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for consideration of H. R. 9932, a bill to
amend and extend certain provislons of the
First War Powers Act, 1941; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3229). Referred to the
House Calendar,

Mr. McSWEENEY: Committee on. Rules.
House Resolution 888. Resolution for con-
slderation of 8. 3945, an act to amend sec-
tions 3052 and 3107 of title 18, United States
Code, relating to the powers of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3230). Referred to the
House Calendar,

REPCTTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee of
conference. H. R. 4803, A bill for the re-
lief of Bernard F. Elmers; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3211). Ordered to be
printed.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. S. 2460. An act for the relief of
George O. Drucker, Livia Drucker, and their
minor daughter, Gloria Elizabeth Drucker;
without amendment (Rept. 3212). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
cilary. S. 2888. An act for the relief of
Frances Ethel Beddington; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3213). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
S. 2081, An act for the relief of Giuseppe
Merlinet Forgnone; without amendment
(Rept. No. 3214). Referred to the Commit=
tee of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. §S.3044. An act for the relief of Ber-
niece Josephine Lazaga; without amendment
(Rept. No. 3215). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiclary,
8. 3125. An act for the relief of Dr, Lutfu
Lahut Uzman; without amendment (Rept.
No. 3216). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
8. 3241. An act for the rellef of George
Brander Paloheimo and Eva Leonora Palo-
heimo; without amendment (Rept. No. 3217).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. S. 3259, An act for the relief of
Ethelyn Isobel Chenalloy; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3218). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on

the Judiciary. S. 3260. An act for the re- .

lief of Fichard H. Bush; without amendment
(Rept. No. 3218). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 8. 3261, An act for the rellef of Wil-
lard Sidmer Ruttan; without amendment
(Rept. No. 3220). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House,

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary,
S. 3378. An act for the relief of Armando
Bantini; without amendment (Rept. No.
8221). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
5. 3564, An act for the relief of Jose Man-
zano Somera; without amendment (Rept.
No. 3222). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
clary. S. 3689. An act for the rellef of
Linda Leo; without amendment (Rept. No.
8223). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
Senate Concurrent Resolution 108. Concur-
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rent resolution favoring the suspension of
deportation of certain aliens; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3224). Referred to the
Comuinittee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. GOODWIN:

H.R.9934. A bill to exempt members of
the Armed Forces from the tax on admis-
sions when admission is free of charge; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. JENNINGS:

H. R.98935. A bill to amend the Social Se-
curity Act to provide that veterans of World
War II who died during the 5-year period
immediately following their separation from
the active military or naval services shall be
deemed fully insured individuals; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WEICHEL:

H. R, 9936. A bill to make available, free of
cost, survival information under atomic
attack; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration.

By Mr. HESELTON:

H. Res. 889. Resolution directing full, com-
plete, and continuing study and investigation
of the administration, execution, and en-
forcement of export policles and control
regulations; to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. HAVENNER:

H.R.9937. A bill for the relief of the es=-
tates of William A. Miller and Harold P.
Stites; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. JENNINGS:

H.R.9938. A bill for the rellef of Dewey

Esco Hill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. JOSEFH L. PFEIFER:

H.R.9939. A bill for the relief of Wera
Fazio, a minor; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

SENATE

TuaurspAY, DECEMBER 21, 1950

(Legislative day of Monday, November
27, 1950)

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

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

Our Father God, who in times past,
across yearning centuries, spoke to the
fathers through the prophets and in the
word made flesh hath spoken to us in
that One whose name is the Prince of
Peace, and upon whose shoulders the
government of men must ultimately rest:
‘We thank Thee that not on one wondrous
night alonz did a star of hope light the
heavens, but that straight down the
crowding years the starlit pathway leads,
reminding our earth-filled eyes that the
highest truth is born in lowly places,
clad in humble garb. As the Christmas
star rains its fire once more on an earth
plowed with spite and hate, may we see in
it a shining symbol that if we would find
the truth and the life abundant we must
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follow our starry ideals, no matter over
what burning sands or to what lonely
deserts they take our faltering feet. Fol-
lowing the gleam, bring us and all man-
kind, at last, to that glad day which all
men of good will seek:

“When peace shall over all the earth
Its ancient splendor fling,
And the Whole world send back the song
Which now the angels sing.”

Amen.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McKeLLAR, and by
unanimous consent, as in legislative ses-
sion, the Journal of the proceedings of
Wednesday, December 20, 1950, was dis-
pensed with.

MESEAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—AP-
PROVAL OF BILL AND JOINT RESOLU-
TIONS

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries, and he announced that the
President had approved and signed the
following act and joint resolutions:

On December 20, 1950:

8. 2513. An act to give a short title to the
act of July 1, 1898, commonly kKnown as the
Bankruptey Act; and

8. J. Res. 207. Joint resolution to continue
for a temporary period certain provisions of
the Housing and Rent Act of 1947, as
amended.

On December 21, 1950:

8. J. Res. 209. Joint resolution to amend
and extend the provisions of the Disirict of
Columbia Emergency Rent Act, as amended.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant
reading clerk, returned to the Senate, in
compliance with its request, the bill
(H. R. 5051) for the relief of Mrs. Juan
Antonio Rivera, Mrs. Paul Valle Antelo,
Mrs, Jorge Diaz Romero, Mrs. Otto Resse,
and Mrs. Hugo Soria.

The message announced that the
House had disagreed to the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9827)
to provide revenue by imposing a cor-
porate excess profits tax, and for other
purposes; agreed to the conference asked
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr,
DovucHTON, Mr. CooPER, Mr. DINGELL, Mr,
Mirs, Mr. Reep of New York, Mr,
WoobprurrF, and Mr. SimpsoN of Pennsyl-
vania were appointed managers on the
part of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H.R.9798. An act to authorize a Federal
civil defense program, and for other pur-
poses; and

H. R. 9893. An act to authorize certain con-
struction at military and naval installations,
and for other purposes.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED
The message further announced that
the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the enrolled bill (S, 3357) to prohibit
transportation of gambling devices in
interstate and foreign commerce, and it
was signed by the Vice President.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,
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LEAVES OF ABSENCE

On his own request, and by unanimous
consent, Mr, CAPEHART was excused from
attendance on the sessions of the Sen-
ate until January 2, 1951,

On his own request, and by unanimous
consent, Mr. KNOwLAND was excused
from attendance on the sessions of the
Senate, beginning at 4 o’clock temorrow
afternoon,

On his own request, and by unanimous
consent, Mr. Hoey was excused from at-
tendance on the session of the Senate
today, to attend to public business.

AWARD OF CONGRESSIONAL MEDAL OF
HONOR TO COL. JUSTICE MARION
CHAMBERS

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, as in
legislative session, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have inserted in the Recorp at
this point an account of the presenta-
tion of the Congressional Medal of
Honor awarded to Col. Justice Marion
Chambers, United States Marine Corps
Reserve, retired. The presentation took
place at the White House. The Pres-
ident of the United States made the
presentation to Colonel Chambers., The
account of the presentation describes the
heroic and outstanding conduct of Colo-
nel Chambers for which the Medal of
Honor was awarded to him. Colonel
Chambers is one of the advisory staff
experts of the Committee on Armed
Services. In that capacity he has been
invaluable to his country a:.d to the com-
mittee. He is an outstanding and heroic
officer, a great soldier, and a fine gentle-
nian. I am proud to say that he is a
resident of Rockville, Md. I ask that
the account be inserted in the Recorp
at this point.

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

CONGRESSIONAL MEDAL oF HONOR AWARDED TO
CoL. JusTICE MarioN CHAMEERS, USMCR
(RETIRED)

The President today bestowed the Nation's
highest award, the Congressional Medal of
Honor, on Col. Justice Maricn Chambers,
USMCR (retired), for exceptional gallantry
which helped assure the victory at Iwo Jima.
It was the two hundredth Medal of Honor
for a marine; the eightieth for marine hero-
ism in World War II.

Colonel Chambers, of 140 South Adams
Street, Rockville, Md., has been staff adviser
for the Senate Armed Services Committee for
the past 4 years, He is a product of Wash-
ington’s Fifth Battalion of Marine Reserves
which has graduated numerous outstand-
ing officers.

Presentation of the Medal of Honor was
made at noon in the west wing of the White
House. Invited were Secretary of Defense
George C. Marshall; Secretary of the Navy
Francis P. Matthews; Admiral Forrest P.
Sherman, Chief of Naval Operations; Gen,
C. B, Cates, Commandant of the Marine
Corps; Lt. Col. R. H. Thomas, USMC, aide
to the Commandant of the Marine Corps;
Mrs. J. M. Chambers (wife); Patricia Cham-
bers (daughter); John Chambers (son); J.
M. Chambers (son); Peter and Paul Cham-
bers (7-month-old twin sons); Mr. A. F.
Chambers, Sr. (father); Mr. A, F. Chambers,
Jr. (brother); Mr. and Mrs. Rodney Jarvis
(sister and husband); Mr. and Mrs. Mead
Baker (sister and husband); Mr. and Mrs.
John Schmutzer (mother-in-law and father-
. In-law); Mr. and Mrs. Albert Schmutzer
(brother-in-law and wife); Mr. Lawrence M.
Rulison (major, USMCR); Mr. James G.
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Headley (captain, USMCR); Mr. Hub-
bard and Mr. James R. Miller (friends); Maj.
Gen. Verne D. Budge (USA retired) (friend);
and Mrs. J. F. Blakeney (friend).

Colonel Chambers had been recommended
for the Medal of Honor on April 7, 1945, after
he had been evacuated from Iwo Jima seri-
ously wounded. He had received the Navy
Cross, which honor was revoked upon the
reexamination of the original recommenda-
tion, with additional evidence. :

He commanded the Third Battalion, Twen-
ty-fifth Marine Regiment, in the Iwo Jima
landing on February 19, 1945. His sector
was beneath high ground from which heavy
enemy fire raked the whole landing beach.

“Capture of the high ground,” read the
recommendation, ** * * was essential to
the success of the D-day operations. It is
an established fact that had it not been done,
it would have constituted a most serious
threat to the subsequent operations of the
Fifth Marine Corps.”

The Third Battalion lost more than half
its officers and nearly one-half its enlisted
strength on D-day. But by “fearless disre-
gard for his own life”—and leading his de-
pleted battalion by example rather than
command” Colonel Chambers won the key
heights and anchored the right flank of the
Marines’ position.

On the fourth day, directing the Marines’
first rocket barrage and exposed to the ene-
my's main line of resistance, Colonel Cham-
bers fell under enemy machine-gun fire.
His wounds were so serious that he was
medically retired on January 1, 1946, and,
because he was speclally commended for per-
formance of duty in combat, he was promoted
to full colonel.

He was born at Huntington, W. Va,,
on February 2, 1908, the s°n of Mr. and Mrs.
Arthur F. Chambers. He went to school
there and 3 years at Marshall College in Hunt-
ington. He attended George Washington
University 2 years, then National University
also in Washington where he obtained his
law degree.

Colonel Chambers joined the Naval Reserve
in 1928, served 2 years, then joined the
Marine Corps Reserve as a private. He was
commissioned in 1932 and continued his
studies toward promotion. He was a major,
attending summer camp, when the Fifth
Battallon was called up in 1940. For his en-
thusiasm and energy in training his men
they dubbed him “Jumping Joe.”

Colonel Chambers received the Silver Star
medal for getting out the wounded and di-
recting the night defense of a battalion aid
station on Tulagl, where he was a patient
already seriously wounded. He commanded
the Third Battalion, Twenty-fifth Marines in
te Roi-Namur campaign. On Saipan he
suffered blast concussion, but returned to
lead his command there and on Tinian. He
had trained his command so thoroughly and
his leadership was so conspicuous that he
was awarded the Legion of Merit.

The award today reads:

“The President of the United States takes
pleasure in presenting the Medal of Honor
to Col. Justice M. Chambers, United
States Marine Corps Reserve, for service as
set forth in the following citation:

“‘For conspicuous gallantry and intrepid-
ity at the risk of his life above and beyond
the call of duty as commanding officer of the
Third Assault Battallon Landing Team,

‘Twenty-fifth Marines, Fourth Marine Divi-

sion, in action against enemy Japanese forces
on Iwo Jima, Volcano Islands, from Febru-
ary 19 to 22, 1945, TUnder a furious barrage
of enemy machine-gun and small-arms fire
from the commanding cliffs on the right,
Colonel Chambers, then lieutenant colonel,
landed immediately after the initial asault
waves of his battallon on D-day to find the
momentum of the assault threatened by
heavy casualties from withering Japanese
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artillery, mortar, rocket, machine-gun, and
rifle fire. Exposed to relentless hostile fire,
he coolly reorganized his battle-weary men,
inspiring them to heroic efforts by his own
valor and leading them in an attack on the
critical, impregnable high ground from
which the enemy was pouring an increasing
volume of fire directly onto troops ashore as
well as amphibious craft in succeeding waves.
Constantly in the front lines encouraging his
men to push forward against the enemy's
savage resistance, Colonel Chambers led the
8-hour battle to carry the flanking ridge top
and reduce the enemy’s fields of almed fire,
thus protecting the vital foothold gained.
In constant defiance of hostile fire while
reconnoitering the entire regimental combat
team zone of action, he maintained contact
with adjacent units and forwarded vital in-
formation to the regimental commander.
His zealous fighting spirit undiminished de-
spite terrific casualties and the loss of most
of his key officers, he again reorganized his
troops for renewed attack against the enemy’s
main line of resistance and was directing the
fire of the rocket platoon when he fell, criti-
cally wounded. Evacuated under heavy
Japanese fire, Colonel Chambers, by forceful
leadership, courage, and fortitude in the face
of staggering odds, was directly instrumental
in insuring the success of subsequent opera-
tions of the Fifth Amphibious Corps on Iwo
Jima, thereby sustaining and enhancing the
finest traditions of the United States naval
service.’
“HARRY S. TRUMAN.”

ORDER OF BUSINESS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
would like to state that the Senate is in
executive session. Under the unanimous-
consent agreement entered into the Sen-
ate will proceed to vote on the nomina-
tion of Anna M. Rosenberg at 12:30
o'clock. There is no agreement as to a
division of the time. The Chair will rec-
ognize Senators who wish to address the
Senate.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that, as in legislative
session, Senators be permitted to make
routine insertions in the Recorp, without
debate.

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

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

1

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry:

H.R.9832. A bill to remove marketing
penalties on certain long staple cotton; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 2688).

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee
on the Judiciary, without amendment:

5.2244. A hill conferring jurisdictlon on
the Court of Claims of the United States to
hear, determine, and render judgment on the
claims of G. T. Elliott, Inc., and M. F, Quinn
(Rept. No. 2689):

S.4000. A bill for the relief of Ernestine
Bacon Jacobs (Rept. No. 2690);

£.4003. A bill for the relief of Ertogroul
Osman and Mehmed Fahreddin (Rept. No,
2691);

S.4205. A bill to confer jurisdiction on the
Court of Claims to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon a certain claim of the
Board of County Commissioners of Sedgwick
County, Kans. (Rept. No. 2692);

H.R.8152. A bill for the relief of Guy
Thomas and others (Rept. No. 2693); and

H.R.8585. A bill for the relief of Athina
Mary Onassis (Rept. No. 2€9%).
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By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee
on the Judiciary, with an amendment:

8.8749. A bill for the relief of Carroil L.
Vickers, authorized certifying officer, Federal
Works Agency (Rept. No. 2695); and

H.R.7019. A bill for the relief of Aenny
Blank (Rept. No. 2696).

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

8. Res. 378. Resolution to provide for a
national call to prayer on Sunday, December
24, 1950; without amendment.

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

H.R.2513. A bill to amend subdivisions
d and e of section 58 of an act entltled "“An
act to establish a uniform system of bank-
ruptey throughout the United States,” ap-
proved July 1, 1898, and acts amendatory
thereof and supplementary thereto; without
amendment (Rept. No. 2697).

By Mr. FULBRIGHT, from the Committee
on Banking and Currency:

H.R.9802. A bill to grant succession to
the War Damage Corporation; without
amendment (Rept. No. 2698).

ENROLLED BILL FRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, December 21, 1950, he
presented to the President of the United
States the enrolled bill (S. 3357) to pro-
hibit transportation of gambling devices
in interstate and foreign commerce.

EMMA W. WILSON

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, President, from
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration, I report favorably, without
amendment, Senate Resolution 363, and
I ask unanimous consent for its present
consideration.

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

Mr., WHERRY. Reserving the right
to object, will the distinguished Senator
explain the purpose of the resolution?

Mr. HAYDEN. The resolution was
submitted by the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. BuTLEr] and relates to the death of
an employee in his office.

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

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 363) submitted by Mr. Bur-
LER on November 28, 1950, was considered
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Sen-
ate hereby is authorized and directed to pay
from the contingent fund of the Senate to
Emma W. Wilson, sister of Evelynn Walker,
late an employee of the Senate, a sum equal
to 6 months’ compensation at the rate she
was receiving by law at the time of her
death, sald sum to be considered inclusive of
funeral expenses and all other allowances.
ELECTION OF MEMBER OF SENATE TO

JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration, I report an original resolution
and ask unanimous consent for its pres-
ent consideration.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 379) was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That Mr, CLeMENTS, of Eentucky,
be, and he is hereby, elected a member on
the part of the Senate of the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing, vice Mr. WirHers, of
Kentucky. :

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED FROM COM-
MITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRA-
TION

Mr. HAYDEN. From the Committee
on Rules and Administration, I now re-
port four resolutions, the purpose of
which is to grant investigating commit-
tees extensions of time until January 31,
1951, within which to make reports.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will state the first resolution.

INVESTIGATION OF PRODUCTION OF
AGRICULTURAL CROPS

The LecisLATIVE CLERK. A resolution
(8. Res, 361) extending the authority
for an investigation with respect to the
protection of agricultural crops, reported
with an additional amendment.

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

Mr. WHERRY. Reserving the right
t0 object, Mr. President, I am not sure
that all Members of the Senate heard
the explanation by the distinguished
chairman of the committee. But I un-
derstand this is the first of four or five
resolutions, which tide the committees
over until the Eighty-second Congress.
Is that correct? %

Mr. HAYDEN. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY. The Committee on
Rules and Administration determined
that the committees in question should
all be treated alike in fixing the termina-
tion date of January 31, 1951, By that
time, the committees will have been able
to take care of their offices, and, if the
authorizations are renewed in the next
Congress—and the new Congress can do
as it pleases about that—that will give
1 month in which the commitiees may
operate until a decision is made with
respect to the authorizations in the new
Congress. I am sure the Senator would
like to have me say that each and every
one of these resolutions has the termi-
nation date January 31, 1951.

Mr. HAYDEN. That was unani-
mously agreed to by the committee.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the resolution, as reported from the
Committee on Rules and Administration?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution (S.
Res. 361), which had previously been
reported from the Com:nittee on Agri-
culture and Forestry, with an amend-
ment, in line 7, after the word “until”,
to strike out “February 28" and insert
“February 15.”

The amendment of the Committee on
Rules and Administration was, in line 7,
after the word “until”, to strike out
“Pebruary 15", as proposed to be amend-
ed, and insert “January 31.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the authority of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any
duly authorized subcommittee thereof, under
Senate Resolution 36, Eighty-first Congress,
agreed to April 11, 1949, and Senate Resolu-
tion 198, Eighty-first Congress, agreed to
February 1, 1950 (providing for an investi-
gation with respect to the production of agri-
cultural crops), is hereby continued until
January 31, 1951,
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INVESTIGATION OF FIELD OF LABCR-
MANAGEMENT RELATIONS

Mr. HAYDEN. From the Committee
on Rules and Administration I report
favorably, without amendment, Senate
Resolution 367, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 367) was considered and
agreed to, as follows: |

Resolved, That the authority of the Com-
mittee on Labor and Public Welfare, or any
duly authorized subcommittee thereof, un-
der Senate Resolution 140, Eighty-first Con-
gress, agreed to August 15, 1949 (providing
for a study and investigation of the entire
field of labor-management relations), is
hereby continued through January 31, 1951,

CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY FOR
INVESTIGATION OF FUEL RESERVES

Mr. HAYDEN. From the Committee
on Rules and Administration, I report
favorably, with an amendment, Senate
Resolution 374, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

The amendment of the Committee on
Rules and Administration was, in line 6,
after the word “through”, to strike out
“January 3, 1953” and insert “January
31, 1951.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the authority of the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs, or
any duly authorized subcommittee thereof,
under Senate Resolution 239, Eighty-first
Congress, agreed to August 15, 1950 (pro-
viding for a study and investigation of the
fuel reserves and to formulate a fuel policy
of the United States), is hereby continued
through January 31, 1851.

INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON
ARMED SERVICES

Mr. HAYDEN. From fthe Committee
on Rules and Administration, I report
favorably, without amendment, Senate
Resolution 375, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its presen! consideration.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 375) was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the first section of Senate
Resolution 93, Eighty-first Congress, agreed
to June 22, 1948, increasing the limitation
of expenditures for hearings and investiga-
tions by the Committee on Armed Services,
is amended by striking out “December 31,
1950," and inserting in lieu thereof “Janu-
ary 31, 1951.”

PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES OF
HEARINGS ON DEFENSE PRODUCTION
ACT OF 1950

Mr. HAYDEN. WMr. President, from
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration I report favorably, without
amendment, Senate Resolution 370, and
ask unanimous consent for ifs present
consideration.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 370) was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 ad-
ditional copies of the hearings conducted
before the Senate Committee on Banking
and Currency on S. 3936, Eighty-first Con-
gress, on the Defense Production Act of 1850.
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Such additional copies shall be for the use of
the Senate Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

PAY OF ADMINISTRATIVE AND CLERICAL
ASSISTANTS OF SENATOR LEAHY

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration, I report an original resolution,
and ask unanimous censent for its pres-
en’tll;onsideration.

ere being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 380) was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the administrative and
clerical assistants in the office of Senator
Eowarp L., LEaHY, appointed by him and
borne on the payroll of the Senate when dis-
placed by his elected successor, shall be con-
tinued on such payroll at their respective
galarles until the end of the Eighty-first
Congress, to be paid from the contingent
fund of the Senate.

DAISY ADENA SMITH AND HOMER S.
SMITH

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from
the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, I report favorably, without amend-
ment, Senate Resolution 372, and ask
unanimous consent for its present con-
sideration. It relates to the death of an
employee in the office of the Senator
from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY].

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 372) was considered and
agreed to as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
hereby is authorized and directed to pay from
the contingent fund of the Senate to Dalsy
Adena Smith and Homer S. Smith, parents
of Isabel M. Smith, late an employee of the
Benate, a sum equal to 6 months’ compensa-
tion at the rate she was receiving by law at
the time of her death, said sum to be con-
sidered inclusive of funeral expenses and all
other allowances.

INTERNAL SECURITY

Mr. HAYDEN. My, President, from
the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, I report favorably, with amend-
ments, Senate Resolution 366, and ask
unanimous consent for its immediate
consideration.

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

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution,

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the resolution?

Mr. HAYDEN. The resolution was
submitted by the Senator from Missis-
sippi at the request of the chairman of
the Judiciary Committee. It relates to
a continuance of surveillance of the in-
filtration of Communists into the United
States. There was some question raised
in committee as to the text of the reso-
lution, which we can consider when it is
looked into again in January, in that it
specifies certain statutes to be examined,
whereas the committee has broad au-
thority to do that anyway, but inasmuch
as the extension is only until the 31st of
January, and can be reviewed by the
committee, we decided to put the resolu-
tion into this shape,

Mr. LANGER. I have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ments of the committee will be stated.
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The amendments of the Committee on
Rules and Administration were, on page
4, line 4, after the word “exceed”, to
strike out “$100,000” and insert “$10,-
000"; in line 6, after the word “commit-
tee”, to insert “on or before January 31,
1:51”; and after line 6, to strike out:

Sec. 5. The committee shall from time to
time report to the Senate the results of its
study and investigation, together with such
recommendations as it may deem advisable
respecting mnecessary legislation. All au-
thority conferred by this resolution shall
terminate on March 1, 1852.

The amendments were agreed to.
The resolution (S. Res. 366) as amend-
ed, was agreed fo, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, or any duly authorized subcommit-
tee thereof is authorized and directed to
make a complete and continuing study and
investigation of (1) the administration,
operation, and enforcement of the Internal
Security Act of 1950; (2) the administration,
operation, and enforcement of other laws
relating to espionage, sabotage, and the pro-
tection of the internal security of the United
States; and (3) the extent, nature, and
effects of subversive activities in the United
States, its Territories and possessions, in-
cluding, but not limited to, espionage, sab-
otage, and infiltration by persons who are
or may be under the domination of the
forelgn government or organizations con-
trolling the world Communist movement or
any other movement seeking to overthrow
the Government of the United States by
force and violence.

Sec. 2. The committee, or any duly au-
thorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized
to sit and act at such places and times
during the sessions, recesses, and adjourned
periods of the Senate, to hold such hear-
ings, to require by subpenas or otherwise
the attendance of such witnesses and the
production of such books, papers, and docu-
ments, to administer such oaths, to take
such testimony, to procure such printing
and binding, and, within the amount ap-
propriated therefor, to make such expendi-
tures as it deems advisable. The cost of
stenographic services to report hearings of
the committee or subcommittee shall not be
in excess of 25 cents per hundred words,
Subpenas shall be issued by the chairman
of the committee or the subcommittee, and
may be served by any person designated by
such chairman.

A majority of the members of the commit-
tee, or duly authorized subcommittee there=-
of, shall constitute a quorum for the trans-
action of business, except that a lesser num-
ber, to be fixed by the committee, or by such
subcommittee, shall constitute a quorum for
the purpose of administering oaths and tak-
ing sworn testimony.

Sec. 3. The committee, or duly authorized
subcommittee, shall have power to employ
and fix the compensation of such officers,
experts, and employees as it deems necessary
in the performance of its duties, and is au-
thorized to utilize the services, information,
facilities, and personnel of the various de-
partments and agencies of the Government
to the extent that such services, informa-
tion, facilities, and personnel, in the opin-
ion of the heads of such departments and
agencies, can be furnished without undue
interference with agencies, can be furnished
without undue interference with the per-
formance of the work and duties of such
departments and agenciles.

Sec. 4. The expenses of the committee,
which shall not exceed $10,000, shall be
paid from the contingent fund of the Sen-
ate upon vouchers approved by the chair-
man of the committee on or before January
31, 1951.
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The pre.mble was agreed to, as fol-
lows:

‘Whereas the Congress from time to time
has enacted laws designed to protect the
internal security of the United States from
acts of espionage and sabotage and from
infiltration by persons who seek to overthrow
the Government of the United States by
force and violence; and

Whereas those who seek to evade such
laws or to violate them with impunity con-
stantly seek to devise and do devise clever
and evasive means and tactics for such pur-
poses; and d

Whereas agents and dupes of the world
Communist conspiracy have been and are
engaged in activities (including the orig-
ination and dissemination of propaganda)
designed and intended to bring such pro-
tective laws into disrepute or disfavor and
to hamper or prevent effective administra-
tion and enforcement thereof; and

Whereas it is vital to the internal security
of the United States that the Congress main-
taln a continuous surveillance over the prob-
lems presented by such activity and threat-
ened activity and over the administration
and enforcement of such laws.

INVESTIGATION OF EXPORT POLICIES
AND CONTROL REGULATIONS

Mr. HAYDEN. From the Committee
on Rules and Administration, I report
favorably, with an amendment, Senate
Resolution 365, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its immediate consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

The amendment of the Committee on
Rules and Administration was on page
2, after line 3, to strike out:

Sec. 2. The committee shall report its
findings, together with its recommendations
for such legislation as it may deem advis-
able, to the Senate at the earliest practica-
ble 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 and Eighty-second Con-
gresses, (1) to make such expenditures as
it deems advisable; (2) to employ upon a
temporary basis such technical, cleriecal, 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, information, facilities, and per-
sonnel of any of the departments or agencies
of the Government.

B8eC. 4. Expenses of the committee under
this resolution, which shall not exceed $25,-
000, shall be paid from the contingent fund
of the Senate upon vouchers approved by
the chairman of the committee,

And insert:

Sec. 2. The committee, or any duly au-
thorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized
to sit and act at such places and times dur-
ing the seksions, recesses, and adjourned
periods of the Senate, to hold such hearings,
to require by subpenas or otherwise the at-
tendance of such witnesses and the produc-
tion of such books, papers, and documents, to
administer such oaths, to take such testi-
mony, to procure such printing and binding,
and, within the amount appropriated there-
for, to make such expenditures as it deems
advisable. The cost of stenographic services
to report hearings of the committee “r sub-
committee shall not be in excess of 25 cents
per hundred words. Subpenas shall be issued
by the chairman of the committee or the sub-
committee, and may be served by any person
designated by such chairman.

