a) of this
title, as the Administrator shall determine
to be necessary or appropriate."”

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

Mr, Chairman, when the bill was be-
fore the Congress last year which be-
came the four packages of aid, as you
will recall, I supported that legislation.
I did it as a result of knowledge which
I gained as a member of the deficiency
subcommittee, which was conducting
hearings in order to report the appro-
priation bill prior to the passage of the
authorization act itself. When that act
was on the floor for discussion last year,
I recall so vividly, I could walk right from
the committee room of the Committee on
Appropriations onto the floor, after hear-
ing the evidence that was submitted by
the proponents of the appropriation, and
then listen to the argument that took
place here on the floor. I heard man
after man stand in the well of this House
last year and proclaim this as a program
of charity, to relieve suffering, to relieve
disease, to succor the wounded and pro-
vide them with food, and so on and so on.
Some of you will recall I took the floor
at that time to announce my position
with respect to this bill. While I had
great pride in all of the charitable im-
pulses which prompted those who made
that sort of argument, I knew at that
time that I could not predicate my sup-
port of the legislation on such narrow
ground. I tocld the Congress then that
I was supporting it because I was con-
vinced it was an implementation of the
military strategy of the United States,
and an implementation of our accepted
and announced foreign policy and that
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not to support it, to my mind, would
be to vote against the best interests of
my own country. I challenged anybody
to stand up on the floor at that time
and tell the Congress what the alterna-
tive was to the program which was then
before the Congress. I listened atten-
tively to all the debates last year, and
you can scan through that REcorp as
you will and you will not find any alter-
native there. Neither will you find any
alternative offered in the debates this
year. They spent 14 days debating this
thing in the other body at length, and
all of the arguments that could possibly
be thought of were raised. When the
final vote came, there were seven Mem-
bers of the other body who voted against
the program.

I can stand here from now until the
end of next week and point out what I
conceive to be mistakes of administra-
tion, perhaps, but on the question as to
the over-all policy, now that we are in
this program, I do not intend, so far as
my vote is concerned, to stop. I cannot
see how we could possibly do that and
act consisently in accordance with our
own self-interests. The gentleman from
Ohio who spoke a few moments ago ex-
plained the situation and made it just
as clear as a bell. I say to you, my col-
leagues of the House, coming from the
State of Wisconsin, where it has been
alleged time and time again we were iso-
lationists and all that sort of thing, we
know that the die is cast. We fought cer-
tain things back in 1941 and 1942, But
the pelicy of this country was announced.
We went into that war and gave every-
thing we had for it. So far as I am
concerned, no one has brought forth any
program to substitute for that which is
suggested by both parties in this pro-
gram, Untjl such an alternative is forth-
coming, I can do nothing but support the
program which has been given to us and
which has the united support of both
parties in both platforms.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SeC. 6. (a) Paragraph (2) of section 111 (a)
of such Economic Cooperation Act of 1948 is
hereby amended by striking out the final
period and inserting In lieu thereof “for
United States flag vessels, not to exceed a

reasonable differential above current world
market rates.”

(b) Paragraph (3) of section 111 (b) of
such act is hereby amended in the following
particulars:

(1) By inserting after “projects” a comma
and the following: “Including expansion,
modernization, or development of existing
enterprises” and a comma;

(2) By Inserting after “media” the follow-
ing: “consistent with the national Interests
of the United States’;

(3) By striking out “in the first year after
the date of the enactment of this act” and
inserting in lieu thereof “made In any fiscal
year”;

(4) By amending subparagraph (1) thereof
to read as follows:

“(1) the guaranty to any person shall not
exceed the amount of dollars invested in the
project by such person with the approval of
the Administrator plus actual earnings or
profits on sald project to the extent provided
by such guaranty;".

(6) By inserting after subparagraph (iii)
thereof the following new subparagraphs:

“{iv) as used in this paragraph, the term
‘investment' includes the furnishing of capi-
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tal goods items and related services, for use in
connection with projects approved by the
Administrator, pursuant to a contract pro-
viding for payment in whole or in part after
June 30, 1950; and

“(v) the guaranty to any person shall be
limited to assuring the following: (1) the
transfer into United States dollars of other
currencies, or credits in such currencies
received by such person as earnings or profits
from the approved investment, as repayment
or return thereof, in whole or in part, or as
compensation for the sale or disposition of
all or any part thereof; and (2) compensation
in United States dollars for loss of all or any
part of the approved investment, which shall
be found by the Administrator to have been
lost to such person by reason of one or more
of the following causes: (a) seizure, con-
fiscation, or expropriation, (b) destruction
by riot, revolution, or war, (¢ any law, ordi-
nance, regu’ation, decree, or administrative
action (other than measures affecting the
conversion of currency), which in the opinion
of the Administrator prevents the further
transaction of the business for which the
guaranty was issued. When any payment is
made to any person pursuant to a guaranty
as hereinbefore .described, the currency,
credits, or assets on account of which such
payment Is made shall become the property
of the United States Government, ancd the
United States Government shall be subro=-
gated to any right, title, claim, or cause of
action existing in connection therewith.”

(6) By amending the next to last sentence
thereof to read as follows: “The total amount
of the guaranties made under this paragraph
(3) shall not exceed £300,000,000: Provided,
That any funds allocated to a guaranty and
remaining after all liability of the United
States assumed in connection therewith has
been released, discharged, or otherwise termi-
nated, shall be available for allocation to
other gufiranties, the foregoing limitation
notwithstanding.”

(c) Paragraph (2) of section 111 (c¢) of such
act is hereby amended in the following par-
ticulars:

(1) By amending the second® sentence
thereof to read as follows: “In addition to
the amount of notes above authorized, the
Administrator is authorized, for the purpose
of carrying out the provisions of paragraph
(8) of subsection (b) of this section, to issue
notes from time to time for purchase by the
Secretary of the Treasury in an amount not
exceeding in the aggregate £300,000,000 less
any amount allocated prior to April 3, 1948,
for such purpose, until all Habilities arising
under guaranties made pursuant to this
authorization have expired or been dis-
charged.”

(2) By striking out the first two words,
“Such notes” in the second sentence thereof
and Inserting “The notes hereinabove au-
thorized™;

(3) By inserting after “Washington" in the
gixth sentence thereof “for assistance on
credit terms.”

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PATTERSON: On
page 7, after line 4, insert the following:

“(d) Bectlon 111 of such act is further
amended by adding at the end thereof new
subsections as follows:

“‘(e) No assistance shall be furnished un-
der this act to a particlpating country or
protectorate during any period with respect
to which the Secretary of State determines
that such country or protectorate is violating
any treaty with the Untied States.

“(f) No assistance shall be furnished to a
participating countrr, or a major political
subdivision, or dependent area thereof, which
is discriminating in the distribution of com-
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modities or materials provided as assistance
on grounds of race or religion.

“*(g) No assistance shall be furnished to a
participating country or a major political
subdivision, or dependent area thereof, which
is discriminating against American enter-
prise located in such area.' "

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, a point of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order that the amendment
is not germane to the bill at the place
where offered. -

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman
from Connecticut desire to be heard on
the point of order?

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, Mr. Chair-
man,

Mr. Chairman, this deals with the ad-
ministration of ECA funds. I believe,
therefore, it is germane to this particular
section of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had
an opportunity to consider the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Con-
necticut, and the Chair feels that the
amendment is germane to section 111 of
the act. The Chair therefore overrules
the point of order.

The gentleman from Connecticut is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr, Chairman,
this amendment very simply stated seeks
to do three things—to assure that assist-
ance under ECA will not be granted to
participating countries who act in viola-
tion of treaties in effect between those
countries and the United States; to as-
sure that any assistance under the act
will not be denied to persons because of
their race or religion; and that there will
be no discrimination against American
enterprise doing business in any of the
participating countries.

The necessity for this amendment is
indicated by a condition that currently
exists in French Morocco. It is hoped
that by the adoption of this amendment
conditions such as these which exist
elsewhere will also be corrected. There
are in Morocco 36 members of a trade
association, all of them American citi-
zens, 31 of them American veterans.
They returned to French Morocco after
the war feeling that there were many
opportunities available for trade and
hoping, by the use of American enterprise
and initiative, to establish themselves in
the economic pattern of Morocco.
Events have proved since the enactment
of ECA that discrimination of the most
unfair kind is practiced.

All of these veterans are engaged in
small business about which we in Con-
gress proclaim our faith and good in-
tentions. Here is the opportunity for
us to help not only small business; but
the veterans. Our trade treaty with
Morocco specifies that an ad valorem tax
of 1215 percent on imports shall be lev-
ied. Yet these American citizens are
required to pay duties in excess of 150
percent of the value of the merchandise
landed at Casablanca. If the duties are
not paid promptly, the material {s con-
fiscated and, although payments have
been made under protest for a year and
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a half, they have been to no avail. The
sums which are unrecovered in these pro-
test payments run well into seven figures.
There is an accumulation of 3 months’
supply of merchandise in Casablanca,
much of which has used up the entire
liquid capital of the American veterans
and American businessmen doing busi-
ness there.

On March 17 of this year the United
States Minister called on the Governor
General to protest the high-handed ac-
tion of local officials and found him in
agreement that such actions were illegal,
He stated that he could not deviate from
orders which had been handed to him -
directly from Paris.

American flags, which were to be used
in celebration of the fifth anniversary of
American landings at Morocco, Casa-
blanca, and Fez were held up by local
authorities until the time for such cele-
bration had passed. Penicillin tablets,
which were necessary for the treatment
of illness and disease, were impounded
and an American veteran was refused
gasoline rations for his Greyhound bus
business at a time when French competi-
tors were given adequate allocations.
The gasoline supplied was contributed by
the ECA. An American representative
for Remington Rand received an alloca-
tion of 7' percent of the ECA funds
while his French competitor, represent-
ing Underwood, was allocated 31 percent.
This happened in spite of the fact that
the American veteran’s business had
averaged well over two and one-half
times that of his competitor. In Algeria,
the exact opposite condition prevailed
when a French representative of Rem-
ington Rand was allocated 55 percent of
the ECA funds. .

All of these actions are in direct con-
tradiction to the spirit of ECA. Should
the American people realize that their
hard-earned money is being taxed to
grant unfair advantage to foreign agen-
cies where discrimination is made against
American veterans, they would certainly
rebel. :

It is necessary that we legislate these
provisions for the simple reason that both
the ECA and the Department of State
have been passing the buck to each other
in this proposition. Both admit that
there is discrimination against American
agencies; but neither wishes to take the
initiative.

In the bill now under discussion, the
Foreign Affairs Committee has seen fit to
write in guaranties of $300,000,000 to ex-
pand American enterprise in undeveloped
areas of the world. At the same time,
the committee refuses to recognize the
injustice being committed against one
American group now attempting to carry
out that proposition.

Under my amendment, no additional
sums are allotted. If is not a question of
money but of principle.

The people in Morocco are being as-
sailed on all sides by Communist propa-
ganda which is nullifying all of our ef-
forts under ECA. The French officials
at Casablanca have refused to allow the
distribution of matzoth for the Jewish
passover. This is being held up, at the
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present time, in an entirely discrimina-
tory manner and allows the Communists
to make capital of the fact. Jews and
Moslems are not allowed to obtain foods
and medicines which have been allocated
and which are paid for by ECA funds.

Justice dictates that we provide in this
act for safeguards against these dis-
criminations. Our veterans, who have
taken the initiative in spreading Amer-
ican enterprise throughout the world, are
not seeking any unfair advantage, but
they do want to be in as favorable a
position as other foreign agents.

When this measure was first enacted,
we did not specify that only Caucasians
or Protestants or Catholics or any other
group should receive its benefits. How
can we allow the discrimination which is
now practiced under the act? I say to
the committee that it is necessary to
spell out these provisions in the act be-
cause those charged with its administra-
tion have failed to take jurisdiction over
these matters. There are over 400 Mem-
bers of this honorable body who are not
members of the Committee on Foreign
Affairs. The committee’s united action
in opposing amendments should not keep
us from exercising our own good judg-
ment in legisiation where we are asked to
appropriate billions of dollars annually.
I hope that, in the name of justice and
fair play for our veterans and for people
of all races and creeds, the amendment
will prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Connecticut [Mr. PATTERSON].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (domanded by Mr. PATTERSON)
there were—ayes 61, noes 107.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment cffered by Mr. PATMAN: On
page 7, before llne 5, insert the following:

“Sec. 7. (a) Section 112 (a) of such act
is hereby amended by adding the following
new paragraph:

*“*‘The Administrator shall prescribe such
regulations with respect to, and impose such
conditions on, procurement in the United
States under this title as will secure to
“small business” in the United States, espe-
clally the producers, a fair and substantial
share of the production and business result-
ing from any such procurement. For the
purpose of this paragraph, “small business®
shall include any small-business enterprise,
and only such, if (1) its position in the trade
or industry of which it is a part is not domi-
nant, (2) the number of the employees does
not exceed 500, except that the Administra-
tor shall, where appropriate, specify a smaller
number for any particular trade or industry,
or subdivision thereof, and (3) it is inde-
pendently owned and operated.’ "

And in line 5 strike out “Sec. 7. (a)" and
insert in lieu thereof “(b),” and reletter the
remaining subsections accordingly.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that all debate on this
amendment and all amendments there-
to close in 10 minutes.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, I know that three
other Members on the Committee on
Small Business have statements they
would like to make on this amendment.
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They have not spoken on this bill, and I
do not feel like it would be fair to cut
them off. I hope the gentleman will not
insist on less than 20 minutes for our side
in presenting the amendment,

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that all debate on this sec-
tion and all amendments thereto close
in 30 minutes, with the last 10 minutes
to be reserved to the committee.

Mr. PATMAN. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Chairman, is it understoed
then that the proponents will have 20
minutes and the opponents the last 10
minutes?

Mr. KEE. I will make that as a part
of my request, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HaiLeck], the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. Hiir], and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Evinsl,
want to speak on the amendment, and
we can divide the time accordingly.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, I understand the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Parman]
claimed just now that it is understood
that 20 minutes’ time would be allotted
to the proponents and 10 minutes be
reserved for the opponents. I understood
the unanimous consent request to be that
the last 10 minutes should be reserved to
the committee. There was no division
as to time for the opponents or the pro-
ponents.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Arkansas correctly understands the
unanimous-consent request.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, reserving
the right to object, it seems that we are
trying to get this time allotted before
we hear the debats. Something might
develop that we may want to discuss at
some length. Since the Senate took 3
weeks to debate this bill, and they are
seeking to pass it here in 2 days, it does
not seem justifiable., Therefore I ob-
ject, Mr. Chairman.

SMALL-BUSINESS AMENDMENT

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is
very easy for a department or agency to
deal only with large concerns. We
found that to be true in the beginning
of the emergency preceding the Second
World War. It was necessary that we
pass special acts of Congress in order to
compel these agencies to give small busi-
ness a fair share of the production of
the business that they could procure and
deliver. We had to compel them to do
it.. Even in wartime it was necessary.
It was in the public interest, and there
has never been a time that small busi-
ness is pressed harder than it is pressed
today. The huge concerns have every
advantage. If you were in a position of
authority and dealing with billions of
dollars, and buying billions of dollars’
worth of goods and commodities, the
easy way for you would be to deal with
the huge concerns that could make the
deliveries and have the minimum num-
ber of contracts to deal with. It is per-
fectly natural. But this Congress has a
good record of trying to protect the
smaller concerns of the Nation.

I invite attention to the fact that we
passed the Smaller War Plants Act, we
passed thz Small Business Mobilization
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Act, and the War Production Board was
given specific small-business mandates
by Congress under this act. That was
during wartime, if you please. In addi-
tion, in the Surplus Property Act, after
the war, we made sure small business
was given an opportunity to purchase
surplus property. The Reconversion
Act and the Contract Settlement Act

 also had provisions favoring small busi-

ness. The Armed Services Procurement
Act had a similar provision. The Selec-
tive Service Act had a similar provision.
This is the only major bill I know of to
go through Congress without some good,
strong, compulsory provision relating to
small business concerns. I hope there
is no objection to this amendment. I
do not believe there should be.

After dealing with ECA, my findings
are vhat if we do not have this provision
in the bill small business will not have
an equal or a fair chance. There is no
provision in the present act that requires
it, and this must be inserted in order to
protect the small concerns of the Nation.

MR. HOFFMAN

I know Mr. Paul Hoffman, Administra-
tor of ECA, and I have confidence in him.
I have known him for many years. I
have been in many conferences with
him. He demonstrated sincerity and
honesty of purpose. I know if he were

" to have charge of this Act himself, di-

recting ever; part of it, small business
would be given the right chance. Ob-
viously, however, he cannot personally
look after all these things. He must
delegate this power to others.# The peo-
ple we have been dealing with in ECA
have not demonstrated too much sym-
pathy for small business.

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

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Arkansas.