A majority of the members of the commit-
tee, or duly authorized subcommittes there-
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of, shall constitute a quorum for the trans-
action of business, except that a lesser num-
ber, to be fixed by the committee, or by
such subcommittee, shall constitute a
quorum for the purpose of administering
oaths and taking sworn testimony.

Bec. 3. The committee, or duly author-
ized subcommittee, shall have power to em-
ploy and fix the compensation of such officers,
experts, and employees as it deems necessary
in the performance of its duties, and is au-
thorized to utilize the services, information,
facllities, and personnel of the various de-
partments and agencies of the Government
to the extent that such services, information,
facilities, and personnel, i~ the opinion of
the heads of such departments and agen-
cies, can be furnished without undue inter-
ference with the performance of the work
and duties of such departments and agen-
cles. :

Sec. 4. The expenses of the committee,
which shall not exceed {2,000, shall be pald
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon
vouchers approved by the chairman of the
committee, on or before January 31, 1951.

So as to make the resolution read:

Resolved, That the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, or any duly au-
thorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized
and directed to make n full, complete, and
continuing study and investigation of the
administration, execution, and enforcement
by Government departments and agencies of
the export policies and control regulations
of the United States.

Such study and investigation shall include,
but shall not be limited to, a continuing sur-
veillance of the effectiveness of measures and
.efforts instituted by Government agenciles to
prevent the shipment or transshipment of
exported materials to countries unfriendly to
the United States or lack of such measures
or efforts. The committee is also directed to
ascertain to what extent, if any, American
carriers have been and are utilized in such
transportation.

Sec. 2. The committee, or any duly au-
thorized subcommittee thereof, is author-
ized to sit and act at such places and times
during the sessions, recesses, and adjourned
periods of the Senate, to hold such hear-
ings, o require by subpenas or otherwise
the attendance of such witnesses and the
production of such books, papers, and doc-
uments, to administer such oaths, to take
such testimony, to procure such printing
and binding, and, within the amount ap-
propriated therefor, to make such expendi-
tures as it deems advisable. The cost of sten-
ographic services to report hearings of the
committee or subcommittee shall not be in
excess of 25 cents per hundred words.
Subpenas shall be issued by the chairman of
the committee or the subcommittee, and
may be served by any person designated by
such chairman,

A majority of the members of the com-
mittee, or duly authorized subcommittee
thereof, shall constitute a quorum for the
transaction of business, except that a lesser
number, to be fixed by the committee, or by
such subcommittee, shall constitute a quo-
rum for the purpose of administering oaths
and taking sworn testimony.

Sec. 3. The committee, or duly authorized
subcommittee, shall have power to employ
and fix the compensation of such officers,
experts, and employees as it deems necessary
in the performance of its duties, and is
authorized to utilize the services, informa-
tion, facilities, and personnel of the various
departments and agencies of the Government
to the extent that such services, informa-
tion, facilities, and personnel, in the opinion

of the heads of such departments and
agencies, can be furnished without undue in-
terference with the performance of the work
and duties of such departments and agencies,
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Sec. 4. The expenses of the committee,
which shall not exceed $2,000, shall be paid
from the contingent fund of the Senate
upon vouchers approved by the chairman of
the committee on or before January 31, 1951.

The amendment was agreed to.
The resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.
lIMr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, that is
all.
FEDERAL CIVIL DEFENSE PROGRAM—
AMENDMENTS

Mr. IVES submitted amendments in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill
(S. 4268) to authorize a Federal civil
defense program, and for other purposes,
wkich were ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed.

Mr. McMAHON and Mr. BRIDGES
each submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by them, respectively, to
Senate bill 4268, supra, which were or-
dered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED OR PLACED ON
CALENDAR

The following bills were each read
twice by their titles and referred, or
ordered to be placed on the calendar, as
indicated:

H.R.9798. An act to authorize a Federal
civil defense program, and for other pur-
poses; ordered to be placed on the calendar,

H.R.9893. An act to authorize certain con-
struction at military and naval installations,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

NOTICE OF HEARING ON NOMINATION OF
HON. EDWARD L. LEAHY TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF RHODE ISLAND

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 scheduled
for Thursday, December 28, 1950, at
10:30 a. m., in rcom 424, Senate Office
Building, upon the nomination of Hon.
Edward L. Leahy, of Rhode Island, to be
United States district judge for the dis-
trict of Rhode Island, vice Hon. John
Patrick Hartigan, elevated. At the indi-
cated time and place all persons inter-
ested in the nomination may make such
representations as may be pertinent.
The subcommittee consists of the Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. McCarran], chair-
man, the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. Smite], and the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. DoNNELL].

NOTICE OF HEARING ON NOMINATION OF
HON, JOHN PATRICK HARTIGAN TO BE
CIRCUIT JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES
COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FIRST CIR-
CUIT

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr, President, on
behalf of the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in accordance with the rules of
the committee, I desire to give notice
that a public hearing has been sched-
uled for Thursday, December 28, 1950, at
10:30 a. m,, in room 424, Senate Office
Building, upon the nomination of Hon,
John Patrick Hartigan, of Rhode Island,
to be circuit judge of the United States
Court of Appeals for the First Circuit,
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vice Hon. John C. Mahoney, retired. At
the indicated time and place all persons
interested in the nomination may make
such representations as may be perti-
nent, The subcommittee consists of the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCarranl,
chairman, the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Myr. SmrTa], and the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. DONNELL].

ADDRESS BY SENATOR MARTIN TO THE
GRAND CENTRAL RAILROAD BRANCH,
YMCA
[Mr MARTIN asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the RECORD an address de-

livered by him at the Waldorf Astoria Hotel,

New York, November 20, 1950, at the diamond

jubilee dinner of the Grand Central Rail-

road Branch, YMCA, which appears in
the Appendix.]

ADDRESS BY SENATOR MARTIN BEFORE
THE PENNSYLVANIA COUNCIL OF RE=-
PUBLICAN WOMEN
[Mr. MARTIN asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the REcorp an address by him

at Harrisburg, Pa., November 14, 1950, before
the annual convention of the Pennsylvania

Council of Republican Women, which ap=-

pears in the Appendix.]

ADDRESS BY FRANCIS CARDINAL SPELL=-
MAN TO NEW YORK STATE ASSOCIA-
TION OF CHILDREN'S COURT JUDGES
[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob-

talned leave to have printed in the REcorp

an address delivered by Francis Cardinal

Spellman at a dinner of the New York State

Association of Children's Court Judges, in

New York City, on December 1, 1950, which

appears in the Appendix.|

IN THE MATTER OF FRIENDSHIP—EX-
CERPT FROM ADDRESS BY THE LATE
SENATOR HARRY B. HAWES
[Mr, ROBERTSON asked and obtained

leave to have printed in the Recorp an ex-
cerpt from a memorial address entitled “In
the Matter of Friendship,” delivered by the
late Senator Harry B. Hawes, of Missouri,
which appears in the Appendix.]

COMMUNIST AGGRESSION—LETTER TO
THE NEW YORK HERALD TRIBUNE
[Mr. NEELY asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a letter addressed

to the New York Herald Tribune by Gen.

Donald B, Adams, and others, on the subject

of Communist aggression, which appears in

the Appendix.]

CHEROKEE INDIAN WINS PLEA TO REJOIN
MARINES

[Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma asked and ob-
tained leave to have printed in the Recorp a
newspaper article relating to a plea of a
Cherokee Indian to be permitted to rejoin his
Marine outfit, which appears in the Appen-
dix.]
THE GREED FOR WEALTH—STATEMENT

BY J. K. WELLS

[Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma asked and ob-
tained leave to have printed in the Recorp a
statement entitled “The Greed for Wealth,”
by J. K. Wells, of Oklahoma City, Okla,,
which appears in the Appendix.]

EDITORIAL TRIBUTE TO THE LATE BEN
J. SBALLOWS

[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp a eulogy of Ben J.

‘Sallows, of Alliance, Nebr.,, in an editorial

from the Alliance Daily Times-Herald of De-
cember 18, 1950, which appears in the Ap-
pendix.]
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A SOLDIER'S PRAYER—BY LT. WILLIAM
REAVIS ROBERTS

[Mr. KEFAUVER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the RECORD a soldier's
prayer, written by Lt. William Reavis Roberts,
who was killed In line of duty in a plane
crash March 2, 1944, which appears in the
Appendix.]

POSITIVE APPROACH TO FOREIGN POL-
ICY: SUMMARY OF SENATE ADDRESS—
RELEASE FROM SENATOR MALONE'S
OFFICE

[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a release from his
office entitled “Positive Approach to Foreign
Policy: Summary of Senate Address,” which
appears in the Appendix.]

THE REAL PURPOSE BEHIND ATTLEE'S
VISIT—RELEASE FROM SENATOR MA-
LONE'S OFFICE
[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a release from his

office entitled “The Real Purpose Behind Att-
lee’s Visit,” which appears in the Appendix.]

DESTRUCTION OF THE NATION'S ECO-
NOMIC STRUCTURE—RELEASE FROM
SENATOR MALONE'S OFFICE

[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp a release from
his office entitled “Destruction of the Na-
tion’'s Economic Structure,” which appears
in the Appendix.]

THE GRAY REPORT EXTENDS CRACKPOT
SOCIALIST PROGRAMS—RELEASE FROM
SENATOR MALONE'S OFFICE
| Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the REcorp a release from

his office entitled “The Gray Report Extends

Crackpot Socialist Programs,” which ap-

pears in the Appendix.]

STATE DEPARTMENT ADVANCING CAUSE
OF COMMUNISM—RELEASE BY SENA-
TOR MALONE'S OFFICE

- [Mr..MALONE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the REcorRD a release from

his office entitled “State Department Ad-
vancing Cause of Communism,” which ap-
pears in the Appendix,]

THIS ADMINISTRATION GREATEST
HOARDER OF ALL TIME—RELEASE
FROM OFFICE OF SENATOR MALONE

[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recomrp a release from
his office entitled *“This Administration
Greatest Hoarder of All Time,” which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]

WHAT HAPPENED TO THE $48,000,000,000
FOR DEFENSE—RELEASE FROM THE
OFFICE OF SENATOR MALONE
[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the REcorp a release from

his office entitled “What Happened to the
$48,000,000,000 for Defense,” which appears
in the Appendix.]

DEMAND FOR THE REMOVAL OF DEAN
ACHESON—RELEASE FROM THE OFFICE
OF SENATOR MALONE

[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a release from
his office entitled “Demand for Removal of
Dean Acheson,” which appears in the Ap-
pendix. |

IN DEFENSE OF STATES' RIGHTS—RE-
LEASE FROM THE OFFICE OF SENATOR
MALONE
[Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a release from

his office on the subject In Defense of States’

Rights, which appears in the Appendix.]
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IN DEFENSE OF INSTALLMENT BUYING—
RELEASE FROM SENATOR MALONE'S
OFFICE
| Mr. MALONE asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a release from

his office on the subject, Defense of In-

stallment Buying, which appears in the
Appendix.]

SEAFARING UNIONS CALL FOR IMMEDI-
ATE MOBILIZATION OF MARITIME IN-
DUSTRY TO MEET ANY EMERGENCY—
STATEMENT BY JOSEPH CURRAN

[Mr. MAGNUSON asked and obtained
leave to have printed in the Recorp a state-
ment by the seafaring unions, over the sig-
nature of Joseph Curran, chairman of the
CIO Maritime Committee, which appears
in the Appendix.]

REASONS FOR THE IMMEDIATE CON-
STRUCTICN OF FAST CARGO AND PAS-
SENGER SHIPS—MEMORANDUM BY SEN-
ATOR MAGNUSON

[Mr. MAGNUSON asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorD a memoran-
dum, written by himself, setting forth rea-
sons why the Government should authorize
the immediate construction of fast cargo
ships and passenger ships, which appears in
the Appendix.]

PRESENT AND FRE-WORLD WAR II STA-
TUS OF AMERICAN MERCHANT MA-
RINE—QUARTERLY REPORT OF JOINT
COMMITTEE FOR AMERICAN MER-
CHANT MARINE

[Mr. MAGNUSON asked and obtained leave
to bhave printed in the Recomp a quarterly
report of the Joint Committee for the Ameri-
can Merchant Marine, whtch appears in the
Appendix.]

ISSUES IN THE CONNECTICUT ELEC-
TION—LETTER FROM DR. PAUL ROSAHN

[Mr, BENTON asked and obtained- leave
to have printed in the Recorp a letter from
Dr. Paul Rosahn, of New Britain, Conn,, re-
garding issues in the recent election in Con-
necticut, which appears in the Appendix.|

THE SENATE ON TRIAL—ARTICLE BY
SENATOR HUMPHREY

[Mr. MORSE asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the RECORD an article en-
titled “The Senate on Trial,” written by
Eenator HUMPHREY, reprinted from the
American Political Science Review, which
appears in the Appendix.|

MILITARY AND ECONOMIC PROBLEMS
CONFRONTING THE PACIFIC NORTH-
WEST

[Mr. MORSE asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp a letter, dated
December 1950, written by Mike Jenney, gen-
eral manager, Pioneer Service Co., Inc., with
reference to the military and economic
problems confronting the Pacific Northwest,
which appears in the Appendix.]

ARE WE WORTHY OF OUR HERITAGE?—
ADDRESS BY GEORGE E. STRINGFEL-
Low

[Mr. MORSE asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the RECORD an address de-
livered by George E. Stringfellow, vice pres-
ident, Edison Industries, and imperial cap-
tain of the guard of the Shrine of North
America, before the Masons of the Bell Lab-
oratories, in Jersey City, Friday, October 20,
1950, which appears in the Appendix.]

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the

Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
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nominations, which were referred to the
appropriate committees.

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

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. CHAVEZ, from the Committee on
Public Works:

Lt. Col. Willlam R. Shuler, Corps of En-
gineers, to serve as member of the California
Debris Commission, vice Brig. Gen. Walter
D. Luplow.

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

Frank J. Parker, of New York, to be
United States attorney for the eastern dis-
trict of New York, vice J. Vincent EKeogh,
resigned.

ADDRESS BY HERBERT HOOVER

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, former
President Herbert Hoover made an ad-
dress on “Our National Policies in This
Crisis,” over the Mutual Broadecasting
System last night.

The counsel and admonitions of the
only living former President command
the attention of our people, because his is
a voice of experience in the h.ighest
public office in the land.

As we, who are Members of the Con-
gress, weigh the tremendous responsibil-
ity that is ours in this crisis, our minds
are open for the light to guide our
actions.

The observations of Mr. Hoover,
therefore, are of immediate interest for
thoughtful consideration.

I ask unanimous consent for insertion
of former President Hoover's radio ad-
dress of last night in the body of the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

I have received hundreds of requests that
I appraise the present situation and give
my conclusions as to our national policies.

I speak with a deep sense of responsibility.
And I speak tonight under the anxieties of
every American for the Nation’s sons who are
fighting and dying on a mission of peace
and the honor of our country.

No appraisal of the world situation can
be final in an unstable world. However, to
find our national path we must constantly
reexamine where we have arrived and at
times revise our direction.

I do not propose to traverse the disas-
trous road by which we reached this point,

THE GLOBAL MILITARY SITUATION

We may first survey the global military
situation. There is today only one center
of aggression on the earth. That is the
Communist-controlled Asian-European land
mass of 800,000,000 people. They have prob-
ably over 300 trained and equipped combat
divisions with over 30,000 tanks, 10,000 tac-
tical planes, and further large reserves they
can put in action in 90 days. But they are
not a great sea power. Their long range
air power is limited. These congeries of
over 30 different races will some day go to
pieces. But in the meantime they are can-
non fodder.

Facing this menace on the eastern front
there are about 100,000,000 non-Communist
island peoples in Japan, Formosa, the Phil-
ippines, and Eorea. Aside from Eorea, which
I discuss later, they have probably 12 effective
combat divisions with practicaly no tanks,
air, or navy.
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Facing this land mass on the South are
the Indies and the Middle East of about
600,000,000 non-Communist peoples. There
are about 150,000,000 non-Communist peo-
ples in north Africa and Latin America. Ex-
cept Turkey and Formosa, these 850,000,000

people have little military force which they

would not or could spare.
contribute vital economic
strength. .

Facing this menace on the continental
European front there are about 160,000,000
non-Communist people who, excluding
Spain, have less than 20 combat divisions
now available, few tanks and little air or
naval force. But their will to defend them-
selves is feeble and their disunities are
manifest.

Of importance in military weight at this
moment there is the British Commonwealth
of 150,000,000 people, with probably 30 com-
bat divisions under arms, a superior navy,
cousiderable air force and a few tanks.

And there are 150,000,000 people in the
United States preparing 3,500,000 men into
a gigantic air force and navy, with about 30
equipped combat divisions.

SOME MILITARY CONCLUSIONS

If we weigh these military forces as they
stand today we must arrive at certain basic
conclusions.

(a) We must face the fact that to com-
mit the sparse ground forces of the non-
Communist nations into a land war against
this Communist land mass would be a war
without victory, a war without a successful
political terminal. Any attempt to make
war on the Communist mass by land inva-
sion, through the quicksands of China, In-
dia, of Western Europe is sheer folly. That
would be the graveyard of millions of Amer-
ican boys and would end in the exhaustion
of this Gibraltar of western civilization.

Even were Western Europe armed far be-
ond any contemplated program, we could
never reach Moscow. The Germans failed
with a magnificent army of 240 combat di-
visions and with powerful air and tank forces.

(b) Equally, we Americans alone with sea
and air power can so control the Atlantic
and Pacific Oceans that there can be no pos-
sible invasion of the Western Hemisphere by
Communist armies. They can no more reach
Washington in force than we can reach Mos-

But they could
and moral

COW.

(¢) In this military connection we must
realize the fact that the atomic bomb is a
far less dominant weapon than it was once
thought to be.

(d) It is obvious that the United Nations
have been defeated in Korea by the aggres-
sion of Communist China. There are no
adequate forces in the world to repel them.

Even if we sacrifice more American boys
to hold a bridgehead, we know we shall not
succeed at the present time in the mission
given to us by the 50 members of the United
Nations.

OUR ECONOMIC STRENGTH

We may explore the American situation
still further. The 150,000,000 American peo=
ple are already economically strained by
Government expenditures. It must not be
forgotten that we are carrying huge burdens
from previous wars, including obligations to
veterans and $260,000,000,000 of bond and
currency issues from those wars. In the
fiscal year 1952 Federal and local expendi-
tures are likely to exceed $90,000,000,000.
That is more than our total savings. We
must finance huge deficits by further Gov-
ernment issues. Infiation is already moving,
but we might with stern measures avoid the
economic disintegration of such a load for
a very few years. If we continued long on
this road, the one center of resistance in the
world will collapse in economic disaster.

THE DIFLOMATIC FRONT

We may appraise the diplomatic front.
Qur great hope was in the United Nations.
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We have witnessed the sabotage of its pri-
mary purpose of preserving peace. It has
been down to last week a forum for con-
tinuous smear on our honor, our ideals, and
our purposes.

It did stiffen up against raw aggression last
July in Korea. But in its call for that mili-
tary actilon America had to furnish over 80
percent of the foreign forces and suffer over
80 percent of their dead and injured. That
effort now comes at least to a measurable
military defeat by the aggression of Com-
munist hordes.

Whether or not the United Nations is to
have a moral defeat and suffer the collapse
of its whole moral stature now depends on
whether it has the courage to— :

(a) Declare Communist China an ag-
gressor.

(b) Refuse admission of this aggressor to
its membership.

(c¢) Demand that each member of the
United Nations cease to furnish or transport
supplies of any kind to Communist China
that can aid in their military operations.
Such a course honestly carried out by the
non-Communist nations is not economic
sanctions nor does it require military actions.
But it would constitute a great pressure for
rectitude.

(d) For once, pass a resolution condemn-
ing the infamous lies about the United
Btates.

Any course short of this is appeasement.

WHAT SHOULD OUR POLICIES BE?

And now I come to where we should go
from here.

Two months ago I suggested a tentative
alternate policy for the United States. It
received a favorable reception from the large
majority of our press.

Since then the crisis in the world has be-
come even more acute. It is clear that the
United Nations are defeated in Korea., It is
also clear that other non-Communist nations
did not or could not substantially respond
to the UN call for arms to Korea. It is clear
the UN cannot mobilize substantial military
forces. It is clear continental Europe has
not in the 3 years of our ald developed that
unity of purpose and that will power neces-
sary for its own defense. It is clear that
our British friends are flirting with appease-
ment of Communist China. It is clear that
the United Nations is in a fog of debate and
indecision on whether to appease or not to
appease.

In expansion of my proposals of 2 months
ago, I now propose certain principles and
action.

First., The foundation of our national pol-
icies must be to preserve for the world this
Western Hemisphere Gibraltar of western
civilization.

Second. We can, without any measure of
doubt, with our own air and naval forces,
hold the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans with
one frontier on Britain (if she wishes to co=-
operate), the other on Japan, Formosa, and
the Philippines.® We can hold open the sea
lanes for our supplies. I devoutly hope a
maximum of cooperation can be established
between the British Commonwealth and
ourselves.

Third. To do this we should arm our air
and naval forces to the teeth. We have lit-
tle need for large armies unless we are going
to Europe or China. We should give Japan
her independence and aid her in arms to de-
fend herself. We should stiffen the defenses
of our Pacific frontier in Formosa and the
Philippines. We can protect this island
chain by our sea and air power.

Fourth, We could, after initial outlays
for more air and Navy equipment, greatly
reduce our expenditures, balance our budg-
et, and free ourselves from the dangers of
inflation and economic degeneration.

Fifth. If we toil and sacrifice as the Presi-
dent has asked, we can continue aid to the
hungry of the world, Out of our productive
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ity, we can give ald to other nations which
they have already dlsplayed spirit and
strength in defense against communism.
We have the stern duty to work and sacri-
fice to do it.

Sixth. We should have none of appease-
ment. Morally there is no appeasement of
communism. Appeasement contains more
dangers than Dunkerques. We want no
more Tehrans and Yaltas. We can retrieve a
battle, but we cannot retrieve an appease-
ment. We are grateful that President Tru-
man has denounced such a course,

Seventh, We are not blind to the need to
preserve western civilization on the Conti-
nent of Europe or to our cultural and reli-
glous ties to it. But the prime obligation of
defense of western continental Europe rests
upon the nations of Europe. The test is
whether they have the spiritual force, the
will, and acceptance of unity among them
by their own volition. Ameriea cannot cre-
ate thelr spiritual forces; we cannot buy
them with money.

You can search all the history of mankind
and there i1s no parallel to the effort and
sacrifice we have made to elevate their spir-
it and to achieve their unity. To this date
it has failed. Their minds are confused with
fears and disunities. They exclude Spain,
although she has the will and means to
fight. They higgle with Germany, although
she is their frontier. They vacillate in the
belief that they are in little danger and the
hope to avoid again being a theater of war.
And Karl Marx has added to their confu-
slons. They still suffer from battle shock.
Their highly organized Communist parties
are a menace we must not ignore,

In both World War I and World War II
(including West Germany) they placed more
than 250 trained and equipped combat divi-
sions in the field within 60 days with strong
air and naval forces, They have more man-
power and more productive capacity today
than in either one of those wars. To war-
rant our further aid they should show they
have spiritual strength and unity to avail.
themselves of their own resources. But it
must be far more than pacts, conferences,
paper promises, and declarations. Today it
must express itself in organized and
equipped combat divisions of such huge
numbers as would erect a sure dam against
the Red flood. And that before we land an-
other man or another dollar on their shores,
Otherwise we shall be inviting another Ko-
rea. That would be a calamity to Europe as
well as to us.

Our policy in this quarter of the world
should be confined to a period of watchful
waiting.

NATIONAL UNITY

There is a proper urge in all Americans
for unity in troubled times. But unless
unity is based on right prineciples and right
action it is a vain and dangerous thing.

Honest difference of views and honest
debate are not disunity. They are the vital
process of policy making among freemen.

A right, a specific, an open foreign policy
must be formulated which gives confidence
in our own security before we can get be-
hind it.

CONCLUSIONS

American eyes should now be opened to
these hordes in Asia.

These policies 1 have suggested would be
no isolationism. Indeed, they are the oppo-
site. They would avoid rash involvement of
our military forces in hopeless campaigns.
They do not relieve us of working to our ut-
most, They would preserve a stronghold of
Christian civilization in the world against
any peradventure.

With the policies I have outlined, even
without Europe, Americans have no reason
for hysteria or loss of confldence in our se-
curity or our future. And in American se-
curity rests the future security of all maua-
kind.
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It would be an uneasy peace but we would
carry it on with these policies indefinitely
even if the Communists should attack our
lines on the seas.

We can hope that in time the millions of
other non-Communist peoples of the world
will rise to their dangers.

We can hope that sometimes the evils of
communism and the disintegration of their
racial controls will bring their own disinte-
gration. It is a remote consolation, but
twice before in world history Asiatic hordes
have swept over a large part of the world and
their racial dissentions dissolved their em-

ires.

5 Our people have braved difficult and dis-
tressing situations in these. three centuries
we have been on this continent. We have
faced our troubles without fear and we have
not failed.

We shall not fail in this, even if we have
to stand alone. But we need to realize the
whole truth and gird ourselves for troubled
times. The truth is ugly. We face it with
prayer and courage.

Mr. KEM subsequently said: Mr. Pres-
ident, I am glad the minority leader has
placed in the body of the Recorp the
address delivered by former President
Herbert Hoover last evening on our na-
tional policies in this ecrisis. I hope
every Member of the United States Sen-
ate will read and ponder these words
that come from the heart of this great
American. x

In view of what has been said in the
Senate recently—and well said—about
the importance of national unity, I in-
vite the particular attention of my col-
leagues to this paragraph of President
Hoover's thought-provoking address:

There is a proper urge in all Americans for
unity in troubled times. But unless unity
is based on right principles and right action
it is a vain and dangerous thing.

Honest difference of views and honest de-
bate are not disunity. They are the vital
process of policy making among free men.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remarks I have just made
may be placed in the Recorp after the
speech delivered by former President
Hoover appears in the RECORD.

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

RAILROAD TO ALASEA

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to insert in the REc-
orp a letter I have written to Gen. George
C. Marshall relating to the construction
of a railroad through Canada to Alaska.

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

Decemser 19, 1950.
Hon, GeEoRGE C. MARSHALL,
Secretary of Defense,
Department of Defense,
Washington, D. C.

DeAR GENERAL MarsHALL: For some time I
have been deeply interested in getting action
started on the proposal to construct a
through railroad to Alaska connecting with
the existing American-Canadian Railroad
systems and the Alaska Railroad.

Over a year ago Public Law 391, the Mag-
nuson-Butler-Jackson bill was passed au-
thorizing the President to carry on negotia-
tions with Canada locking toward a survey
and ultimate construction of this railroad.
As I understand it, one meeting was held
with Canadlan representatives, but I do not
believe much progress was made and appar=
ently the project is not moving along at all.

Military events in EKorea have revealed
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once again what a dangerous position we are
in in the Pacific area, where Alaska is a key
outpost. I cannot help but think what a
terrible risk we are taking by having no de-
pendable land transportation link with
Alaska. At present the bulk of our military
supplies to the Territory must go by boat,
but our shipping to and from Alaska is al-
most completely controlled by Harry Bridges
through the International Longshoremen's
and Warehousemen'’s Union.

For several years I have devoted consid-
erable time to a study of the activities of
Bridges and his union, both in Hawali and
Alaska. In the event of a major conilict, I
am absolutely convinced that Bridges would
not hesitate to call repeated strikes and en-
gage in similar maneuvers for the deliberate
purpose of stopping shipments of military
necessities and sabotaging our defense effort.
Under such circumstances I believe we might
desperately want a rail link with Alaska.

C‘nce the negotiations with Canada do not
seem to be making much progress I am writ-
ing to ask if the Department of Defense
might not at this time wish to get behind
the project a little more strongly than in the
past and develop a definite proposal for con-
gressional consideration during the coming
session of Congress. I understand that the
Department is now engaZed in reviewing
the entire defense picture with a view to
determining what changes in its program
are necessary in the light of recent develop-
ments. During the course of that considera-
tion I hope that the proposed Alaska rail
link may be advanced to a high priority level.

Your views on this proposal in the light
of the current situation will be very deeply
appreciated.

Yours very sincerely,
HucH BUTLER,
United States Senator, Nebraska.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR
ENDING JUNE 30Q, 1951

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, as in
legislative session, I ask unanimous con-
sent that at the conclusion of the execu-
tive session, and after returning to legis-
lative session, the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9920)
making supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1951, and
for other purposes.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object—and I shall
not chject—I should like to ask the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Georgia
whether, if the request of the Senator
from Tennessee is granted, the Senator
from Georgia will ask that the supple-
mental appropriation bill be temporarily
laid aside so that the Senate may con-
sider the so-called military public works
bill.