Mr. HARRIS. I am quite sympathetic
to the gentleman’s proposal. Certainly
it is one worth while considering at this
point. However, can the gentleman ad-
vise the Committee just Fow a deter-
mination might be made as to what
would be a fair share for small business?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes. Anticipating such
a question as the gentleman has asked,
if the gentleman will refer to the Recorp
of last Saturday and turn to page 4192 he
will find the amendment I have proposed,
and on the next page he will find defini-
tions of all the words and phrases used
in this amendment, to indicate how they
should be construed, about “procure-
ment,” and about “in the United States”
and “producer” and especially “pro-
ducers,” and “a fair and substantial
share” and what is a fair share. So re-
fer to the REcorp at page 4193 and you
will find a definition of all the words
and phrases that are used in this amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment
is adopted.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, in view of
the fact that my request that debate
close in 30 minutes was objected to, I
now move that all debate on this amend-
ment and all amendments thereto close
in 27 minutes.

The motion was agreed to.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr,
HALLECK].

Mr. HALLECEK. Mr. Chairman, Mem-
bers of the House who have served dur-
ing the past three or four terms will re-
call, I am sure, the great personal in-
terest I have had, along with the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Parman] and
many others, in behalf of small business
in our economy. That evidence was seen
first before our enfry into World War
ITI when we joined in the Committee on
Small Business to do what we could, not
only to protect the interests of small
business, but to see to it that the great
productive capacity of small business
could be brought into the then develop-
ing war effort. We went through those
years before the war, during the war,
and since the war doing what we could to
bring about administrative support and
assistance for small business in connec-
tion with the various programs. We
brought to final enactment legislation
designed to protect the interests of small
business and promote the interests of
the country.

The gentleman from Texas has re-
ferred to certain precedents which I say
clearly establish the reasonableness of
the offering of this amendment. I re-
call it was said on some of those occa-
sions that the proposals were not ad-
ministratively such that they could be
put into operation. Frequently it was
said they would hamper this and that
effort, which was of primary importance.

As I look back, I do not concede that
any single one of those acts did anything
except help promote the fundamental
purpose which was before us and at the
same time help preserve and protect that
great stalwart segment of the American
economy, the small-business man.

What is the situation which here con-
fronts us in connection with the Euro-
pean aid program? The program in-
volves principally the shipment of sup-
plies from this country to foreign coun-
tries. When we undertook this program
a year ago we wrote into the act certain
requirements as to procurement which
were designed to relieve, so far as pos-
sible, the impact of such procurement
on our short supplies here at home. In
the meantime, in the short space of a
year, that economic situation has
changed. Instead of having short sup-
plies in many fields in the country, to-
day we are now having surplus supplies.
Whole segments of our economy find
their products backing up on them. Now
then, having a year ago written what I
thought was a good provision of the
bill to meet the situation then existing,
why is it not good sense and sound judg-
ment today to write into this legislation
provisions which will, so far as possible,
bring about the distribution of these
procurement programs over the econ-
omy as a whole with particular reference
to small business?

Bear in mind this amendment does not
undertake to say to the ECA that they
have to buy any particular commodity in
this country. All it seeks to do is to
provide that if ECA allocates money to
be used for purchases in this counfry,
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then the ECA itself, so far as it can,
should see to it that the great productive
capacities of small business shall likewise
be utilized in this program. I do not
think there is anyone here who would
contend other than that this foreign aid
program Is today, rightly or wrongly,
supporting much of our economy insofar
as employment is concerned. If that is
true, then why is it not desirable that,
so far as it can be worked out, the pro-
ductive capacity of small business should
be devoted to this effort which we are
carrying on in foreign lands?

I am not against anyone in connection
with that operation. Here again, as I
have throughout the years, I want to do
what I can to see to it that small business
is protected in a fair way. I speak as
one who voted for this program a year
ago. I speak as one who expects to vote
for it this time.

But I do not believe it can be said of
these various amendments, as they come
along, that they should not be given fair
consideration. If they are found to be
in the public interest and not destructive
of the fundamental purposes of the act, I
can see no reason why they should not
be written. into the law. I know, as
many of you undoubtedly know, that
small-business men have been coming to
us complaining that they have not been
able to get the door open to get into this
business in the ECA program.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Vorysl.

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

Mr. Chairman, I am certainly on the
spot here. Like the rest of you I am
strongly in favor of small business, and
I am most reluctant to tangle with my
distinguished and respected friend who
invented the idea of having a Small
Business Committee, the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HairLEck]. However, I
greatly prefer the small-business amend-
ment in the bill to the one proposed here.
It may be that a little pride of authorship
is involved; I had something to do with
what our committee conceived as the
proper way to handle the small-business
situation, an amendment which appears
on page 7, lines 14 to 18 of the bill as
follows:

And, Insofar as practicable, make available
or cause to be made available to suppliers
in the United States reasonable information,
as far in advance as possible, of purchases
proposed to be financed with funds author=-
ized under this title.

I was the author of the provisions in
the original act providing in sections
111 and 112 for the maximum use of
private channels of trade, and it seems
to me that the concept of private chan-
Eels of trade is most important in this

ill,

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

Mr, VORYS. In just a minute,

I believe I am correct when I say that
five-sixths of the program is conducted
through private channels of trade. The
problem involved is this: if you are go-
ing to permit a purchaser in Europe to
come over here and buy something in
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private channels of trade from a seller
here, how are you going to impose con-
ditions or limitations upon his purchases
such as you would provide for govern-
ment purchases? I thoroughly approve
of the magnificent work our committee
on small business has done in writing
provisions for participation by small
business in government purchases. The
problem we face, however, is how to
write such provisions into a law which
attempts to stimulate private channels
of trade which, in my judgment, is the
cornerstone of the future of internation-
al trade. The proposal before us is, I
greatly fear, extremely unworkable,
What is a “fair and reasonable propor-
tion,” for instance? At present small
business, firms employing 500 persons or
less, predominated in 44 percent of the
trade financed by ECA, involving $1,672,-
500,000. In 5.9 percent of the ECA trade
small business got the largest share; in
24 percent a moderate share went to
small business and in 15 lines of endeav-
or, comprising 23 percent and valued at
$955,000,000, small business got a small
share.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. VORYS. In just a moment.
You and I know that small business can-
not participate in the making of loco-
motives, turbines, or in the building of
harbor installations, and a number of
other items that are in this program. I
am greatly concerned that in our inter-
est for small business we put a lot of
regimentation upon all private business
abroad and at home that we do not want
to impose.

Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. PATMAN. I may state to the
gentleman from Ohio that our commit-
tee has conferred on that, and we are
convinced that the language inserted by
the gentleman on page 7 will not get the
job done. We are convinced that it is
not sufficient; that unless there is a
mandate so plain they cannot escape it,
they will not follow it.

If the gentleman is interested further
in the facts I refer him to the statistics
appearing on page 4193 of the REcorp
where he will find that the proposition
we have is in conformity with the rules
and regulations heretofore made by the
Department.

Mr. VORYS. I have read with great
interest the gentleman’s speech and ex-
tension of last Saturday, but I still feel
that the determination of a fair share
to be imposed on private business here
and abroad is a very difficult proposition
administratively, and we have been told
by the ECA that the amendment pro-
posed is practically impossible of admin-
istration.

I yield to my colleague, the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. HALLECK].

Mr. HALLECK. -Mr. Chairman, as
the gentleman from Texas and I have
just pointed out—and the gentleman
was here and heard the arguments—
time and time again in connection with
the program for World War II, when
we had very critical problems before us,
language similar to this was inserted,
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and it did the work; it worked not only
for the benefit of small business but for
the benefit of the country and for the
benefit of the program.

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

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

Mr. Chairman, from what has been
said here it is certainly apparent that
this is not a partisan issue, for both
sides are speaking in favor of small busi-
ness in this case.

A gentleman said a while ago that a
certain Member was the author of the
Committee on Small Business of the
House. I want to say that no one indi-
vidual was responsible for it; this House
of Representatives created this commit-
tee and charged the committee with the
duty of inquiring into problems relating
to small business and to report back to
the House. It cannot enact legislation,
but it can report to this House and make
recommendations. We have found in
our experience that small business is
having the door closed in its face, so to
speak, by ECA; they cannot get a fair
or proportionate share of the business.

M.. Chairman, I have consistently
favored the high objectives and purposes
of the European recovery program. I
have felt that the program was not only
necessary but that it was of vital im-
portance and in the best interest of the
United States—that it is a humanitarian
program, and not only this but such a
program that was designed to aid and as-
sist our friends abroad and stimulate
economic recovery at home and to serve
as a bulwark against the spreading and
onrush of communism.

For these and other reasons I have
supported the ECA program.

In the Economic Cooperation Act of
1948 Congress in no uncertain terms
stated its purposes, which were as
follows:

It is declared to be the policy of the people
of the United States to encourage these
countries, through a joint organization, to
exert sustained common efforts - - -
which will speedily achieve that economic
cooperation in Europe which is essential for
lasting peace and prosperity.

It is further declared in this act to
be the policy of the people of the United
States to sustain and strengthen princi-
ples of individual liberty—free institu-
tions—and assistance to those countries
of Europe which participate in a joint
recovery program based upon self-help
and mutual cooperation, provided—and
I call particular attention to the follow=-
ing statement of policy and intent:

Provided, That no assistance to the par-
ticipating countries herein contemplated
ehall seriously impair the economic stability
of the United States.

The act further provided that—

The Administrator shall, to the maximum
extent consistent with the accomplishment
of the purposes * * * utilize private
channels of trade.

Private channels of trade have not
been utilized to any appreciable extent
as relating to small business in the
United States.

I have carefully read the letter of
March 29, 1949, to the House Small
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Business Committee from the ECA in
this connection. The committee had
asked what regulations or statutes would
be necessary to insure small business a
fair share of participation in procure-
ment made in the United States. ECA
replied, in substance, that any statutory
mandate or regulation which would ac-
complish this purpose would be imprac-
ticable and would discourage the use of
private channels of trade.

I am a great believer in the use of pri-
vate channels of trade, as opposed to
governmental wusurpation of private
trade channels. First let us see what
countries are not using private channels
of trade. This information is taken
from a document supplied to the House
Small Business Committee by ECA. The
following countries used governmental or
quasi-governmental agencies to handle
procurement for the commodities indi-
cated:

Austria: Feeds, grain, coal.

France: Substantially all procurement
through these sources.

Greece: Food, medical supplies, tech-
nical items, and petroleum products.

Italy: Pharmaceuticals, spare parts,
tin plate, coal, petroleum and petroleum
products, wheat and flour.

The Netherlands: Wheat, flour, fats
and oils, oil cake and meal, dried fruit,
and meat.

Norway: Wheat, flour and rye.

Turkey: Coal-mining machinery and
port construction machinery.

All of the purchases of Great Britain
are handled through governmental
agencies.

It will certainly be no imposition
on these governments to require them
to do what our Government does—and
that is to give a fair share of procure-
ment to small business.

As to those items which are procured
through private channels of trade, I can-
not see how it would interfere with those
channels to require that they in turn
give a fair share of their orders to small
business in this country.

Mr. Chairman, this idea is not new.
During the war and in the midst of hos-
tilities when nothing was to be allowed
to impede in any way the progress of our
forces, this principle of attention to busi-
ness channels was a customary practice,

We imposed a mandate to utilize small
business wherever possible upon the
Armed Services and certain other agen-
cies. This was clearly set down in the
Armed Services Procurement Act of
1947—to require a fair proportion of
purchases to be placed with small busi-
ness concerns.

Similar provisions have been inserted
into the Reconversion Act, the Surplus
Property Act, the Contract Settlement
Act, and even the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation Act as amended.

Mr. Chairman, if this country—this
Congress—could impose such provisions
upon ourselves as a Nation during the
war—and demand that our own govern-
mental agencies observe the requirement
to share business with small-business
operators—then, certainly today we
should require that the ECA insure that
small business be given its fair and
equitable share of contracts of procure-
ments.
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I believe that the importers in these
participating countries, wherein small
business is the backbone as it is in ours,
would be willing to cooperate to this
extent.

I do not believe that the amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Texas
would in any manner destroy the intent
and purpose of this act which, mind you,
requires that we look to the economic
stability of this country in our activities
on behalf of the European recovery.

I am very much afraid that the author-
ities of ECA have improperly presumed
that private channels of trade will be
interfered with by trying to assist small
business and have springboarded from
that conclusion to their present position
of resistance.

It is apparent that a congressional
mandate is the only thing that will
change that opinion, and I am, therefore,
heartily in favor of the amendment
proposed.

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

Mr. EVINS. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. EEOGH. Mr. Chairman, I want
to commend the gentleman for the posi-
tion he has taken on this amendment,
As a member of the Small Business Com-
mittee on which he has served and served
well, he knows the many problems that
are facing the small-business men of
this country. I am sure the gentleman
will agree with me that it is of far more
importance that we preserve the economy
of the small-business men of this coun-
try rather than looking first to the
economy elsewhere.

Mr. EVINS. I thank ‘he gentleman,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gcntleman from Colorado [Mr.
Hrmrl,

Mr, HILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the pending amendment.

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

Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. RIEHLMAN., The gentleman from
Colorado [Mr., HirLl, as a member of
the Small Business Committee of the
House, knows the deep interest I have
in the welfare of the small business con-
cerns of our country. I am in favor of
the amendment that has been offered
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PAT-
MAN] and intend to support it.

IN RE PATMAN AMENDMENT FOR SMALL BUSINESS

Mr, Chairman, in reviewing the Ninth
Report of the Economic Cooperation Ad-
ministration, on page 68 I find that pro-
curement authorizations issued by ECA
for purchases in the United States, up to
February 28, 1949, totaled $2,897,000,000.
This was out of a total expenditure of $4,-
839,000,000 for procurement in all coun-
tries.

I am advised that ECA is unable to de-
termine what portion of the expenditures
in the United States went to small busi-
ness. I am further advised that they
cannot even say what proportion could
have gone to small business. If the com-
plaints which I and other Members have
received are indicative, it is reasonable
to assume that small business received
very little, It is further reasonable to
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assume that they will get no more in the
future since most of the purchase orders
and contracts for this procurement are
made in foreign countries and with large
businesses that are able to maintain
agents and representatives abroad. The
very nature of the operation limits the
possibilities of small business. It is my
sincere belief that, any time $2,800,000,-
000 changes hands in this country with-
out small business getting a fair share of
participation, our economic stability is
shaken, and if things continue, that phase
of our national economy will ultimately
be seriously hurt. ECA has demonstrated
that it will not on its own do any overt
act to assist small business. I am tired
of sympathy and lip service. I am tired
of being told how things cannot be done
and would welcome the refreshing
change of ECA showing me how things
can be done to assist the little fellow. It
is my belief that the mandates of the
amendment proposed by my colleague
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Patman],
are the only means of producing effective
results.

Mr, HILL, Mr, Chairman, in consid-
ering a new appropriation for ECA, I
want to remind my colleagues of a study
conducted by the staff of the House Se-
lect Committee on Small Business last
December, The results of the study indi-
cated that through December 3 less than
500 firms had participated in the pro-
gram as suppliers of goods to aid coun-
tries. That of the total 500 firms ap-
proximately 150 were foreign firms.

During the period of ECA existence,
prior to December 3 roughly $4,000,-
000,000 was expended. In providing new
money for foreign aid through ECA let
us be certain that a privileged few do
not receive a monopoly of this business,
Let us guard against profiteering by po-
litical favorites in a charity program.

At one point in our investigation last
year our staff discovered that the firm of
Anderson, Clayton & Co. had 71.2 percent
of the total cotton procurement of the
aid countries. One British tobacco
firm had 80.98 percent of tobacco pro-
curements, and four coal firms had 567
percent of all of the coal shipped.

Would it not be helpful for us to write
specific provisions into the appropria-
tion of new moneys to include small and
independent businesses in this expensive
aid plan in which small business is called
upon to contribute many tax dollars?

Mr. Chairman, small business institu-
tions have ever been the keystone of our
business economy. From the beginning
of our history, our country has thrived
and grown only when our farmers, crafts-
men, and tradesmen were producing and
selling in abundance.

Today we are faced with a situation
in our business world which demands
recognition. Giant corporations, with
far-flung organizations, can more than
take care of themselves in both the do-
mestic and foreign fields of trade and
commerce. So we are not concerned, at
the moment, with such organizations.
We are, however, deeply concerned with
the maintenance of a vigorous and pros-
perous business structure in its entirety.
To maintain such a structure, small

L
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business must have a fair and propor-
tionate amount of the total of our for-
eign as well as of our domestic trade.

In recognition of certain compelling
facts, we have provided funds for a Euro-
pean recovery plan. We are now asked
to renew and further implement this
plan by supplying more dollar credits,
many more dollars which are furnished
largely by the rank and file of smaller
American business institutions.

It is too much to ask that small busi-
ness share proportionately in the dollar
volume of goods and merchandise pur-
chased in the United States by way of
authorizations under the Marshall plan?

Is it too much to ask that the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Administration be
required—since it has taken no steps on
its own motion—to use its organization
and influence to properly propel and im-
plement such purchases from small pro-
ducers, processors, manufacturers, and
fabricators

I think not, nor do I see any danger
to the Marshall plan by merely provid-
ing a means through which the intent of
Congress with respect to the preserva-
tion of small business is made manifest.
To the contrary, I believe that the Euro-
pean recovery plan is strengthened by a
congressional mandate which in effect
impels a wide distribution of purchases
in this country, a mandate by which
Congress takes a further and positive
step to insure that the economy of the
United States is not impaired while, at
the same time, the European recovery
plan is in no way rufiled.

Mr. Chairman, I am glad to rise in
support of the amendment of the chair-
man of the Select Committee on Small
Business, the distinguished gentleman
from Texas [Mr. PaTmAN]. As a mem-
ber of the Select Committee on Small
Business I endorse his amendment
wholeheartedly and trust it will pass by
a large majority.

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

Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio. :

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, a list o

suppliers just came over from my office.

There are 75 pages in one and 43 in an-
other. I thought that possibly the mem-
bers of the Committee woulc like to take
a look at this and see just who all are
furnishing this procurement.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I also
would like to say to my colleague that I,
too, have a list of where they bought their
agriculfural products, and the gentleman
from Colorado is absolutely correct. So
far as this procurement is concerned, it is
pretty well confined to a few big com-
panies.

Mr. HILL. I will say to the gentleman
that the part of the bill that was read
by the gentleman from Ohio which reads
“as far as practical” means nothing at
all. They are not going to buy it from

- small business firms anywhere, especially

in the territory where I live. They say
it is too far away; “we cannot police it;
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we cannot tell what they are going to do.”
So, they buy from the big firms, and
the little firms just getting started never
get a dollar’s worth of business from the
ECA, and that is why it is important to
write this amendment in the bill,

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

Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman
irom Tennessee.

Mr, EVINS. If we enacted such legis-
lation in the procurement during the
war, should we not do it now that the
war is over?

Mr. HILL, It is more important now.

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

Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman
from Florida. '

Mr. SMATHERS. Would this not re-
quire that the Government step in both
on this side of the ocean and on the
other side of the ocean and set up a
governmental agency, which I know the
gentleman does not want to have?
Would it not require that a governmental
agency be set up on both sides in order
to see that whatever percentage you
want from that source is bought?

Mr. HILL. It does not take any more
business organization to buy from a little
firm than from a big firm or to buy auto-
mobiles from a little firm than from
General Motors. It just takes a little
brains. If they do not have the ability
they should not be placed in these impor-
tant positions.

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

Mr. HILL, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman is
absolutely correct in his statement. They
set the rules so that under the present
purchasing program they cannot buy
from the small firms.

Mr. HILL. In one instance they wrote
into the contract a provision that pro-
hibited a small firm that made fine trucks
from bidding.

Mr. BATTLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. BATTLE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Virginia.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, in the
interest of saving time, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the
REecorp at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection

. to the request of the gentleman from

Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the
Department of Commerce conducted a
field survey to learn the experience of
small business participating in the Eu-
ropean recovery plan. The complaints
of small business can roughly be divided
into two categories: First, the lack of
information emanating either from the
Economic Cooperation Administration,
or from other sources, as to foreign trad-
ing methods; second, the lack of infor-
mation as to what was to be procured
in the United States under an ECA-ap-
proved authoriziation in time to seek the
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business. This second complaint ema-
nated not only from those unfamiliar
with the export trade bui from firms,
manufacturers, and other producers long
engaged in shipping abroad.

The upshot of the whole business has
been that the powerfully entrenched cor-
poration or exporter has been able to
obtain a lion's share of all European re-
covery business ending in this country.

I am not trying to say that such or-
ganizations are not entitled to receive
business under the plan. I am saying,
however, very positively, that no evi-
dence has been adduced which would in-
dicate that small business has received
any share of business under its authori-
zations.

ECA authorizations have been made, in
most cases, after sales have been con-
summated. How, I ask you, can small
business ever hope to share in the dol-
lars spent in the United States unless a
ma;ndate of Congress is written into this
bill?

There is a very definite need for a
widespread dissemination of informa-
tion regarding ECA procurement author-
izations. No agency of the Government
is in a better position to accomplish
this task than ECA. The weak and in-
valid excuse has been advanced by mem-
bers of the ECA staff that it is impossi-
ble to break down a procurement au-
thorization or to spell out the component
parts so that a fair idea of the types,
kinds, and qualities of goods to be pur-
chased in the United States may be made
available.

The matter of ECA regulations and
their interpretation, while perhaps not
too difficult for the initiated, are cer-
tainly not as thoroughly clear as they
should be to the entire business struc-
ture. This is a task ECA should wel-
come; the job of making known to every
businessman in the United States the
story of how his dollars are being spent
and how, as a businessman, he can have
an equal opportunity to obtain his pro-
portionate share of the dollars spent in
the United States. It may well be that
many small-business institutions are not
interested in business under the Euro-
pean recovery plan or in export business,
for that matter. But those who are
should have an equal opportunity to
compete for the business. Unless they
know where, what, and how, there is
certainly an impediment which cannot
be overcome,

The ECA bill now under discussion has
my unqualified endorsement as one of
the best security investments we can
make.

The amendment simply provides for a
distribution of purchases on the portion
of procurement made in the United
States and gives opportunity for small
business to compete.

For these and other reasons, Mr.
Chairman, I urge support of the amend-
ment of the distinguished gentleman
from Texas [Mr. ParmaNn], known and
avowed friend of small business, and am
happy to join him in the advocacy of a
fair and equal opportunity for small
business at home and abroad.
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Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairmanr, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BATTLE. 1 yield to the gentle~
man from California.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I am in
support of this amendment. I believe it
is fundamentally sound. I believe it is
necessary. If it gives some inconven-
ience to the Administrator of the pro-
gram, then, nevertheless, if considerable
inconvenience and even some increased
expense in matters of administration can
well be had, and caused, as compared
with the fact that the effect of this
amendment will be to strengthen the
sinews of small business in the United
States, the strengthening of small busi-
ness in America is more important than
it is to have less inconvenience in the
matter of administration of this impor-
tant bill. With the evidence indisputa-
bly showing that small business, as de-
fined by the distinguished gentleman
from Texas [Mr., Parman], has not to
date had its reasonable share of the ECA
resources in purchasing in America, I
vigorously urge that this amendment
carry and that, thereby, we vigorously
declare that it is the continuing policy of
this United States Congress that small
business shall be strengthened and per-
petuated in America at every reasonable
turn of the road.

There is no other way provided where-
by there is security for big business in
America if, in fact, small business in
America is either destroyed or deterio-
rates or disappears for any reason what-
soever., The sinews and the American
way of life in competitive, free enterprise
started in the places of small business in
America and only by perpetuation of the
intent and spirit of small business in
America can our free, competitive enter-
prise be perpetuated in America.
Neither disappearing small business nor
increasing monopolistic capitalism will
strengthen the sinews of free, competi-
tive enterprise. It takes both sound
small business and sound big business to
perpetuate that.

I urge the overwhelming approval of
this amendment which I believe to be im-
perative in the best interests of the busi-
ness of America, and, therefore, of the
people of America, and, therefore, in
the best interests of the taxpayers of
America.

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

Mr. BA . I yield to the gentle-
man from Kansas.

Mr. REES. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. REES. Mr. Chairman, I support
the amendment of the gentleman from
Texas that is intended to permit the
group of what is known as small-busi-
ness men to participate in this program.
I disagree with those who insist the pro-
gram will cost more if small business is
allowed a share. It will cost less for the
reason there will be more competition on
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thousands of commodities included in
this program. Of course, such things as
locomotives, trucks, automobiles, will go
to big business. But where small busi-
ness can share, it should not be ignored.

Mr. Chairman, I wish I had time to
recite a number of experiences that have
come to my attention. Let me tell you
about at least one of them. Under the
present program, Greece lLas been al-
located several million dollars for the
purchase of mules in this country. These
mules are for farmers of Greece. Or-
dinarily you would think reputable deal-
ers in this country would have a chance
to submit offers, and there would be com-
petition and a fair chance for all dealers
of ordinary size, interested. One of my
constituents, who is a pretty good-sized
dealer, and who knows the business
thought he might have a chance at
bidding, especially since he is near the
area where mules are raised and since
he has been in the business for many
years. Briefly, here is what I have found.
The mules for Greece are being bought,
not by a representative of Greece, but
by a Turkish concern. I find also that
the Turkish representative will deal only
with less than a half dozen dealers who
are exporters of mules, and that the or-
dinary dealer does not have a chance at
the business. In other words, American
taxpayers’ money is being used to buy
the livestock but American small-busi-
ness men do not even have a fair oppor-
tunity to compete for the business. It
has been reported within the last few
days the price of the mules when they
reach their destination is excessive., I
suggest this committee look into this
matter., Mr. Chairman, this amendment
should be adopted.

Mr. BATTLE. Mr. Chairman, and
members of the committee, I rise in op-
position to this amendment. I would
like to say that I, too, am interested in
small business. That is the reason that
in committee I proposed an amendment
along with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Vorys] on this subject.

However, we must be primarily in-
terested in the workahility of this pro-
gram. We cannot endanger the entire
ECA program by hamstringing the Ad-
ministrator in this manner. It would be
impossible for them to administer and
to obtain the objectives of this amend-
ment; it would take additional time and
more money which would decrease the
effectiveness of the operation. It would
mean that the ECA would be taking the
majority of its time in the field of pro-
curement, and it is not the purpose nor
the objective of this plan to get into the
field of procurement to such an extent,
In the long run it would hurt small busi-
ness. Under this amendment it would
be necessary to stop dealing through
private channels necessitating additional
concentration of business in the hands of
the Government. The Department of
Commerce has a full-time job of pro-
moting the interest of business and it is
doing a good job. The ECA also has a
unit which is looking for the interest of
small business.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. BATTLE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. It would be
very difficult to administer the Patman
amendment, but I think if after the
word “producers” the words “so far as
practicable” are inserted, it could be ad-
ministered. I think that will carry out
the idea in the Patman amendment.

Mr. BATTLE. The amendment we
put in the bill in committee provided
in effect that information on pending
purchases by individual countries would
be made available to the small-business
men of America as far as possible in ad-
vance, so that all would have a fair
chance in competing for the commodities
to be supplied under this program. I
believe it is the only way this can be
handled. I am surprised to see the gen-
tleman from Indiana is backing up the
amendment which would allow for addi-
tional concentration of power in the Fed-
eral Government and which would allow
an agency of the Federal Government
to further regulate and control business.

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

Mr. BATTLE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Florida.

Mr. SMATHERS. Is it not the pur-
pose of the ECA program to revive the
normal channels of trade not only in
Europe but here in the United States?

Mr. BATTLE. That is certainly the
purpose of ECA.

Mr. SMATHERS. If this amendment
were adopted, would it not mean that,
as in the war, when the Government
bought a lot of equipment for the Army
actually a governmental agency had to
do it, this would require a governmental
agency to be established to act here in
the United States, and a governmental
agency would have to act in the coun-
tries of Europe, so that we would defeat
the whole program of trying to reestab-
lish the private channels of trade?

Mr. BATTLE. That is absolutely cor-
rect. It would be impossible for ECA
to use so much time and money in the
field of procurement, which would mean
that the effectiveness would be lessened
to that degree. I believe the amendment
we have in the bill, making available
the information to all small business all
over the country, would take care of that
situation. If we use the words of the
amendment as proposed by the gentle-
man from Texas we will hamper the
program seriously. )

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Alabama has expired.
All time has expired on the amendment.

The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
PaTMaN].

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. HALLECK) there
were—ayes 120, noes 49.

So the amendment was agreed to,

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 7. (a) Bection 112 (¢) of such act is
hereby repealed.

(b) Section 112 (g) of such act is herebhy
amended by striking out “section 6 of the
act of July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 714), Including
any amendment thereto,” and “section 6
of the act of July 2, 1940, as amended,” and
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inserting in lieu thereof "the Export Con-
trol Act of 1949.”

(c) Section 112 (h) of such Economle Co-
operation Act of 1948 is hereby amended ty
striking out the period, inserting In lieun
thereof a comma, and adding “and, insofar
as practicable, make available or cause to be
made avallable to suppliers in the United
States reasonable information, as far in ad-
vance as possible, of purchases proposed to
be financed with funds authorized under
this title.”

(d) Section 112 of such act is hereby
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new subsection: 2

“(i) No funds authorized for the purposes
of this title shall be used for the purchase
in bulk of any commodities (other than com-
modities procured by or in the possession of
the Commodity Credit Corporation pursuant
to price-support programs required by law)
at prices higher than the market price pre-
vailing in the United States at the time of
the purchase adjusted for differences in the
cost of transportation to destination, qual-
ity, and terms of payment.”

Mr, IRVING. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. IrvinG: Strike
out the following words after section 7 on
lines 5 and 6 of page 7:

**(a) Section 112 (c) of such act is hereby
repealed.”

Mr. IRVING. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment I offer reinstates the provi-
sion which was in the original act of last
year. It will continue the provision that
25 percent of the wheat and whole grains
shipped abroad under ECA shall be
milled in this country rather than in for-
eign countries. I believe that the Sen-
ate has recognized the necessity for this
provision, although it has cut it to 15
percent. I am not in favor of cutting
the percentage from what it was in the
original act. There is nothing new in the
proposal that I am making. Itis biparti-
san and nonpartisan, and everyone must
have been in favor of it last year when
they passed the act. Cutting this pro-
vision will cause unemployment in this
country. It will also hurt the small-
business people that we have heard so
much about here this afternoon and over
the last few years. Generally speaking,
I think the provision as called for in sec-
tion 7 should not be repealed. My
amendment will reinstate that provision.

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

Mr. IRVING. I yield. .

Mr. ARENDS. Has the other body put
this provision in the bill?

Mr. IRVING. The other body has this
provision in the bill.

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

Mr. IRVING. I yield.

Mr. REES. The provision in the Sen-
ate bill provides for 15 percent, does it
not?

Mr. IRVING. I mentioned that, and
I said too that I was not in favor of the
reduction, but was in favor of the 25-per-

* cent figure.

Mr. REES. Your amendment is for
25 percent?

Mr. IRVING. Yes; as it was in the
original legislation.
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Mr. REES. In other words, this brings
it back to what it was last year?

Mr. IRVING. That is right.

Mr. REES. I think the gentleman’s
amendment ought to be supported.

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

Mr. IRVING. 1 yield.

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. 1 rise to speak
in favor of the amendment the gentle-
man has offered. I offered a similar
amendment in committee, but was not
successful in having it adopted by our
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. IRVING. I thank the gentleman
very much.

Mr. O'"HARA of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRVING. I yield.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. It wasmy
intention to offer a 15 percent amend-
ment, but of course I shall certainly sup-
port the gentleman’s amendment pro-
viding 25 percent.

Mr, IRVING. I thank the gentleman
very much.

Mr. Chairman, I have a full apprecia-
tion of what the chairman and members
of the committee have done. There is no
personal criticism of them or of their
efforts intended in my statement wherein
I say there is a weakness in their report.
I meant nothing critical of them, except
to say that they had not given full con-
sideration to this matter, and for that
reason did not have a full understanding
of the proposition,

To show my interest in the matter, I
wrote all my colleagues of the House on
February 23 of this year calling their
attention to the possibility that this
provision might be dropped from the act.
I am advancing this proposition, not
alone from the point of view of the peo-
ple who are employed in these mills, al-
though there will be many hundreds and
thousands of them unemployed, if this
provision is deleted, but because I am
also in favor of the employers and the
business people who have their money
invested in these mills. I have a tele-
gram which states that since October
1948, 22 mills, representing a capital in-
vestment of $15,000,000, have shut down,
Twelve hundred of our people have been
permanently laid off. This affects not
only my district in Kansas City, Mo.,
but it affects the North, the East, the
South, and the West, wherever mills,
either small or large, are located. I can
picture the small mills on the Red River
in North Dakota, the large mills on the
Mississippi River in Minnesota, and the
mills in Oklahoma and all over the coun-
try. I can picture those mills fighting
to maintain their foreign trade. We
have information from the testimony of
Mr. E. W. Reed, president of Shella-
barger’s, Inc., millers in Salina, Kans.—
testimony was given at the hearings be-
fore the committee and is found on pages
699 to 709—where he said that—

The mathematical average percentage of
flour to the total for the 21-year period is
26.84 percent. It can be argued that a 21-
year period is too long from which to draw
an average applicable to the present case.

If so, a running 5-year average beginning
with 1920 does not show a single 5-year
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period as low as 20 percent, while the period
since 1934 exceeds the 25-percent figure,

For the 10 years ending 1840 this arith-
metical average is 37.7 percent,

Possibly it should be pointed out that in
a comparison of this nature much can be
said for each year standing on its own base,
inasmuch as crops, general economic condi-
tions, and other factors affect both wheat
and flour from year to year.

Bubsequent to World War II export began
again with a 1045 percentage of 14.32; for
1946, 86.45 percent; and in 1947, 46.05 percent.

According to figures supplied by ECA for
the 9 months of its operation in 1948, the
relationship was maintained at 25.17 per-
cent.

Based on historical records, certainly 25
percent flour should be considered a mini-
mum of such participation in total export.

It is my information that during his testi-
mony before the Senate Committee on For-
eign Relatlons, Mr. Hoffman made the state-
ment that ECA had sustained a loss as the
result of the purchase of wheat flour.