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not had an op-
portunity to diseuss the subject with the
distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations. I intend to dis-
cuss it with him as soon as it is possible
to do so.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I have
no objection to making the supplemental
appropriations bill the ished busi-
ness of the Senate,

Mr. McEKELLAR, I thank the Sena-
tor from Nebraska.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the supplemental appropriation
bill will be taken up at the conclusion
of the executive session.

NOMINATION OF ANNA M. ROSENBERG

Mr, IVES. Mr. President, speaking
on the nomination of Mrs. Anna M.
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Rosenberg, to be Assistant Secretary of
Defense, I wish to say that I endorse the
nomination unqualifiedly. I have known
Mrs. Rosenberg for about 10 years, and
during that period of time I had the
pleasure of serving with her on the New
York State War Council. I became ac-
quainted with her great capacity to
handle big problems and to handle hu-
man beings. I know of no person in this
country who is better qualified to under-
take problems dealing with personnel
and manpower than is Mrs. Rosenberg, I
feel certain that she will meet with great
success in her new assignment. I want
to make that statement publicly at this
time and to wish her well in her big
und-rtaking and great responsibility.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have inserted in the body of the
Recorp at this point a statement pre-
pared by the junior Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr, Camnl in behalf of Mrs.
Rosenberg’s confirmation. The Senator
from Washington, as I believe is gener-
ally known, is ill and is unable to be
present. He is a member of the Commit-
tee on Armed Services, and he has re-
questea me to place his statement in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, Mr. Cain's
statement was ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR CAIN

Had the appointment been mine to make
I would not have selected to be Assistant
Secretary of Defense an individual who was
(a) foreign born, (b) a woman, and (c) &
member of a minority group. I would have
searched for a person against whom prejudice
and suspicion would not so easily run.

The selection, however, was not for me to
make. As a member of the Armed Bervices
Committee and of the Senate it became my
responsibility to examine the nominee's ca-
pacity, knowledge, and loyalty. I undertook
this task in all seriousness, because from the’
moment the appointment was announced I
was keenly conscious of how controversial
the nominee’s background made her, and I
was disposed to support no person for the
vital post of Assistant Secretary of Defense
handling manpower who was not proven to be
possessed of unusual abilities and the highest
devotion to my country.

That Mrs. Rosenberg is an authority on
manpower problems, and is a person of large
capacity was established before the commit-
tee by several score of witnesses who are
recognized as being outstanding authorities
on the question of competence. If Mrs.
Rosenberg does not know her business, or if
she is a mental dud, she has completely
fooled many of the best brains in this coun-
try over a period of years. From the
hundreds who wrote or called the committee
concerning Mrs. Rosenberg's knowledge and
ability not a single one, so far as I recall,
offered a negative criticism in these fields.
It is important in voting for Mrs. Rosenberg
to believe that she is among the foremost in
manpower management. I"do so believe.

Allegations were made to the committee
that Mrs. Rosenberg had been associated
some Yyears ago with un-American activi-
ties, and was or had been a member of Com-
munist-front organizations. The commit-
tee was determined to get at the truth In-
volved in these highly serious charges. Every
American ought to read every word of the
committee hearings. Should an American
after reading these hearings conclude that
Mrs. Rosenberg is a disloyal person that
reader will be in disagreement with each of
the 13 committee members, each of whom
would strenuously fight against confirming
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anyone, for any post, whose loyalty was In
doubt. The committee voted unanimously
for Mrs. Rosenberg because it became con=-
vinced that her loyalty to the United States
and its free institutions was not in doubt
If Mrs. Rosenberg is disloyal, then 13 com-
mittee members, both Democrats and Re-
publicans, are disloyal and very stupid.

The committee hearings caused me some
anxiety and deep concern but not because of
Mrs. Rosenberg. Among the chief witnesses
were some who sought to inflict deep injury
to Mrs. Rosenberg, and further divide the
Nation by giving false testimony under oath.
Others promiscuously accused Mrs. Rosen-
berg of disloyalty without offering a scrap
of supporting evidence. One or more told
the committee they had never seen and did
not know Mrs. Rosenberg, yet I know that
they tried to influence, and were partly
successful, prominent commentators and col-
umnists to tell the country that Mrs. Rosen-
berg was subversive in every way. These
witnesses called themselves men, but they
were cowardly, dishonest, and traitorous in
their conduct and testimony before the
committee. I have urged the committee to
seek to prefer perjury charges against these
individuals. I hope it does and that those
referred to will be fined and imprisoned.
This result would be good for the Senate
committee, Mrs. Rosenberg and the Nation,

I do not know that Mrs. Rosenberg will
make a success of her job, but I feel keenly
that she is qualified to try. The Secretary
of Defense selected her and believes her to
be qualified. Noted industrialists in all
sections of the land certify that Mrs. Rosen-
berg knews as much about the problems of
manpower as anyone. All of these men
and the Armed Services Committee state
publicly that Mrs. Rosenberg is a loyal and
patriotic American. What more should a
person have to be entitled to confirmation?

1 believe that the Senate ought to con-
firm Mrs. Rosenberg, but more than that is
required. Much of Mrs. Rosenberg’s effec-
tiveness has clearly been destroyed. Un-
founded and unsupported charges against
her have been accepted by many Americans
as being true. The Senate ought to do all
it can to restore Mrs. Rosenberg's effective-
ness. The committee hearings ocught to be
made public, and Senators ought through
statements to tell everybody what Mrs.
Rosenberg is not, as well as what she is. Her
success is of importance to every American.
She must not be permitted to be ineffective
or to fail because people generally have not
been told who she really is and what she can
really accomplish for the good of us all.
Committee members are the ones most qual-
ified to taik of these things.

On the assumption that Mrs. Rosenberg
is to be confirmed by the Senate I would
conclude that there is something striking
and promising about the appointment. It
means to me that, if my country finds it
necessary fully to mobilize, we shall go
about that task in a full way. Aside from
the fundamental question of loyalty we shall
only be concerned with what a person can
do, and no longer concerned with who is this
person and where does he or she come from,
Mrs. Rosenberg is some of those things which
in the past have not qualified a person for
authority and influence in a man's world. If
she gets away with her monumental under=-
taking it will mean that others of like back-
grounds will be given a chance to serve
America.

For us to conquer the deep seated trouble
of the present, for us to have a real chance
to live tomorrow, it will be imperative for
every American to stand by and offer his
abilities. It will be just an imperative that
these abilities be made use of without re-
gard to race, or place of birth, or sex. Mrs.
Rosenberg’s appointment is actually an ex-
periment. For the good of the Nation I
pray that it works.
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PERSONAL STATEMENT BY SENATOR
LANGER

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I want
the REcorp to show that last evening I
voted against confirmation of the nomi-
nation of Mr. Wilson. Because there
may not be a yea-and-nay vote today
on the nomination of Mrs. Anna M.
Rosenberg, of New York, I want the
REecorp to show that if there were a yea-
and-nay vote I would vote against her
nomination.

I wish the Recorp further to show that
if there were a yea-and-nay vote on the
nomination of Stephen Spingarn, of New
York, I would also vote against his
nomination.

I call attention to the fact that if the
nomination of Mr. Spingarn is con-
firmed, the Federal Trade Commission
will have honored five members from the
State of New York. I further call the
attention of the Senate to the fact that
for 61 years no person has been ap-
pointed from the State of North Dakota
to any single policy-making group, as the
head of any Department, as a member
of the Cabinet, as an Ambassador, or as
a consul.

IMPORTANCE OF FULL REPORT ON MEET-

ING OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE

NORTH ATLANTIC PACT NATIONS

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, our Sec-
retary of State has just returned from
a meeting with appropriate representa-
tives of the North Atlantic Pact nations.
His remarks to the press; upon his ar-
rival home, were that the meeting was
a success and that the cause of peace
has been advanced.

It is to be hoped that an adequate dis-
closure on this meeting will be forthcom-
ing to the Senate within a reasonable
time. We must know the extent of any
commitments made in behalf of the
United States, and we must have an
opportunity to weigh those commitments
in the manner preseribed by law.
While we fully appreciate the security
requirements which govern such disclo-
sure, we must be in a position to protect
the public interest in these most critical
times. Confidence of the public can be
earned only by guaranteeing the repre-
sentation of its interests in policies the
fulfillment of which must be borne by the
publie.

NOMINATION OF STEPHEN J. SPINGARN

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, last
night I spoke in support of the nomina-
tion of Mrs. Anna M. Rosenberg. I
should like now to say a few words about
the nomination of Mr. Stephen J. Spin-
garn to be a member of the Federal Trade
Commission. I have known Mr. Spin-
garn officially through contacts I had
with him in his position as general leg-
islative assistant to the President. I
understand that he has a record of 16
years of devoted public service. He is
what we call a career man. As such, his
nomination seems to me to be a most
happy and satisfactory one.

I have read the record of Mr. Spin-
garn’s testimony before the Interstate
and Foreign Commerce Committee,
That testimony impressed me as being
that of a man who is highly knowledge-
able, alert, and extremely well informed
on the broad economic problems that will
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face him as a member of the Federal
Trade Commission. At the same time
his mind is open on several of the most
controversial and complex problems now
before the Federal Trade Commission.
He showed a grasp of these problems
without any prejudice regarding their
solution. I can think of no better ap-
proach for a new member of this
Commission.

A nominee for a high post should cer-
tainly not be judged on the basis of his
family connections. But I cannot re-
frain from stating that I have known
Mr. Spingarn’s family for four genera-
tions. The name is an eminently honor-
able one in the annals of my State—
honored not only for integrity of char-
acter and civic leadership but also for
many contributions to the public good
and for unselfish devotion to the cause
of human betterment.

From what I know of Mr. Spingarn he
is a young man in the tradition of his
family. I can give him no finer tribute.
I know that the Senate will confirm this
nomination.

I wish to be recorded not only in sup-
port but also in praise of the President’s
action in making this designation.

CONGRESSIONAL IMMUNITY

Mr. HUNT. Mr. President, last Au-
gust before the adjournment of Congress
I introduced two measures in the Sen-
ate. They were appropriately referred,
but no action was taken upon them. I
do not like to see the Eighty-first Con-
gress adjourn without expressing myself
with reference to those two measures.
They deal with the immunity enjoyed by
Members of Congress.

Article 1, section 6, of our Constitution,
gives to Members of Congress the privi-
lege to make defamatory, smearing state-
ments, and to practice demagoguery with
complete immunity from laws applied to
all other citizens of our country.

This unusual special privilege was
placed in the Constitution by the found-
ing fathers with apparently little or no
discussion or debate, it having been lifted
almost in identical form from the
English law:

For any speech or debate in either House
they shall not be questioned in any other
place.

We must remember that the Consti-
tutional convention was only shortly re-
moved from English rule. The Mem-
bers of the convention were cognizant
of and alert to the inherent danger which
lies in control of legislative bodies by the
executive, then known as the King. So
our doctrine of legislative immunity from
arrest for any cause, except treason, fel-
ony, or breach of the peace and from
questioning in any other place for
speeches and debates in either House was
promulgated in England as a necessary
protection, not from the people repre-
sented in the Parliament, but from the
executive crown. The Parliament in
session must be allowed to criticize the
King without fear of retaliation in the
form of arrest or civil suits. If not, the
democratic processes in England would
fail. Therefore, it was plainly and
definitely the intention of the Parlia-
ment to seek protection not from their
constituents, but from the King.
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This deetrine was embodied completely
in the Constitution of the United States
and in the constitutions of our several
States, and there it remains today. Ina
long list of court cases growing out of
abuse of this privilege, immunity from
arrest is well established by a series of
decisions, all of which are clear and con-
cise with reference to immurity enjoyed.
Unfortunately many recent decisions
have expanded the coverage of this im-
munity to other government administra-
tive and quasi judicial personnel. The
courts have ruled that a Cabinet officer
acting within the scope of his duty may
issue public statements derogrotory to
the character of individual citizens with
absolute immunity.

Most Members of Congress, and cer-
tainly all of our constituents, would be
surprised, amazed, and appalled if they
knew and fully realized the extent to
which this doctrine of privilege and im-
munity can be applied without equiv-
alent precautions against abuse. Surely
it was the intention of the framers of our
Constitution that immunity should apply
-to words spoken in the Halls of Congress,
but, as eonstrued by our courts, immu-
nity is applicable to speeches which are
never made or uttered before the Con-
gress bui which can be written or
adopted by Members of Congress as ex-
tensions of imaginary remarks and
broadecast throughout the country in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The doctrine of immunity has heen
applied to committee reports and to tes-
timony embraced in committee hearings.

During the days of the constitutional
convention the power of the press was
feeble as compared with the power of the
press of today. Other means of dissem-
ination of news was nonexistent, while
today we have the great national and
world-wide circulation of magazines,
radio, and television. So, when I, as a
Member of Congress, either knowingly or
without intent to smear and injure, make
an official statement derogatory to any
person, the tactic pays off in three ways.
First,.it makes of me, as a Member of
Congress, a man to be feared; second, it
discredits my opponents, and in the third
place it gives to me publicity, which in
some cases may be my paramount objec-
tive. Words spoken by Members of Con-
gress, and especially on the floor of the
United States Senate, carry great weight
and are still, I think, accepted by the
people as statements of truth from au-
thoritative sources. They are univer-
sally accepted as facts. Therefore, so
long as our Constitution carries this
clause, Members in either body of this or
any other Congress may make un-
founded and unsubstantiated charges
against named individuals, and every
American citizen is in acute danger of
losing his constitutional right to defend
himself,

The Congress, in each and every law
passed, has a fundamental purpose,
namely, protection of some right or priv-
ilege of one, some, or all citizens. Surely
the protection of the guaranteed rights
of the citizens under the Constitution is
the primary funection of this body.

If situations should confront us when
we of the Congress are no longer able to
control our own Members by the rules of
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society, justice, and fair play, then we
must take drastic steps to control them,
steps which will take away our right to
immunity, and by doing so reestablish
the right of fair trial and opportunity of
defense on the part of the individual
citizen.

The irony of the situation lies in the
fact that we, of the Congress, who are
elected for the prime purpose of protect-
ing our constituents, while allowing to
remain in the Constitution that provi-
sion which gives us the privilege to at-
tack our coaiituents and seek cover un-
der the cloak of immunity, at the same
time retain rules of the Senate which
make it impossible to attack each other,
thus affording ourselves protection we
will not grant to the people.

So I repeat, the right of each and every
American citizen of self defense may be
violated by Members of Congress who are
elected to defend these very rights.

Newspapers carry banner headlines of
our accusations, radios blare them, ac-
cusations, whether true or false, are con-
stantly battered into the minds of the
people.

But what of the accused? His voice is
the voice of one erying in the wilderness,
a voice unable to make himself heard
because of constitutional immunity, be-
cause of article 1, section 6, of the Con-
stitution.

I repeat, this was not the intention of
of the founding fathers. Their intention
was to keep the legislator on the job, and
to protect him from harassment of civil
suit. They unquestionably did not in-
tend to aid and abet him in the violation
of democratic rights of the citizens which
had been established only after centuries
of struggle.

This problem of immunity, of freedom
from questioning, must be solved. There-
fore I have offered in the Senate a joint
resolution to repeal that part of section 6
of article I of the Constitution which
reads:

And for any speech or debate In elther
House they shall not be questioned in any
other place.

This joint resolution may be considered
by some Members of Congress to be
harsh. They will question the advisabil-
ity of lifting this congressional shield,
and thereby making Members of the
Congress legally responsible and legally
reliable for their words and actions. To
my way of thinking, however, the time
has arrived when the American citizen
wishes no longer to tolerate such high-
handed, irresponsible actions, and no
longer to permit himself to be deprived
by congressional action of his reputation,
of his position, of his home, and have
his family injured without the right to
defend himself, We have placed the
citizens of this country in the position of
not being informed of the nature and
cause of the accusation, of not being con-
fronted by the witnesses against them,
of not being able to obtain witnesses-in
their favor, and of not being able to have
the assistance of counsel for their de-
fense.

All too long Congress, if not in law in
actuality, has placed Mr. John Q. Citizen,
our constituent, if you please, Mr, Presi-
dent in double jeopardy. He is tried in
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committee and subcommittee, in the
newspapers and on the radio, Then if an
iota of evidence is found upon which a
legal action may be based he is again
tried in a court of law.

In event my colleagues do not see the
wisdom of removing this special privilege
which we enjoy, and pursuing further the
possibility, should we continue to be im-
mune, of devising some method which
will not require citizens of the United
States to suffer by our deeds without a
remedy, I have introduced legislation
which will parallel the development of
Government liability to suit upon con-
tracts and for torts. Originally the Gov-
ernment could not be sued upon any
grounds whatsoever—“The king could do
no wrong.” Later it was recognized that
this was unjust, and Government by an
act of Congress, has consented to be sued
upon contracts. d

The extension of governmental liabili-
ties is based upon the sound ground that
where the conduct of a governmental
business involves a loss to a citizen, such
as when the driver of a Government mo-
tor vehicle inexcusably wrecks a citizen's
car, the loss should be borne as a cost
of Government, and therefore the injury
or loss is borne as a cost of Government
so that the whole people, not the indi-
vidual damaged, bear the cost.

The application of this doctrine to
congressional immunity is clear, It is
something which has been suggested re-
cently by two members of the New York
bar, both graduates of the University
of Cornell and the Yale Law School.
Thus the remedy would be for Congress
to pass an act permitting a party so in-
jured to sue the United States Govern-
ment for defamatory statements for
which, if it were not for congressional
immunity. he could obtain redress by
aw.

The great advantage of such an act
would be the financial reparation made
to the individual libeled. An unjust
charge, for example, of communistic
leanings, can cause a person great finan-
cial harm—perhaps the total loss of job
and job opportunities. The problem of
extending damages resulting from con-
gressional libel is the same as in all other
libel cases.

A sum of money, however, can never
completely compensate a person for a
lost reputation, but the very fact of
winning a judgment would help to re-
store his reputation. A citizen asking
employment after being libeled by a
Member of Congress could show a pro-
spective employer the judgment vindi-
cating him. While the newspapers and
radio commentators would never play
up the story of his being cleared by 12
good men, nevertheless it would be a
news item within the community where
the plaintiff lived, and the embarrass-
ment of being proved wrong might sup-
ply the restraint now lacking for those
very few who willfully promulgate libel.

The time to correct this unfair, un-
just favor and privilege given to Mem-
bers of Congress is long past due. Sug-
gestions I have made will never compen-
sate for the injuries suffered by all too
many good citizens down through the
years, but will prevent reoccurrence of
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such unhappy, unnecessary, and cruel
situations.

Mr. EEFAUVER. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield to me for an observa-
tion?

Mr, HUNT. I decline to yield at the
moment. I have practically concluded
my statement.

Mr. President, I intend to reintroduce
the two measures immediately after the
Eighty-second Congress convenes. I ex-
pect at that time to press for action
on one of the measures.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from Tennessee desires to ask the
Senator from Wpyoming a question.
There remains 1 minute before the time
set for the vote.

The Senator from Wyoming is recog-
nized.

Mr. HUNT. Mr. President, I yield to
the Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, I
wish to compliment the Senator from
Wyoming upon the work he has done on
this very important matter, and I de-
sire to associate myself with the general
purpose he has in mind. The proposal
of the Senator should be given careful
and immediate consideration. Main-
taining the prestige of Congress as well
as fair treatment to the individual ecit-
izen requires legislation of this kind.

I wish to ask the Senator a question.
If a plan such as the one here presented
were adopted, would it to some extent,
at least, have alleviated a great deal of
the hard work the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee has had to do in ferret-
ing out and finally bringing to light the
facts in regard to the improper and un-
justified charges which were made
against Mrs. Rosenberg? And let me
say that I think Mrs. Rosenberg a most
capable woman; I know she will make a
splendid Assistant Secretary of Defense,
and I regret exceedingly that she has
had to go through such a dreadful hu-
miliation which was inspired by evil de-
sign. Would not the Senator’s proposal
at least make such a smear more un-
likely?

Mr. HUNT. I should like to say to
the Senator from Tennessee that the
hearings before the Armed Services
Committee upon the Anna M. Rosenberg
nomination primarily prompted me to
deliver these remarks today, although, as
I have said, they are long overdue and
should have been made long ago.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—NOMINA-
TION OF ANNA M. ROSENEERG

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the
unanimous-consent agreement, the time
has expired; and the Senate is to vote
now on the nomination of Mrs. Anna M.
Rosenberg, of New York, to be Assistant
Secretary of Defense.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 2
minutes to make an explanation of the
report made by the Armed Services Com-
mittee respecting the pending nomina-
tion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to postponing for 2 minutes the
time for voting on the nomination? The
Chair hears none, and the Senator from
Virginia is recognized.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, on Decem-~
ber 19, on behalf of the Armed Services
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Committee, the Senator from Virginia
made a unanimous report from the com-
mittee, recommending confirmation of
the nomination of Anna M. Rosenberg to
be Assistant Secretary of Defense. This
is the second time the Committee on
Armed Services has unanimously recom-
mended the confirmation of this nomina-
tion.

I have been a Member of the Senate
for 18 years. I have never participated
in an investigation of charges made
against a nominee whose nomination
was before the Senate that was con-
ducted with greater diligence or more
searchingly than was this investigation
of the charges made against Anna M.
Rosenberg. Not only did the commit-
tee hear every witness who desired to
be heard, but we even investigated ru-
mors, by subpenaing those who were
supposed to have made statements crit-
ical of Mrs. Rosenberg. Twenty-five
hours were consumed in the hearings,
and 1,053 pages of testimony were taken.

The result was that the committee
has unanimously reported to the Sen-
ate that there is not one scintilla of evi-
dence to support the charge that Mrs.
Rosenberg at any time was sympathetic
to communism or was a Communist.

Mr. President, as chairman of a sub-
committee, I wish to state that the Presi-
dent of the United States permitted the
subcommittee, composed of myself, the
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Hunt], and
the Senator from Washington [Mr.
Cainl, to inspect the files of the FBI.
Not a single criticism of Mrs. Rosen=
berg's loyalty to the country was con-
tained in those files. To the contrary,
there was much commendation,

Mr. President, the suggestion of nom-
ination was made personally to the Presi-
dent by Secretary of Defense Marshall,
as is shown in the report. There are
in the files and in the hearings letters
from General Eisenhower, Secretary
Stuart Symington, Mr. Baruch, James
F. Byrnes, Colonel Hobby, Robert P. Pat-
terson, General Smith, and many oth-
ers, testifving as to Mrs. Rosenberg's
loyalty and efficiency.

I wish to read the concluding portion
of the committee report, comprising the
committee’s findings and recommenda-
tion:

COMMITTEE FINDINGS

After a thorough and meticulous investi-
gation of all the charges made, it is the
unanimous opinion of the members of the
Armed Services Committee that evidence has
not been submitted to support the charges
against the nominee. Furthermore, it is the
unanimous opinlon of the committee that
the nominee is gualified to fill the position
to which she has been appointed.

RECOMMENDATION

It is the unanimous recommendation of
all members of the Armed Services Com=
mittee that the Senate confirm the nom-
ination of Anna M. Rosenberg to be Assistant
Becretary of Defense,

Mr, President, I ask that the entire
report be printed at this point in the
RECORD, as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the report
(Ex. Rept. No. 16) was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

The Committee on Armed Services, to
whom was referred the nomination of Anna
M. Rosenberg to be Asslstant Secretary of

16879

Defense, a position to which she was ap-
pointed during the last recess of the Sensate,
having considered the same, submit the fol-
lowing report to accompany said nomina-
tion reported to the Senate on November 30,
1950.

It is unusual for committees of the Senate
in submitting recommendations with re-
spect to Presidential nominations for con-
firmation to file a written report with the
Senate. However, because of unusual cir-
cumstances surrounding the Armed Services
Committee's consideration of the nomina-
tion of Anna M. Rosenberg to be Assistant
Secretary of Defense, and the grave charges
made against the nominee, the committee
at the conclusion of the recent hearings in
the case voted to file a report with the Senate.
ORIGINAL RECOMMENDATION FOR CONFIRMATION

The nomination of Anna M. Rosenberg to
be Assistant Secretary of Defense, a position
to which she was appointed during the recent
recess of the Congress, was referred to the
Armed Services Committee on November 27,
1950. On November 29, Mrs. Rosenberg was
requested to appear before the committee.
She testified under oath relative to her
qualifications for the position to which she
was appointed, her business connections,
alleged membership in disloyal and subver-
sive groups, and other pertinent informa-
tion. At the conclusion of this hearing the
nine members of the committee present
voted unanimously to recommend her con-
firmation to the Senate. A printed record
of the testimony of this hearing has been
made available for Members of the Senate
and general distribution.

CHARGES AGAINST NOMINEE

Shortly thereafter some members of the
committee received oral and written state-
ments to the effect that named witnesses
could be produced who would swear that
Mrs. Rosenberg had been a member of a
Communist-front organization, was con-
sidered to be a member of the Communist
Party, and had assisted in placing Commu-
nists in high Government positions.

COMMITTEE INVESTIGATION

The committee met on December 5 to con-
sider these grave charges against the nom-
inee. Subpenas were issued for those persons
who were purported to have knowledge of
these allegations. The committee held six
sessions, each of 3- to 4-hour duration, to
hear all witnesses who might have knowl-
edge of any disloyal activities of the nomi-
nee. The record of these hearings consists
of 1,053 pages of transcribed testimony. The
attendance of the committee members at
these hearings was excellent, and at no time
during the presentation of evidence were
there less than seven members present.

One witness, Ralph De Sola, testified that
he, of his own knowledge, knew Anna M.
Rosenberg to be a member of the John Reed
Club in either 1934 or 1835, a known Commu-
nist-front organization, while he was also a
member. He stated that he saw her at
four or five meetings of the club and was
introduced and talked to her on one occa-
sion. De Sola stated that he recognized the
nominee from pictures and from personal
observation to be the same person that he
met at a meeting of the John Reed Club in
1935, The person named by De Sola as in-
troducing him to Mrs. Rosenberg did not
only fall to corroborate De Sola’s testimony
but stated that he had never attended a
meeting of the John Reed Club and did not
know the nominee. Others named by De
Sola as prominent in the John Reed Club at
that time likewise had no knowledge of Mrs.
Rosenberg's membership or attendance at
meetings of the club. De Sola further testi-
fled that he had in 19837 turned over to an
agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
named George Starr information concerning
Mrs. Rosenberg’s membership in the John
Reed Club and other Communist activities
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in which she has participated. George Starr
in testifying before the committee recalled
talking with De Sola but did not recall any
mention of Anna M. Rosenberg. He further
stated that had De Sola transmitted to him
information relative to Anna M. Rosenberg's
connection with Communist activities, such
information would have been transmitted to
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for in-
clusion in the Rosenberg file.

At the request of the committee, and by
direction of the President, the complete FBL
files on Anna M. Rosenberg were inspected by
a subcommittee of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, consisting of Senators ByrD, HUNT,
and Camv. Each subcommittee member in-
dicated that after a thorough reading of
the file there was nothing therein to sub-
stantiate De Sola's statement or to indicate
in any way that Mrs. Rosenberg was a dis-
loyal person.

Other charges of disloyalty to her country
brought to the attention of the committee
have all been thoroughly investigated with
the conclusion that there is no evidence to

support the charges.

The transcribed testimony of the witnesses
before the committee relative to the nomi-
nation of Anna M. Rosenberg has been
printed and made available for distribution.

As of December 19, after the completion
of hearings, the committee was advised by
the Pederal Bureau of Investigation that
their agents have located an Anna Rosenberg
who was associated with the John Reed Club
in New York City in the early 1930's. This
woman, whose maiden name was Anna
Rosenberg, admits to the FBI agents that
she was associated with the John Reed Club
in New York City from shortly after its
founding until 1934, when she moved to Cali-
fornia, and that she knew of no other Anna
Rosenberg who was associated with the John
Reed Club.

QUALIFICATIONS OF THE NOMINEE

Practically the entire working part of Mrs.
Rosenberg’s life has been spent in personnel,
labor-relations, and manpower work. Until
her appointment as Assistant Becretary of
Defense she was engaged in this type of busi-
ness in New York, having several responsible
and well-known clients. She has also served
the Government on many important boards
and commissions.

Mrs. Rosenberg was personal representa-
tive of President Roosevelt in 1944 and of
President Truman in 1945 to study military
manpower problems in the European thea-
ter. From 1942 to 1945 she Wwas secretary
of the President’s Labor Victory Board.
Further, she was a member of the Advisory
Board of the Office of War Mobilization and
Reconversion from 1944 to 1947. She was a
member of the Manpower Consulting Com-
mittee of the Army and Navy Munitions
Board. She was a member of the President’s
Advisory Commission on Universal Training
and allied mhtters connected with national
defense. During the war Governor Lehman
appointed her a member of the New York
State War Council and Governor Dewey con-
tinued her appointment.