A study of the calculations by which this
loss is presumably arrived at discloses an
approach that at least is subject to question,

These calculations show that ECA actually
paid some $85,000,000 less for the combined
wheat and wheat flour exported by ECA than
would have been the case had all wheat
been shipped. The loss conclusion 1s arrived
at by establishing a theoretical figure of some
$14,000,000 as the value of the millfeed by-
product retained in the United States from
the wheat milled for export flour and con-
cluding that the loss is the difference be-
tween the $86,000,000 reduction in amounts
pald out by ECA for wheat and wheat equiva-
lent in the form of flour, on the one hand,
as against all wheat, on the other, and the
$14,000,000 value of millfeed retained in the
United States.

Disregarding the assumptions indulged In
by ECA, which assumptions it would be diffi-
cult for anyone to prove, it is clear that the
actual cost of wheat and wheat flour shipped
was $6,000,000 less than if the entire quan-
tity had been shipped as wheat grain.

It is erroneous to characterize in any re-
spect the byproduct or millfeed resulting
from the production of flour for the ECA
countries as a loss. It Is retained in the
United States and is consumed by our own
livestock.

Thus it contributes to our agricultural
economy and our own domestic food supply.

It is significant to note in this connection
that there is never a carry-over of milifeeds
at any time. The entire quantity of mill-
feeds produced by the flour mills in the
United States is consumed each year.

The ECA calculation made no allowance
for the value of the bags, which are now re-
covered in the importing countries, or for
dollars which would have to be used for fuel
and other supplies if the milling of the
grain is done in the importing country.

The victory the United States expects to
galn through ECA is partly economic and
partly moral. If the ECA fails to strengthen
the will of the people to live free lives, it will
not in fact succeed. It will fail miserably.

Flour goes to ECA countries with a label
on every package clearly and unmistakably
identifying it as a product “"Made in the
United States of America.” That label car-
ries a message of real meaning to every store-
keeper and to every consumer who uses or
sees a package, and to every baker who uses
the flour in his bake shop.

Its advertising value, its value in strength-
ening friendship for the United States, defies
calculation. It is food—and it is “Made in
the United States of America.”

Wheat goes to importing countries in bulk
cargoes. It promptly loses its identity. It
is mixed and diluted with other wheats from
other countries. The resulting flour cannot
be ldentifled. There was no “Made in United
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Btates of America” label on wheat or on the
flour milled from it in the importing coun-

We have exported the wheat. We have
helped increase the food supply. But we
have lost the all-important opportunity for
moral victory which is ours when we ship
wheat in the form of flour.

Testifying before the Benate Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry February 9,
1849, Dr. FitzGerald justified making ECA
funds available for procurement of Canadian
wheat and wheat flour by the statement that
while supplies of United States wheat might
be adequate it was not available because of
inadequacy of shipping facilities,

In other words, United States grain export
facilities were being operated at a maximum
and it was not possible to ship additional
quantities of wheat to meet current require-
ments,

It is quite significant that port facilitles
for the shipment of wheat flour over and
above our shipments of wheat are adequate
to ship large quantities of flour., Secondary
ports are available for the export of flour
which are not available for the export of
wheat. Therefore, the shipments of wheat
flour from the United States can be an effec-
tive supplement to the contribution and
transportation of food supplies from this
country. :

In the second report to Congress of the
Economic Cooperation Administration for
the quarter ended September 30, 1948, there
appears in chapter IV, entitled “The ECA
Financial Supply Program for Europe,” the
following:

“Furthermore, an analysis of the imports
of the participating countries does not show
the nature of the recovery that is expected to
be achieved. For example, when the Admin-
istration finances imports of part of the food
required for a manufacturing country, labor
in that country which had been diverted from
manufacturing into food production can he
released for other and more efficient work.
The importation of food under the ECA pro-
gram thereby results in a net gain in produc-
tivity. This gain has a cumulative effect, if
manpower so released is used for construec-
tion of capital plant and equipment. Under
these conditions economic recovery is aided
in much the same manner as in the provi-
sion of capital equipment. Actually, in such
cases, food may at times be more helpful than
capital-equipment imports in restoring the
internal balance of production.”

It requires labor and fuel to convert wheat
into human food, namely, flour. Therefore,
to the extent that food can be supplied to
the ECA countries in the form of flour, thus
releasing labor in the recipient country “for
other and more efficient work,” in ECA’'s own
words and employing its own conclusion,
there would result a net gain in productivity
in the particular ECA country.

In conclusion, may I summarize:

1. An analysis of claimed increased cost to
ECA reveals that participation, according
to ECA figures, of 26.17 percent flour actually
meant use of some 6,000,000 less of ECA dol-
lars in the wheat program.

2. Byproducts of milling wheat into flour
instead of a so-called loss provide a very
valuable feed for llvestock here, a feed that
has never yet accumulated a surplus.

8. Flour has a morale-building factor—an
1dentified processed food.

4. Increased port and shipping facilities
where flour is in addition to wheat.

b. It 1s a fact that Canadian flour is being
purchased with ECA dollars. 5

6. United States flour does have consume;
preference in Importing countries of this
commodity if the consumer is enabled to ex-
ercise that preference; and

Finally, we are not asking for any
of flour above the historical participation in
such business; we are not asking ECA be di-
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rected toward solving the problem of surplus
agricultural production in this country; but
we do feel most strongly that it is contrary
to the basic principles of the American way
of life should completely controlled market-
ing such as ECA be a means of destroying
that which we have bulilt up over the years.

It is unthinkable that this market for
United States flour should be deliberately de-
stroyed only because of the fact that our
own Government has taken our wheat-sup-
ply problem and is having to operate it on a
government-to-government basis.

That, gentlemen, is the case for the milling
industry in eonnection with the proposed re-
peal of the 25-percent section in the ECA Act.

‘We are not asking for a thing that we have
not gone out and worked for. We are only
asking for protection during this temporary
period so that when things again come back
to a normal basis we will not have to go out
and do it all over again.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for three additional
minutes.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. RICHARDS. 1 yield to the gen=-
tleman from West Virginia.

Mr. EEE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent that all debate on this
amendment and all amendments thereto
close in 20 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
West Virginia?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from South Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, Iam
opposed to this amendment. The over-
whelming majority of the committee is
opposed to it.

Here is what happened last year.
Under pressure from the millers a 25-
percent provision was put into the bill;
in other words, 25 percent of the wheat
and wheat products sent to Europe un-
der the program must be milled and sent
there as white flour. Last year there was
a great shortage of cattle feed and stock
feed in the United States; our farmers
needed the byproducts of wheat. That
was one of the main reasons that the
Eightieth Congress stipulated that 25
percent be sent over there as flour. This
year there is no shortage of stock feed
in the United States, but there is a short-
age in Europe. This thing simply means
that the program will cost about $8,000,-
000 more because the millers want a sub-
sidy. This is also going to cost the
farmers of the United States who raise
wheat millions of dollars because so
much of the allocation for wheat is going
to be consumed by the flour provision.
Do not think for 1 minute that this is
going to do anything for the American
farmer; it is not going to do anything for
the American farmer, it will hurt him if
he wants to sell his surplus wheat in Eu-
rope. The man it will help is the big
miller; there is no doubt about that.
And do not think for a minute that this
thing is going to help Europe because
over there they do not want white flour:
they need the whole wheat. They use
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the byproducts for the feeding of their
cattle.

I think this is an unwise proposal.
Let me warn you that they will come in
next with a similar proposal for corn,
to send meal over there when the people
of Europe are not accustomed to eat
corn bread and grits. Eighty percent of
our corn sent to Europe is used for cat-
tle and horse feed; yet it will be proposed
here that three-quarters of the amount
sent for human consumption be sent in
the form of meal or grits. It means that
meal and grits will be fed to the cattle
and that is pretty expensive cattle feed.

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

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield.

Mr. TAURIELLO. Mr. Chairman,
the gentleman stated that it would cost
$8,000,000 more if we vote this amend-
ment. Today we are being asked to pour
out over $5,000,000,000 to stabilize the
economies of these European countries.
In my opinion $8,000,000 is a mere drop
in the bucket when we are trying to pro-
tect the economy of this country. If
we do not adopt this amendment, it
means that these mills here in this coun-
try will have to close their doors.

Mr. RICHARDS. We are trying to re-
. build Europe. It is in our interest to do
so. We cannot do that unless we hew
to the line. If we have surplus wheat
we want to send it to Europe, but we
want to send it in the form that will
best promote the program.

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

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FULTON. It should be pointed
out that the American Farm Bureau
Federation opposes the 25 percent milling
for flour provision. In addition, it is go-
ing to cost $8,000,000 extra and there are
$14,000,000 lost on stock feed that Europe
otherwise would get if we send them the
wheat. So we are protecting the farmer
on this and we are protecting them
against the large millers.

Mr. RICHARDS. I thank the gentle-
man.

Mr. WILLIAM L. PFEIFFER. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. WILLIAM L. PFEIFFER. The
gentleman realizes that while we are try-
ing to protect the farmer we are also
trying to protect the small-business man,
as was evidenced by the vote on the pre-
vious amendment. There are a great
many millers affected.

Mr. RICHARDS. There are not many
small millers affected.

Mr, WILLIAM L. PFEIFFER. There
are a lot of employees affected.

Mr. RICHARDS. There are a few.

Mr., WILLIAM L. PFEIFFER. Not
a few; 10,000 employees in my district.

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

Mr. RICHARDS.
tleman from Chio.

Mr. VORYS. When we passed the
small-business amendment we did not
increase the cost of this program to do
it. That is what this amendment would

I yield to the gen-
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do. It would cost the program $8,000,-
000 more.

Mr., RICHARDS. It is going to cost
the program more and it is going to
cost the American farmers more.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr,
MILLER].

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, it seems to me we ought to protect
our smaller business groups and our
farmers. We did buy $354,000,000 worth
of wheat in Canada and at a time wheat
was in great surplus in the United States.
In the matter of cotton we learn from
the hearings that Clayton, Anderson &
Co. got $800,000,000 worth for cotton out
of ECA funds. I guess maybe they are
small business. You will remember Mr.
Clayton was the gentleman who helped
write some of this program. He seemed
to have pulled the wool over the eyes
of some of us.

Now, may I refer to the statement that
in participating in this program there
shall be no serious impairment to the
economic stability of the United States.

I wonder, Mr. Chairman, if you really
think this type of legislation does not
impair our stability? I wonder if you
think we are protecting the small mills
and the wheat-growing sections of this
country when we try to funnel all of
the business through the large concerns?
I ask you that question. Ask yourselves
that question when you go home tonight.
One member of the committee had the
honesty and the courage to say, “Yes,
we are lowering the standards of the
people in this country by this type of
legislation.”

How much loewer shall we go?

We must protect our economy or face
destruction.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr,
REEs].

Mr, REES. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment of the gentle-
man from Missouri that provides for the
milling of 25 percent of ECA wheat in
this country. The amendment should
include corn as well as wheat., If this
grain is going for food, why not process
at least a part of it before it is sent
abroad. This amendment was included
in the act last year and worked pretty
well. I say, if it is being sent for food,
then they need our finished product from
the standpoint of nutrition as well as
palatability.

Mr. Chairman, there has been con-
siderable discussion about helping small
business. I am informed there are seve
eral thousand small mills in this coun-
try that are either shut down or running
at less than half capacity. It is rather
odd you are unwilling to let the workmen
in these mills grind even as much as
25 percent of grain that is being given
to foreign people, and paid for by Ameri-
can taxpayers. It is contended by soma
Members the big mills might get the busi-
ness. If they do, it is the fault of ad-
ministrators of this measure.

Mr. Chairman, I said this amendment
shouid include corn. I am informed an
amendment will be offered to include
corn. I therefore, call attention to a
statement in the Federal Register of

4337

March 20 and April 1, 1948. Here is what
it says, and I quote:

(8) Federal Register—The House unani-
mously passed an amendment to the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1948 (Federal Register,
March 20 and April 1, 1948). This amend-
ment states:

“The most persuasive argument in behalf
of the amendment springs from the fact that
in the main, European countries do not have
good milling facilities for corn. It must be
milled in available mills which are adapted
to the grinding of wheat and the net result
is that a high-grade quality production of
corn meal, corn grits, and corn flour cannot
be produced in the mills abroad.

“This means an inferior product from the
standpoint of nutritional and caloric value,
That is highly important because the very
purpose of the food commodities to be sent
abroad is to build up the physical capacity
of people to reconstruct their own industrial
economy and this, of course, requires prod-
ucts where every element of nutrition is care-
fully preserved.”

Mr. Chairman, this is a statement of
the administration. What more evidence
do you want? The amendment should be
adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Murray]l.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr,
Chairman, I just want to call attention to
the fact that whether it is 15 percent or
25 percent the goal may not be reached
for the reason that if you check over the
figures for last year you will find that we
purchased in Canada more wheat than
we did in the United States under this
program.

As to the total of wheat and flour con-
verted from wheat we purchased more in
Canada than we did in the United States,
The only point that I wish to make is the
fact that it makes all the difference in the
world where you are going to buy this
wheat If you buy the wheat in Canada,
it does not make much difference as far
as the mills in the United States are con-
cerned. The difference hetween 15 per=
cent and 25 percent could easily be taken
care of if there was a will on the part of
the ECA to have this in mind when they
make their purchases.

Commitments* and reported shipments of
specified commodities to OEEC countries,

Apr. 3 to Dee. 31, 1948

choried shi
Commitments Saints
Apprtl'nexl— Approxi-
Commodity and | 22 Luay
source quan- | gy | QUAD- | gpg
tities THon tities i
in1,000 [ 5o |in1,000( GOf .
metric | j0c | mefric | {2
tons tons it
net gross
weight weight
‘Wheat:
United States....| 3,583.0 | 342.6 | 2,453.6 | 232.5
Canada.....cau.- 2,920.0 | 201.4 | 2,762. 5 190.8
Total. e e 6,503.0 | 544.0 | 5,216.1 423.3
Flour—wheat equiv-
alent:
United States_._.| 1,378.0 | 127.2 058, 6 83.0
Canada...ccaca.: 63L0 | 49.3 678.0 47.4
Potale s riirws 2,059.0 | 176.5 | 1,645.6 130.3

1 Procurement, author!mt!ons initiated by Food and
Agriculture, ECA, including gurchasu agreements
initiated up to Dec., 81, 1948, for first quarter 1049
delivery,
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Commitments! and reportied shipments of
specified commodities to OEEC countries,
Apr, 3 to Dee. 31, 1948—Continued

Reported ship-
Commitments ments
Approxi- Apprtoxl-
Commodity and ::;‘g_ é“u‘};_
source titie [ MI- | iries | M-
in 1,000 dol- in 1,000 dol-
metrie | 1o metrie lars
tons tons
net ETross
weight weight
Total wheat and
flour—wheat
uivalent:
nited States....| 4,961.0 | 469.8 |'3,412.2 | 3155
Canada_____..... 3,601.0 | 250.8 |13,440.56 | 238.2
Total...ccireas 8, 562.0 | 720.6 | 6,861. 7 553. 8
Tobaecco:
United States.._. 107.2 | ©8.8 50.0 63.5
Tuarkey and
LE ] (o 4.0 N SRS Sl
OWH..ooeemmen L8 1.1
POEAL i dnsant 113.0 | 102.9 50.0 63,5
ton:
United States....| 80L2 | 3025 117.0 | 112.8
POt o conr i .2 .3
Total. . coeaee 3914 | 302.8 17.0 | 12.8
All 4 produets,
lnclslc{iyng cheese,
product weight:
United States____ 102.9 61.6 49.0 85.7
Canada._. -] 147 10.0 13.7 10.0
Turkey.- - «3 8 Bl .1
i e 17.9| 7.9 63.7 45.8
Cheese:
United States.... 325 | -21.2 20.9 28.8
Canada_ ... 146 | 10.0 13.6 10.0
Turkey--- 2 .3 ) | Fetat i % §
Totalo.eiis. 47.4 | 4L5 43.5 38.8
Boya Beans:
y%nited States... 160.1 | 17.3 gg (%
Brazll .o 49 .8 0]
Total. .o ocaaa 1740 | 151 (%) (%)

1 Procurement suthorizations initlated by Food and
Agriculture, ECA, including Eurchase agreements Ini-
tlated up to Dec. 31, 1948, for first quarter 1049 delivery,

2 Not available,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. SmTH].

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chalr-
man, I am going to offer an amendment
to cut the amount, and I am opposed to
increasing these figures even by the $8,-
000,000. There is one hard thought that
we must understand, it seems to me, in
this whole program, and it is that it is de-
signed as a recovery program for Europe.

Now, what is the situation so far as
the milling industry in Europe is con-
cerned regarding the 25-percent pro-
vision.

The provision prejudices the milling
Industry in the participating countries
which have milling capacity adequate
or nearly adequate to their needs.
These are Austria, Belgium, France, the
French zone of occupation in Germany,
Greece, Ireland, Italy, the Netherlands,
and Norway. The detriment to the local
economy is bad, particularly in Austria,
Italy, and Greece, where recovery is com-
plicated by unemployment. Section 112
(c) drains away funds which would
otherwise be available for assistance to
the participating countries. The com=-
mittee must stand on the premise that
this is a European recovery program.