Untll recently Mrs. Rosenberg was a mem-
ber of the Committee on ‘Mobilization Policy
of the National Security Resources Board
and a special manpower consultant to the
Chairman of that Board, Mr. W. Stuart
Bymington.

At the time of the original hearing on the
nomination of Mrs. Rosenberg, General Mar-
shall sent the following telegram to the
chalrman of the Senate Armed Services
Committee:

“Lovett informs me your committee asked
him the circumstances surrounding Mrs,
Rosenberg’s appointment as Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense. I want you to know that I
personally thought of her and selected her
for the position without suggestion, or
recommendation, or consultation from any-

one, I advised no one, other than Lovett -
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and Mrs. Rosenberg, of my selection until I
talked to the President on election day.
“G. C. MARSHALL,
“Secretary of Defense.”

Since the appointment was made the com-
mittee has received messages of unqgualified
support of the nominee from General Eisen-
hower,
Bernard M. Baruch, Hon. James F. Byrnes,
Col. Oveta Culp Hobby, Hon, Robert P. Pat-
terson, Gen. Bedell Smith, and numerous
others. The committee received over 1,000
messages for and against the nominee. It is
significant to note that all the messages
indicating personal knowledge of Mrs. Rosen-
berg and her work volce approval of the
nomination.

> COMMITTEE FINDINGS

After a thorough and meticulous investi-
gation of all the charges made it is the
unanimous opinion of the members of the
Armed Services Committee that evidence has
not been submitted to support the charges
against the nominee. Furthermore, it is the
unanimous opinion of the committee that
the nominee is qualified to fill the position
to which she has been appointed.

RECOMMENDATION

It is the unanimous recommendation of
all members of the Armed Services Commit-
tee that the Senate confirm the nomination
of Anna M. Rosenberg to be Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to the nomination of Anna M.
Rosenberg, of New York, to be Assistant
Secretary of Defense?

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may insert at
this point in the Recorp a statement in
regard to Mrs. Rosenberg.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the statement will be printed at
this point in the REcorD.

The statement submitted by Mr. Ben-
TON is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BENTON

Mr. President, it would not be fitting for
me to permit Mrs. Rosenberg's name to come
before the Senate for confirmation without
speaking briefly. I have known her more
Intimately and have seen her far more fre-
quently than has any other Member of
Congress.

In the hearings before the Committee on
Armed Services, she has been through what
she calls an “ordeal.” I shall not now try
to draw any moral for the Senate from these
hearings. There are many Members of the
Senate far better qualified to do this. I hope
they will do it. What we can learn applied
to future hearings, I leave to my seniors to
suggest, But I may say that I very much
like one cuggestion reported in the press:
That public hearings of charges against the
character of a nominee for office be glven
a preliminary screening by the committee
staff, or in some other fashion, before they
are thrown into the front page headlines
and put under the kleig lights.

Mrs, Rosenberg is, of course, far better able
to withstand false charges and vilification
than are most appointees. The press and
radio know her well. She has as large a
group of influential and powerful friends as
any private citizen in the United States.

I first met her in 1840. I was introduced
to her by the chairman of one of our great
corporations. He introduced her with the
amazing statement, *Here is one of the half
dozen most influential people of the United
States.” I thought I knew the country
pretty well. It was my business. Yet I had
never heard of her. Her alleged influence
came out of the confidence she enjoyed of
President Roosevelt, as well as Governor

Secretary Stuart Symington, Mr.
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Lehman, Mayor LaGuardia, and many others
of our great leaders with whom she worked
intimately—and daily. Indeed, Mr. David
Rockefeller, at the completion of his term as
secretary to Mayor LaGuardia, told me that
there was nobody in his judgment in whom
the mayor had such implicit confidence.

Many who did not know Mrs. Rosenberg—
at that time felt that her influence and her
so-called power rested wholly upon these
personal relationships. The fact that this
is not true has now again been attested to
by her choice by General Marshall—as it
has previously by her selection on many key
boards—and further by her amazing record
of achievement in her own private business
since the termination of the war.

I first worked with Mrs. Rosenberg in 19040
when we both served as consultants and ad-
visors to Mr. Nelson Rockefeller. Five years
later when he resigned as Assistant Secre-
tary of State, he personally told me that
without her guidance and counsel he could
not have hoped to establish his great record
in the field of Inter-American Affairs. Mrs.
Rosenberg's firm in New York not only serves
Mr. Nelson Rockefeller and other members
of the Rockefeller family as clients, but
serves Col. John Hay Whitney, the great
firm of Lazard Freres, R. H. Macy & Co,,
and many other of America’s great enter-
prises. I am proud of my own connections
with her, which are numerous.

Now, what is the extraordinary quality
about this immigrant girl—this girl born
in Budapest who migrated to this country
at the age 13 or 14—what is the extraordinary
quality that makes her so influential year in
and year out, and makes her list of clients
the finest and most envied in the entire fleld
of public and personal relations.

I once compared her to Mr. Jesse Jones,
who for more than a decade so brilliantly
served his country in post after post here
in Washington. I worked closely with Sec-
retary of Commerce Jones throughout the
war years after he appointed me vice chair-
man of the original board of trustees of the
Committee for Economic Development. Mr.
Jones personally selected and approved the
45 or 50 original appointments to the group
which established the Committee for Eco-
nomic Development, a group that expanded
into some seventy thousand by the end of the
war., Mr. Clarence Francis, Chairman of the
Board of General Foods, once told me that
Jesse Jones was the finest judge of men
he had ever seen. Mr, Jones’ great adminis-
trative gifts grew, I came to believe, from
what I shall call his intimate touch with
reality. He had an uncanny talent for go-
ing to the real heart of a problem. He knew
what people wanted. He knew what was
actually in their minds regardless of what
they saild. He knew where the dangers and
risks lay. He knew how to use incentives
and rewards.

This keen sense of reality is the distin-
guishing quality which Mrs. Rosenberg's rich
clients are willing to pay heavily to get. Mr.
Jones has used his talent for himself, and
for his country. Mrs. Rosenberg has used
hers for her friends and clients and for her
country which she loves with an unrivalled
passion.

I once said of Mrs. Rosenberg that “She has
a genius for candor.” But candor is not one
of the gods real gifts—unless it is keyed to a
keen and unwavering sense of reality

I do not say that Mrs. Rosenberg is the
most remarkable woman that I have ever
known. I have known remarkable women
who shall be nameless on the flcor of the
Senate—and elsewhere.

But I say unequivocally that Mrs. Anna
M. Rosenberg is the most extraordinary hu-
man being that I have ever known and that
her gifts are unique.

Mr. President, these gifts are today greatly
needed by the American people here in our
Government in Washington. General Mar-
shall is to be congratulated on bringing them
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to the service of the people. General Mar=
shall’s great prestige makes it difficult for his
subordinates to talk up to him. I worked
under him for almost a year as Assistant
SBecretary of State and later served under
him, while he was still Secretary of State, as
chairman of two United States delegations
at international conferences. General Mar-
shall is an avid listener; he is a skilled ques-
tioner; but it is not easy for his subordinates,
against his great experience and background,
to hammer their way into his office and to
deliver themselves in a few minutes of opin-
ions and experiences which may have taken
months to form. This must be even more
true in the Department of Defense where
General Marshall served for more than 40
years and where he has forgotten much more
than most of his subordinates will ever learn.
It is not easy for any executive to find sub-
ordinates who can and will speak up, and I
ask the Senate to imagine General Marshall’s
problems in the Pentagon.

General Marshall’s appointment of Mrs,
Rosenberg shows his talent as an executive.
He of course knows that her experience em-
bracing labor management relations and
manpower problems, over the past 17 years,
is unrivalled by any man or woman any-
where. But he also senses his own need for
fearless talk, for outside criticism, for candid
and courageous appraisal all of this he will
get from Mrs. Rosenberg. He knows she is
better qualified for this role—not merely
than anyone he can get—but than anybody,
anywhere. Indeed, I know that she would
never have accepted this appointment had
she not herself seen this great need of the
general’s and properly appraised her own
capacity to contribute to it.

This is not the first offer of high post that
Mrs. Rosenberg has had in Washington. She
has turned down higher. It is only due to
the great crisis we face that she accepted
this appointment at such personal sacrifice.

Mr. President, as with so many things—
which turn out unexpectedly—I believe that
this ordeal to which Mrs. Rosenberg has
been subjected will prove to be a good thing
for the country and a good thing for her and
for General Marshall, There is, in these
hearings, the operation of what I like to call
the law of the opposite effect. This is one
of my favorite laws and we see it operating
all around us. These hearings were designed
to besmirch Mrs. Rosenberg. Their effect is
just the opposite. What the hearings have
done is to bring to the attention of every
single member of the Senate, and to the
country as a whole, the remarkable record
and background of our new Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense, and her extraordinary quali-
fications for the job. The hearings have
forced each and everyone of us to the realiza-
tion that we have an extraordinary figure in
the Defense Department fully capable to
discharge the great responsibilities which are
hers. Now that the Senate knows the back-
ground of this amazing woman, she will not
lack defenders when the attacks mount
around her, In her job she will be forced to
do unpopular things. Yes, here is a dirty
assignment. When she boldly makes the
tough decisions, we of the Senate will not
have to asl: “Who is this Mrs. Rosenberg?”
We shall know, and through knowing, we
shall have confidence in the action taken,
The country will know. And the country
will have confidence.

Indeed, Mr. President, a day or two ago I
jestingly asked Mrs. Rosenberg whether she
had personally planned these hearings. I
told her that I had always known that she
was smart but I had never thought that any-
body could be smart enough to come to
Washington with a plan by which Represent-
ative Rankin and Mr, Gerald K. Smith com=-
bined their forces in an attack upon him.

Mr. President, I congratulate the Commit-
tee on Armed Services on the patience and
thoroughness with which it has conducted
these unpleasant hearings. I congratulate
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the committee on the unanimity of its find-
ings. In particular, I congratulate Senator
Cain for his sympathy and support—and I
urge upon the Senate the immediate and
unanimous approval of this recommenda-
tion from the committee on which we are now
to vote.

The VICE PRES DENT. The question
is, Will the Senate advise and consent to
the nomination of Anna M. Rosenberg,
of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of
Defense? [Putting the question.]

The nomination was confirmed.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next
nomination on the Executive Calendar
is that of Stephen J. Spingarn, of New
York. The nomination will be read by
the clerk.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Stephen J. Spingarn, of New
York, to be a Federal Trade Commis-
sicner.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to his nomination? [Putting the
question.]

The nomination was confirmed.

DISPLACED PERSONS COMMISSION

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, do I
correctly understand that now that these
nominations have been confirmed, the
Senate has returned to the consideration
of legislative business?

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Ex-
ecutive Calendar has not been con-
cluded.

The next nomination on the Executive
Calendar will be stated.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of John W. Gibson, of Michigan,
to be a member of the Displaced Persons
Commission.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the nomination is confirmed.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations of postmasters.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the nominations of postmasters
are confirmed en bloe.

NOMINATIONS IN THE ARMY, AIR FORCE,
NAVY, AND MARINE CORPS

The VICE PRESIDENT. Inasmuch as
there has been some consideration of
taking an adjournment this week, the
Chair suggests that consideration be
given to notifying the President of the
coufirmations of nominations.

Mr, EKNOWLAND. Mr. President,
while the Senate is in executive session,
I report favorably, with a unanimous re=
port from the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, sundry nominations in the Army,
Air Force, Navy, and Marine Corps, ex-
tending from the grade of admiral or
general down through the grade of lieu-
tenant. The committee’s report is unan-
imous on the part of both the Democratic
and the Republican members of the com-
mittee.

Inasmuch as the printing bill in this
case would amount to several hundred
dollars, I suggest that there is precedent
for considering the nominations at this

time. No objections have been raised to
them. I ask unanimous consent to that
effect.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jjection? '

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, reserv-
ing the right to object, let me ask the
distinguished Senator from California
whether included among the appoint-
ments are any of civilians, or are all the
appointments in the military or armed
services?

Mr. ENOWLAND. There are no civil-
ian appointments; all of them are in the
armed services, the military.

Mr. WHERRY. All of them are rou-
tine, are they?

Mr. ENOWLAND. Yes; and they are
unanimously reported by the committee,

Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT., Without ob-
jection, the nominations are confirmed
en bloe, without the necessity of having
them printed in the REcorbp.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the President be
notified of all nominations heretofore
approved by the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the President will be notified in
these cases.

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1951

The Senate resumed the consideration
of legislative business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the
unanimous consent agreement entered
into earlier today House bill 9920 is the
unfinished business.

Thz Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H. R. 9920) making supplemental
appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1951, and for other purposes,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations with amend-
ments.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
wish to make a brief statement in regard
to the bill, so that the Senate will know
what has been done by the Appropria-
tions Committee,

The committee very largely accepted
the House version of the bill, with the
addition of two items. One is the stock-
piling item, involving an amount of
$1,800,000,000. The other is the atomie-
energy item. The two items together
constitute a difference, as compared with
the amount carried in the House version
of the bhill, of a little more than
$2,000,000,000. -

That is all I wish to say.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the formal reading of the bill
be dispensed with, that it be read for
amendment, and that the amendments
of the Senate Appropriations Committee
be first considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the
practice which has long been in exist-
ence, the committee amendments are to
be read and considered first.

MILITARY AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, from
the Senate Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, I report favorably the bill H. R.
9893 and I submit a report (No. 2687)
thereon. I desire to make a very brief
statement.

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

Mr, RUSSELL. I yield,
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Mr. WHERRY. Is this the military
construction bill? .

Mr. RUSSELL. It is.

Mr. WHERRY., In order that we may
be able to plan our program here, may
I ask the Senator whether he intends to
ask that the appropriation bill be tem-
porarily laid aside and this measure be
considered now?

Mr. RUSSELL. I do. I now state
very briefly the reasons why I shall do
that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will state the bill by title.

The LecistaTive CLERK. A bill (H. R.
9893) to authorize certain construction
at military and naval installations, and
for other purposes.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, in the
second supplemental appropriations bill,
which is now the pending business, there
are contained a large number of items of
appropriations for construction of cer-
tain public works which the Department
of Defense says are essential to the de-
fense of the United States. The hill
passed the House and has been reported
by the Senate Committee without hav-
ing followed the customary method of
authorizing these works by express stat-
ute. In other words, we have the cart
before the horse. In an effort to get the
horse before the cart, the Senate Com-
mittee on Armed Services this morning
reported unanimously, and without
amendment, the bill which passed the
House on yesterday, giving statutory
authorization for the construction of
these works. The bill, in round figures,
authorizes $1,600,000,000 worth of con-
struction. There are contained in the
appropriation bill appropriations for ap-
proximately $1,500,000 of that amount.
In other words, more than 90 percent of
the authorization is already contained in
the appropriation bill which the Senator
from Tennessee has made the unfinished
business.

In the interest of regular parliamen-
tary procedure, I ask that the unfinished
business be temporarily laid aside and
that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of H. R. 9893.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. WHERRY. Reserving the right
to object—and I shall not object to the
request—I am wondering whether the
distinguished Senator would merely
make another observation as to how
passing this bill before the appropria-
tion bill is passed may facilitate the
entire procedure.

Mr, RUSSELL. It will certainly re-
move any doubt whatever as to the au-
thority of the Department of Defense
to proceed with these very necessary de-
fense projects.

Mr. WHERRY. And that is the pur-
pose of putting the authorization bill
ahead of the appropriation bill, is it?

Mr., RUSSELL. Yes; and also to
maintain the regular procedure which
has always obtained, in that authoriza-
tions are generally enacted by the Con-
gress before appropriations are made to
carry out an authorization that does not
exist.

Mr. WHERRY. Let me ask the Sen-
ator this question: The Senator is a
member of both the Committee on Ap-
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propriations and the Committee on
Armed Services. Is it not a fact that if
we pass the approp:riation bill, we shall
be appropriating a large sum of money,
the authorization for some of which are
carried in the bill of the Senator from
Georgia?

Mr, RUSSELL. The Senator is cor-
rect. As I stated, more than 90 percent
of the authorization is carried in the
appropriation bill,

Mr. WHERRY. So that they should
really go together, but the authorization
should come ahead of the appropria-
tion, and that is the sole purpose. Is
that correct?

Mr, RUSSELL, That is the only pur-
pose.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I have
no objection at all to the immediate con-
sideration of the bill, and I thank the
Senator from Georgia for his observa-
tions. Of course, we can argue the
merits of the authorization, but in view
of the fact that we are already appro-
priating, as the Senator from Georgia
said, for 90 percent of the authorization,
we may as well get the authorization in
first.

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

Mr. RUSSELL, I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Is it not a fact that
what the Senator from Georgia is trying
to do is to insure that each one of the
projects shall go before the respective
committees for authorization?

Mr. RUSSELL. Thatisafact. Other-
wise, the bill might be subject to a point
of order. It would not be subject to a
point of order in this case, because the
House has already approved. But it
certainly would be in the direction of
orderly procedure to do what has heen
suggested.

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

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr, BRIDGES. Mr. President, I think
the Senator is correct as to the problem
as he has outlined it. I think the Sena-
tor from Georgia will agree with me that
appropriating money without having the
proper standing committee of the Senate
being given an opportunity to study, pass
on, and authorize or disapprove the var-
ious projects included is bad procedure.
I think the Senator from Georgia agrees
with that, and he is taking the only re-
course which he can take consistently
with getting us back again on the right
track.

I should like to say further that so far
as the Defense Establishment is con-
cerned, I think, not only in the commit-
tee but on the floor of the Senate, the De-
fense Department and every other de-
partment wants to have due notice that
in the future they shall proceed in an or-
derly way, and that the proper legislative
committees of the Senate have a full op-
portunity to hear the evidence and study
such a complex and substantial bill as is
this one, without coming in for appro-
priations.

Mr, RUSSELL. Every standing com-
mittee of the Senate is very jealous of its
powers, and properly so, to consider pro-
posed legislation before appropriations
are made,
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Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. Presi-
dent——

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

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first to the
Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr, President, I

" should like to ask the Senator from

Georgia whether he thinks it advisable
to take steps to change the law, which
has been changed piecemeal, in war
emergencies, so that the Defense Depart-
ment cannot undertake this procedure in
the future.

Mr. RUSSELL. I certainly want to
exercise every possible precaution to pro-
tect the jurisdiction of the Senate Com-
mittee on Armed Services. That com-
mittee is composed of Senators who have
been working intimately with the ques-
tion of national defense, and I think
every step should be taken to see that the
Defense Establishment in the future does
apprise the Senate Committee on Armed
Services of plans and intentions in ad-
vance of going to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. I say that as a member of
the Committee on Appropriations and as
one who is very proud of his membership
on that committee. It is a procedure
which has been followed throughout the
course of the history of our country.

I now yield to the Senator from
Wyoming.

Mr. HUNT. Mr. President, as I un-
derstand the chairman of the Committee
on Armed Services, primarily the point
he has in mind is that by allowing the
appropriation bill to be acted upon be-
fore action is taken on the authorization
bill we do not thereby establish a prece-
dent which might be dangerous not only
during wartime but also in peacetime.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator is cor-
rect. I wish tosay that the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKEeLLAR] cooperated
wholeheartedly with me in bringing this
matter to the attention of the Senate.

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

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I hope the Senator
will discuss fully the appropriations, as
I understand this bill is being reported
without amendment.

]\gr. RUSSELL. The Senator is cor-
rect. ;

Mr. WHERRY. So that the authori-
zations are the exact amounts approved
by the House; is that a fact? ;

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY. I understand the au-
thorization was $1,650,000,000. The rea-
son why I am asking these questions is
that there is no report accompanying
the bill. Possibly the Senator had in-
tended to give us all that information.

Mr. RUSSELL. The correct figure is
$1,658,000,000.

Mr. WHERRY. My understanding is
that in the supplemental appropriation
bill the House approved an appropriation
of $1,430,000,000 of the authorization.
What I should like to have the distin-
guished Senator point out is that no
doubt the House bill was strictly for mili-
tary construction projects which were
ahbsolutely necessary, and I should like to
have an expianation, if he Senator can
give it, of the projects.
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Mr, RUSSELL. I will say to the dis=
tinguished Senator that I cannot give
the information down to the last dollar
and cent, but I will say that most of the
difference is in the completion of the
projects which are started under the ap-
propriations contained in the bill which
is the unfinist ed business before the Sen-
ate. One of the reasons given by the
Defense Establishment for not request-
ing the entire $1,658,000,600 was that
they knew there would be another ap-
propriation bill which would cover the
difference between the $1,430,000,000 ap-
prr:lipriat,ed and the $1,658,000,000 author-
ized. H

Mr. WHERRY. I have not had time "’

to examine the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
this morning. Does the Senator know
why the committee appropriated $1,430,-
000,000, and did not appropriate more?
Was it because it was not asked for at
that time?

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

The VICE PRESIDENT, If the Sen-
ate will permit, the Chair desires to
congratulate the Senate on its good at-
tendance, but the Chair hopes it will
not be denied the right to congratulate
the Senate on its good order. The Sen-
ate will be in order.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, in the
absence of a report accompanying the
bill, if the Senator from Georgia can give
us the information I have suggested, I
should appreciate it.

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, that ques-
tion would more properly arise on the
consideration of the appropriation bill
which appropriates the funds. But it is
my understanding that the Defense Es-
tablishment did not ask for the money,
because it did not feel it could be au-
thorized or contracted for or expended
before there would be another appro-
priation bill. The Committee on Appro-
priations, under the leadership of the
distinguished Senator from . Tennessee
[Mr. McKEeLLAR], has allowed in the bill
every dollar which the Defense Estab-
lishment sought for military purposes.
The Senator from Nebraska, being one
of the ranking members of that com-
mittee, knows that to be the fact. There
may be differences as to our foreign pol-
icy, but we have been united as one man
in responding to every request of the
Defense Establishment to provide for
the men of America who are being sum-
moned to the colors in this perilous pe-
riod.

Mr. WHERRY. 8So. if the House com-
mittee considered the bill at the time
the Senate considered it, there probably
would not be the difference between
what was appropriated and what the au-
thorization asked for.

Mr. RUSSELL. I think the difference
would still be there. Very frequently
Congress will authorize a great deal more
than is requested in an appropriation
hill because of the length of time cov-
ered by a contract. .

Mr. WHERRY. Then there is no dis-
pute in the findings of the Senate com-
mittee and the House committee,

Mr. RUSSELL. We have reported the
House bill without amendment.

Mr. WHERRY. Is the entire author-
ization for military construction?

Mr. RUSSELL. It is all for military
construction.
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Mr. SALTONSTALL, Mr, President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr, RUSSELL, I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. My memory is
not sufficiently clear, but I think that
every project in the authorization bill
has been started. There are three or
four items which, as the Senator from
Georgia has stated, are not appropriated
for in full because the Military Estab-
lishment did not request the amount in
full; but every item has been started.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator has
stated the matter, as I understand it.

I now yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr, WATKINS. Mr, President, at the
beginning of his remarks the Senator
said something about public works proj-
ects to be authorized. Now he mentions
only military projects.

Mr. RUSSELL. If I used the term
“public works,” instead of “military pub-
lic works,” it was certainly an oversight
on my part, because the bill refers only
to military projects.

Mr. WATKINS. As a member of the
Committee on Public Works, I do not re-
member that the committee received any
communications with relation to such
projects.

My, RUSSELL. I assure the Senator
that the Committee on Armed Services is
not in any way infringing upon the pre-
rogatives of the Committee on Public
Works. These are strictly military proj-
ects which come within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Armed
Services.

Mr. WATKINS. I am not at all com-
plaining of any infringement on the pre-
rogatives of the Commititee on Public
Works. If there were any public-works
projects involved, I merely wanted to get
straight in my mind what they were. I
am satisfied with the explanation of the
Senator. I may have misunderstood his
remarks with respect to public works,

Mr. RUSSELL. If I did not use the
term “military public works” it was an
omission on my part, because all the
projects involved are military projects.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the
bill (H. R. 9893) to authorize certain
construction at military and naval in-
stallations, and for other purposes.

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

There being no objection, the bill
(H. R. 9893) to authorize certain con-
struction at military and naval installa-
tions, and for other purposes, was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ask’

unanimous consent that the report of
the committee be prin.ed in the REcorp
at this point.

There being no objection, the report
(No. 2687) was ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

The Committee on Armed Services, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9893), to
authorize certain construction at military
and naval installations, and for other pur-
poses, having considered the same, report
favorably thereon without amendment and
recommend that the bill do pass.

FURPOSE OF THE BILL

The purpose of this bill is to provide the

authorization for the construction of facili-
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ties required by the Department of Defense
and to authorize the appropriation of funds
to carry out this construction at locations
within and outside the continental limits of
the United States. A major portion of the
funds required for the construction author-=
ized in this bill, is contained in the second
supplemental appropriation bill, 1951 (H. R.
0920).
DISCUSSION OF THE BILL

On December 13, 1950, the President sub-
mitted to the Congress recommendations for
the additional appropriation of funds for
the Department of Defense totaling $16,-
844,247,000. Included in this amount is
approximately $1,500,000,000 for new con-
struction for the military services and for
Wwhich this bill will provide the major part of
the authorization.

The following paiagraph is quoted from
a letter from the Secretary of Defense to
the chairman of the Senate Armed Services
Committee dated December 19, 1950:

“You have inquired as to the emergent
nature of the projects contained in the jus-
tifications submitted by the three military
departments in support of S. 4257. The
public-works construction which the Depart-
ment of Defense seeks by S. 4257 is urgently
needed at this time. The projects embraced
by that bill are needed now in order to
broaden the mobilization base of the Armed
Forces so that they will be prepared readily
to meet the requirements of any mobiliza-
tion that may be dictated by the interna-
tional situation. That international situa-
tion has already led to the proclamation by
the President of the United States of the
existence of a national emergency. Time is
of the essence with respect to those proj=
ects. Accordingly, it is extremely impor-
tant for this Department to secure at the
earliest possible time authority for the con-
struction of those projects.”

The Army second supplemental construc-
tion program, titles I and IA of the bill,
totals $390,806,900 for authorization. The
program was assembled and based on the
following principles:

(2) Current strategic requirements will be
satisfied to the extent required at this time.

(b) Permanent facilities programmed will
not exceed permanent requirements for forces
in being on June 30, 1950.

(c) The total of new permanent and exist-
ing temporary and permanent facilities at
an installation will not exceed emergency
requirements.

(d) All existing mobilization-type facilities
will be continued in use throughout the
emergency and are not to be replaced with

. permanent construction.

The application of these principles has re-
sulted in a program required by the expanded
Army and which consists essentially of
permanent construction. It accomplishes
two main objectives: First and primarily,
provision of long lead time construction
items to improve our mobilization base; and,
secondarily, provision of an additional in-
crement of our permanent peacetime require-
ments, by proper location and selection of
the facilitles to be constructed.

Of the authorization being requested,
$209,300,000 is for construction in the con-
tinental United States; $91,600,000 is for con-
struction overseas and in Alaska,

The overseas portion consists of: §28,100,-
000 to continue the program for the deploy-
ment of the peacetime forces in Alaska, and
to provide logistical supporting facilities
there; $57,200,000 for vital facilities in other
overseas areas; $4,400,000 for temporary con-
struction in Japan; $900,000 for troop hous-
ing in Hawaii; $1,000,000 for the advance de-
Bign of overseas projects. i

The sum of $299,300,000 for the continental
United States will provide for the following
major categories of facilities: $50,000,000 for
facilities for antiaircraft defense of the
United States; $37,600,000 for facilities to
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speed up the research and development pro=-
gram; $37,300,000 for training facilities, in-
cluding antiaircraft and gulded-missile
training, as well as specialized training in
other fields; €3,800,000 for communications
facilities; $13,100,000 for housing of 6455
troops; €82,300,000 for increased warehouses
and equipment maintenance shops, includ-
ing $29,100,000 for a new signal depot in the
east; $26,200,000 for a new finance adminis-
tration center; $27,500,000 for certain classi-
fied activities, including the Armed Forces
special-weapons project; 88,500,000 for cer-
tain industrial and port facilities and the
Armed Forces Institute of Pathology; $3,000,-
000 for advance design.

This authorization includes 42 sets of fam-
ily quarters at isolated stations in the con-
tinental United States for which funding is
not planned at this time. Also included is
authorization for 635 sets of quarters in
Alaska for which appropriations are being
sought in the second supplemental appro-
priations bill.

The second supplemental program was de-
veloped prior to the conditions that now
exist In Korea. It, therefore, represents
planning which may require some changes
dependent on decisions that may be reached
on national and international levels. For
example, this program accents research and
development and improvement of the
Army logistic system. Only $13,100,000 is
provided for troop housing In the United
States. New plans may require a change in
this emphasis. For that reason, the Army
has asked for a degree of flexibility in the
authorization act which is not normally
accorded to peacetime programs. It needs
the facilities provided for in this program,
regardless of any changes in plans; however,
new plans may bring into top urgency items
not presently so considered.

A total of $318,750,000 is being sought in
the second supplemental appropriations bill
to support total authorizations of $390,896,-
900 contained in titles I and IA of this bill,
H. R. 9893. It is anticipated that the total
appropriation will be obligated during fiscal
year 1951.

The Navy's request for authorization for
public works in the 1951 second supplemental
amounts to $381,655,310, of which $327,5648,-
610 is Tor continental facilities and planning,
and $54,106,700 is for overseas facllities and
planning. .

The Navy's public works proposal is based
on requirements due to the situation in the
Far East, the increase in forces afloat, the
build-up of our two Marine Corps divisions to
full strength, and certain emergency repairs.
Projects presented for appropriations are of
a deficiency nature, and can be placed under
contract hefore the end of fiscal year 1951.

Requested funds will be applied to the
following:

(a) Improvement of fleet-support activi-
ties in the western and central Pacific.

(b) Augmentation of the Marine Corps
shore establishment.

(c) Ailrfield runways and facilities to pro-
vide safe operation for jet and long-range
naval afreraft and for tactical and gunnery
training.

(d) Expansion of communications facili=
ties,

(e) Conversion of certain ordnance facili-
ties in order to produce new and improved
explosives,

() Construction of additional aviation
gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage to bring up
our reserve storage.

{(g) Emergency repairs to certain naval
shipyard installations.

Title II authorizes a total of 122 family
quarters, all to be located at Inyokern,
Calif.,, at a total cost of $2,017,880. The
Justification is as follows:

(a) The naval ordnance test station, In-
yokern, is one of the important Bureau of
Crdnance research stations and is the most
imporiant one engaged in research in the
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field of guided missiles. Lack of proper
housing accommodations is the primary fac-
tor which most seriously affects the ability
of the station to carry out its mission. Very
little effective work can be obtained from
employees, whose term of employment is
from 6 to 8 months, Many new employees
report on the station, spend a month or
so getting cleared for secret material and
being indoctrinated into their jobs, then
fruitlessly walt on the housing list for 3
or 4 months, becoming more dissatisfied
with barracks-type life all the time. They
finally terminate after 6 or 8 months of
employment when they find that it will be
several years before they can expect to bet-
ter their housing accommodations. This
situation has been aggravated by the pres-
ent emergency since some of those em-
ployees without any housing for their fami-
lies or with housing which is inadequate,
now feel that they had better seek employ-
ment elsewhere where conditions are bet-
ter before they find themselves frozen in
their jobs and unable to leave Inyokern.

The total Navy authorization of $381,-
655,310 has been funded to the extent of
$308,378,000 in the second supplemental ap-
propriation bill. It is anticipated that the
entire sum will -be obligated during fiscal
year 1951.

The Air Force request for authorization in
title III totals $885,604,000, of which $451,-
467,000 is in continental United States and
£367,150,000 is outside continental United
States.

A large percentage of Alr Force facilities
are of mobilization and “far paper” (thea-
ter of operations) types of construction.
In the last 5 years the facilities problem has
been aggravated by the accelerating mag-
nitude of demands imposed by new aircraft
developments. Subsequent to World War II,
public works have been limited.

To meet the facilities requirement gen-
erated by the scheduled limit activations and
by the Air Force development plan, it is
necessary that a vast Air Force construction
program be embarked on at the earliest pos-
sible moment.

Stemming from the previously mentioned
schedule of unit activations and operational
requirements, a detailed study was under-
taken to evolve a base-utillzation program.
In such a study as this the factors of force
composition and time phasing become para-
mount. In arriving at the finalized base-
utilization program certain basic concepts
were employed. They are:

(a) Maximum use of existing facilities cur-
rently under Air Force jurisdiction,

(b) Maximum expansion of existing Air
Force installations.

(¢) Maximum use and expansion of all
other facllities available.

In developing this construction program
the Air Force has used certain standards of
construction, as follows:

(a) Air Force permanent 25-year-life con-
struction: This type of permanent construc-
tion will conform to normal competitive
commercial standards, providing an eco-
nomical life of approximately 25 years with
normal maintenance. This permanent con-
struction will be used at all bases of the 48-
wing plan . (July 1, 1950) and for facilities
for the associated squadron fighter intercep-
tor deployment bases.

(b) Air Force semipermanent 10-year-life
construction: This type of construction will
be built on on-grade slabs or masonery or
concrete piers, with standard framing of
floors and roof trusses. For the sake of econ-
omy, & prefabricated wood shell or frame or
similar light construction with an economi-
cal life of approximately 10 years will be
used. If these structures must later be con-
tinued in use, they can be made to compare
favorably with Air Force permanent con-
struction by adding standard weatherproof
siding and reofing, finished floors, and com-
pleting interior sealing and trim. This semi-
permanent construction will be used at all
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bases other than those at which permanent
construction will be employed.

(c) Air Force temporary 5-year-life con-
struction: This is the World War II tem-
porary “theater of operations” type construc-
tion with inadequate interior living and
working conditions and without standard
heating plants or sanitary facilities incor-
porated in the building. This program does
not envision this type of construction. It
will be resorted to only in the event of full
mobilization or for strictly theater-of-opera-
tions construction.

Of the #885,604,000 authorization sched-
uled for acquisition and construction about
$463,200,000 (or 52 percent) is allocated to
facilities directly in support of Air Force
operations. A further $133,800,000 is for
training facilities within the United States.

For depots and logistical facilities the Alr
Force has scheduled $£90,100,000, largely
within the United States.

For communications facilities and navi-
gational aids some $35,000,000 is programed
of which more than three-fourths is in the
OVerseas areas.

The sum of $22,800,000 is devoted to pri-
ority research, development, and test facili-
ties; 820,400,000 for classified facilities, and
$53,400,000 for other construction, of which
$22,5650,000 is for continental United States
and $30,828,000 is for overseas.

In addition, the bill includes $67,000,000
additional authorization for an expansion of
our land-based aircraft control and warning
system.

Facilities to support Air Force operations
are critically essential. These shortages are
largely in the categories of airfleld pave-
ments, fuel-storage facilities, operational and
aircraft-maintenance structures.

In this program there is scheduled $95,-
700,000 for airfield pavements, $82,300,000 for
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, $182,-
900,000 for operational facilities (includes
tactical air-control facilities) and plant for
aircraft maintenance. Troop housing has
been allocated $169,300,000, about 76 percent
of which is within the United States. The
only Air Force family housing in this bill is
in the overseas areas, mainly in Alaska. For
base support facilities, including utilities and
grounds improvements, $141,900,000 has been
scheduled.

Under prevailing conditions, it is readily
understandable: that situations may arise
which will necessitate immediate construc-
tion which cannot await normal legislative
action without seriously impairing our de-
fense efforts. For that reason the committee
has approved a general authorization for
“and other construction”—§22,500,000 in
continental United States, and £30,828,000
outside continental United States. However,
the committee has imposed two restrictions:
(1) The authorization shall not be construed
as authorizing a separate Air Force Acad-
eimy; (2) the Air Force will fully advise the
committee before proceeding with any proj-
ects under the authorization.

The total Air Force authorization of $835,-
604,000 has been funded to the extent of
$807,000,000 in the second supplemental ap-
propriations bill.

The proposed legislation has the approval
of the Bureau of the Budget and the Degpart-
ment of Defense, as is evidenced by the letter
of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, which
is hereby made a part of this report.

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE,
Washington, D. C., December 12, 1950.
Hon. CarL VinNsow,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services,
House of Representatives.

DeAr MR, CHAIRMAN: There is forwarded
herewith a draft of proposed legislation to
authorize certain construction at military
and naval installations, and for other pur-
poses.

This proposed legislation is a part of the
Department of Defense legislative program
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for 1950 and it has been approved by the
Bureau of the Budget. The Department of
Defense recommends that it be enacted by
the Congress.

Purpose of the legislation: This proposal
would authorize the Secretaries of the Army,
Navy, and Air Force to construct public works
urgently needed by the Department of De-
fense at this time. That need will become
increasingly acute under the expanding mil-
itary program dictated by the current inter-
national situation. It is contemplated that
all of the projects covered by this authoriza-
tion bill will be financed in whole or in part
during fiscal year 1951 and funds s0 to
finance those projects are being sought for
inclusion in the second supplemental appro-
priation bill, 1850.

Leglslative references: The last major pub-
lic works bill for the Department of Defense
is Public Law 564 of the Eighty-first Congress,
approved June 17, 1950.

Cost and budget data: The total amount
of authorization included in this proposal
is $1,658,719,610, of which $390,896,900 (in-
cluding #7,600,000 for the Armed Forces
special-weapons project) is for the Depart-
ment of the Army, $381,428,710 is for the De-
partment of the Navy, and $886,394,000 is
for the Department of the Air Force.

Sincerely yours,
Marx LEVA.

. SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1951

'The Senate resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 9920) making sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1951, and for other
purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will proceed to state the amend-
ments of the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was, under
the heading “Chapter I—Legislative
branch,” at the top of page 2, to insert:

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL
CAPITOL BUILDINGS AND GROUND®

For an additional amount for °

Building,” $21,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Department of Commerce,” on
page 3, after line 18, to insert:

ACCESS ROADS (ACT OF SEPTEMBER 7, 1850)

For expenses necessary in carrying out the
provisions of section 12 of the Federal-Aid
Highway Act of 1950, including $2,000,000
for payments of obligations incurred pursu-
ant to the contract authorization granted
by said section, to remain available until
expended, $10,000,000, of which $2,000,000
shail be derived by transfer from the unex-
pended balance of funds heretofore appro-
priated for carrying out the provisions of
section 6 of the Defense Highway Act of
1941 (55 Stat. T65).

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2,
after line 4, to insert:

Senate Restaurants: For replacement of
equipment, BSenate Restaurant, Capitol
Building, to be expended by the Architect
of the Capitol under the supervision of the
Senate Committee on Rules and Adminis-
trction, without regard to section 3709 of
the Revised Statutes, as amended, $4,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Federal Security Agency,” on
page 8, after line 7, to insert:

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

Grants for hospital construction: For an
additional amount for construction grants
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under part C, title VI, of the Public Health
Service Act, as amended, $75,000,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Chapter V—Department of
the Interior,” on page 9, after line 2,
to strike out:

SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

CONSTRUCTION

For construction and acquisition of trans-
mission lines, substations, and appurtenant
facilities, and for administrative expenses
connected therewith, in carrying out the
provisions of section § of the Flood Control
Act of 1944 (16 U. 8. C, 825s), as applied to
the southeastern power area, including pur-
chase (not to exceed five) and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, $1,850,000, to remain
available until expended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Chapter VI—Independent of-
fices—Atomic Energy Commission,” on
page 9, line 19, after the word “amount”,
to strike out “$840,000,000” and insert
“$1,080,000,000"”; and in line 22, after the
word “exceed”, to strike out “two hun-
dred and fifty"” and insert “five hundred
and fifty.”

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, with
reference .to the Atomic Energy Com-
mission, I should like to ask for some ex-
planation as to why the Commission
needs 550 passenger vehicles.

Mr. MICKELLAR. I did not hear the
Senator’s question.

Mr. LANGER. On page 9, in connec-
tion with the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, why is it necessary to provide 550
automobiles?

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from
Wyoming had charge of that phase of
the bill. I ask that he be permitted to
answer the question of the Senator from
North Dakota.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I shall be very
glad to explain the reason for the
amendment. The Atomic Energy Com-
mission presented persuasive evidence of
the fact that busses are needed and used
to transport workers from their homes
to the various plants at which they
work. The use of busses is a timesaver
and money saver. The use of passenger
vehicles is required in order to make cer-
tain in the construction of new proj-
ects—and new projects are to be con-
structed—that management officials will
reach speedily the various parts of the
projects. The committee was quite con-
vinced that this increase was essential
as a money saver. I should like to call
attention to the fact that the budget es-
timate had placed no limitation upon the
number of cars to be furnished, but the
committee placed a limitation of 550,
after having very thoroughly examined
the witnesses of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission.

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

Mr, O'MAHONEY, Certainly.

Mr. LANGER. I notice that the House
passed the bill with a limitation of 250
cars, and the Senate committee changed
the limitation to 550.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes; we added 300
cars because we were convinced by the
testimony that the cars were essential
to expedite the construction work and to
save the time of the men going back and
forth to the various projects.
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Mr. LANGER. There is nothing in the
bill which would prevent the Commis-
sion from purchasing 550 Cadillacs; is
there?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. There is a general
law which provides explicitly that no
passenger vehicle may be bought which
costs more than $1,400.

Mr. LANGER. Ithank the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top
of page 10, to insert:

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
STRATEGIC AND CRITICAL MATERIALS

For an additional amount for carrying out
the Strategic and Critical Materials Stock
Piling Act of July 28, 1946 (650 U. 8. C. 98),
$1,834,911,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “National Advisory Committee
for Aeronautics,” on page 10, after line
6, to insert:

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for “Salaries and
expenses,” $3,250,000; and the limitation im-
posed by section 103 of the Independent Of-
fices Appropriation Act, 1951, on the amount
available for travel expenses under this
head, is Increased from *$260,000" to
“$300,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Selective Service System—
Salaries and expenses,” on page 11, line
8, after the word “expenses”, to strike
out “$10,787,899” and insert “$11,000,-
000”; in the same line, after the amend-
ment just above stated, to strike out
the comma and “of which not exceed-
ing $250,000 shall be available for equip-
ment, and not exceeding $35,000 for
travel expenses of special boards”, and in
line 13, after the word “replacement”, to
insert a colon and the following proviso:
“Provided, That both of the limitations
under this head in the Supplemental Ap-
propriation Act, 1951, on the amounts
available for travel expenses are hereby
repealed.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Tennessee Valley Authority,”
on page 12, line 2, after the word
“amount”, to strike out “$64,500,000"" and
insert “$67,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28,
after line 2, to insert:

CHAPTER VIII
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
(Out of revenues of the District of Columbia)
Office of Civil Defense

For an additional amount, fiscal year 1951,
for “Office of Civil Defense,” $337,500; and
appropriations granted under this head for
the fiscal year 1951 shall be available for
personal services without reference to the
civil-service and classification laws.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, I have
an amendment to offer on page 16. Is
there an understanding that the com-
mittee amendments shall be considered
first?

The VICE PRESIDENT, Committee
amendments are to be disposed of first.

The question is on agreeinz to the
amendment on page 28, after line 2.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, in the
heading on page 28, line 12, after the
word “Chapter,” to strike out “VIII” and
insert “IX.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Claims for Damages, Audited
Claims, and Judgments,” on page 28,
line 21, after the word “in”, to insert
“Senate Document No. 244, and”, and in
line 22, after the word “Congress”, to
strike out “$5,274,034” and insert
““$6,983.938.”

The amendmert was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the
heading on page 29, line 11, after the
word “Chapter”, to strike out “IX” and
insert “X.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “General provisions,” on page
29, line 13, to change the section number
from “901” to “1001.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31,
line 4, to change the section number
from *902" to “1002.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31,
line 11, to change the section number
from “903” to “1003.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That com-
pletes consideration of committee
amendments.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, I send
two amendments to the desk and ask
that they be stated.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield so that I may ask for
the adoption of two more amendments
which I am authorized to present to the
Senate by the Committee on Appropria-
tions and as to which I have given no-
tice?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from New Hampshire yield to
the Senator from Tennessee for that

purpose?

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield for that pur-
pose.

Mr. McKELLAR. I send the first

amendment to the desk and ask to have
it stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will state the amendment.

The LEecISLATIVE CLERK. On page 1,
after line 12, it is proposed to insert the
following :

PAYMENT OF SUMS DUE DECEASED CONGRESSIONAL
PERSONNEL

(a) Section 49 of the Revised Statutes is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 49. When any person dies while serv-
ing as a Member of or Delegate to Congress, as
Resident Commissioner from Puerto Rico, as
an officer or employee of either the Senate or
House of Representatives, or as an employee
of a joint committee of the Senate and House
of Representatives, the appropriate disburs-
ing officer of the Senate or House of Repre-
sentatives shall pay to the widow or widower
of such person, or, if there is no widow or
widower, to the next of kin or helrs at law
of such person, any unpaid balance of salary
or other sums due such person at the time
of his death.”

(b) Section 50 of the Revised Statutes is re-
pealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I of-
fer another amendment on hehalf of the
Committee on Appropriations. Its pres-
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entation was unanimously directed by
the committee.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will state the amendment.

The LecIistaTivE CLERK. On page 4,
before the heading entitled “Chapter
II11,” it is proposed to insert the follow-
ing:

i MARITIME ACTIVITIES
SHIP CONSTRUCEION

The first proviso in the paragraph under
the head “United States Maritime Commis-
sion, ship construction” in the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act, 1951, is hereby
amended by striking out “December 31, 1950"
and insgerting in lieu thereof “June 30, 1951".

Appropriations and contract authority
made available to the United States Maritime
Commission for ship construction in the
fiscal years 1850 and 1951, and in addition
thereto $224,000,000 in contract authority,
the totals of which, including not to exceed
$500,000 which may be transferred to the
appropriation "Salaries and expenses” for
necessary - administrative costs without re-
gard to limitations thereon in said appropria-
tions, and including not to exceed $15,000,000
for the construction, activation, acquisition,
and expansion of plant or facilities, on land
whether owned by the Government or other-
wise owned, shall be avallable, without re-
gard to the provisions of the Merchant Ma-
rine Act of 1936 with respect to essential
trade routes, for construction of such addi-
tional dry-cargo vessels as the Bscretary of
Commerce, with the approval of the Presi-
dent, shall find necessary for national se-
curity: Provided, That such additional ves-
sels shall not be subject to the first proviso
under the head “New ship construction” in
the Independent Offices Appropriation Act,
1850, or the last proviso under the head
“Ship construction” in the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act, 1851.

For the payment of obligations incurred
on or after July 1, 1946, including obligations
authorized herein, for ship construction, re-
conditioning and betterments, pursuant to
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended,
and to the authority granted under the head
“United States Maritime Commission” in the
several appropriation acts for the fiscal years
1947, 1948, 1949, 1950, and 1951, the unex-
pended balance of funds heretofore appro-
priated for the liquidation of such obliga-
tions may be consolidated and may, in total,
be available for the liquidation of such obli-
gatlons.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Limitation under the head “Salaries and
expenses,” United States Maritime Commis-
sion, in the Independent Offices Appropria-
tions Act, 1951, are amended as follows:
“Maintenance of shipyard facilities” is in-
creased from “$452,000" to "“$483,000," and
“Maintenance and operation of terminals”
is decreased from “$765,000" to “'§734,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, on
behalf of the committee 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,
after line 2, under the heading “Tennes-
see Valley Authority,” following the word
“expended”, it is proposed to insert the
following: “: Provided, That purchases
and contracts for supplies or services may
be made by the Authority during the
fiscal year 1951 without regard to any
provisions of law relating to advertising
or competitive bidding.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on
behalf of the committee I offer the

DECEMBER 21

amendment, which I send to the desk
and ask to have stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be stated.

The LEeGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 21,
after line 11, it is proposed to insert the
following:

CHAPTER IX—FOREIGN AID

‘Whenever he determines that such action
is essential, the President may from time
to time utilize, for the effective carrying out
of the purposes of the China Area Ald Act
of 1950 (title II of Public Law 535, 8lst
Cong.), not to exceed in the aggregate 5
percent of the funds made available for the
fiscal year 1951 for the purposes of the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948 (Public Law
472, 80th Cong.), as amended.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. McKEeLLar] on behalf of the com-
mittee.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ENOWLAND subsequently said:
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that at the point where the 5-percent
ECA amendment was agreed to a state-
ment and two letters from the ECA Ad-
ministrator be printed in the Recorn.

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

Economic COOPERATION ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D. C., December 20, 1950.
Hon. WiLriam F. ENOWLAND,
United States Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR Brun: You inqguired as to the general
purposes for which we requested a right to
transfer 5 percent of our appropriated funds
from title I to title II.

As a result of developments since the pas-
sage of this year's appropriations bill less
money is needed for economic aid to Europe
and more is needed for economic aid in the
Far East between now and June 30, 1851,
In view of this we feel it desirable that the
right be given to transfer up to 6 percent
from the European to the far eastern title,
This would make available a possible total
of $125,900,000 in the general area of China.

This authority is sought for these imme-
diate reasons: to increase by $15,000,000 the
amount of aid to Formosa, to provide $15,-
000,000 to inaugurate a program in the Phil-
ippines, and to reimburse the sum of §4,500,-
000 used to purchase grain sorghums in the
United States to relleve a threat of famine
in India. In addition, it seems prudent to
provide authority in case further transfers
prove necessary in the critical area of Far
East and Southeast Asia where urgent action
may be required at any time. Any transfer
of funds which ECA proposes would also, of
course, require the approval of the Budget
Bureau and the President.

The only one of the above programs which
has not already been in operation for some
months is the Philippine program where we
propose to use up to $15,000,000 between
now and June 80, 1851, to the extent that
projects are submitted by the Philippine
Government which warrant ECA approval.
The fund would not be used, however, un-
less the Philippine Government took the
necessary steps for social and fiscal reform
which were accepted in general terms by the
president of the Philippines in an agreement
signed on November 14, 1850. I am attach-
ing a press release which outlines the major
points in that agreement, which basically
were that if appropriate reforms were un-
dertaken by the Philippine Government the
President of the United States would pro-
pose a substantial program of economic aid
to the United States Congress, This pro-
gram would be designed to extend over a
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period of years. ECA does not propose to
take any other action on the major program
other than the $15,000,000 proposed above
until the whole plan has been presented to
the Congress for appropriate legislation.

However, since the Government of the
Philippines is moving rapidly toward the ini-
tiation of those reforms, ECA and the State
Department, with the approval of the Pres-
ident of the United States, feel that we
should initiate some of the projects at once
s0 as to develop further the enthusiasm and
support of the Philippine Government and
people.

With this financial and moral support
from the United States I belleve that we can
establish promptly an effective ald program
which will make possible a major improve-
ment in the whole Philippine situation.

Thanks for the opportunity of commenting
on these plans.

Sincerely,
WirLiaMm C., FOSTER,
Administrator.

P. 8.—You will, of course, recall that the
China Area Aid Act of 1950 prohibits the use
of these funds in Communist-dominated
areas.

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF AUTHORIZATION To

TrANSFER FUNDS APFROPRIATED UNDER TITLE

1 ror THE EUROPEAN ARrea TO TITLE

II or THE GENERAL AREA OF CHINA OF Pus-

Lic Law 535

As conditions have developed since the ap-
propriation bill was passed, the demands on
the funds for Europe will be less in propor-
tion to the demands on the available funds
for the general area of China. It is, there-
fore, felt desirable that flexibility be provided
by authorizing the President to transfer up
to 5 percent between the two titles of Pub-
lic Law 535. This proposed flexibility is the
same as the Congress provided for the mutual
defense assistance program.

It is not intended to use that amount for
any new purposes but simply to have funds
available which can be used to meet emer-
gencies in the critical Far East area if neces-
sity requires. I am informed that the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Administration contem-
plates only the following additional expendi-
tures: $15,000,000 for the Philippines; $15,-
000,000 for Formosa, and $4,500,000 to replace
funds diverted from Burma, Indochina, Indo-
nesia, and Thailand for the purchase of grain
to relieve famine conditions in India. These
and any other additional expenditures would,
of course, require the approval of the Bureau
of the Budget and the President.

The only one of the above programs that
is new is the one for the Philippines and
these funds would not be used unless the
Philippine Government took the steps to-
ward necessary social and fiscal reform which
were accepted by the President of the Philip-
pines in £a agreement signed with Mr. Fos-
ter as the representative of President Tru-
man o:: November 14, 1950. I have been as-
sured that the major program would not be
undertaken until the whole plan has been
presented to the Congress and approved. The
Government of the Philippines, however, is
moving rapidly toward the initiation of these
reforms and it is felt that the United States
should tcke advantage of that impetus and
initiate some of the projects at once.

The need for additional funds for Formosa
is urgent due to increased heavy burdens and
unless additional funds can quickly be made
available, the economy of Formosa will be
seriously jeopardized. These requirements
for the Philippines and for Formosa cannot
be met by reduction of the scheduled pro-
grams for Burma, Indochina, Indonesia, and
Thailand without severe risk to the achieve-
ments of the objectives of the United States
in the whole area. Of course none of these
funds can be used in a Communist-domi~
nated area.
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DecemBER 16, 1950.
Hon. KENNETH D. MCKELLAR,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeEar SENATOR McKELLaAr: The Economic
Cooperation Administration is now operat-
ing in Formosa and Southeast Asia under the
authorization of title II of Public Law 535
with funds left over from earlier appropria-
tions for the China-aid program. It is re-
quested that authorization be given the
President to transter up to 5 percent of the
funds appropriated under title I to title II
of Public Law 535 in order to permit the pro-
grams now scheduled to be maintained for
the rest of the fiscal year and to provide flexi-
bility to meet contingencies in this strategic
and critical area of the world.

About $98,000,000 remained from earlier
appropriations for the China-ald program
and the Congress earmarked $40,000,000 for
the Formosa program, $8,000,000 for humani-
tarian rellef in China and $6,000,000 for
Chinese students and teachers in the United
States. It was assumed, however, for plan-
ning purposes that it would not be feasible to
provide relief in China and that the $8,000,-
000 tentatively earmarked for this purpose
would be available for the general area,
Fifty-two million dollars were therefore con-
sidered to be available for Burma, Indo-
china, Indonesia, and Thailand, although
even this amount was somewhat less than
recommended by the Griffin mission which
surveyed the needs of these countries during
this past spring.

The need for additional funds during this
fiscal year for programs which are now
scheduled arises primarily because of neces-
sary expenditures which were not antici-
pated at the time of the original estimates.
The President, because of the famine condi~
tions in India, allocated $4,500,000 to pur-
chase grain for that country. Thirty million
dollars will also be required to carry out the
economic program recently initiated in the
Philippines and to maintain the Formosa
program which has been changed as a result
of the improved military situation of the
island from a rellef and rehabilitation pro-
gram operating on a month-to-month basis
to one designed to enable Formosa to achieve
self-sufficiency within a few years. These
additional expenditures cannot be met by
reducing the scheduled programs in the
other countries without severe risk to the
achievement of our objectives in this area.
Costs, moreover, have increased substantially
since the original estimates were formulated.

As of this date, about $52,000,000 of the
$92,000,000 available have been obligated. A
good part of the period since the Congress
authorized use of these funds in the general
area of China, however, had to be utilized in
organizing the missions, in negotiating the
required bilateral agrzements, and in screen-
ing the preliminary programs. The program
in Burma, Indochina, Indonesia, and Thai-
land have, therefore, only been in full opera~-
tion for approximately 2 months, and the
amended program for Formosa for about the
same length of time. At the rate of obliga-
tion which has now been reached and which
is required to maintain the momentum of
the program, available funds will be ex-
hausted during the third gquarter of this
fiscal year, even if emergencies do not arise
which would require expenditure of more
funds than now scheduled. It is considered,
moreover, that funds must be available to
meet emergency situations.

We, of course, hope that expenditures can
be held to the $36,000,000 additional required
for the programs now scheduled. The posi-
tion of the United States in this troubled
area should not, however, be risked on the
certainty of being able to do so. Authoriza-
tion is, therefore, requested to transfer up
to 5 percent of the funds appropriated for
the European area so that funds will be avall-
able to meet emergencies as well as to main-
tain the present programs. For example; it
has been apparent in recent weeks that mili-
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tary burdens are weighing heavily on the
Formosan economy and considerably more
than the amount now estimated may be
needed to prevent economic and financial
collapse and to preserve the real progress
already achieved. The situation in Indo-
china is critical and the building up of
indigenous military forces may impose finan-
cial burdens which will require additional
economic support. Harvests are again bad
in India, and it may again be necessary to
help finance increased grain imports if
famine conditions are to be avoided. Such
examples can be multiplied, but we con-
sider that it is clear that in these days com-
mon prudence requires that ample funds be
on hand to be used if emergencies do arise.

Authorization to transfer economic-aid
funds between areas is required for the same
reasons that led the Congress to include such
authorization in the MDAP legislation—to
enable the United States to move quickly
and effectively to meet emergencies threat- -
ening our over-all struggle against the forces
of the Kremlin. We do not know in advance
just where the pressure against the free world
is going to build up or in what area it may
be wise for the United States to use its eco-
nomic strength in the general effort to com-
bat Communist pressure. We do know that
with resources that can be rapidly mobilized
the United States stands a better chance of
counteracting the strains and holding the
line against the forces of subversion and
aggression.