Now, if we adopt this amendment it
means that we are going to throw out of
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employment men who are engaged today
in the milling industry overseas. Again
I repeat, I want to see American industry
taken care of so far as it is possible, yet
under the policy of the law as written we
are interested in European recovery.
Now that is a hard fact that we must
all understand. I want to protect Amer-
ican agriculture and industry but we
seem to be bound by our previous ac-
tion.

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

Mr, SMITH of Wisconsin, I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. VORYS. Whenever we make this
into a relief program for any part of our
economy, we cut down on the amount of
recovery over there or increase the ex-
pense of the whole business; is that not
true?

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. That is
right.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Wierl,

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, coming
from the second largest milling city in
the United States, Minneapolis, I feel
that I would be derelict in my duty if I
did not at this time, at least, speak up
in defense of this amendment. It is true
that I was Interested during the course
of the hearings in the committee in their
deliberations on this activity.

But, I come here today speaking for
several hundred unemployed milling em-
ployees of the city of Minneapolis.
What I say about the city of Minne-
apolis, I presume, is also true of Buffalo,
Kansas City, and other large milling
centers.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WIER. I yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota. It would
also apply to many of our small mills.

Mr. WIER. That is true. There are
many small mills throughout the State
of Minnesota as well as our large concen-
trated milling industry, in Minneapolis.
Bear in mind, I am not speaking here
today for the milling industry; I am
speaking for the men who are at present
on the unemployment rolls because of
the slackness of the milling industry in
Minneapolis. I do not attempt here to
interfere with the operations of ECA, but
I do feel that we have some responsi-
bility, not only in getting the grain to
Europe, but there are some parts of that
expenditure that we can well keep at
home.

I heard the suggestion in committee
that there was a surplus of feed in the
United States. I also heard that dis-
puted. However, I am not going to at-
tempt to defend the pros or cons on the
question of surplus feed, but I am deeply
concerned, and I think all of us are deeply
concerned, with unemployment in the
United States.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chailr recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
GORSKI],

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

I yield to

Mr, GORSKI of New York.
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TAURIELLO. Isitnota fact that
today in Buffalo, one of the largest mill-

APRIL 11

ing centers in the world, there is a 25
to 50 percent falling-off in work in the
mills? If this amendment is not adopted,
it may mean the closing down of several
of the mills in Buffalo.

Mr. GORSKI of New York. Mr, Chair-
man, the present provision calling for 25
percent of ‘the wheat which is ground
into flour for shipment to foreign coun-
tries being milled in this country should
definitely be retained.

Flour that goes to the importing coun=-
tries with an American brand indicates
it is made in the U. S. A, The baker, the
housewife, the jobber, and everyone who
handles the flour has visible evidence
that it is a product of the U. S. A. that is
given to their country. Wheat has no
identity and a cargo of wheat might be
from Russia, Argentina, or Canada, but
no one handling the wheat would know
it might be paid for with our American
money.

The losses claimed by ECA in shipping
flour instead of wheat cannot be proved.
The mill feed is retained in this country
and it is not a loss to our economy. One
country in Europe is now considering the
necessity of exporting mill feed because
they are oversupplied. Labor is paid for
in the manufacture and the handling of
flour. This labor income is used to main-
tain our purchasing power and a share
of it goes to pay taxes, including social-
security and old-age benefits.

The miller is the largest purchaser of
the farmers’ wheat and any curtailment
of the millers’ wheat requirements means
lower prices because one buyer—the Gov-
ernment—cannot support the market
everywhere every hour of every day.

Flour exports have held up when there
was no demand for our wheat, This was
particularly in evidence in the 1930's
when we had a difficult time exporting
our supplies.

Now we are reaching the point where
many countries do not want our wheat or
flour even as a gift and they take the
wheat because it can be fed to livestock
and can be disposed of to other coun-
tries to better advantage than flour,

Flour can be shipped from any port
and space is available and has been avail-
able for flour shipments. ECA claims
they were justified in furnishing money
for Canadian wheat and flour because
of lack of ocean space and port facilities
in this country. There was no shortage
of space for flour and no shortage of port
facilities for the shipment of flour. More
wheat equivalent can be loaded in a boat
in the form of flour than bulk wheat. In
other words, the space used for flour is
less than the space required for the
amount of wheat it would take to make
the flour.

Buffalo being the largest flour-milling
center in the world, employing approxi-
mately 10,000 employees in the grain in-
dustry, namely workers in the flour mills,
feed mills, and grain elevators, at pres-
ent are experiencing short-running time.
They are working 3 and 4 days a week. It
seems strange to me that the Govern-
ment, instead of being interested in pre-
venting and averting any form of unem-
ployment, if the ECA program goes
through, it will be a promoter in putting
more and more people out of work. Clos-
ing of mills and curtailment of running
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time means fewer jobs. This will first
affect the mills in the interior and in the
small communities where there are no
other jobs. The closing of these smaller
mills will eliminate the best market the
farmer has for his wheat.

Eliminating flour will give the ECA an-
other opportunity to furnish money to
buy wheat and flour in other countries
because they probably can claim they
cannot secure space for shipping bulk
wheat from this country.

Where wheat or flour is paid for with
our money, we bzlieve we should furnish,
first, the produc: that is best for our own
economy and the economy of the Ameri-
can worker, Labor in importing coun-
tries can be utilized to better advantage
than in the manufacture of flour. Our
furnishing all wheat will encourage the
building of mills that will be available for
grinding local wheat on land that can be
better utilized for other purposes or in
grinding wheat from countries that can
produce wheat at a cost lower than our
cost of production. This will reduce our
potential market for all time. ECA
money should be used to support the
economy of each country, but in order
to make recovery faster in some other
country, this should not be carried to
the extreme of damaging our own econ-
omy more than the resultant high taxes.
Supporting Canadian wheat prices with
our money is one example of how far this
idealism can be carried.

I heartily favor the stated objectives
of ECA to help reconstruct a world which
can again trade largely on an individual
free-enterprise basis. We also recognize
the necessity at this intermediate stage
of tolerating some government-to-gov-
ernment trading. However, any ar-
rangement whereby foreign governments
can use this temporary period and our
own taxpayers’' money to destroy the reg-
ular channels of trade developed in free
competitive markets obviously works
against the best interests of the United
States and against the objectives of ECA.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
WiLriam L. PFEIFFER].

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

Mr. WILLIAM L. PFEIFFER. I yield
to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. IRVING. If Members will read
" the testimony in the hearings they will
find it contradicts the statement made

here that there is a $8,000,000 deficit or
extra expense. The testimony by ex-
perts showed that if all this grain had
been milled they would have saved
$6,000,000, not $8,000,000, on the opera-
tion covered by the amendment I pro-
pose.
Mr. WILLIAM L. PFEIFFER. The
gentleman is absolutely right.
Everybody seems to be alarmed and
worried about the cost of $8,000,000 and
more., With $5,380,000,000 under con-
sideration in this bill, I do not believe we
ought to be too concerned with $8,000,-
000, when it throws American labor out
of work, when it curtails the purchasing
power of the men who are put out of
work, when it shuts up shop for the small
millers and curfails the activities of the
large millers. If we are so concerned
about saving a paltry $8,000,000 here
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now, I did not hear a single voice raised
on the floor of the House when the pre-
vious section of the bill was adopted,
which required us to use 50 percent
American bottoms to ship these things
to Europe, which would cost $8,000,000,
too, according to Administrator Hoffman,

This is very serious, and it is very seri=
ous in my district. I hope the Com-
mittee will vote for this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
HoOEVEN].

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, it is my
understanding that the gentleman from
Texas [Mr, WorLEY] will offer an amend-
ment at the end of section 7 which in
substance will provide that basic com-
modities purchased by the Commodity
Credit Corporation be first exhausted by
the ECA before such commodities are
purchased elsewhere.

I intend to offer an amendment to the
Worley amendment which will incorpo-
rate the language of the so-called corn
amendment. It was unanimously ap-
proved by the House last year when a
similar bill was under consideration.
The same language used in my amend-
ment was adopted by the Senate on last
Friday. My amendment does not re-
quire the shipment of corn or any par-
ticular amount of corn but it does re-
quire that when and if any corn is used
by the ECA, not less than 15 percent shall
be in the form of corn grits; corn meal,
and corn flour. I take this time merely
to notify the committee of the substance
of my amendment, which will be offered
at the proper time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California [Mr.
SCUDDER].

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, sec-
tion 112 of the Economic Cooperative Act
of 1948 was amended in the Senate by
adding after the words “any agricultural
commodity or product thereof” the fol-
lowing, “or class, type, or specification
thereof.”

This amendment was highly desirable
to include various deciduous fruit crops
in the agricultural commodities to be
shipped to the countries receiving aid
under the provisions of this act.

In the crops which we desire to ship
are apples, prunes, pears, peaches, and
so forth. Europe at one time imported
about 20 percent of our apple crop.
Germany and France consumed practi-
cally all of the small prunes produced in
this country. During the war all im-
ports were halted, and since the war no
provision has been made under our as-
sistance programs to include these crops.
The American farmer will lose this mar-
ket for all time unless we reestablish that
export market.

Fruit trees, unlike cotton, wheat, po-
tatoes, and so forth, cannot be restricted,
as it takes from 10 to 15 years to grow a
producing tree. These orchards must be
pruned, sprayed, cultivated, and taken
care of in the proper manner. To keep
this fruit industry solvent, I trust the
conference committee will agree to the
Senate amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. RIBICOFF].
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Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to this amendment.

Mr. Chairman, ECA is not a pump
primer for pressure groups and surpluses.
ECA is not a carousel where every special
interest tries to grab the ring for a free
ride. If you want to subsidize, do so
frankly, Do not hide behind ECA.

I call the attention of the Members
of the House who talk about the cost of
the program to the following items of
special interest that raise the cost of this
program $84,000,000:

Flour, $8,000,000; shipping, $25,000,-
000; surplus agricultural items, $35,000,-
000; marine insurance, $11,000,000; and
corn, $5,000,000.

If you want to subsidize, let us do so
frankly, but let us not kid ourselves.
You are putting all this extra cost on the
shoulders of the American taxpayer.

Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, RIBICOFF. I yield.

Mrs. DOUGLAS. The statement was
made that under the ECA we had made
off-shore purchases of grain. I think
that is a very important point, which
ought to be answered now. We did make
those purchases. We did so because
when we passed this legislation last year
we authorized ECA not o buy any com-
modity of which we were in short sup-
ply. I would like to read Mr. Hoffman’s
statement on grain, which is as follows:

Speaking generally from July 1 of last year
to January 1 of this year, we have shipped
every bushel of wheat from America for
which we could get an export license. The
issuance of export licenses was dictated not
only by the supply of wheat, but also by the
avallability of shipping.

If we have a surplus of bread grains,
then naturally the ECA will buy bread
grains from the United States.

+ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from West Virginia,
[Mr, KEE],

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I merely
want to contribute to this debate a state-
ment made by the American Farm Bu-
reau Federation before our committee,
That statement is as follows:

We urge the elimination of the provision
in the Foreign Assistance Act of 1948 which
requires that 25 percent of the wheat sup=-
plies under this program must be in the form
of flour.

This provision tends to penalize American
wheat growers because participating coun=
tries, with only a limited supply of dollars
available, are likely to buy less wheat if they
must use more dollars to buy 25 percent of
thelir requirements in the form of flour.

Testimony before the committee showed
that the provision cost the ECA program
$8,000,000 in the first 9 months of the pro-
gram. There was a saving of §6,000,000 based
on the cost of the flour shipments as against
the equivalent human food value in wheat,
but this was offset by the extra cost of $14,-
000,000 in value of animal-feed byproducts
which would have been realized by process-
ing the grain in Europe.

We say that if this is a European re-
covery program, we ought not to make it
a program for the benefit and the ag-
grandizement of everybody who happens
to be in business here in America.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by-the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr, IRVING].
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_ The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. IrviNG) there
were—ayes 66, noes 107.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WorrLEy: On
page 8, line 3, at the end of section 7, add a
new subsection as follows:

“(J) No funds authorized to carry out the
purposes of this act shall be made available
for the purchase of any basic agricultural
commodity or livestock product other than
from supplies now or hereafter owned by the
Commodity Credit Corporation, unless or un-
til such supplies have been exhausted.”

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Chairman, just a
few moments ago we adopted an amend-
ment which will be helpful, I hope, to
small business. Small business has a
very definite interest in the progress of
this bill, but the amendment which I am
now offering will not only benefit small
business; it will likewise benefit big busi-
ness; it will benefit the farmer, the
rancher, and people in every segment of
our economy, because it will help to save
the taxpayers’ money.

This amendment provides that at any
time we have a surplus of any basic agri-
cultural commodity or of livestock or
product thereof it shall be mandatory—
now, please note the distinction—it shall
be mandatory, not permissive, for the
Economic Cooperation Administrator to
purchase those surpluses before buy-
ing such commodities from any other
country. ;

My reasons for offering such an
amendment are that at the present time
under the price-support program the
Government has lent to cotton pro-
ducers $670,000,000; that accounts for
4,275,000 bales of cotton. The Govern-
ment has also lent $500,000,000 on 245,-
000,000 bushels of wheat. We have un-
der loan on corn, 140,000,000 bushels to
the value of $193,000,000; on tobacco,
400,000,000 pounds to the total of $153,-
000,000; and, in addition to that, Mr,
Chairman, before the Committee on
Agriculture this morning, the Secretary
of Agriculture, Mr. Brannan, said it
would be but a short time until, under
the hog-price-support program, his De-
partment would be buying a great
amount of pork. In addition to that,
the Commodity Credit Corporation has,
under the foot-and-mouth-disease pro-
gram in Mexico, title to, and is in posses-
sion of, some 103,000,000 pounds of good
canned beef.

I cannot fully concur in the state-
ments that have been made this after-
noon that the entire objective of this
program is European recovery. While
that is an integral part of the program,
at the same time it seems to me con-
sistent with sound judgment and sound
business principles that at any time we
have a surplus of any commodity which
these participating countries need we
should first dispese of our own surplus
before buying from other countries.

Through December 31, 1948, the ECA
had bought 241,000,000 pounds of meat
of all kinds, not only from the partici-
pating countries but also from nonpar-
ticipating countries. Do you know how
much of that 241,000,000 pounds was
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sold by the United States? Exactly
38,000,000 pounds; this leaves 213,000,000
pounds, including horse meat, that ECA
has bought for distribution abroad, and
they also brought meat from nonpartici-
pating countries. Australia, for exam-
ple, is not one of the participating coun-
tries. I do not know whether you will
egree with me or not—I hope you do—
it seems to me the best thing we can
do is not to impair the operation of the
recovery program but, so far as consist-
ent with sound business practice, to dis-
pose of the surplus commodities we have
just as quickly as we can. To me that is
just plain common sense.

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

Mr, HOEVEN, Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HoEVEN to the
Worley amendment: Amend the Worley
amendment by adding at the end thereof the
following:

“The amounts of corn and corn grits, corn
meal, and corn flour produced In the United
Btates to be transferred by grant to the par-
ticipating countries shall be so determined
that the total quantity of the United States
corn used to produce the corn grits, corn
meal, and corn flour procured in the United
States for transfer by grant to such countries
under this title shall not be less than 15 per-
cent of the aggregate of the unprocessed corn,
and corn In the form of corn grits, corn meal,
and corn flour procured in the United States
for transfer by grant to such countries under
this title.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of his amendment.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment which I am proposing to the
Worley amendment received unanimous
approval of the House of Representatives
last year when similar legislation was be-
fore us. The same amendment in iden-
tical language was adopted by the Sen-
ate on last Friday. We are all aware of
the fact that the country is now entering
an era of surpluses and this pertains
particularly to corn, The 1948 corn cr-p
consisted of 3,650,000,000 bushels. We
had an old crop carry-over of 125,000,000
bushels. This made a total supply of
3,776,000,000 bushels available as of Oc-
tober 1, 1949. The prospects are that
we will have about as large a corn crop
in 1949 as we had in 1948; therefore the
prospective carry-over of corn will ex-
ceed perhaps 700,000,000 bushels.

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

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois. {

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. I offered a simi-
lar amendment in committee. I hope
that the gentleman’s amendment will be
adopted by this Committee.

Mr. HOEVEN. Ithank the gentleman.
This amendment is simply a step in the
direction of trying to meet an emer-
gency, which may confront this country
as far as the surplus of corn is con-
cerned, We must take steps to handle
these surpluses now and the ECA will
afford an outlet.

My amendment does not require the
shipment of corn or any particular
amount of corn. We are assuming, of
course, that the ECA will use some corn,
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My amendment simply requires that in
the event any corn is shipped or used by
the ECA not less than 15 percent shall be
in the form of corn grits, corn meal, or
corn flour. The purpose of the proposed
amendment is also to contribute mate-
rially to continued high wages, full em-
ployment and to full production, and in
establishing markets for the future.

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

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee.

Mr, JENNINGS. Have they the facili-
ties over there to prepare corn in the
form of grits and other edible food for
human consumption that we have in this
country?

Mr. HOEVEN. No. These foreign
countries have unsuccessfully attempted
to mill our corn with wheat-milling
equipment. That is the only thing they
have. They have no corn-milling equip-
ment, as far as I know. They have had
very unsatisfactory results. They need
our finished products, both from the
standpoint of nutrition and palatability
as well as the milling mark to shoot at.

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

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman's
amendment does not in any way alter, it
really strengthens the Worley amend-
ment.

Mr. HOEVEN. It strengthens the
Worley amendment because the Worley
amendment pertains to all basic com-
modities, of which corn is one. My
amendment simply says that whenever
they use the basic commodities, of which
corn is one, 15 percent shall be shipped
in the form of grits, corn meal, and corn
flour.

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

Mr. HOEVEN. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. TALLE. May I say to the gentle-
man that I am very much in favor of his
amendment and, if adopted, it will con-
tribute to an alleviation of a possible
shortage of storage space in the event
another bumper crop is harvested this
year.

Mr. HOEVEN. The gentleman is cor-
rect.

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. ARENDS. I rise in support of the
gentleman’s amendment. May I say
that in view of the adoption of this
amendment by the Senate I do not see
why the House cannot take similar action
at this time.

Mr, HOEVEN. The gentleman is quite
correct. In view of the record on this
amendment as it stands today, I am
amazed that the committee opposes my
amendment.

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

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. DONDERO. Isthere a demand in
Europe for processed corn in the form
of corn meal?
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Mr. HOEVEN. Thereis. After World
War I under the Hoover recovery pro-
gram large quantities of corn meal and
corn flour were shipped to Europe with
detailed cooking instructions in the vari-
ous languages inserted in each sack.
The people used the processed corn, the
statements of the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. RicHARDS] to the contrary
notwithstanding.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has eXpired.

Mr. RICHARDS, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this section and all amendments thereto
close in 10 minutes, reserving 5 minutes
to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
South Carolina?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, I object.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this section and all amendments thereto
close in 20 minutes, the last 5 minutes to
be reserved to the committee.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN.
ject, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I
move that all debate on this section and
all amendments thereto close in 20 min-
utes, the last T minutes to be reserved to
the committee.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I make
the point of order that a motion to ap-
ply to all amendments to the section is
not in order at this time, and further,
that it reserves 7 minutes to the com-

I ob-

The gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Case] makes a
point of order against the motion of-
fered by the gentleman from South Car-
olina [Mr, Ricearps]. The Chair is con-
strained to sustain the point of order.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I
move that all debate on this section of
the bill and all amendments thereto close
in 20 minutes.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I of-
fer a preferential motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. GraNGER moves that the Committee do
now rise and the enacting clause be stricken.

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I
think this is an important amendment.
Certainly, limiting the time of debate is
not in the interest of sane legislating nor
doing the committee any good, in my
judgment. I just wanted to take time
enough to inform the House o a situa-
tion with which the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. WorLEy] and I have been
rather closely associated, that is, the
matter of the foot-and-mouth disease in
Mexico.

The Republic of Mexico is also a friend
of ours, and perhaps is in need of some
consideration in this program, As a
result of the foot-and-mouth disease
there, the President, by executive order,
placed an embargo upon all Mexican
cattle. There is not a hoof of MeXican
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cattle that can enter the United States
except in a can. We have appropriated
money and built packing plants in Mex-
ico to process the cattle that cannot be
moved out of that neighboring country.
The taxpayers of this country have $25,-
000,000 now invested in canned meat.
It is not an inferior product, it is a good
one. It is not the inferior cattle but it
is all the cattle the Republic of Mexico
can sell. This amendment would pro-
vide a means of saving the taxpayers
some money by making it possible for
this meat to be sold and distributed in
the countries where it is needed.

I think it is important to the people of
Mexico and it is important to the tax-
payers of this country because it is dif-
ferent from any other kind of amend-
ment offered, for we already have this
meat on hand. It does not belong to
stockmen or farmers but is owned by tax-
payers of the United States, and we can-
not dispose of it locally because it is more
than the normal channels of trade can
consume. I hope the Worley amend-
ment is agreed to, because it is important
to our neighbors and to ourselves.

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my motion.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I ob-
ject, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the motion.

Mr. Chairman, this combination meat
and corn amendment could well be called
a pork amendment.

We must not make this European re-
covery plan a form of disguised subsidy
for American agriculture in any form.
It may be that we need a subsidy pro-
gram, but let us not put it in this bill.
The fact is as to meat that the only
meat that goes from the United States
is horse meat under this program. This
meat that is referred to, that the Com-
modity Corporation has, is about 100,-
000,000 pounds of canned mea: that costs
about 50 percent more than the raw
meat, which the Europeans like to eat,
They do not like canned meat.

The same thing is true on the corn
amendment. Eighty percent of the corn

goes over there as feed, and if we are °

going to have corn flakes and corn prod-
ucts made out of corn, we simply add
thereby to the cost of the program as a
hidden subsidy for American agriculture
and the milling industry.

Remember, in this program we are
supporting the recovery of enterprises
in agriculture and in industry in Europe
that may be competitive with us. It is
our past experience that in times of
peace we have always had the most trade
with the most prosperous foreign coun-
tries, that at the same time were our
best competitors. If we start to gut
this program for recovery in Europe by
making it into a hidden subsidy pro-
gram for business or agriculture in this
country, we will do one of two things, we
will make its cost completely prohibitive
or we will cut down the amount of aid.

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yleld?

Mr. VORYS. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from West Virginia.

Mr. KEE. Does not the gentleman
believe this amendment would mean that
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before ECA could purchase any meat
for this program in Europe it must pur-
chase the entire 100,000,000 pounds of
this canned meat?

Mr. VORYS. That is right, and the
gentleman from Texas explained it that
way.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VORYS. 1 yield.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Does not
the preamble to the bill contain this lan-
guage:

Provided, That no assistance to the par-
ticipating countries herein contemplated

shall seriously impair the economic stability
of the United States.

Without these amendments, how will
you avoid impairing the economic stabil-
ity of the United States?

Mr. VORYS. We have handled it
without these amendments for the past
year, and I do not know that the corn or
the cattle industries of the country have
been impaired by ECA.

The point is we must not make this
program a form of subsidy for American
industry or agriculture. There are a
thousand different branches of industry
and agriculture that can come here ask-
ing for special favors. They are not do-
ing it, recognizing the possibility of
competition in the future as a result of
recovery over there. Let us not pick some
favorites here and subsidize them in this
indirect way. If there are surpluses that
are available for use in the recovery plan
under the existing law the Administrator
must use those surpluses first. Let us
not, put through this type of pork-barrel
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Utah [Mr. GRANGER].

The motion was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. CraTHAMI.

Mr. CHATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I
speak in opposition to these amendments
because you can upset the whole pattern
of world trade. We are trying to increase
and help world trade, and thereby help
western European recovery and world re-
covery. If we do have a surplus of ag-
ricultural products, I would just like to
point out in the few seconds that I have
what the Secretary of Agriculture says
about surpius products. In a letter of
April 4 to the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia, Judge Keg, Mr, Brannan says:

The proposal would have the effect of re-
defining agricultural commodities to include
not only those agricultural commodities and
products which are determined by me to be
in excess of domestic requirements, a defini-
tion now in effect, but also in addition to
those agricultural commodities selling at less
than parity, or comparable price, The pro=
posal is not practicable from the adminis-
trathae standpoint. I hope it will be de-
feated.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Vermont [Mr.
PLUMLEY].

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, I just
want to say, as a member of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, after you get your
job done, come and see me; meaning I
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am opposed to any and all amendments
as to the amount to be granted by au-
thority under a bill which only author-
izes but does not grant the amount in-
cluded in the bill as a ceiling.

The bill contemplates some relief or
none. When the amount is determined
it will primarily be by the Committee on
Appropriations,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
izes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
SvrToN].

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, in view
of the surplus agricultural commodities
in America, I am reminded of the old
adage that charity begins at home. I see
no reason why any surplus supplies or
other commodities owned by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation should not be
purchased therefrom. This is a merito-
rious amendment and I regret that I do
not have more time to discuss it fully
from the standpoint of the American
farmer.

However, I am familiar with the hear-
ings held by the committee, and I am of
the opinion that this amendment should
be passed.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
AvcusT H. ANDRESEN].

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

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the time allotted
to me may be granted to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, I regret that the statesmen on
the Foreign Affairs Committee have
found it necessary to railroad this bill
through the committee, thereby preclud-
ing even a limited debate on its merits.
It appears that the members of the com-
mittee are primarily interested in taxing
the Americans to the tune of billions of
dollars to be used as gifts to 19 foreign
countries, and making certain that none
of the money will be spent in the United
States.

To illustrate the policy of the ECA,
which has been concurred in by members
of the legislative committee, I point out
what has occurred since April 3 of last
year. The ECA under direction of the
Truman administration turned over
$573,000,000 to the 19 Marshall countries
to buy grain and food in Canada. This
was at the time when we had large sur-
pluses of wheat and other grains in this
country, and the CCC was putting up
several hundred millions of dollars to
support the price of these grains in the
United States. There will no doubt be
another record wheat crop in this coun-
try this year, and with a carry-over of
nearly 400,000,000 bushels, it seems to me
that the membership of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee should be more inter-
ested in American producers than they
are in financing the removal of surplus
wheat in Canada. The spokesmen for the
committee say, “No,” to American pro-
ducers. I say it is a disgrace.
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The committee also takes the position
that we must not ship any American-
made flour to the Marshall countries un-
der direction of the ECA. They say that
the flour must be purchased in other for-
eign countries. And this comes at a
time when the flour mills of the United
States are operating on half time. The
committee refuses to give American
workingmen a break when it comes to
work in our flour mills. What are we
coming to in this Congress?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Lucas].

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Ohio inveighs
against subsidies for business and for ag-
riculture. I rise in favor of this amend-
ment, because I believe in subsidies for
the American taxpayers. We American
taxpayers have great investments in meat
which we have had to buy because of the
aftosa program in Mexico. We have tre-
mendous investments in surpluses which
have been incurred because of our agri-
cultural program. I think it is unwise
for us to contribute to the assistance of
these people overseas when we have sur-
pluses here in this country which they
could utilize and utilize well. I urge the
adoption of the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr.
BarreTT].

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from .

Texas, and also in support of the amend-
ment to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Iowa. _

In the outset let me say that in my
Jjudement nations, like individuals, act in
self-interest. The United States has
purchased through the Commodity
Credit Corporation, commodities costing
several hundred million dollars. It
seems but common sense that we should
require that a few million dollars of the
billions of dollars authorized under this
bill be spent to purchase commodities
owned by this country and suitable for
use in the operations of this program.

Now, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman
from Texas has pointed out the Com-
modity Credit Corporation owns some-
thing over 100,000,000 pounds of beef
that was purchased in that portion of
Mexico not infected with the foot-and-
mouth disease. This meat was processed
and canned under the same standards as
the military used in preparing meat for
shipment to our armed forces abroad
during and since the war. It is high
grade in every respect. There is no good
reason why this meat should not be used
and the Treasury of the United States
reimbursed for its investment therein.
I may say, also, Mr. Chairman, that the
Commodity Credit Corporation still holds
a stock pile of some 80,000,000 pounds of
wool all of which was purchased at dif-
ferent times over the past 6 years. A
good many of the participating coun-
tries can use that wool to good advan-
tage. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman,
that any other nation on earth would
take the money out of one of its pockets
and put it into another if in so doing
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they could at the same time achieve the
objective and purposes of the program.
I hope this amendment will be adopted.

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

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Gorski1l is recognized.

Mr. GORSKI of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Gorskl of New
York: On page T, line 6, strike out “repealed”
and insert “amended by striking out ‘25
per centum’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘15
per centum’.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
may speak now; his amendment will have
to be offered later.

The gentleman from New York is
recognized.

Mr. GORSEKI of New York. Mr.
Chairman, as we all know, the amend-
ment which would permit the 25-percent
milling of flour in this country was de-
feated. My amendment substitutes 15
percent and is the compromise set by the
Sznate, the figure that iz in the bill that
was adopted by the Senate. So I am
asking that it be approved because it is
going to mean a good deal to the people
of Buffalo.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. MTr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GORSKI of New York. I yield.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The
gentleman’s amendment should surely be
approved. Today we are faced with sur-
plus wheat in this country. This amend-
ment is needed to give American workers
jobs, men who are now working part
time.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. FurLToN] is recognized.

Mr, FULTON. Mr. Chairman, it does
give me a lot of surprise as a Member
from the city to hear certain Members
from the farm States now complaining
that they have a lot of surplus wheat.
Because you will remember last year two
Members, the gentleman frem New York
[Mr. Javirs] and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. ForTon] said: “Do
not put the limitation on the purchase
of United States wheat by ECA. You
farmers are going to have a surplus and
you are going to be here asking for its
removal,”

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Avcust H. ANDRESEN] insisted, however,
on a United States minimum retention
by law under ECA of 150,000,000 bushels
of surplus wheat over United States
needs. The ECA nations had to buy
abroad. Now he should complain?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentieman yield?

Mr. FULTON. No. The gentleman
from Minnesota calls us “the elder states-
men of the Foreign Affairs Committee.”
I think we at least have the intelligence
not within 1 year to change our posi-
tions completely, as has just been done,
and say, “Now we are for selling as much
wheat as we can force ECA to take by
law.” When last year we heard: “You
people do not know what you are talking
about when you try to prevent us from
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restricting the purchase of United States
wheat by ECA.”

Ho hum.

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

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
Larcape] is recognized.

Mr, LARCADE, Mr, Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment and the
amendment to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, once before when the
ECA bill was under consideration I offered
a similar amendment, and the amend-
ment offered by me was accepted by the
Committee and also by the House; how-
ever, when the bill was sent to conference
the amendment was not approved by the
conference committee.

Mr. Chairman, representing an agri-
cultural district, and having had sur-
pluses of various agricultural products in
my district and State, I was one of those
of the opinion that not only the agri-
cultural surpluses in my district and
State, but also all surplus agricultural
products in the United States should be
utilized in the program under the ECA.
During the last 2 years of the opera-
tion of this program, together with oth-
ers, I made every effort to have the ECA
purchase some of these surpluses in the
program, but without success.

Even today there exists in almost every
State in the Union agricultural surpluses
and in my district and State and the
States of Texas and Georgia there are
tremendous surpluses of canned sugar-
cane sirup which could easily be pur-
chased and would be of great value to
this program as well as assist our own
pecple who pay the taxes for this pro-
gram.

Mr. Chairman, as has been repeatedly
pointed out on this floor, why should the
administrators of this program continue
to buy the products of other countries
for this undertaking when there is avail-
able the same foods and products in this
country that are just as economical and
suitable as those purchased in other coun-
tries. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary
for me to take further time on this
amendment for my position is too well
known to every Member of this House on
this legislation, and my record on this
legislation speaks for itself.

Mr. Chairman, I have not changed my
position.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Mason] is recognized.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I just
want to say two things: First of all, I am
ready to vote on the bill now, and every
other Member of this House is ready to
vote on the bill now. Second, I am tired
of having Members of this House say to
the opposition to this bill, “You have no
positive approach; you have a negative
approach,” A positive approach is one
that looks after the interests of the
American people.

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

The gentleman from California [Mr.
Jackson] is recognized.

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, we have got so far afield from
the amendment in the argument that I
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think it well to touch upon just what it
means. First of all, it means the disposal
of 100,000,000 pounds of canned meat in
the hands of the Commodity Credit Cor=
poration. That meat cannot be imported
into the United States. In order to cover
costs it is priced by CCC in the neighbor-
hood of 30.4 cents per pound.

There are practically no dollar require-
ments for meat by the participating
countries. Whether they should eat it or
not is not what we are considering here;
they do not like canned meat, and this is
not only canned meat, but it is canned
meat and gravy. Obviously, no partici-
pating country is interested in buying an
unfamiliar product which would cost
them 15 percent more than they can buy
fresh meat for.

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

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
Wirris] is recognized.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a parliamentary in-
quiry?

Mr, WILLIS, I yield.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, can we
not give these Members more than 15
seconds apiece?

The . The gentleman
has not stated a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment because I
believe in carrying out the theory that
charity begins at home. I think this
amendment will be very helpful to our
constituents at home. Do not make any
mistake about it, if the folks back home
were voting on this amendment it would
carry 10 to 1.

" We have had certain experiences with
the Administrator in the administration
of this law. Recently a group of Sena-
tors and Congressmen from Louisiana,
Texas, Georgia, Florida, and Mississippi,
approached the Administrator with ref-
erence to the disposition of a commodity
held by the Secretary to be in surplus, a
wholesome product, sirup produced in
those five States. We were told that the
participating countries would first have
to express a desire to use the sirup. My
only objection to the pending amend-
ment is that it does not go far enough.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
MuRRrAY].

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr,
Chairman, I desire to call the attention
of the members of the distinguished For-
eign Affairs Committee, especially the
members on my side of the aisle, that
last year we adopted an amendment
which provided $65,000,000 for one agri-
cultural product. This happened to be
dried skim milk. If we could do that
last year I would like to know why any
one can offer any objection as a prin-
ciple or as a program to adopting the
amendment offered by our distinguished
colleague from Texas,

Maybe the rest of you gentlemen have
millionaires in your districts, but may I
say to my colleagues here that so far as
my distriet is concerned the people have
lost half of their purchasing power with=
in the last year. I have always sup-
ported this legislation and I expect to
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support it this time, but I would like to
have someone start using a little com-
mon sense,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
WEeLcH].