Sincerely yours,
Wiriam C. FoSTER,
Administrator.

PRrROPOSED LANGUAGE

Whenever he determines that such action
is essential, the President may from time to
time utilize, for the effective carrying out of
the purposes of the China Area Aid Act of
1950 (title IT of Public Law 535, 81st Cong.),
not to exceed in the aggregate 5 percent of
the funds made available for the fiscal year
1851 for the purposes of the Economic Coop-
eration Act of 1948 (Public Law 472, 80th
Cong.), as amended.

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

Mr, McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. I connection with the
maritime activities amendment which
was adopted a moment ago, providing an
additional $224,000,000, could the Mari-
time Commission buy the two ships
which were discussed the other day, the
Mariposa and the Monterey?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr.
will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Let me say that
it was not in contemplation of the com-
mittee or of the evidence which was pre-
sented to us that that should be done.
This appropriation is designed to enable
the Maritime Commission to build new
ships which are required by the Defense
Establishment.

Mr. LANGER. The amendment spe-
cifically exempts the Commission from
any necessity for buying new ships. It
does not provide that these are to be
new ships.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The amendment
has to do with new ship construction,
as is disclosed by the following provision:

The first proviso in the paragraph under
the head “United States Maritime Commis-
sion, ship construction” in the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act, 1961, is hereby
amended by striking out *“December 31,
;351;;5:131 inserting in lieu thereof “June

President,
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Appropriations and contract authority
made available to the United States Mari-
time Commission for ship construction in the
fiscal years 1950 and 1951, and in addition
thereto $224,000,000 in contract authority——

Mr. LANGER. Let me invite the Sen-
ator’'s attention——

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I beg the Sen-
ator’'s pardon. Please permit me to
answer,

The appropriation acts for the fiscal
years 1950 and 1951 which Congress
passed last year, and which are referred
to, did not contain provisions authoriz-
ing the acquisition of the ships referred
to, and there was under consideration
upon ihe floor the other day a special
bill dealing wvith that question, which
was not passed. I feel quite confident
that there is nothing in this amendment
which changes the situation with respect
to the two vessels to which reference
has been made.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator further yield?

Mr. OMAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. I call attention to the
proviso at the end of the second para-
graph of the amendment, reading as
follows:

Provided, That such additional vessels shall
not be subject to the first proviso under the
head, “New ship construction” in the Inde-
pendent Offices Appropriation Act, 1950, or
the last proviso under the head, “Ship con-
struction” in the Independent Offices Appro-
priation Act, 1951.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Those provisos
were provisos of limitation, by which
only a certain number of new vessels
could be.built. That is all that has been
eliminated.

Mr. LANGER. What the Senator from
North Dakota wants to know is this:
Must this $224,000,000 be spent for new
ships?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes.

Mr. LANGER. Or can the Commis-
sion buy old hulks?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. No.
new ships.

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Is it not true
that by changing the language which is
a part of the amendment of the Senator
from Tennessee, the Maritime Commis-
sion is permitted to use, up to July 1,
1951, certain funds which were appro-
priated for the construction of passenger
ships? That language has been changed
so that freight-carrying ships may be
constructed, ships which will have a
speed of 20 knots, draw 30 feet, and hold
a certain number of tons.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. New ships.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. New ships; and
those new ships are to cost $7,000,000
apiece. By putting in the $224,000,000
in addition to the language change with
respect to the $126,000,000, we permit the
Maritime Commission to build 50 new
ships. Is not that correct?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Scnator is
quite correct. Will the Senator not
agree with me that it is not the inten-
tion of the committee, and there is noth-
ing in this language to authorize the
purchase of any old ships?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. It certainly is
not the intention of the committee, Ab-

This is for
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solutely not. Other ships would have
to be purchased by the Navy Depart-
ment from military funds, entirely apart
from this appropriation. That is the
committee’s intention.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. O'CONOR. Is it not true, in fur-
therance of the statement of the Sen-
ator from Wyoming, that Admiral Coch-
ran of the Maritime Commission and
others have urged this measure as es-
sential, so a to provide ships in addi-
tion to those which are presently avail-
able, and that the entire urge is for new
construction to supplement existing
facilities?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator from
Maryland is quite correct. I think I am
at liberty to say that a request is now
pending before the Bureau of the Budget
for additional sums for the construction
of additional ships. This request will be
presented in the new budget.

Mr. McEELLAR. At all events, I will
say to the Senate that the committee
allowed what was asked, because we
thought it was a time of danger, and that
new ships ought to be made available.
After hearing the testimony of the va-
rious witnesses we allowed this item to
go in.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will the
Senato: from Tennessee yield in order
that I may insert in the Recorp a state-
ment in support of the committee’s posi-
tion on this question.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the statement will be printed in
the RECORD. ¢

The statement is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR O'CoNoR

‘There are few, if any, reaquirements which

have greater merit and call for more imme-

diate action than the upbuilding of cur mer-
chant marine.

Despite the costly lessons of World Wars I
and II, our Nation has failed to give proper
recognition to the important part to be
played in an emergency by the merchant
marine. Despite the experience of the past,
many people considered the laid-up fleet as
available for any use when necessity arose.

Some of us saw the inherent dangers in
this policy and gave warning that we would
be caught unprepared if we did not take
forthright and adequate steps to remedy
the situation. I might add at this juncture
that about a year ago I introduced the long-
range shipping bill which, if promptly en-
acted, would have gone far to remedy the
present unfortunate situation.

In the Korean crisis America learned to its
sorrow that only a small portion of the laid-

up fleet was of the type that could be placed

into immediate service in order to answer
the need of the hour. It is a matter of great
regret to note that we did not have enough
troop ships and fast cargo ships ready for the
emergenzy. It was necessary to charter
foreign ships and it would have been even
more disastrous had we been faced by a foe
which had readily available submarines and

air forces to repel the Inchon landing,

There is imperative need for ships which
can move American ftroops expeditiously.
There is immediate need for fast cargo ships
that can continue to help the armed services
by transporting ammunition and supplies.
The inexcusable neglect evidenced toward
the maritime industry has resulted in a de-
plorable condition with regard to available
shipbuilding personnel in the United States,
Tnless remedial action is taken, and taken
promptly, in connection with efforts to mo-
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bilize the country’s resources sgainst Com-
munist aggression, it would be folly to ex-
pect anything but a complete break-down
of American shipping and shlp construction
in the event of the long-dreaded all-out
attack by Communist forces.

Recollection of the great number of ships
constructed during World War II confuses
many of our people, who apparently feel
that these laid-up ships could be put back
into service at & moment's notice, and would
be entirely satisfactory for naval auxiliary
and Army transport use. As anyone familiar
with the situation knows full well, however,
there is quite a time lag between the with-
drawal of these vessels from the laid-up fieet
and the date of their reentry into service.
Much more important, however, is the fact
that, by and large, they are not fast enough
to keep up with the speedy naval forces of
today or to avoid the improved enemy sub-
marines that will be encountered in any
future naval engagement.

What is urgently and vitally needed is a
continuing program of ship construction
which will prevent “block obsolescence”, that
will permit recruitment and maintenance of
a minimum core of experienced shipbuild-
ers, and that will keep the United States at
least somewhat abrea:t at all times of its
peacetime and wartime maritime needs.

American private enterprise can be de-
pended upon to do its part in ship construe-
tion if only the Nation will give it the op-
portunity. World War II demonstrated
better than anything in history how success-
fully the maritime industry can respond in
an emergency if it is given the sign to go
ahead.

Those of us who took active part in the
lengthy committee hearings over the 5-week
period earlier this year have long since been
convinced of the crying need for a strong
American merchant marine. This great in-
dustry can be of inestimable value during the
national emergency, now declared by the
President. In past crises patriotic merchant
seamen have done their full share in pro-
tection of the interests of the United States.
Backing them will be ship construction and
ship repair organizations who are experi-
enced and able and deserve our support.
No finer group of patriotic citizens can be
found in America than the key officials, the
workers and seamen who together represent
a merchant marine of which our Nation
can well be proud.

DECEMBER 19, 1950.
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, D. C.:

Respectfully urge administration support
for long-range shipping bills in Congress,
8. 2786 and H. R. 5346. The maritime indus-
try has not had the attention it warrants as
part of the national-defense organization.
The objections previously put forward by
the Treasury Department and the Bureau of
the Budget are now entirely overshadowed
by the current emergency.

Respectfully yours,
GEeo, H. FRENCH,
President, the Maryland Drydock Co.

BALTIMORE ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE,
Baltimore, Md., December 18, 1950.
Hon, Harry 8. TRUMAN,
President of the United States,
Washington, D. C.;

The Baltimore Assoclation of Commerce,
representing 2,300 business and industrial
organizations of this community, earnestly
requests your vigorous support of the long-
range shipping legislation now pending be-
fore Congress after receiving approval of the
appropriate committees of both Houses.

A strong United States-flag merchant fleet
is a fundamental need in this period of na-
tional crisis both as a defense measure and
for the preservation of our economy. As a
center of world shipping and ship construc-
tion and repair with experienced personnel
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whose skills must be preserved for this emer-
gency, Baltimore is particularly concerned.
We view the situation, however, primarily
as a national issue of the gravest significance,
G. H. POUDER,
Ezxecutive Vice President.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President——

Mr. ENOWLAND, Mr, President, will
the Senator yield for an insertion in
the Recorp at this point of some explana-
tory material?

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, did not
I have the floor?

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair
begs the Senator’s pardon. The Senator
from New Hampshire had the floor, and
yielded to the Senator from Tennessee
for the purpose of offering some amend-
ments.

Mr. BRIDGES.
from Georgia.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, in view
of the action taken by the Senate in en-
acting the authorization for military
public works, I ask that the bill be
amended, on page 14, line 14, after the
words “Military construction, Army,” by
inserting “including construction as au-
thorized by law.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, that amendment will be made.

Mr. RUSSELL. I offer the same
amendment on page 18, line 22, after the
word “new”, the language to be inserted
being “including construction as author-
ized by law.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is agreed to.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr, President, I ask
that my two amendments be stated. The
amendments are offered on behalf of the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. CorboN], the
Senator from California [Mr. Kxow-
1anp], and myself.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first
amendment offered by the Senator from
New Hampshire for himself and other
Senators will be stated.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 16,
line 24, after the word “therefor”, it is
proposed to insert: “: Provided further,
That none of the funds provided under
this head shall be used for such purposes
in any territory of Korea under Com-
munist control.”

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, Mem-
bers of the Senate will find this item on
page 16, under the heading “Civilian Re-
lief in Korea.” During the hearings I
questioned Secretary Marshall and Sec-
retary Lovett about this problem. Let
me read this brief quotation:

AmouNT FOR RELIEF IN KOREA

Senator Brinces. I wondered in this bill
about the item for $100,000,000 for relief of
various kinds in Korea, Considering the
current situation there, I should think it
would be pretty difficult to apply that now,
would it not?

Secretary Loverr. Yes; I think it would,
Senator BrioGes. General McGruder has the
details on that. That was responsive to a
request in the Department to estimate the
needs on the assumption of course at that
time that the pacification of North Korea was
in motion. The South Eorean portion of it
is, of course, in the lap of the gods.

Senator BripGes, I notice in the North Eo=
rean item, a lot of it is for rebuilding mu-
nicipal distribution systems in North Korea.
I am just wondering whether or not that is
at least a necessary thing in this appropria-
tion. We would have to know what the sit-
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I yield to the Senator
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uation was certainly before we rush into
this to appropriate for North Eorea rehabili-
tation when it may never be in our hands.

Secretary LoveErT. That will be one of the
last items, I am sure, that is justified, Senator
Bripdes, and of course it would depend on
the circumstances then.

Senator BRrIDGES, Certainly, but I am not
sure that psychologically it would be the
thing for us to do, to throw $100,000,000 into
this to help rehabilitate the Communists in
North Eorea at this particular time. I think
you people will want to center on other
things, as I would. I would be enthuslastic
about a situation developing, perhaps, of re-
building some of South Korea, but there
would have to be quite a lot of salesmanship
done on me to spend a lot of money rebuild-
ing North Eorea.

Mr. MCKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New Hampshire yield?

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection
to the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the amendment offered
by the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. BringEs] on behalf of himself, the
Senator from Oregon [Mr, CorboN], and
the Senator from California [Mr,
KNowL. ND] on page 16, after line 24.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself and the Senator from Ore-
gon [Mr. Corpon], I offer another
amendment which I ask to have stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be stated.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK, On page 186,
line 21, after the word “transportation;”,
it is proposed to strike out “$100,000,000"
and to insert in lieu thereof “$50,000,-
000.”

Mr. McCEKELLAR. Mr. President, I
have no objection to the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr, BRIDGES].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, a good
deal of question has hbeen raised by
Members of the Senate respecting the
progress of the Department of Defense
in awarding contracts, how- those con-
tracts are awarded, whether by bid,
whether by negotiated contracts, and
whether or not the rising scale of prices
has iaterfered with the ability of the
contractor or the subcontractor to de-
liver. There is a colloquy in the hear-
ings beginning at the middle of page 26
and continuing to page 31, in which the
Senator from New Hampshire submits a
series of questions and is joined in them
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
O’MasoNEY], the Senator from Califor-
nia [Mr. ENowranD], the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. Hiurl, and other Sena-
tors. I ask unanimous consent that the
questions and answers to which I have
referred may be printed in the REcorp
at this point as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the matter
referred to was ordered to be printed in
the REcORD, as follows:

DEFENSE CONTRACTS

Senator Bripges. Mr. Chairman, in order
to expedite things here, I would like to ask
& series of questions, and then allow the De-
fense Department to answer them in writ-
ing at the next meeting on Monday, and
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that would expedite the thing here, if you
will.

1. I would like the approximate figure as
to the number of defense contracts awarded
up to date,

2. Whether the contracts have been
awarded on bid or negotiated basis?

3. If there have been any negotiated con-
tracts, in general, what have they been for?

4, If contracts have been awarded on a bid
basis, have there beea cases where the suc-
cessful bidder was unable to assume his ob-
ligations in the contract through failure to
produce the product? There are a good
many rumors on that, in the Subcommittee
in the Armed Services.

Then, 5. How many successful bldders
have had to ask for more funds subsequent
to the date of the contract due to circum-
stances which they consider beyond their
control?

Senator HmL. Would you say “And what
were those circumstances"?

Senator BRIDGES. Yes.

6. If from the answers to the above it is
obvious that certain contracts are not being
fulfilled according to their original obliga-
tions, we would like a report made to the
committee which would include the fol-

lowing:
The total contracts awarded on the bid
basis, on negotiated basis. Contracts

awarded on the bid basis subsequently can-
celed by the Department of Defense, and
for what reason canceled. Contracts
awarded on the bid basis for which no de-
liveries have been made by contracting firm
or industry, and for what reason. A number
of contracts awarded on the bid basis where
contracting firm or industry came back for
an increase in funds for completion, and for
what purpose.

Senator O'MazONEY, May I interrupt at
that point to ask a question subordinate to
that? How many contracts contaln esca-
lator price clauses?

Senator BrIDGEs. That is very good. And
what is the policy on subcontracts? In other
words, various people of your Department
with or without your knowledge are making
different statements about subcontracts, and
sometimes it is sald that the Defense Depart-
ment has complete jurisdiction over them,
and some others say, “Well, now, that is a
thing over which we have no jurisdiction and
that comes wholly under the contracting firm
for the top contract.”

I think if the clerk will submit those, and
they can be answered in writing, that will
save & lot of time here.

Senator O'MaxoNEY. Let us add another
question: What has been the experience of
the Defense Department with respect to in-
creasing prices durlng the past 6 months?

Senator ELLENDER. May I submit another
question, following Senator Bripges? I
would like to know this: I have been in-
formed that on several occasions bids have
been submitted by various contractors, all
of whom have qualified, but yet when the
time comes to give the bid out, there is a
feeling that in many cases the low bidder is
not accepted, although he is qualified, but is
given to one that has had experience in World
‘War II. Now, I would like to know what the
policy is going to be in the future, if the De-
fense Department is going to invite bidders
and give it not to those who have the lowest
bid, but to those who have had the expe-
rience in the past. It strikes me that it
ought to be given to the lowest bidder.

Senator O'MaHONEY. The lowest respon-
sible bidder.

Mr. LoverT. In Senator Brinces’ first ques-
tion, you used the word *“obligated” or
“contracted”?

Senator Bringes. I referred to the num-
ber that have been awarded, that is, you can
subdivide them under those that have been
contracted, actually contracts awarded, or
that there are partial steps in so doing.
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Mr. Loverr. I find we frequently cause con-
fusion unintentionally by following the
budget description of “obligations” which re-
quires the full contract, whereas all of the
services operate really on the basis of com-
mitment when letters are sent out and en-
gineering production starts before the con=-
tract is fully completed—the basic agree-
ments having been reached. So if Senator
Bringes will permit, we will deal with it on
the basis of committing funds, and then con-
tracted in addition, so as to give you the full
picture. Otherwise it would be misleading.

Senator Brmges. There has been called to
my attention where I sald contracts awarded
on a bid basis on which no delivery is made;
I mean by that where, for some reason, they
have reneged, where you have awarded it in
good faith, but where the company has not
lived up to the delivery on the contract.

Mr. Loverr. That is understood.

(The information requested is as follows:)

“DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROCUREMENT ACTIV=-
ITY JULY 1 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 1850

“1, Question. Number of Department of
Defense contracts awarded and/or committed
since July 1. Money value represented by
such contracts.

“Answer. During the first 4 months of fis-
cal year 1951, the Department of Defense
placed approximately 500,000 purchase ac-
tions. Since this figure includes local pur-
chases (purchases under $1,000), which type
of purchase accounts for the great bulk of
all governmental purchase transactions, it is
probably more significant that there has
been committed and obligated from all pro-
curement funds and project authorizations
during the period approximately $8,100,000,-
060. 1t must be borne in mind that in-
cluded in the latter sum are commitments
to Government-owned manufacturing ar-
senals and plants. Accordingly, the indus-
trial impact of these commitments has not
been fully realized by the award of all con-
tracts thereunder.

“g2, Question. Which part of 1 above was
negotiated and which part advertised in
number of transactions and amount of
money?

“Answer. Although our statistical effort is
not entirely current for the first 4 months
of fiscal year 1951, the best estimate available
is that approximately 5C,000 transactions
were advertised, representing a value of $900,-
000,000, and 450,000 transactions were nego-
tiated, representing a money value of over
£7,000,000,000. Here, again, it must be borne
in mind that the negotiated figure includes
local purchases which, during fiscal year
1950, represented 75 percent of the total
number of negotiated transactions and 3 per-
cent of the value of the negotiated transac-
tions.

3 Question. In general terms, what items
are being negotiated?

“Answer. Generally speaking, the military
departments have been negotiating for the
following types of items: (a) Those that are
highly technical; (b) those for which but
one source exist; (c) those which are ur-
gently needed in support of military opera-
tions; and (d) those that are in extremely
short supply. Included are such items as
tanks and military-type vehicles, large and
complicated electronic items, aircraft, mis-
siles, aircraft maintenance and overhaul
services, airline transportation services, steel,
aluminum and aviation gasoline, and the
like.

“The Secretary of Defense approved today,
December 18, 1950, a policy designed to
broaden the industrial base of our procure-
ment programs. This policy requires that
contracts be spread across industry as widely
as possible. In accomplishing this purpose
wider use of negotiation will be required.
Formal advertising will continue to be used,
but not when its use will adversely affect
either the speed-up of the procurement
process or the broadening of the indust':rla.l
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base. The declaration by the President of a
state of national emergency permlts the
Becretaries of Army, Navy, and Air Force to
authorize negotiation pursuant to the au-
thority of section 2 (c) (1) of the Armed
Bervices Procurement Act of 1947. Copy of
the policy approved today is set forth below,
showing the 10 points to which the military
departments are to pay particular attention
in placement of contracts.

"4, Question. Under advertising—

“{a) What is the experience with respect
to default by contractors?

“Answer. Defaults In advertised Depart-
ment of Defense procurements have always
been negligible in number. There has been
no marked upswing in the number of de-
faults since July 1, 1950. However, it should
be noted that in general it is still too early
for default actions to occur with respect to
advertised contracts related to the Eorean
action. The reason for this is that, in gen-
eral terms, awards made during August 1950
specify delivery dates of from 2 to 6 months,
The Department foresees, however, an in-
crease of defaults for the reason of contrac-
tor’s inability to perform.

“(b) Have the contracts been canceled?
If so, for what reason?

“Answer. There have been the usual num-
ber of ‘terminations for the convenience of
the Government." In addition, there have
been cases of termination for default which,
upon investigation, are found to have been
Jjustified under the provisions of the contract.
In these instances the cases are converted
and terminated ‘for convenience of the Gov-
ernment’ and not by ‘default’ Where the
justification does not exist it is necessary
that the excess costs, if any, of the default
be held against the defaulting contractor’s
account. Appeals are permitted in the in-
stances where differences of opinion are not
resolved between the contractor and the con-
tracting officer.

“(c) Have upward revisions in prices been
requested? For what reason?

“Answer. Yes. Upward revisions in prices
have been requested in order to prevent seri-
ous loss to contractors due to continuous
and serious price increases. In those in-
stances in which the contract did not specifi-
cally provide for the price redetermination
or escalation, the requests were refused, since
there is no legal basis for adjusting prices
upward without legal consideration.

*“{d) Are awards made to the lowest bid-
der? Under what circumstances does pro-
duction experience in World War II result in
an award to other than the lowest bidder?

“Answer. Yes; awards are made to the low=
est responsible bidder, price and other factors
considered. Prior to receiving the award of a
military contract, a bidder must show evi-
dence of his financial and technical qualifi-
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cations to perform. Previous successful pro-
duction experience, including that of World
War II, Is one indication of such qualifica-
tion. However, award is never made solely
because of World War II production expe-
rience to other than the lowest responsible
bidder.

“5. Question. In general terms, have con-
tractors requested upward revisions in prices
without consideration or under price rede-
termination or escalation provisions con-
tained in the contract? Upon what basis
have the revisions been requested?

“Answer. In situations in which the con-
tracts do not contain price redetermination
or escalation clauses, contract modifications
have been requested on the basis of serious
financial loss due to the unforeseen price
increases. Since no legal consideration
passes to the Government, relief cannot and
has not been granted. In situations in
which price redetermination or escalation
clauses are included in the contracts, up-
ward price revisions have been allowed in
accordance with the terms of the particular
contract.

“6. Question, In general terms, how many
contracts contain provisions for price escala-
tion?

“Answer. Very few. Every effort 1z made
to purchase military requirements on a
fixed-price basis. Price escalation and price
redetermination is authorized only when
there are unknown pricing factors which
will become evident as production under the
contract progresses and, by including the
clauses, contingency charges will be mini-
mized. It should be noted that there is con-
siderable pressure for price redetermination
and escalation provisions in procurements
now under consideration. If economic con-
ditions continue as at present, it can be
expected that further pressure for such esca-
lation will be exerted.

“7. Question. In general terms, what 1s
Department of Defense experience in price
increases in the last 6 months?

“Answer. The Department of Defense has
undertaken, within each of the military de-
partments, a continuing study of price levels.
Price comparisons for end products pur=
chased by the military departments are diffi-
cult to make because of the constant evolu-
tion and development of the product, and our
price studies indicate that price increases
have varied considerably by types of prod-
ucts. We have also even found that there
have been price decreases resulting from
greater volume production. Both the Air
Force and the Navy have indicated a general
experience of an over-all price rise of ap-
proximately 10 percent occuring over the
period in question. Price studies of -the
Army made by each of the technical serv-
ices of representative items procured by the
technical services show:

Avernge
1 , price

Technical services Ttems indresses

percent
Bignal Corps. . . -eeeereooo-| Radioset and fleld wire. e 9.7
Corps of Engineers. Lumber and miscellaneous construction equipment. . ... .____. 18.3
Quartermaster. __..... Cotton and wool cloth, wool (foreign and domestic), leather and shoes.. 80. 5
Transportation Corps Railroad cars and cargo pallets 12.8
Ordnance Corps.._....... M etals, chemieals, ete e 5 0.8

Medical Bervices. . .| Miscellaneous medicines, chemicals, and medical devices. . —vomeeooen.s 34

“8. Question. What is the current Depart-
ment of Defense policy in regard to sub-
contract management?

“Answer. One of the principal services the
Government obtains from Industry under a
contract i1s contractor management wirich in-
cludes, among other things, subcontract
management. Although the Military De-
partments promote the widest possible sub-
contracting by the prime contractor and
particularly small business, and reserve the
right to approve the more significant sub-
contracts, they do not intervene in any way
nor direct the contractual relationship be-

tween the prime contractor and his sub-
contractors.

“BROADENING OF POLICY RELATIVE TO THE INDUS-
TRIAL BASE OF PROCUREMENT PROGRAMS

“The President has declared a national
emergency. The issuance of this declaration
permits the Secretaries of the Military De-
partments to authorize the negotiation of
purchases and contracts pursuant to the
authority contained in section 2 (c¢) (1) of
the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947.
The Munitions Board recommended, and I
approved, the following statement of policy.
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“The Milltary Departments have already
received instructions to accelerate procure-
ment actions in connection with second sup-
plemental 1951 funds. It is essential in com-
plying with these instructions that contracts
be spread across Industry as widely as possi-
ble in order to broaden the industrial base
of our procurement program. Broadening
the base will require wider use of negotiation.
Formal advertising will continue to be used
in appropriate cases, but not when such use
will adversely affect the acceleration of pro-
curement or the broadening of the industrial
base contemplated by this directive.

“The Military Departments should pay
particular attention to—

“{a) The greatest possible integration of
current procurement contracts with the in-
dustrial mobilization program and the ac-
cepted schedules of production.

“{b) The equitable distribution of pro-
curement contracts among the maximum
number of competent suppliers. The con-
centration of contracts with a few leader
suppliers is to be avoided unless the necessity
therefor is clear.

“(e) The utilization of existing open in-
dustrial capacity to the maximum. Expan-
sion of facilities ehould not be authorized
when open capacity can be found. When-
ever time permits, and in order to broaden
the mobilization base, additional contractors
should be utilized in lieu of multishift or
overtime operation,

“(d)The fullest possible use of small-busi-
ness CONCerns.

“(e) The utilization in negotiation of com-
petition and multiple awards, whenever pos-
sible. )

“{f) The aggressive encouragement or re-
quirement of subcontracting by prime con-
tractors.

“({g) The provision of maximum incentive
to the producer for the reduction of his
costs.

“{(h) The placement of contracts with a
view to economies in the use of transporta-
tion facilities. d

“(i) The availability of manpower in dis-
tressed employment areas or in areas of
manpower shortages.

“{j) The reservation of special skills and
abilities for the more difficult production
tasks.

“To the extent necessary, departmental
procurement procedures and practices should
be modified to conform to the foregoing.
Particular attention should be paid to the
caliber of personnel engaged in the nego-
tiation of contracts.”

Mr. MORRAY. Mr. President, I offer
as an amendment a new section, which
I ask to have inserted at the proper place
in the bill, and which I ask to have
stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be stated.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the appro-
priate place in the bill it is proposed to
insert:

8ec. —. In order to stimulate production
of strategic minerals and metals from small
deposits located in the United States, the
RFC is authorized and directed, pursuant to
regulations duly promulgated in that regard,
and provided a claim has been filed or is
filed within 6 months immediately following
the date of the enactment of this act, to pay
to a producer of strategic or critical miner-
als or metals, an amount equal to the unre-
covered costs, including capital expenditures,
not, however, in excess of $100,000,000 to any
one producer, incurred during the period be-
tween September 8, 1939, and August 14, 1945,
in a good faith effort to furnish or arrange to
furnish any of said materials or metals for
use in the prosecution of the war, whether
contracted for In writing or In response to
any oral, written, or published request, solici-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

tation, appeal, or offer to purchase from a
contracting agency defined in the Contract
Settlement Act of 1044, Seventy-eighth Con-
gress, Public Law 395. A claim otherwise
allowable under the provisions of this act
shall not be barred by reason of (1) prior
rejection under the Contract Settlement Act
of 1944, Public Law 385, Seventy-eighth Con-
gress, or (2) the lapse of a corporate charter,
where the claim is filed by a surviving stock-
holder.

_Mr. McEELLAR. This is evidently
legislation. We have had no hearings
on the subject at all. We do not know
whether it is good legislation or bad leg-
islation. I am instructed by the com-
mittee to enter a point of order against
the amendmenf.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will
the Senator withhold his point of order
for a moment?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes.