Mr. WELCH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I will take one second of the time
to say that I am ready to vote on the
pending amendment. I would like to
yield 49 seconds of my time back to speed
up this resolution we are going to vote on.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Ohio [Mrs.
BorTon]1.

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Chair-
man, there seems to be so little under-
standing during these last few minutes
of the thing we are really doing, includ-
ing sending canned meat that cannot
come into this country because of Mexi-
can hoof-and-mouth disease to Europe,
where canned meat is not eaten, appar-
ently to pull the CCC out of a hole. It
seems to me it would be much better if
we were to get down to earth and do a
responsible job on what we set out to do,
which is the rehabilitation of Europe.
The faster that can happen, the faster
the people over there will be able to
trade with us in increasing measure as
the years come and go.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr, BucHANAN].

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment. I
want to take this opportunity to com-
mend the chairman of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. Ee£]l, and the mem-
bers of the committee for their fine
work in reporting out this legislation. It
speaks well for the long hours of hear-
ings held, and for the very few and rela-
tively minor points of difference. It is
only after the successful discussion and
consideration of legislation of this char-
acter that a bill of such magnanimity of
purpose and objectivity can be agreed on
in such a relatively short time and after
full and complete debate on the floor.

We have advanced a great step for-
ward away from isolationism. Some
people would try to make out that ques-
tioning of funds for foreign aid, both ECA
and arms for Europe, means a new wave
of isolationism. It is a healthy sign
rather than a pessimistic one, because
there is a real regard for caution and a
raising of the question as to how much
we really can afford to spend.

We as Members of Congress should
awaken to the idea and to the hard eco-
nomic facts that this. Nation’s resources
are not without limit. It is about time
that we give careful consideration to
this point of view.

It is about time that we give serious
thought to our present economic plight.
We seem to be seeking a new level of
normal activity. It is to the interest of
all concerned that we remain a prosper-
ous, continuing Nation of high-level pro-
duction and consumption, We must not
fail in this. Too much is at stake.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
NEeLson],
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Mr, NELSON. Mr. Chairman, instead
of this measure being designed for Eu-
ropean recovery, it appears that we are
going to use it for the purpose of sub-
sidizing surpluses. If that be so, I would
like to see it used as a subsidy to give
employment to the many mills in this
country that are running short.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Javits],

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, this is
not a relief program for the nations of
Europe. We decided that last year. It
should not be made a relief program for
the farmers of the United States who
have enjoyed the greatest income that
they have had in many years. I hazard
the guess that the great bulk of the
farmers of the United States know that
their best interest lies in a prosperous
America, a prosperous Europe, and not
in these rather small maneuvers for a
few million dollars of special returns to
be inserted in this particular bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Utah [Mr.
GRANGER].

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
WORLEY].

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Chairman, the
gentlewoman from Ohio said this meat
that is owned in Mexico is contaminated
with the foot-and-mouth disease, This
{s 350 miles from the infected zone in
Mexico; is that correct?

Mr. GRANGER. That is correct.
This is not any foot-and-mouth-diseased
meat at all. It is good canned meat.

Mr. WORLEY, These beef cattle have
been on grass up until this time. Ordi-
narily they would come into this coun-
{ry, until we slapped a quarantine on
them, at the rate of 500,000 a year.

Mr. GRANGER. That is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
STEFAN], g

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the Hoeven amendment. The
farmers in my district and in fact, the
farmers all over the Corn Belt face a
serious corn surplus. Here is a chance
to help the farmers. Here is a chance to
really do something about the farm-sur-
plus problem. It is a big problem—a
serious problem. I am surprised to hear
opponents say the farmer is so well off.
They claim "he is making too much
money. They should realize the farmer
does not receive the money the consum-
ers pay. There is a wide spread so far
as what the farmer geis for what he
produces and what the consumer pays.

So far as the Mexican canned meat is
concerned I can say from official in-
formation that the meat in question does
not come from animals affected by foot
and mouth disease.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from California
[Mrs. DoucGras].

Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, it is
well to remember that about 50 percent
of the funds in the ECA program are
spent for the purchase of food and agri-
cultural products and 50 percent for in-
dustrial commodities. I think it is also

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

wise to remember that Eurepe puts up
dollar for dollar in their currencies the
same amount of money that we do.
They have mapped out a program which
must be followed if rehabilitation is to
be achieved by 1952. If we throw this
program out of line by forcing the use of
money to buy certain goods they do not
want to buy and do not need to buy, it
will seriously affect the whole program
and will set back recovery: If we make
it impossible for westeri: Europe to buy
the agricultural products they must
have, their standard of living cannot be
maintained at a safe level. That is what
these agricultural amendments that are
offered will do.

Western Europe buys a limited amount
of canned meat and these products are
now being purchased from the Commod-
ity Credit Corporation’s supply of canned
goods from Mexico. The only other
meat they buy from us is a limited sup-
ply of horse meat.

It is very short-sighted to ask now for
special subsidies for, in the long run,
they will benefit no one.

The program as it is now working is
equitably distributed in the demands
that it makes on our economy. Our en-
tire economy benefits from our exports
to the ECA countries. If we pull the
whole program ouf of line by the adop-
tion of the proposed amendments, the
European countries will not be self-
sustaining by 1952 and then, indeed, we
will have wasted the taxpayers’ money.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
BaTTLE].

Mr. BATTLE. Mr. Chairman, I am
opposed to this amendment. In the in-
terest of getting through with the bill
and coming to a vote, I yield back the
remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Florida [Mr,
SMATHERS],

Mr., SMATHERS. Mr. Chairman, it
seems to me that even those who favor
this amendment should read it a little
more carefully in order to see that they
are properly protected. It reads, in sub-
stance, that no fund will be made avail-
able for any basic agricultural commod-
ity or livestock product other than from
supplies now or hereafter owned by the
Commodity Credit Corporation. There
are literally hundreds of produects that do
not come under the Commodity Credit
Corporation, which would mean just sim-
ply this, if this amendment were adopt-
ed, that the citrus people of Florida, the
fruit people of California, and half of the
other people in the agricultural business
would not be able to participate under
this Marshall-aid program.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Florida has expired.
All time has expired.

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr, Chairman, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr, McDONOUGH. I would like to
inquire, if this amendment does not pass,
in spite of the fact that I am in favor of
it, will $100,000,000 worth of canned meat
be served to the United States Army?
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
understands that that is not a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
Hoeven] to the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
WORLEY].

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the amendment
be again read.

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

There was no objection.

(The Hoeven amendment was again
read.)

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. HOEVEN) there
were—ayes 89, noes 129.

Mr., HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. KEe and Mr.
HoEvEN.

The Committee again divided; and the
tellers reported that there were—ayes 78,
noes 131.

So the amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

Mr., CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota., Mr.
Chairman, under the Worley amend-
ment, which now remains to be voted

. upon, would it not be possible for funds

appropriated under the authority of this
act to be expended for products after the
surplus property of the Commodity
Credit Corporation had been exhausted?

The CHAIRMAN. My good friend
from South Dakota realizes that that is
not a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Then,
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas be again reported.

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk again read the Worley
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question re-
curs on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. WoRLEY].

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. WoRLEY) there
were—ayes 87, noes 112.

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. WORLEY
and Mr. KEE.

The Committee again divided; and the
tellers reported that there were—ayes 97,
noes 122,

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. Gorskil has an
amendment at the desk. g

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise; that is
a preferential motion.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the motion of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi.

The motion was rejected.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Gorskr of New
York: Page 7, line 6, strike out the word “re-
pealed” and insert: “Amended by striking
out ‘25 per centum’ and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘15 per centum’.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. Gorskl of New
York) there were—ayes 25, noes 116.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, Mr.
Chz;irman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The CHAIRMAN. To this section?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, MURRAY of Wis-
consin: On page 8, line 3, after the word
“payment”, add “Subjection (})" and insert
subsection (j) reading as follows:

“(]) That the Secretary of Agriculture is
hereby authorized to permit the export of
tobacco seeds to countries receiving aid under
the European Recovery Act.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr, McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorp,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, since
the ending of the war in 1945, we have
had presented to us for our considera-
tion the same type of legislation that is
now before us—namely, aid to Europe.
Just how much we have actually given
to the European nations seems to be
very much of a question. However, we
are certain it is in excess of $28,000,000,-
000 since the end of the war. We were
told at the start the program would last
2 or 3 years at the outside. Today I
listened to statements that it will take
2 or 3 years more. I am wondering now,
Mr. Chairman, just when it is going to
stop and how long can we afford to con-
tinue a policy of “‘give” which means to
the taxpayers of America “spend and
spend and fax and tax.”

V/e are told that this money is being
used to prevent the spread of commu-
nism. I would like to ask the question,
Is that what it is being used for, to stop
the spread of communism and promote
individual initiative and freedom {for
all peoples? If such is the case, why do
we find money and aid going to satellite
nations of Russian and, yes, to Russia it-
self. May I call to your attention a
United Press release of just last Satur-
day, April 9, 1949, and this release has
net been disputed on the floor during
this debate. It is datelined London,
April 9, and I quote from the release, Mr.
Chairman:

Britain and. Russia will begin new discus-
sions on & l-year trade agreement within
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a few days, Board of Trade cfficials an-
nounced today. Negotiations for a long-
term Anglo-Soviet treaty falled in Moscow
last January, but Britain suggested renewed
talks a month ago, after a series of Moscow
propaganda broadcasts advised Britain to
solve her export problems by trading with
eastern Eurcpe. British officials said today
Russia had “agreed in principle” that the
two nations should try to work out a short=
term pact. The announcement coincided
with reports that a 5-year trade pact between
Britain and Yugoslavia will probably be con-
cluded within 3 weeks.

If this statement is true and I repeat,
it has not been denied, why are we giv-
ing BPBritain any money when it is
charged and not refuted that she is
negotiating with Soviet Russia as well as
the satellite nations of Russia? It has
been charged and not denied that coun-
tries to which we are giving aid under
the European recovery program have
been shipping copper to Poland, which
is under Russian control, and, yes, Mr.
Chairman, shipping steel rails and loco-
motives direct to Russia. The records
will show that we are furnishing to Eu-
ropean nations materials which are
critical in this country and which are
badly needed for the establishment of
our own defense program. Commu-~
nism, Mr. Chairman, starts when peo-
ple are discouraged and under a burden
of high taxes. Many of the nations that
we are giving aid to under the recovery
program have a tax per person of less
than one-half of ours. Their indebted-
ness per person is less than one-half of
Qurs.

I am raising the question, Are we not
meaking these United States vulnerable
to a spread of ideology different from
our own by the extension of a program
whereby we are asking our people to
continue to pay high taxes and high
living costs? 1Is it not time that the
people of Europe do something to help
themselves? I am certain that my peo-
ple would be perfectly willing to pay
this amount and even more if it would
assure peace, and I would be willing to
voie to continue this burden upon them
if I felt certain the program would defi-
nitely stop the spread of communism.
The records will show, and it has not
been disputed, that some of the money
we are sending to foreign countries is
not getting to the people who actually
need the aid. More depends upon the
administration of a loan or the admin-
istration of a government, than the
amount of dollars and cents. Yes, Mr.
Chairman, we are sending money to gov-
ernments whose officials just a few weeks
ago stated and I quote, “Britain’s re-
covery is now virtually complete.,” This
statement was made, Mr. Chairman, by
a member of the British Cabinet, and it
was concurred in by the Right Honor-
able Harry Wilson, a member of the
Cabinet in Britain during a debate in
the House of Commons.

Mr, Chairman, our economic condi-
tion can stand only a certain amount
of indebtedness. Our military position
needs a tremendous expenditure in order
to protect ourselves. I am asking you,
are we going to continue a policy of
weakening our economic structure and
weakening our military position? I am
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of the firm conviction that it is time for
us to give recognition to our own needs.
We have many, many people who are
more poorly housed, have less clothes,
and less food than many of the people
of the countries to which we are giving
aid. Nearly every day our mail shows
us that many of our people need imme-
diate assistance, yet we are told by some
of the leaders, and some who are so in-
sistent on the passage of this legislation,
that we cannot afiord to give such aid.

I have listened to many speeches in
the last few days of individuals whose
records show that they have refused to
give assistance to the veterans, includ-
ing the construction of veterans' hospi-
tals, to the laboring man, to the farmers,
and to practically all of the people of
our country—yet they are calling upon
us today to vote to give aid to peoples
of other countries.

From personal experiences in the last
few hours it has been proved that those
who are in control of this legislation
are accepting no amendments whatso-
ever. In other words, the distribution
of this $5,000,000,000 is going to follow
the same channel as it has in the past;
even in the face of a record of waste-
fulness; yes, even part of it going to
countries under communistic domina-
tion.

Let us be fair with the American peo-
ple—recognizing their need, recognizing
the weakness of our own country—put
our own house in order. We have been
lenient with other countries, certainly
it is time for them to show some desire
to help themselves. I am of the firm
conviction that this raid on the Ameri-
can people will ultimately mean an in-
crease in taxes and a continuation of
the program of spend and spend and
tex and tax, which certainly we must
recognize is weakening our own national
structure. It is time we recognize that
in order to be strong, we must have a
government that is stable and one which
gives relief to its own people, so that
when an emergency does arise, we will
have the strength both economically and
financially to assume our responsibility.
Mr. Chairman, this cannot be done if we
continue the policy of aiding the world
without asking them to do something
to help themselves.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 8. (a) Ssction 114 (c) of such act is
amended in the following particulars:

(1) By striking cut the pericd at the end
of the first sentence thereof and inserting
in lieu thereof the following: "Provided
further, That, in addition to the amount
above authorized to be appropriated, thers
are hereby authorized to be appropriated for
carrying out the provisions and accomplish-
ing the purposes of this title not to excesd
$1,100,000,600 for the pericd April 23, 1949,
through June 30, 1949, and not to exceed
$4,280,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1950: Provided further, That, in addition
to the foregoing, any balance, unobligated
as of June 30, 1949, or subsequently released
from obligation, of funds appropriated for
carrying out and accomplishing the purpozes
of this title for any period ending on or pricr
to that date is hereby authorized to be made
avallable for chligation through the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1950, end to be trans-
ferred to and consolidated with any appro-
priations for carrying out and accomplishing
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the purposes of this title for said fiscal
year."

(2) By amending the last sentence of such
section 114 (¢) to read as follows: “The
authorizations in this title are limited to the
period ending June 30, 1950, in order that
the Congress may pass on any subsequent
authorizations.”

(b) Section 114 of such act is hereby
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new subsection:

“(g) Notwithstanding the provisions of
any other law, until such time as an appro=-
priation additional to that made by title I
of the Foreign Aid Appropriation Act, 1949
(Public Law 793, 80th Cong.), shall be
made pursuant to subsection (c¢) of this
section the Reconstruction Finance Corpora-
tion is authorized and directed to make ad-
vances not to exceed in the aggregate $1,.
000,000,000 to carry out the provisions of this
title, in such manner, at such times, and in
guch amounts as the Administrator shall re-
guest, and no interest shall be charged on
advances made by the Treasury to the Re-
construction Finance Corporation for this
purpose. The Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration shall be repaid without interest for
advances made by it hereunder, from funds
made available for the purposes of this title.”

Mr, CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman,
I hope and trust this House will pass the
appropriation measure it has before it
to provide for the extension of the Eur=
opean recovery program during the sec-
ond period of its existence. Nobody can
guarantee that it will prevent another
war. Nobody can guarantee that the
North Atlantic Pact will be successful.
We are unable to look into the future
but we can judge the present and evalu-
ate the future in the light of the past. It
has been said on the floor of this House
that the European recovery plan will
bankrupt this Nation and it has been
proposed that the funds be cut here and
sliced there. Let us not go to this task
with too little and get there with that too
late. You, who are students of history,
take a journey back along the steep and
tortuous path that man has followed, go
back until the trail is lost in the wind-
blown dust of antiquity and you will
find the path littered with the stark and
naked skeletons of nations and empires
that have been destroyed by selfishness,
cupidity, avarice, and greed. However, I
look in vain for any nation that has been
destroyed by mercy, charity, or generos-
ity. Our expenditures for war are stag-
gering. Billions of dollars are spent
every year to pay for wars of the past and
prepare for wars yet to come. The Euro-
pean recovery plan is the first plan in the
history of the human race on which any
nation has ever proposed to spend a vast
sum of money in the hope that it will
bring peace. We are providing this
money for the European recovery pro-
gram in order that people living in other
lands may have jobs and wages and homes
and children and schools and a future,
We are providing this money in order
that people in other democracies may
have churches, Sunday schools in order
that they may have the privilege to wor-
ship God without being molested. The
same God in whom we profess to have
faith. Christ could have preached the
fatherhood of God for 10,000 years and
no one would have molested him but He
chose to have compassion on the poor,
the sick, the lame, and the blind, He
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scourged the money changers out of the
temple, telling them, “My Father's house
is a house of prayer, but ye haye made it
a den of thieves.” He told the scribes
and pharisees they could not devour wi-
dow’s houses and then atone for their
misdeeds by making long prayers on
street corners. He taught the people
mercy, charity, and generosity, and the
aristocracy of Judea nailed him to a
cross. It was not popular to relieve
hunger, want, and misery in those days,
and it is not popular in certain places
today, but my faith in the wisdom, cour-
age, patriotism, and sincerity of the
Members of this House is unshaken. I
believe they will pass this measure with-
out crippling amendments. How would
we dare on our knees ask God to bless our
home, our children and our country, if
we failed to thus prove that we loved our
neighbor as ourself.

Mr. EEE. Mr. Chairman, I move that
the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the Chair,
Mr. MiLs, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 3748) to amend the Economic Co-
operation Act of 1948, had come to no
resolution thereon.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. BUCHANAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks in the REcorp and include an ar-
ticle.

Mr. CROOK asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the REcorp and include a letter
received from Prof. Charles C. Price.

Mr, WIER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include two letters from em-
ployees who earn their livelihood in the
west coast canneries and fields. |

Mr. CLEMENTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Appendix of the Recorp and in-
clude an article which appeared in the
China Monthly of March 1949. Iam in-
formed by the Public Printer that this
will exceed two pages of the ReEcorp and
will cast $318, but I ask that it be printed
notwithstanding that fact.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
and notwithstanding the cost, the ex-
tension may be made.

There was no objection,

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on Wednesday
next, after disposition of matters on the
Speaker’s desk and at the conclusion of
any special orders heretofore entered, I
May be permitted to address the House
for 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WORLEY asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend the remarks
he made in Committee of the Whole and
include certain data.
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Mr. O’'SULLIVAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcOrD.

REPORT ON INDEPENDENT OFFICES
APFROPRIATION BILL

Mr. GORE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. THOMAS] may have until 8
o’clock tonight to file a report from the
Committee on Appropriations on the in-
dependent offices appropriation hill for
the fiscal year 1850.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee?

There was no objection,

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve all points of order on
that bill.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. FORD asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include ex-
traneous matter,

Mr. DONDERO (at the request of Mr.
MarTiN of Massachusetts) was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD,

THE LATE JAMES WOLFENDEN

Mr. McCORMACK., Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REcorp on the
death of the late James Wolfenden.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the redquest of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection,

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
have read with deep regret of the death
of my valued friend, and our former
colleague, James Wolfenden, of Penn-
sylvania.

For many years Jim Wolfenden served
his people and his country in this body
with ability, fidelity, and with courage.
His type of service was quiet, but was
very efficient.

As a result of his great ability, his
knowledge of legislative and public ques-
tions, his convincing personality, and
the confidence and the respect his col-
leagues had for him, Jim Wolfenden
exXerted a most unusual influence on
his colleagues. For years prior to his
retirement from the House, he was rec-
ognized as one of the leaders of this
body. In his own political party he was
for years a recognized leader.

I regret very much his death. In his
passing on, I have lost a personal friend.

The loved ones he left behind, Mrs.
Wolfenden and her son and daughter,

_can derive great consolation in the
knowledge that his life was a construc-
tive and a fruitful one; that his friends
were many in all parts of the country,
and that he served his district, his State,
and his country in an outstanding man-
ner. To the loved ones he left behind, I
extend my profound sympathy in their
great loss and sorrow.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet
on tomorrow at 11 o'clock a. m.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 6 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Tuesday, April
12, 1948, at 11 o’clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

518. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of a bill to au-
thorize the appointment of Col. Kenneth D.
Nichols, O-17498, professor of the United
States Military Academy, in the permanent
grade of colonel, Regular Army, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

519. A letter from the Secretary of the In-
terior, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
to amend section 3 of the act of Congress
approved June 28, 1906, relating to the Osage
Indians of Oklahoma; to the Committee on
Public Lands.

EEPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the propsr
calendar as follows:

Mr. WILLIAMS: Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service. H. R. 91. A bill to provide
for a research and development program in
the Post Office Department; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 421)., Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. GOSSETT: Committee on the Judi-
clary. H. R. 3436. A bill to amend section 3
of the Lucas Act with respect to redefini-
tlon of reqguest for rellef; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 422). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Btate of
the Union.

Mr. MORRIS: Committee on Public Lands.
H. R. 3196. A hill to authorize appropria-
tions for roads, trails, and other aids to
transportation serving lands and facilities
under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs in Alaska; without amendment
(Rept. No. 423). Referred to the®Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mr. WILSON of Texas: Committee on the
Judiciary. H. R. 3111. A bill to amend an
act entitled “An act to establish a uniform
system of bankruptey throughout the United
States,” approved July 1, 1898, and acts
amendatory thereof and supplementary
thereto; and to repeal subdivision b of sec-
tion 64, subdivision h of section 70, and sec-
tion 118 thereof, and all acts and parts of
acts inconsistent therewith; with amend-
ments (Rept. No. 424), Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. THOMAS of Texas: Committee on Ap-
propriations. H. R. 4177. A bill making ap-
propriations for the Executive Office and
sundry independent executive bureaus,
boards, commissions, corporations, agencies,
and offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1950, and for other purposes; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 425). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.
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FUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BATES of EKentucky:

H.R.4166. A bill to provide for the is-
suance of a postage stamp in commemora-
tion of the one hundredth anniversary of
the founding of the city of Catlettsburg, Ky.;
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.

By Mr. BREEN:

H.R.4167. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a United States Air Force Acad-
emy; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. BROWN of Ohio:

H. R.4168. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a United States Air Force Acad-
emy; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee:

H.R.4169, A bill to establish a standard
schedule of rates of basic compensation for
certain employees of the Federal Govern-
ment; to provide an equitable system for fix-
ing and adjusting the rates of basic compen-
sation of individual employees; to repeal the
Classification Act of 1923, as amended; and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil SBervice.

By Mr. NIXON:

H. R.4170. A bill to confirm and establish
the titles of the States to lands beneath nav-
igable waters within State boundaries and
natural resources within such lands and wa-
ters and to provide for the use and control
of said lands and resources; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. POULSON:

H.R. 4171. A bill to provide authorization
for additional funds for the extension and
improvement of post-office facilitles at Los
Angeles, Calif., and for other purposes; to
the Committe on Public Works.

H.R. 4172, A bill to provide for the con-
struction of a post-office garage bullding at
Los Angeles, Calif.; to the Committee on
Public Works.

H.R.4173. A bill to provide for the con-
struction of a new post-office bullding at
Los Angeles, Calif.; to the Committee on
Public Works.

By Mr. TEAGUE:

H.R. 4174, A bill to provide additional op-
tions with respect to Government life-insur-
ance policies; to the Committee on Veterans'
Affairs.

By Mr. STOCEMAN:

H.R.4175. A bill to establish a United
States Air Academy: to the Committee on
Armed Bervices.

By Mr. MARCANTONIO:

H.R.4176. A bill to promote the general
welfare, national interest, and foreign policy
of the United States through necessary eco-
nomic and financial assistance to foreign
countries which undertake to cooperate with
each other in the establishment and mainte-
nance of economic conditions essential to a
peaceful and prosperous world; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

By MR. THOMAS of Texas:

H.R.4177. A Dbill making appropriations
for the Executive Office and sundry inde-
pendent executive bureaus, boards, commis-
slons, corporations, agencles, and offices, for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1850, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

By Mr. BAILEY:

H. R, 4178, A bill to amend the War Claims
Act of 1948 with reference to claims arising
out of the death of members of the armed
forces of the United States as the result of
enemy action after cessation of hostilities;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

. By Mr, DOLLIVER:

H.R.4179. A bill to amend the Clayton Act

to permit individual sellers to absorb actual

freight costs if such absorption is in good
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faith and does not result in injury to com-
petition; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
By Mr. GREEN:

H.R.4180. A bill to repeal so much of the
Hatch Act as preohibits certain officers and
employees of the Federal and State Govern-
ments from taking an active part in political
meanagement or in political campaigns; to
the Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. KUNKEL:

H.R.4181. A bill to provide an allowance
for uniforms for certaln postal and other
employees of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr, JOHNSON:

H.R.4182. A bill to promote the national
defense and security by providing for a Na-
tional Inventors Couneil; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PETERSON:

H.R.4183. A bill to amend the Social Se-
curity Act to extend the time within which
applications may be flled for lump-sum
payments payable with respect to World War
II veterans who died before August 10, 1946;
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. CANNON:

H. J. Res. 219. Joint resolution to author-
ize the issuance of a stamp to commemorate
the anniversary of the birth of Rex Mec-
Donald; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. ALLEN of California (by
request) :

H. J. Res. 220. Joint resolution designating
the rose as the national flower of the United
States; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memori-
als were presented and referred as fol-
lows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of Colorado, memorializ-
ing the President and the Congress of the
United States to enact pending legislation
for the amendment of the Bocial Security
Act to provide assistance-to unemployables;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of New Jersey, memorializing the Pres-
ident and the Congress of the United States
to return to the State of New Jersey suffi-
clent moneys from taxes raised in the State
of New Jersey for the administration of un-
employment compensation to provide ade-
quately for administration of the law in the
State of New Jersey; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, memorial of the Leglslature of the
Territory of Alaska, urging support for an
appropriation to carry out the sea-wall and
harbor-improvement project at Nome, Alas-
ka; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Alaska, urging that the Govern-
ment construction programs in Alaska al-
low the fullest participation of resident
Alaskan firms and labor; to the Committee
on Publie Lands,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Alaska, urging that the Secre-
tary of the Interior to be authorized to in-
vestigate the advisability and feasibility of
erecting a custom smelter in Alaska; to the
Committee on Public Lands.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Hawaii, memorializing the Pres-
ident and the Congress of the United States
to make available such facilities to the Ter-
ritory of Hawaii needed for the construction
of wharfage and harbor facilities in the vicin-
ity of Eaneohe, Oahu; to the Committee on
Public Works.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Alaska, urging that surveys nec-
essary to establishment of a road between
Nenana and Fairbanks be instituted next
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summer with a view to construction as soon
as possible; to the Committee on Public
Works.

Algo, memorial of the Leglslature of the
Territory of Alaska, urging the construction
of a road between Livengood and Nome,
Alaska; to the Committee on Public Works,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. CLEMENTE:
H. R.4184. A bill for the relief of Michael
Zarechnak; to the Commitfee on the Judi-

By Mr. DINGELL:

H.R.4185. A bill for the relief of Edward
W. Delimater; to the Committee on the Ju-
diclary.

By Mr. GWINN:

H.R.4186. A bill for the relief of Jan Liga;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr, JACESON of California:

H.R.4187. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Ada Svejkovsky; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. TAURIELLO:

H.R. 4188. A bill for the relief of Dr. Ferdi-
nando Schiappa; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

H.R.4189. A bill for the rellef of Charles
E. Crook and B. L. Fielder; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

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

547. By Mr. ASPINALL: Memorial of the
Colorado State Legislature, memorializing
the Congress of the United States to enact
pending legislation for the amendment of
the Social Security Act to provide assistance
to unemployables; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

548. Also, resolution of the senate of the
State of Colorado, petitioning the President
of the United States to prohibl: the importa-
tion of furs from Russia; to the Committee
on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

549. By Mr. BARING: Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 10, approved by Governor Pittman on
March 29, 1949; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

550. By Mr. CARROLL: Memorial of the
Colorado State Legislature, urging passage of
the Local Public Health Bervices Act of 1949
and that the appropriation of $10,808,000,
“Assistance to States, general public health”
which was deleted from the appropriation
bill H. R. 8533 for the Public Health Service,
passed March 9, 1849, by the House of Repre-
sentatives, be restored so that adequate
financial assistance will be available; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

561. Also, memorial of the State Legisla-
ture of Colorado, urging the Congress to
approve proposed legislation providing for
amendments to the Social Security Act in
order to provide for assistance to the chroni-
cally 111, physically or mentally handicapped,
or otherwise unemployable persons between
the ages of 18 and 65, who have been deter-
mined by clinical and laboratory tests or
otherwise to have a chronic or prolonged dis-
ability which causes them to be unable or
unavailable for gainful employments; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

552. By Mr, HALE: Memorial of the Senate
and House of Representatives of the State of
"Maine, asking that the Congress of the United
Btates, pursuant to article V of the Constitu-
tion give serious consideration to the calling
of a convention for the sole purpose of pro-
posing amendments to the Constitution
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which are appropriate to authorize the
United States to negotiate with other na-
tions, subject to later ratification, a consti-
tution of a world federal government, open
to all nations, with limited powers adequate
to assure , or amendments to the Con-
stitution which are appropriate to ratify any
world constitution which is presented to the
United States by the United Nations, by a
world constitutional convention, or other-
wise; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

553. By Mr. HESELTON: Petition of the
Board of Aldermen of the City of Holyoke,
Mass., regarding the immediate repeal of the
Taft-Hartley law; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

554. By Mr. LECOMPTE: Petition of Robert
R Dalziel, druggist, and other citizens of
What Cheer, Iowa, urging repeal of the 20
percent excise tax on all tollet goods; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

555. By Mr. SADLAK: Resolution of the
Court of Common Council of the City of
Meriden, Conn., memorializing the Congress
to pass and the President to approve, if
passed, the General Pulaski’s Memorial Day
resolution now pending in the Congress; to
the Committee on the Judieclary.

56G. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
president, Gulf Ports Association, Inc., Gal-
veston, Tex., stating approval of the wording
of the bill H. R. 1340; to the Committee on
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

557. Also, petition of T, 8. Kinney and oth-
ers, Orlando, Fla., requesting passage of H. R.
2185 and 2136, known as the Townsend plan;
to the Committee on Ways and Meant.

558. Also, petition of Mrs. Robert L. Rice
and others, Miami, Fla., requesting passage of
H. R, 2135 and 2136, known as the Townsend
plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

559, Also, petition of Mrs, Ruth Childers
and others, Avon Park, Fla.. requesting pas-
sage of H. R. 2135 and 2136, known as the
Townsend plan; to the Committee on Ways
and Neans.

520. Also, petition of Arthur C. Almy and
others, Orlando, Fla., requesting passage of
H. R. 2185 and 2'36, known as the Townsend
plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

561. Also, petition of Mrs. Anna Pinckard
and others, St. Petersburg, Fla., requesting
passage of H, R. 2135 and 2136, known as the
Townsend nlan; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

562. Also, petition of J. M. Villa and others,
Tampa, Fla., requesting passage of H. R. 2135
and 2136, known as the Townsend plan; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

563. Also, petition of I. C. Ellis and others,
Orlando, Fla., requesting passage of H. R.
2185 and 2136, known as the Townsend plan;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE
Tuespay, Aprir 12, 1949

(Legislative day of Monday, April 11,
1949)

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

His Eminence, Francis Cardinal Spell-
man, of New York City, offered the
following prayer:

O God of our Fathers! In this solemn
hour we call upon Thy name. We are
Thy people. Thou art our God, our
watching, mighty God. Thou hast
carved us a nation out of the wilderness,
sealing us with high destiny, to be light
to peoples in darkness, to bring freedom
tonations in chains. Thou didst breathe
Thy breath into the face of our sires,
Thy breath of freedom, of justice, of
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peace. PBreathe we Thy breath, our
Nation shall not die. O God, preserve
us, Thy Nation, a union of States, one
and indivisible,

Grim are the signs we sight as rolling
wrecks drift by, nations with decks
awash, nations in frantic fear. Death
riding at the masthead, with mutiny
aboard, against Thy holy will, O God,
our captain! Preserve us Thy Nation,
a union of States, one and indivisible.

When a nation drops God as a pilot,
God abandons the ship of state to gales
of pernicious doctrines, to cross-currents
of greed, to the lash of pirates, to the
lot of slaves, to the doom of drowning,
O God, our captain! Preserve us Thy
Nation, a union of States, one and
indivisible.

O Father of the nations! Great is
Thy trust in us, sacred our hope in Thee,
In Thee, we pledge our faith with the
blood and tears of our bravest! Beside
us lie the tasks of the hour. Before us
shine the goals to be won. Bless us, O
God, with unity; unity of heads, sharing
common counsels; unity of hands, shar-
ing common toil; unity of hearts, shar-
ing common hopes. Our unity reveal-
ing Thy strength and our will.

O God, our Father! Preserve us Thy
Nation, a union of States, one and in-
divisible.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Lucas, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Journal
of the proceedings of Monday, April 11,
1949, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

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

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 a bill (H. R. 3832) to exempt
artificial limbs from duty if imported for
personal use and not for sale, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate,

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia-
mentary inouiry.

The ERESIDENT pro tempore, The
Senator will state it.

Mr. LUCAS. Do I understand correct-
ly that the Senator from New Hampshire

[Mr, Eripces] retained the floor under a
unanimous-consent agreement last eve-
ning?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There
was no express agreement, but he had
offered an amendment and was on his
feet yesterday at the time the Senate
took a recess.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator from New Hampshire yield to me
to make a unanimous-consent request?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from New Hampshire yield
to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. BRIDGES. 1 yield.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Senators be per-
mitted to present routine business and
matters for the Recorp without jeopard-
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