Mr. MURRAY. I wisn to call atten-
tion to the fact that if we are going to
produce some of the scarce critical
metals which are essential in the war,
it is necessary that the action proposed
by the amendment be taken. In World
War II a great number of small mining
operators, as a result of being requested,
or acting upon the statements made by
the procurement agencies of the Gov-
ernment, undertook to develop some
scarce metals and minerals. When the
war ended they had not been able to
cover the costs of their operations, The
amendment seeks to bring about that
just action, that just compensation for
these mine operators. If we are going
to expect them again to undertake de-
velopment of mines producing scarce
minerals we must treat them with fair-
ness and prevent them from incurring
great expense for which they would not
be compensated. It seems to me it is
an amendment which is necessary in
order to encourage the small mine oper-
ators to go to work on mines that con-
tain metals and minerals of a kind which
are essential to war production.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, if
the Senator will permit me, I will say
in reply that we do not know with what
the amendment deals. It has not been
recommended o us. There is no budget
estimate for it. There has been no testi-
mony taken about it. The only thing
we know is that at the last moment the
Senator from Montana offers the amend-
ment. It may be a very good thing, but
the Senator will have to offer it at the
next session of Congress. It cannot go
into this bill. I make the point of order
against it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
SPARKMAN in the chair). Will the Sena-
tor from Tennessee withhold his point
of order until the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. McCarran]1 has spoken?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes,

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I de-
sire to take only several minutes of the
Senate’'s time today on the subject of
governmental red tape as it perfains to
this country's acute shortage of war
metals and minerals.

The Congress enacted into law on Sep-
tember 8, 1950, the Defense Production
Act of 1950 with the express purpose of
facilitating the production of goods and
services necessary for national security.
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Section 302 of the act gave the President
authority to make provision for loans
for the exploration, development and
mining of strategic and critical metals
and minerals. Section 303 of the act
gave the President authority to make
provision for the encouragement of ex-
ploration, development, and mining of
critical and strategic minerals and
metals.

I believe I can say without successful
contradiction that it was the intent of
Congress through the act to secure min-
erals and metals as speedily as possible
to build up our depleted reserves. I be-
lieve it was the further intent of Con-
gress that the administering agencies
designated should have the same
thought in mind.

However, the Congress did not reckon
with the red-tape experts in its time-
table of implementing national security.

More than 2 months after enactment
of the Defense Production Act, these
red-tape experts in the National Security
Resources Board were still hard at work
trying to formulate a questionnaire un-
der which an applicant might file for
Government loans under terms of the
act.

Three months after passage of the act
these application forms were finally
completed. In fact, they were so com-
plete that an outstanding mining en-
gineer with 25 years of experience told
me he could not fill out one of the appli-
cation form monstrosities if his life de-
pended upon it.

This application form is a masterpiece
of “red tape intellect.” Each form has
12 pages of searching questions whose
answers would no more indicate the pro-
duction potential of a mine than it would
predict a probable date for armageddon.
Whether a one-man mining company
wants to borrow $5,000 to sink a mine
shaft or a big corporation wants $100,-
000,000 to build an H-bomb plant, the
same questions must be answered.

Each questionnaire must ke submit-
ted in quadruplicate. An item over-
looked by the “red tape experts"” was
that the paper on which the forms were
printed is so heavy that a squad of type-
writers cannot make a carbon impression
on a duplicate copy, let alone on the
triplicate or quadruplicate copies. Per-
haps, a miner's jackhammer would ke
more appropriate.

Let me point to a part of the text of
this application form. There are 18
basic questions, with 26 subheadings,
plus a comprehensive financial state-
ment, & comparative statement of in-
come and expences, and a comparative
statement of condition of the applicant.

A mining company would be eligible
to secure a loan application only if its
metal or mineral were on the essential
list. Strangely enough, this question-
naire asks the applicant to set forth the
existent shortages of the metal or min-
eral, either regionally or nationally, pre-
sumably, the true shortage of a metal
such as copper, lead, or zine, is top-secret
information known only to the muni-
tions board, the joint chiefs of staff, and
the National Security Resources Board
itself.

The form asks the miner to go one
step further and do a “crystal gazing
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act” by predicting to the National Se-
curity Resources Board what the future
shortage of the metal or mineral might
be. Again, such predictions can come
only from the munitions board, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, and the National Secu-
rity Resources Board.

The applicant must also provide his
“blank check” to the Federal Govern-
ment, by agreeing to “reimburse any
agency upon demand for any expenses
incurred in connection with or arising
out of this application or any loan made
pursuant hereto.”

Meanwhile, the mining men of the
West, who are asking for a chance to dig
out minerals vital to any war effort, are
plagued with this “comedy of errors.”

The National Security Resources
Board time and again vetoed suggestions
of the Defense Minerals Administration,
staffed by some dollar-a-year leaders in
the mining industry, that an application
form or at least some of the questions
have a relevance to the mining industry.
Instead, four economists from the Na-
tional Security Resources Board were al-
lowed to dictate their “red tape whims"
to a mining industry trying with every
means at its command to build up our
mineral reserves.

The Defense Minerals Administration,
charged with marshaling our mineral
and metal potential, rebelled to no avail
against the “red tape dictates.” Instead,
today, the miner must fill out the 12-
page National Security Resources Board
form, plus a 10-question Defense Min-
erals Administration statement of facts.
The latter deals with the practical as-
pects of mining, such as the extent of
deposits, assay reports, production rec-
ords, and preduction facilities.

One miner has written to me that in
dealing with this “red tape,” he will
probably have to use more lead in writ-
ing out the practically endless forms
than he will be able to dig out of the
ground for some time to come.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Nevada yield to the Sena-
tor from Wyoming? .

Mr. McCARRAN. 1 shall finish my
statement in a moment.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I simply wish to
make a comment regarding the Senator’s
speech.

Mr. McCARRAN. Very well, I am glad
to have the Senator from Wyoming do so,

Mr. OMAHONEY. I am very happy,
indeed, that the Senator from Nevada
has made this statement for the Recorp,
The facts, as he relates them, are correct,
as they have been found by members of
the staff of the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs. I should like to
have the Senator know that the com-
raittee will endeavor to induce the au-
thorities who have prepared this amaz-
ing questionnaire to see a little light of
reason and draw up an application form
which a mining engineer can understand
and can fill out.

I thank the Senator very much for his
statement.

Mr. McCCARRAN. Mr, President, I am
grateful to the Senator from Wyoming
for his contribution. Let me say that it
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should not be necessary for a mining
engineer to fill out the form, because the
practical miner who tramps the hills and
finds the ledges and knows what a ledge
or a lode or a vein is, is usually able to
give comprehensive advice as to what he
has found. Technical matters—such as,
for instance, assays and the like—may
follow thereafter,

Mr. President, I am protesting this
“red tape monstrosity” to Chairman
Stuart Symington, of the National Se-
curity Resources Board, in the hope that
a more sensible approach may be taken
to a critical problem.

I bring this commentary to the at-
tention of the Senate in the further hope
that we may be able to point out to the
administrative agencies that total war,
if it comes, might be lost in a maze of
red tape. Such a total war can only be
won with planes, tanks, and guns.

This Nation must have minerals and
metals—not on paper application forms,
but in fighting equipment in the hands
of our soldiers, sailors, and airmen.

I thank the Senate for its attention.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in
regard to the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. Murrayl, I
make the point of order that it proposes
the addition of legislation to an appro-
priation bill. I am very sorry to have to
make the point of order. I do so upon
instructions of the committee.

Mr. President, at this point I ask unan-
imous consent that the clerks at the desk
be authorized to correct chapter and sec-
tion nimbers in the bill to correspond
with the amendments which have been
made.

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

Mr. MURRAY. Mr., President, I
merely wish to associate myself with the
remarks which have been made by the
distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr.
McCarran]. He has clearly shown the
need for a revision of the questionnaires
he has discussed. Not only must that
be done, but we must adopt some kind of
a fair and decent attitude toward the
small mine operators if we are going to
get them to undertake to develop the
scarce and strategic minerals which are
essential to the defense preparations of
our counfry.

In the last war, many hundreds of the
small mine owners went to work because
they felt it was their patriotic duty to
undertake to open up deposits which they
thought would be promising and would
furnish the Government with the neces-
sary metals and minerals for the prose-
cution of the war.

That is the reason why I offered my
amendment today. I am sorry that it
is going to be made the subject of a point
of order. I hope that at some proper
time we may be able to have this matter
taken care of.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Our committee
gjtllll be glad to hear the Senator at any

e. .

Mr. MURRAY, I thank the Senator
very much,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]
has made a point of order that the
amendment of the Senator from Mon-
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tana proposes the addition of legislation
to an appropriation bill.

The amendment is clearly legislation
proposed to an appropriation bill; there-
fore, the Chair sustains the point of
order, :

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may
we have the third reading of the bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no further amendment to be proposed,
the question is on the engrossment of the
amendments and third reading of the
bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a. third
time.

The bill was read the third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall it pass?

The bill (H. R. 9920) was passed.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate insist upon its
amendments, request a conference
thereon with the House of Represent-
atives, and that the Chair appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. McKEL-
LAR, Mr. HavpEN, Mr. THomas of Okla-
homa, Mr. RusseLL, Mr. McCARRAN, Mr,
O'MaHONEY, Mr. BRIDGES, Mr. GURNEY,
Mr. WHERRY, and Mr. Corbon conferees
on the part of the Senate.

Mr. MAYBANK subsequently said:
Mr. President, in connection with the
appropriation for the Treasury and Post
Office Departments, I ask unanimous
consent to have inserted in the REcorp a
statement I have prepared, having ref-
erence especially to the Coast Guard.

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

As chairman of the subcommittee for the
Treasury and Post Office Departments appro-
priations bill, I feel it is an opportune time
to advise the Senate of the splendid work
being done in these trying days by the
personnel of the Treasury Department, es-
pecially by the military and civillan person-
nel attached to the Coast Guard Service. As
Benators know, this service has been in long
existence, and has many varied and complex
functions, the most recent being the impor-
tant port security program which was au-
thorized by the so-called Magnuson Act of
August 8, 1950 (Public Law 679). To imple-
ment this program there is included in the
second supplemental pppropriation bill for
1951 $14,700,000 for operating expenses, and
$7,900,000 for acquisition, construction, and
improvements.

The bill also carries $3,900,000 additional
funds for allowances for dependents of en-
listed members of the Coast Guard, as pro-
vided by the Dependents Assistance Act of
1950 (Public Law 771). The regular bill for
1961 carried under these two heads the re-
spective sums of $136,000,000 and $17,000,000,
thus making the total requirements for 1951,
$154,600,000 for operating expenses and
$24,900,000 for acquisition, construction, and
improvements for the Coast Guard Service.

For the most part these fund requirements
are essential to our national defense. They
represent without doubt the minimum needs
of the Coast Guard at this time. Addi-
tional multa:y personnel and essential
matériel are being procured at an accel-
erated rate.

It is to be remembered that members of
the Coast Guard perform essential and dis-
tinguished service both in time of peace as
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well as in time of war; however, in time of
war the Coast Guard operates as a service in
the Navy. Therefore, it is of paramount im-
portance to the country that the Coast Guard
be maintained in a high state of military
readiness, and only through the sufficiency of
funds and the continued good work of the
Coast Guard personnel can this be accom-
plished.

Mr. McCARRAN obtained the floor.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yiela?

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield. )

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I desire to call at-
tention to the fact that the appropria-
tion bill which has just been passed car-
ries a total sum for the Department of
Defense of $16,845,181,000—an extraor-
dinary sum of money.

In this connection, I desire to call the
attention of the Senate to the part of the
report of the committee, beginning on
page 3 and ending on page 4, entitled
“Increasing Prices and National Defense
Procurement.” I ask unanimous con-
sent that these 2 pages of the report,
chapter 7, which deal with national de-
fense, covered in chapter 7, may be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the matter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

INCREASING PRICES AND NATIONAL DEFENSE

PROCUREMENT

The committee has been profoundly dis-
turbed by continuously increasing prices of
commodities affecting national defense and
feels that it is the responsibility of the De-
partment of Defense to leave nothing undone
to translate into orders at the earliest pos-
gible time, the appropriations which are made
in this bill. The committee requested of the
Department of Defense specific information
with respect to the variations in price for
military matériel and equipment since im-
mediately before the outbreak of the Korean
War. This report filed with the committee
by the Office of the Secretary of Defense
when analyzed carries the startling informa-
tion that inflation has cut the value of the
dollars of the sums appropriated for defense
since pre-Korea by approximately $3,000,~
000,000.

The Office of the Secretary of Defense re=
ports of the committee that “these price rises
are becoming increasingly widespread de-
spite efforts to reduce costs wherever feasible
by simplification of rpecifications and sub-
stitution of materiale.” Again the Office of
the Secretary of Defense reports, with respect
to the purchase of aviation gasoline; not
only that prices have increased by some 3
to 14.6 percent but that “part of the aviation
gascline supplies are being derived from
marginal productions * * * thatarenot
economical under normal conditions” with
the result that “premiums of varying
amounts are being paid for the supply in-
crements furnished from marginal sources
reaching from 5 to 45 percent.”

It is the opinion of the committee that
time is of the essence in the placing and
delivery of orders for all defense materials
and equipment for which appropriations are
here made. The committee will watch care-
fully and anxiously to see how clearly the
Department will accelerate its procurement
of vital materials. It demands action by
the Department; it hopes the Department
will show results.

The committee is aware of the problems
involved in putting into effect wage and
price controls but believes that the sconer
a termination of this problem is concluded,
the quicker the monster of inflation may be
defeated.
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A review of the basic raw materials which
go into the production of military commodi-
ties clearly shows the impossibility of sepa=-
rating prices on civillan production from
prices on military production.

It has come to the committee's attention
that quantities of strategic materials have
been sold by our friends to Russia and China.
It is to be hoped that the free nations allied
with us will take steps to at once stop such
transactions.

Specific examples of this startling upward
trend of prices for military procurement may
be set up as follows:

BASIC RAW MATERIALS

Eleven basic raw materials used by the
military show an average Increase in price
from April 1950 to December 1850 of 72.3
percent. Ten of these eleven items had price
increases between September and December
ranging from 1.2 to 40 percent.

PRICE INCREASES ON SELECTED MAJOR ITEMS

Aviation gasoline purchased through nor=
mal channels increased 3-3.2 percent on the
Gulf coast and 13-14 percent on the west
coast. Prices of supplies obtained from mar-
ginal sources are from 6 to 45 percent higher,

Increases in some other important items
are as follows:

Percent in-
Over-all erease
‘percent oceurring
increase, between
April to August-
October- | Beptember
November and
1050 October-
November
Armg:
Tires, 7.50 DY 20.-cc e vna 38.3 14.7
Bailey bridge .. . _____... N ey
Trousers, cotton, khaki___. 30.8 12.6
Boots, service, combat. ... 49 4 o int
Cloth, wool, serge,
oumee 39.8 10.3
Navy:
Rope, wire, ¥g-inch._._... 000 e
Mabtresses. . occacemiacns 65.4 65.4
Bheets....... 5, 50.7 50.7
Bhell, smoke .. ... Dh B L e
oree:
Height finder, AN/TPS- :
7 VRS R 38.9 4.3
Parachutes:
T-7A, parachute as-
sembly with service
CADODY to o B
100-foot cargo chute . - . i AR

In April 1950 the Army pald $23.99 for a
7.50 by 20 tire. In December 1950 that same
tire cost the Army $33.18—and nearly $4 of
the increase has occurred in the last 2
months.

In April 1950 the Army paid £37,796 for a
Bailey bridge. That same bridge now costs
the Army $51,792.

In April 1950 it cost the Army 74 cents
to cut, make, and trim a soldier’s cotton
khaki trousers. To perform those same op-
erations in December 1950 costs the Army 97
cents. Nearly half of the increase in the
cost of these operations has occurred since
September 1950.

In April 1950 the Army pald 57.5 cents for
a soldier's wool socks. By December 1950
those same socks cost 68.1, 5 cants of the in-
crease occurring since September,

In April 1950 combat boots cost the Army
$£5.72 a pair. Those same boots in Decemher
cost £8.15 a pair,

In April 18950 the Navy paid 11.9 cents a
foot for fy-inch wire rope. In December 1950
the price is exactly double, or 23.8 cents.

In August 1950 the Navy paid $8 for mat-
tresses. Those same mattresses cost $13.23
in December.

In August 19560 the Navy paid $1.50 for
sheets. Those same sheets cost $2.26 in
Dzcember.
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In April 1950 an Air Force flying jacket
cost 816.50. This same jacket in December
cost the Air Force $25.

In April 1950 a parachute assembly with
service canopy cost the Alr Force $198.30.
To get this same assembly in December cost
$300.77.

In April 1950 the Alr Force could buy a
100-foot cargo parachute for $1,287. In De-
cember 1950 they must pay $1,798.66.

RELIEF OF NEW YORE QUININE &
CHEMICAL WORKS, INC., ET AL.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, by
arrangement with the majority and
minority leaders, I at this time move
that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of Calendar Order 1596, the bhill
(H. R. 4653) for the relief of the New
York Quinine & Chemical Works, Inc.,
and others.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title.

The LecIsLATIVE CLERK. A hill (H. R.
4653) for the relief of New York Quinine
& Chemical Works, Inc.; Merck & Co.,
Ine.; and Mallinckrodt Chemical Works.

Mr, AIKEN, I suggest the absence of
a quorum. I do so in order that the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HEN-
DRICKSON] may be present before action
is taken on this request.

Mr. O'MAHONEY,
make that suggestion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, in or-
der to expedite the work of the Senate,
let me say that the Senator who is in-
terested in this particular piece of pro-
posed legislation is now on the floor, and
unless there is some reason for continu-
ing with the quorum call, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for a quo-
rum call be rescinded, and that further
proceedings under the call be suspended.

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

The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Nevada that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of House
bill 4653.

Mr. McCARRAN, Mr. President, if I
may have the attention of the Senate,
I wish to discuss this bill.

This is a private claim bill which in-
volves the payment of $139,000. .
Because of the substantial amount in-
volved, the bill was referred by the chair-
man of the Committee on the Judiciary
to a subcommittee, composed of the Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KiLcore]l,
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Mac-
nuson], and the Senator from Michigan

[Mr. FERGUSON].

A public hearing was held on the bill,
The bill remained before the subcommit-
tee for some months following the hear-
ing, and was reported favorably to the
full committee on May 17.

This is a somewhat complicated mat-
ter, but I shall attempt to state it as sim-
ply as possible,

This claim arises out of wartime trans-
actions for the purchase of opium from
Turkey. Thg three claimant compa-
nies, who are chemists and drug whole-
salers, were the ultimate receivers and
distributors of the opium. The original

I was about to

-



16894

purchase from Turkey was made for the
account of the Defense Supplies Cor-
poration by one of the three claimant
companies, under an arrangement
worked out at the request of the Gov-
ernment. The purpose of this arrange-
ment was to stockpile opium, which was
then in short supply, and to make the
stockpile available for distribution in
the United States, through regular chan-
nels,

It is a trade practice of long standing
to buy and sell opium on the basis of the
morphine content. That is, an initial
price is agrezd upon on the basis of an
assumed morphine content, by percent-
age; and when the opium is delivered,
it is sampled and tested, and the price is
then adjusted, up or down, depending on
whether the morphine content is higher
or lower than the assumed percentage.

In the purchase of this particular
opium, this trade practice was recog-
nized in the exchange of correspondence
and cablegrams between this country and
Turkey. Subsequently, when the opium
was parceled out in smaller lots to the
three claimant companies, this trade
practice was not in terms incorporated
in the letters of acceptance which con-
stituted informal contracts for the pur-
chase of the opium by the claimant com-
panies.

The Defense, Supplies Corporation
paid the Turkish suppliers for the opium;
and subsequently, the American com-
panies who are claimants here paid the
Defense Suprlies Corporation for the
opium which they received. The De-
fense Supplies Corporation made a profit
on the deal in excess of $300,000.

The opium was below standard in the
sense that it had a lower morphine con-
tent than the assumed percentage.
Therefore, the Defense Supplies Corpo-
ration was entitled to a refund from the
Turkish suppliers. The Department of
State attempted, over a long period, to
secure this refund, but was unsucecessful
in doing so. Then the American com-
pany which had handled the original
negotiations with Turkey offered to at-
tempt to secure the refund, and by the
device of deducting the amount of the
refund from the billings to it, by the
same Turkish suppliers, of other opium
subsequently purchased, was successful
in collecting the entire amount. Then,
assuming that in accordance with the
usual trade practice, this reiund would
be pased on to the companies which re-
ceived and distributed the opium, a pro-
posal in this regard was submitted to the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation,
successor to the Defense Supplies Cor-
poration. The RFC took the position
that from the purely legal standpoint,
since the contract with the American
companies did not contain any specific
provision for adjustment of the price in
proportion to the morphine content of
the opium, and did contain a provision
that the opium was being accepted “as
i5,” the amount of the refund could not
be passed on to the claimant companies.
The RFC did agree that: the money
should be retained by the company which
had collected it, until a determination
of the matter; and representatives of the
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RFC testified that they felt these claim-
ants had an equitable case, and did not
oppose enactment of this legislation.

Boiled down, the situation is this:
Through the efforts of one of these
claimants, the Government has recov-
ered a refund which, in accordance with
trade policies, should be passed on to
the ultimate purchaser and distributer
of the opium in each case. This sum is
in excess of a profit of over $300.000
which the Government already has made
on the deal. Tor the Government to get
this money, it would constitute a wind-
fall. If the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration, through the State Department,
had itself successfully recovered this re-
fund, under the accepted trade practice,
there would be a moral obligation to pass
it on to the claimants here; though it
is admitted that it is extremely doubtful
whether there would be any basis for
legal enforcement of this equitable claim.

Under all the circumstances, it was
felt by a majority of the committee that
the bill should be approved.

The bill has been passed by the House
of Representatives and has come from
the House to the Senate. I -ubmit the
matter to the Senate.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
first of all I wish to commend the able
Senator from Nevada for his very en-
lightening statement of the equities in-
volved in the pending bill. I, too, wish
to join in strongly urging that H. R.
4653 be passed by the Senate. Since I
have previously presented my views on
the bill, and since the distinguished Sen-
ator from Nevada has also made a full
explanation of it, I shall not take the
time of the Senate to repeat the argu-
ments which have heretofore been made.

I refer my colleagues to pages 11971
and 11972 of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
for August 8, 1950, for a concise state-
ment of the views of my distinguished
cclleague, the senior Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. SmITH] and to page 14695 of

-the CowncrEssionAL REcorp for Septem-

ber 13, 1950, for a detailed and convine-
ing statement made by the able Senator
from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN].

In fairness to the Senator from Mich-
ijgan [Mr. FercusoN] who, as we all
know, is out of the country on official
business, I think I should say that he ob-
jected to the bill when it came up on
calendar call. Because of the objections
of the Senator from Michigan, I have
reexamined the bill very carefully, and
I am absolutely convinced that this is a
clear case in which considerations of
equity completely outweigh strictly legal
technicalities which, in themselves, are
certainly arguable.

In the light of all the circuinstances,
the three companies named in the bill
should certainly not be forcéd to turn
over to the Government the amount of
$139,293.55, which was collected from
the Turkish opium monopoly because of
a morphine deficiency in the opium the
companies bought from the Government,
The United States Government has al-
ready made a substantial and unex-
pected profit on its opium stockpiling
program, and every consideration of
equity supports the retention of the
amount provided in the bill by the com-
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panies named. I know that if my dis-
tinguished senior colleague were on the
floor of the Senate this afternoon, he
would join in urging that the bill be
passed at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HuMPHREY in.the chair). Is there ob-
jection to .the present consideration of
the bill (H. R. 4653) for the relief of the
New York Quinine & Chemical Works,
Inec.; Merck & Co., Inec.; and Mallin-
ckrodt Chemical Works?

There being no objection, the bill was
considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

FEDERAL CIVIL-DEFENSE PROGRAM

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of Calendar
No. 2678, the bill (S. 4268) to authorize
a Federal civil-defense program, and for
other purposes.

Before we begin to debate the measure
I should like to suggest the absence of
a quorum.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I desire to reserve my right to
object to consideration of the bill until
I can ask the Senator from Illinois a
few questions with respect to it.

Mr. LUCAS. I shall be very glad to
listen to any inquiry with respeect to it.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Has the Sen-
ator from Illinois discussed the subject
with the minority leader?

Mr. LUCAS. On yesterday I advised
the Senate that we would take up the
civil-defense bill before we concluded
with the business of the present session
of Congress,

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I agree that
the bill should be considered. I am not
raising any question with respect to that
point. However, there was some discus-
sion yesterday about the desire of a
number of Members of the Senate on
this side of the aisle to have time to look
at certain provisions of the hill." I do
not know whether they have had such
opportunity.

Mr. WHERRY. I was not present
when the distinguished majority leader
made his request. I wonder if he would
object to having a quorum call. I be-
lieve some Senators who are interested
in the bill desire to offer amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The
majority leader stated that he would
suggest the absence of a quorum.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The
clerk will call the roll.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I understand that the request of
the Senator from Illinois has not been
acted upon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
quest of the Senator from Illinois that
the Senate proceed to the consideration
of the bill is pending.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the quorum call
be suspended. .

Mr, MORSE. I object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Oregon objects. The
clerk will proceed with the call of the
roll.

The legislative clerk resumed the call
of the roll.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I &ave
discussed the matter with the able Sen-
ator from Oregon, and I again ask
unanimous consent that the order for a
quorum call be rescinded, and that fur-
ther proceedings under the call be sus-
pended.

The PRESIDINC: OFFICER. Is there
cbjection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I now
withdraw the request, which is pending
before the Senate.

Trke PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois withdraws the re-
quest which is pending before the Sen-
ate, which is that the Senate proceed to
the copsideration of the civilian defense
bill.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arkansas is recognized.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, inas-
much as there was a colloquy between
the majority leader and the minority
leader relative to the request he is with-
drawing, I was wondering whether the
majority leader would not state the rea-
son for withdrawing the request at this
time.

Mr. LUCAS. I shall be glad to do that,
It is my understanding that a tentative
agreement was made between members
of the Armed Services Committee that
certain amendments should be offered to
the civilian-defense bill, and that the
kill would not be taken up until tomor-
row. Under those conditions, of course,
I withdraw the recuest.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In other
words, it is the intention of the majority
leader to move for the consideration of
the bill tomorrow, is it? = .

Mr. LUCAS. Yes. The moment we
finish with the other matters which may
be pending in the Senate this afternoon,
I shall make a motion to take up the
civilian defense bill, and in view of the
understanding between the members of
the committee, of course, we will con-
sider the bill tomorrow. I hope we may
debate it this afternoon, with the under-
standing that the vote on the bill will
be taken tomorrow, if that is satisfac-
tory to the Members of the Senate.

Mr. WHERRY. It is perfectly agree-
able. That will give every Senator an
opportunity to offer an amendment if
he desires to 'do so, but the votes will
come tomorrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
szn%tor from Arkansas has been recog-
nized.

AMENDMENT AND EXTENSION OF TITLE
II OF THE FIRST WAR POWERS ACT,
1841

Mr., McCLELLAN. Mr. President,-I
ask unanimous consent for the imme-
diate consideration of Calendar No. 2680,
Senate bill 4266.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the bill by title.

The LecistATive CLErRx. A hill (8.
2466) to amend and extend title II of
the First war Powers Act, 1941.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Arkansas?

There being no objection, the Senate
preceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Expenditures in Executive Departments
with an amendment, on page 2, line 3,
after the word “designate” to strike out
the period and insert a comma and the
words “but in no event beyond June 30,
1952,” so as to make the Lill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 201 of
the First War Powers Act, 1941 (55 Stat. £38)
is hereby amended by striking out the words
“the prosecution of the war effort” and the
words “the prosecution of the war"”, appear-
ing in such section, and inserting in lieu
of each stricken provision the words “the

- national defense.”

Sec. 2, Title II of such act, as amended,
ghall remain in force during the national
emergency proclaimed by the President De-
cember 16, 1250, or until such earlier time
as the Congress by concurrent resolution or
the President may designate, but in no event
beyond June 20, 1952.

Sec, 3. Nothing in this act shall prejudice
anything heretofore done under the said
title II of the First War Powers Act, 1941,
or the continuance in force of any action
heretofore taken thereunder.

Mr. WHERRY. Before we proceed
with the consideration of the hill, I
should like to ask whether the bill as it
comes from the committee has to do
only with title IT.

Mr. McCLELLAN, It has to do with
titfle II. It makes the powers granted
applicable to the present emergency.
The committee reported the bill with a
limitation, that the powers conferred by
the bill are in no event to continue in
force longer than June 30, 1952,

Mr. WHERRY. There is no objection
to the immediate consideration of the
bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Arkansas wish to make
further comment?

Mr. McCLELLAN. In view of the
answer I have just given to the dis-
tinguished minority leader, I do not be-
lieve it necessary to discuss the bill. I
am sure every Senator is familiar with it
and understands it, and I ask that the
amendment be reported.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The LEcISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2,
line 3, after the word “designate”, it is
proposed to insert the words “but in no
event beyond June 20, 1952.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I am
trying to get this matter clear in my own
mind. This bill would amend title IT of
the Second War Powers Act, would it?

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY. I am in favor of the
legislation, I may say, but will not the
Senator state why it is necessary to do
what the bill provides for?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I can point out the
reason. The powers which were con-
ferred by title II in the original act of
1941 contained this language:

The President may authorize any depart=
ment or agency of the Government exercis-
ing functions in connection with the prose-
cution of the war effort—
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That referred to the war effort of that
time. In the bill now pending the lan-
guage has been changed so as to read
“in connection with the national de-
fense.” The intent is merely to bring
the statute up to date, to make it appli-
cable to the present emergency, rather
than to World War II.

Mr. WHERRY. I am not sure of the
numbker of the section, but does not. sec-
tion 401 of the Second War Powers Act
provide that the power shall remain in
full forece and effect until a concurrent
resolution adopted by the Congress ter-
minates the war?

Mr, McCLELLAN. I may say that the
position many take is that the war is
still in force, but the original enactment
referred to the “war,” which meant
World War II. We are not now pro-
ceeding under a declaration of war, so
far as the present national emergency is
concerned, and the purpose is to amend
the War Powers Act, since it is still in
force, so as to make the powers apply
to the national emergency which the
President declared a few days ago.

Mr. WHERRY. I think the Senator
kncws my feelings, and that I am abso-
lutely in favor of what the Senator is
attempting to accomplish. But in order
to kezp the record straight, I will say
that, in my opinion, section 401 of the
Second War Powers Act is in full force
and effect so far as national emergency
is concerned, and if it is the power is
already in existence. I am not con-
cerned over taking the action now pro-
posed. I think it is a good thing. It
shows what the intention is. But I ask:
If it is necessary to amend title II of the
act to do what the Senator proposss to
do with respect to contractual authority,
what about title I under which it is pro-
posed to set up the central agency for
Mr. Charles Wilson?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I may say to the
distinguished minority leader that he
certainly knows that the President re-
quested such powers, or amendments of
title I, so as to confer those powers.

Mr. WHERRY. But does the Senator
from Arkansas think title I is necessary?

Mr. McCLELLAN. That I have not
decided. I may say that our committee
has held hearings on the matier. We
are still holding hearings on that ques-
tion. We have not reported a bill for
that purpose. We simpl know there is
a distressing situation existing in regard
to contracts.

Mr. WHERRY. I am in favor of
alleviating that situation.

Mr. McCLELLAN, If legislation for
that purpose is not immediately passed
the defense effort may be retarded.
Therefore the committee acted as quickly
and expeditiously as it could with refer-
ence to that subject. There can be no
question as to the importance of this
authority.

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

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am glad to yield
to the majority leader.

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to ask the
Senator a question. Am I correct in
my understanding that Mr. Wilson will
appear before the Senator's committee
tomorrow?
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Mr., McCLELLAN. Mr. Wilson will
appear before the committee tomorrow
at our invitation. I may say I intended
to announce this afternoon to all Mem-
bers of the Senate that the hearings
were in progress; that Mr. Wilson will
appear, and because of what I believe
to be adequate considerations, I have
concluded that that should be an execu-
tive session, of course with an invita-
tion extended to any Member of the
Senate to be present who may care to
attend.

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

Mr. McCLELLAN. T yield.

Mr. LUCAS. I commend the Senator
from Arkansas for the expedition and
speed with which he has handled this
phase of the recommendations made by
the President. I think everyone under-
stands the importance of immediate leg-
islation on the contract feature of the
World War II Powers Act. I also believe
that something will have to be done with
respect to title I. I do not know what
Mr. Wilson will say about it. But I am
satisfied, from what I can learn in a
cursory way, that some legislation will
have to be passed if Mr, Wilson is to have
the kind of power he believes he ought
to have. I know the Senator from Ar-
kansas will consider that and, of course,
establish safeguards with respect to any
and all reorganization features, which
we have heretofore discussed from time
to time.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I
may say to the able majority leader, that
the immediate problem, of course, is to
ascertain just what powers are actually
needed. The committee felt yesterday,
after the conelusion of hearings such as
we were able to have, that we should
invite Mr. Wilson to discuss this subject
with the committee and give us the bene-
fit of his thinking at this time.

I may assure the majority leader that
it is the purpose of my committee to ex-
pedite these matters. Certain safe-
guards may be necessary. We are try-
ing to give the subject full consideration,
and not act hastily or blindly. We are
trying to obtain all the facts in respect
to the subject, and do what we honestly
believe to be in the best interest of our
country by providing the powers we find
are needed.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield.

Mr. O'CONOR, Is it not a fact that
the method devised of having a separate
enactment such as proposed by the ma-
jority leader, and also by the Senator
from Arkansas, is the preferable method
because of a unanimous decision of the
committee that there should be a termi-
nation date fixed, which, as provided in
the bill, is June 30, 1952. Rather than
attach it to the existing law, this sepa-
rate enactment is considered to be the
preferable method?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think so. I think
the committee is trying to handle the
matter in the most judicious manner
possible.

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

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I am heartily in ac-
cord with what the Senator is attempt-
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ing to do. I am glad the Senator from
Arkansas reported the bill as amended,
restricting it to title II.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I may say to the
able Senator we felt there should be no
delay about the matter.

Mr. WHERRY. I understand. Has
the distinguished Senator made up his
mind with relation to the observation
previously made that, if the authority
requested already exists, the proposed
legislation might in any way take away
any of that authority?

Mr. McCLELLAN. The bhill would
take away nothing,

Mr. WHERRY. As the Senator
knows, I spoke previously with reference
to title I.

Mr. McCLELLAN. The pending bill
has no relationship whatever to title I.
Title I is still in the same category, has
the same status, has the same force and
effect it has had.

Mr. WHERRY. But assuming, if the
Senator will, that section 401 continues
titles I and II in full force and effect,
what I am asking is if the amendment
is needed? What does it do?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think it is to
make the powers applicable to a de-
clared emergency rather than to the
prosecution of a former war.

Mr. WHERRY. That is somebhmg
that should be cleared up.

Mr. McCLELLAN, It cerfainly does
no harm. It clarifies the language. If
the proposed legislation is enacted there
can be no question with respect to the
powers.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield.

Mr. O'CONOR. Is it not a fact that
there are now a total of some 45 dis-
puted matters in connection with which
there has been a difference of opinion
on the legal side as to whether they can
be handled under the existing law?

Mr. McCLELLAN. There are 45 such
contracts in the Army alone. That does
not inelude the Navy and the Air Force,
We have that much positive testimony.
How many there are in other branches
the committee does not have informa-
tion, but there are similar situations in
the other branches of the service. This
proposed legislation is important and is
needed. I am convinced that unless it
is enacted, deliveries and production
may be retarded, and we ought not to
incur any delay.

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

Mr. McCLELLAN, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. If the position of the
Senator is maintained so far as title II
is concerned, then is it the Senator’s
opinion that additional legislation will
have to be asked for to amend title I, to
carry out its provisions?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I may say that the
commitiee is proceeding on that premise
at the present time.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, there
is no objection to the bill on our part.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment to Senate bill 4266, on page
2, line 3.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. FREAR obtained the flioor,
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Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr, President, I
ask for a vote on the measure.

Mr. FREAR. I yield to the Senator
from Arkansas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arkansas asks for a vote
on the measure.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President, the
senior Senator from Delaware also
wishes to be recognized, but if the Junior
Senator from Delaware desires to pro-
ceed with his speech, I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
junior Senator from Delaware is recog-
nized, and he may proceed with his re-
marks.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I
ask the Senator from Delaware to yield
until we can conclude the business at
hand, without his losing the floor there-

by.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arkansas has asked that
the junior Senator from Delaware may
yield, without losing the floor thereby,
so the Senate may conclude the business
at hand, Is there objection?

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I have no ob-
jection to that request, if it can be un-
derstood that I may be recognized after
the junior Senator from Delaware has
concluded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair is sure we can cooperate in the
spirit of brotherly love.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. President, I yield.

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

The bill (S. 4266) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 201 of
the First War Powers Act, 1941 (55 Stat. 838)
is hereby amended by striking out the words
“the prosecution of the war effort” and the
words “the prosecution of the war,” appear=
ing in such section, and inserting in lieu of
each stricken provision the words “the na-
tional defense.”

Sec. 2. Title IT of such act, as amended,
shall remain in force during the national
emergency proclaimed by the President De-
cember 16, 1950, or until such earlier time
as the Congress by concurrent resolution or
the President may designate, but in no event
beyond June 30, 1952,

Sec. 3. Nothing in this act shall prejudice
anything heretofore done under the sald
title II of the First War Powers Act, 1941,
or the continuance in force of any action
heretofore taken thereunder.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States submitting nomina-
tions were communicated to the Senate
by Mr. Hawks, one of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

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

5. 2460. An act for the relief of George O.
Drucker, Livia Drucker, and their minor
daughter, Gloria Elizabeth Drucker;

5.2888. An act for the relief of Frances
Ethel Beddington;

S.2081. An act for the relief of Giuseppe
Merlinet Forgnone;

S.3044. An act for the relief of Bernlece
Josephine Lazaga;



1950

5.3125. An act for the relief of Dr. Lutfu
Lahut Uzman;

£5.3241. An act for the relief of George
Brander Paloheimo and Eva Leonora Palo-
heimo;

£.8269. An act for the relief of Ethelyn
Isobel Chenalloy;

8.3260. An act for the relief of Richard H.
Bush;

B.3261. An act for the relief of Willard
Sidmer Ruttan;

5.8378. An act for the relief of Armando
Santini;

B.3554. An act for the rellef of Jose Man-
¥ano Somera;

B.3699. An act for the relief of Linda Leo;

5.3945. An act to amend sections 3052 and
8107 of title 18, United States Code, relating
to the powers of the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation;

S.3966. An act to confer jurisdiction upon
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim of the For-
est Lumber Co.; and

S5.38967. An act to confer jurisdiction upon
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim of the Al-
goma Lumber Co. and its successors in
interest, George R. Birkelund and Charles E.
Siddall, of Chicago, Ill., and Eenyon T. Fay,
of Los Angeles, Calif., trustees of the Algoma
Lumber Liquidation Trust.

The message also announced that the
House had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.
R. 4803) for the relief of Bernard F. El-
mers.

The message further announced that
the House had severally agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the follow-
ing bills of the House:

H.R.8759. An act for the rellef of Rew.

Andrew Chal Kyung Whang;
H.R. 8973. An act for tha rellef of Archi-

bald Walter Campell Seymour;

H. R, 9145. An act for the rellef of To-
moko Yamaya; and

H.R.9236. An act for the relief of H. Hal-
pern & Bro., Inc., of Boston, Mass.

PROPOSED MEETING OF THE DISTRICT
COMMITTEE DURING THE SESSION OF
THE SENATE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Frear] is recognized.

Mr. LUCAS, Mr. President, will t.he
Senator yield?

Mr. FREAR. I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. May I ask the Senator
how long he expects to speak?

Mr. FREAR. I may say to the dis-
tinguished majority leader it will be
about 8 or 10 minutes.

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator yield
to me in order that I may place before
the Senate a unanimous-consent re-
quest?

Mr. FREAR. I am glad to yield to
the Senator from Illinois if I do not lose
my right to the floor by doing so.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senator may
yield to me without losing his right to
the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Preadent I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on the District of Columbia may be per-
mitted to meet during the session of the
Senate today.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection——

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object; was that a
request, may I ask the distinguished ma-
jority leader, for unanimous consent
that the Committee on the District of
Columbia may meet?

Mr, LUCAS. This afternoon; yes.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, I shall
have to object to that request. I object
in response to requests made by mem-
bers of that committee who are attend-
ing other committee hearings.

The reason I have been asked to ob-
Jject is that those Senators were not, pres-
ent to vote on the appropriation bill
and they felt that the other committee
hearings were more important. They
asked me not to give consent to this
m%tter. at least until they could be noti-
fied.

If it is not absolutely mandatory that
consent be obtained at this time, I wish
the majority leader would wait until to-
IMOITOW.

Mr, LUCAS. The Senator does not
have to make any excuses; I think I un-
derstand.

Mr., WHERRY. I thank the Sena-
tor. I withdraw the excuses, then.
[Laughter.]

. FEDERAL CIVIL DEFENSE PROGRAM

Mr., LUCAS. Mr. President, in line
with the preceding statement, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate pro-
ceed to the immediate consideration of
Senate bill 4268, providing for a Federal
civil-defense program.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr, WHERRY. Mr. President, there
is no objection to the immediate con-
sideration of the bill, if the Senator will
go a step further and will say that he
intends to have the bill debated this
afternoon, and to have the votes taken
on the hill tomorrow.

Mr. LUCAS. That is the understand-
ing, and no excuses will be offered.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4268)
to authorize a Federal civil-defense pro-
gram, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is taken up at this time in accordance
with the understanding reached earlier
in the day.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, does
the majority leader feel that any other
business which might necessitate yea-
and-nay votes may be taken up this
afternoon? Several Senators are pre-
paring to leave.

Mr. LUCAS. I cannot guarantee that
no Senator on either side of the aisle
may not move to have some other meas=
ure taken up at some time later today.
However, I understand that no Senator
on this side of the aisle will do so. On
the other hand, during these last 2 days
of my life in the Senate, I refuse to guar-
antee anything. [Laughter.]

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
think we can rely on the Senator’s un-
derstanding in that regard.
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ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING CALL OF
THE CALENDAR

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a number
of Senators have asked about a call of
the calendar. I think that on tomorrow
we can proceed, if we have the time—as
undoubtedly we shall—to have a call of
the calendar of bills to which there is no
objection, beginning where the last call
of the calendar concluded. However,
under no circumstances will I agree to
have any other bills considered during
the eall of the calendar. I am not will-
ing to have the Senate debate over again
a number of bills which have been de-
bated heretofore.

Mr, WHERRY. If I correctly under-
stand the position the Senator takes, it
is that if a ecall is had of the calendar of
bills to which there is no objection, the
call will include only the bills on the
calendar beginning at the point where
the previous call of the calendar ended.

Mr. LUCAS. If we have a call of the
calendar tomorrow—and I am certain
that we shall—we shall begin where the
last call of the calendar ended, and we
shall discuss and debate only the bills
to which there is no objection. We will
not return to the bills previously on the
calendar, before the unobjected-to bills.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it
is the understanding that the call of the
calendar will commence following the
end of the last call of the calendar.

SOUND MONEY

Mr. FREAR. Mr, President, I have
no desire to detain the Senate or pre-
vent it from making progress at this
time on its ambitious program. I shall
#ake only a few minutes of the very valu-
able time of the Senate.

Mr. President, the excess profits tax
bill which we have passed has been
urged on the Congress as an equitable
way of increasing the Nation’s current
payments on the defense program. The
measure recognizes a condition which is
commen to all periods of rising prices
and expanding activity. That condition
is the wide differences among cerpora-
tions and among individuals with re-
spect to size of income and with respect
to increases in income,

The tax legislation requires payment
of additional taxes by corporations which
acquire unusual profits from defense
contracts or from civilian business.
When such revenue is added to the tax
increases already imposed on individuals
and corporations in the Revenue Act of
1950, substantial additions are made to
the funds available for meeting the re-
quirements of our expanding defense
program. The tax also has the objec-
tive, beyond that of an equitable cur-
rent payment for the defense program,
of encouraging defense production. It
does that by limiting the profits, and
thus the attraction of the alternative,
which is eivilian production.

If the defense program is put on a
pay-as-you-go basis, by means of this
tax and other actions which the Con-
gress may take, and if it is made effective
quickly by a rapid increase in defense
production, the total cost of procure-
ment will be held to a minimum con-
sistent with the effectiveness of defense;
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the mobilization program will not pump
credit into an economy which already is
inflated; and the future value of the dol-
lar will not be endangered by further ac-
cumulation of indebtedness that re-
quires repayment as well as interest
costs. As I see it, the tax bill is not de-
signed with the one aim of maintaining
the future value of the dollar. However,
like other legislation, such as the Reve-
nue Act of 1950, and the Defense Pro-
duction Act, it has that aim, along with
the aim of meeting immediate conditions
of a more particular nature, such as
raising revenue, reducing profiteering,
authorizing priorities, controlling in-
stallment and real estate credit, and so
on. The aim of maintaining the sound-
ness of the dollar should always be in-
cluded when the justification of a legis-
lative proposal is offered during infla-
tionary circumstances.

" This aim, a sound dollar, is common to
many legislative enactments. It is of
greater importance than any of the par-
ticular objectives sought by those en-
actments. TUnless the aim of sound
money is realized, attempts to attain the
other objectives are, in my opinion, with-
out much point. The reason for this is
simple and fundamental. The people of
our Nation make their living by pro-
ducing for sale to other people, and by
buying from others, the things they need
but do not produce or own. The com-
mon denominator for stating the value
of commodities produced, and the value
of productive work, and the means for
making payment when buying commodi-
ties or services, is the dollar, Without
a common denominator for such diverse
items as bushels of wheat, work at a ma-
chine, consideration of legislation, rail-
road transportation, and the many other
products and occupations familiar to
everyone, an economy of free bargaining,
free choice of occupation, free business
enterprise, would be impossible. Many
or most of the products and occupations
would be impossible.

If the common denominator fails to
function properly, or if it is forced into
disuse, the form of our economic system
will change.

+ The common denominator must be
sound; that is to say, its value must be
stable from day to day and year to
year, so that those who work, save, bor-
row, lend, and invest, can plan ahead,
develop efficiency and skill, build produc-
tive capacity, and provide for their own
future. That is what sound mohey
means. It does not imply a particular
form of currency; but it does imply that
whatever the form, it will continue; and
the value of it, in terms of the things and
work for which it is a common denomi=
nator, will go on without great interrup-
tions and changes. Sound money in this
sense is the basic requirement of cap-
italism, and always should be given first
consideration when appraising our eco-
nomiec situation and any proposals for
legislation affecting it. Unfortunately,
sound money as a descriptive term, some-
times has been identified with a specific
form of money which, whatever its other
virtues, would require discontinuation of
the form then current. In debates over
monetary proposals, the term sound
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money has fallen somewhat out of re-
pute. But the objective of sound money,
which is a reliable common denominator
for exchange, and for planning of the
affairs of individuals and of govern-
ments probably is more important today
than at any time within the last three
quarters of a century.

The first of the circumstances which
makes sound money of such importance
is the obvious one that more of the Na-
tion’s people depend on money income
and expenditure for their living than in
the past. The second is the circum-
stance, likewise well known, that more
people are debtors or creditors, and for
larger amounts, than in the past; and, of
course, that the Federal Government has
a greater volume of debt than in the past.
The third circumstance is that the value
of the dollar has depreciated consider-
ably in recent years. The fourth and
most compelling reason for attention to
the soundness of the dollar is that we
are nearer than in many years to a
danger point at which money begins to
lose its acceptability as a common de-
nominator of value in trade and industry.
This is the point at which individuals
and corporations may begin resorting on
a wide scale to inflation hedges, then to
barter and to theft rather than to the
use of money, for exchanging or acquir-
ing commodities and services. It is also
the point at which the Government is
compelled to use requisitions rather than
money to obtain what it wants. Devel-
opment of these latter conditions usually
is followed by introduction of a new
money, and is accompanied with political
disturbances, sometimes of a revolution-
ary nature.

The circumstances referred to above,
in my opinion, make sound money at
least equal in importance to military
strength., Any appraisal of our position
and prescriptions for it, require at least
a brief description and analysis of those
circumstances.

Since our economy is entirely a money
economy, it seems to me that its sound-
ness is essential if production is to be
adequate, either for ordinary consump-
tion and business purposes, or for these,
plus defense preparations. We must re-
member that the whole economy is or-
ganized around money payments.

Money measures the value of work and
of commodities, and so it measures debts
and credits. Sound money is essential
to equity between debtor and creditor.
The biggest debtor is the Federal Gov-
ernment. Its direct obligations at the
end of November 1950 totaled $257,076,~
619,514. Its biggest group of creditors
were the banks, which held slightly less
than one-third of these obligations. In-
dividuals held slightly less than one-
quarter of the total. Insurance com-
panies held about one-twentieth. Other
corporations held about the same por-
tion. The principal other holder, United
States Government investment accounts,
held as much as insurance companies
and nonfinancial corporations together.
Nearly all of the Federal debt is World
War II debt. Those who loaned money
to the Government during World War II
have lost purchasing power on long-term
securities which they have retained.
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The loss on about $150,000,000,000 of
long-term Treasury bonds and Savings
Bonds issued before 1950 and still out-
standing has amounted to something
more than $40,000,000,000 in purchasing
power. The Government, of course, has
not necessarily gained that much. It is
not essentially true that the Govern-
ment’s ability to obtain tax revenues has
changed by the same amount as the price
index which indicates a loss in purchas-
ing power to investors. There have been
both increases and decreases in real
wages which, with other factors, deter-
mine ability to pay taxes to the Govern-
ment. With reference to some periods,
the gain in taxable capacity may have
exceeded losses to creditors.

There have been increases in debt and
credit in many places other than the
Government. For example, new non-
farm mortgages of less than $20,000 each
have amounted to one billion one hun-
dred million to one billion six hundred
million dollars in each month of the last
year. Any change in the value of the
dollar would affect seriously the creditors
who have extended the money secured by
these mortgages, and would as well af-
fect the hundreds of thousands of bor-
rowers. As another example, consumer
credit has increased to about $19,300,-
000,000, an increase by 28 percent dur-
ing 1 year. Bank loans increased nearly
$5,000,000,000 in the first 3 months after
the beginning of war in Korea. The in-
equities between creditor and debtor
probably have been, and will be, less in
the case of business and installment
loans than in the case of real estate loans
and Government bonds. The reason is
that the term is shorter and the amount
smaller.

The fluctuations of the value of the
dollar in recent years, and particularly
in recent months, have come with con-
siderable changes in the position of
groups other than creditors and debtors.
While the value of the dollar has de-
clined by two-fifths since the beginning
of World War II, money wages have
tripled; profits after taxes have quad-
rupled; dividends more than doubled;
rental incomes doubled. Federal taxes
have increased more than eightfold.
This span of years has comprised three
periods of depreciation of the dollar—
the war, the postwar years of 1946-48,
and the months of 1950. In each of
these periods, the different indicators of
economic change have varied with re-
spect to which moves first, which moves
fastest, and which moves farthest. The
rates of change in consumer prices in
1950 have been only three-fourths as
fast as in 1946-48, while wholesale prices
have risen one and a sixth times as fast.
Sales have risen two and three-quarters
times as fast; profits two and two-fifths
times; total wages only nine-tenths as
fast; industrial production four times as
fast; employment less than half as fast,
and weekly earnings one and one-quarter
times as fast. A comparison of recent
months with 1939-44 shows a different
picture. - As in comparison with 1946—
48, however, wholesale prices have risen
faster in recent months than in the
earlier periods; this has been true also
of profits.
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What has been the moving force to-
ward depreciation of our money? In
the first half dozen years of the war and
postwar inflation, the moving force
clearly was the increase in Federal Gov-
ernment expenditures. In the period
1946-48, money saved out of the period
of large expendifures was spent in a
period of inflation, while governmental
expenditures were being cut very sharp-
ly. In the recent months, inflation or
depreciation of the value of the dollar
has proceeded without an increase in
Government expenditures. However, in
the period of the sharpest recent in-
creases, additional Government expendi-
tures have been anticipated and have led
both business and consumers to spend
more. Federal expenditures have been
of such a large amount as to maintain
the economy close to full employment,
even though they have been financed
prinecipally out of taxes. An increase in
such expenditures now, particularly if
it is made by pumping additional money
into the economy, will increase prices
more than proportionately. The reason
is that production is near to capacity
throughout the economy, and responses
to higher prices and better markets will
ke made only if the benefit of a response
if unusually high; that is, only if much
higher prices can be obtained.

As the value of the dollar depreciates,
a danger point may be reached. Mr.
Edwin Nourse has spoken of that danger
point as follows:

The greatest thing we have to fear in the
economy of the United States is a spreading
fear of the future of the dollar. That dis-
trust is already upon us in some degree. It
is not too late to cure it by sound public
and private policy. * * * The signs of
fear are daily accumulating as people ask
each other, “What is the best hedge against
inflation?"” Hedging against inflation is a
flight from the dollar. * * * Those who
are ready to take a chance on “containing”
inflation may well ponder what happens
when a stampede once gets started.

Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. KEFAUVER,
and Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Tuomrs of Oklahoma in the chair).
The Senator from Arkansas is recog-
nized.

DEATH OF FORMER SENATOR HATTIE

W. CARAWAY

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, it is
with sadness and deep regret that I an-
nounce the death of my esteemed former
colleague in this body, the Honorable
Hattie W. Caraway. Death came to Mrs.
Caraway at the Whitehall sanitarium,
Falls Church, Va., at 11:15 a. m. today
as the result of an illness she has suffered
since early last January.

Senator Hattie W, Caraway, the widow
of former United States Senator Thad-
deus H. Caraway, had a most enviable
career as a public servant. Upon the
death of her illustrious husband, the
Honorable Thaddeus H, Caraway, while
he was serving as a Member of this body,
she was appointed a Member of the
United States Senate from the State of
Arkansas on November 13, 1931, to fill
the vacancy occasioned by his death.
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Therezafter she was elected by the pzople
of Arkansas to fill out the unexpired
term. She was subsequently elected to
this high office by the people of Arkansas
in 1932 and in 1938 for 6-year terms.

As I recall, Senator Hattie W, Caraway
was the first member of her sex ever
elected by the people of a sovereign State
of this Union to represent it in the
United States Senate. Her reelection to
two full terms is a testimonial to her and
proves the great esteem and confidence
in which she was held by the citizens
of my State.

After her term as Senator expired on
January 2, 1845, she was appointed by
the President of the United States as
a member of the United States Compen-
sation Appeals Board, in which position
she served faithfully until recently, when
she was compelled to resign on account
of ill health.

In the course of her service here she
attained national recognition as an able
legislator and made a host of admiring
friends throughout the Nation, who, I
know, today share with the citizens of
my State the deep sorrow that they feel
in the loss of this distinguished woman.

It was my exitreme goou fortune to
have her warm personal friendship and
to have labored with her as a colleague
in the United Ctates Senate. Her atti-
tude toward me as a junior member of
this body during the 2 years in which
I served with her was one of utmost
kindness, consideration, and coopera-
tion. These magnificent personal qual-
ities she exemplified in all of her labors.

She was in her womanly tenderness
and understanding devoted to the cause
of human welfare, and was always so-
licitous and diligent in her efforts to
promote and advance the interest of the
common man and to contribute in every
way possible to a higher standard of life
for our people anc toward the building
of a stronger Nation.

Among relatives and loved ones who
survive her are two distinguished sons,
Col. Paul Caraway and Col. Forrest Car-
away, of the United States Army, both
of whom are graduates of the Military
Academy at West Point, and both of
whom have dedicated their lives in the
service of the defense of their country.

Mr. President, I extend to those rela-
tives and loved ones my heartfelt sym-
pathy. I share with them the sorrow
and grief that I know they are expe-
riencing in the loss of their mother, who
was my esteemed friend and for whom
multitudes of American citizens mourn
today.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I
wish to associate myself with the senti-
ments expressed by my colleague, the
senior Senator from Arkansas. It was
with profound sadness that I heard of
the death of former Senator Hattie W.
Caraway. She was an old and close
friend of my mother and of myself. Her
husband, the late Senator Thaddeus
Caraway, was, as many Members of the
Senate know, one of the outstanding
Members of this body for many years.

Former Senator Hattie Caraway was a
fine character and was greatly devoted
to the interests of her State and of the
Nation. She labored long and faithfully
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in behalf of her country and of the peo-
ple of my State. I know that I speak
for all the people of Arkansas and all the
Members of the Senate in expressing my
deep sympathy to her famijly.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
desire to join the distinguished Senators
from Arkansas in what they have said
in regard to former Senator Hattie W.
Caraway. I am very glad I had the op-
portunity of knowing her and that I can
be remembered as one of thoSe who were
her friends. She was a lovely lady. She
served her family, her State, and her
Nation well and with great distinction.

THE GOVERNMENT'S DISFOSAL OF ESSEN-
TIAL AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES
UNDER CLASSIFICATION OF "SURPLUS
AND NONESSENTIAL"

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, last
Friday the President, in speaking to the
American people, emphasized that our
country was confronted by two grave
threats: First, the threat of communism;
and, second, the threat of inflation.

To combat these threats the President
called upon the American people to for-
get the “business as usual” policies and
requested that we all pull together in an
effort to rebuild our Military Establish-
ments, conserve our natural resources,
and check the current inflationary spiral.

To accomplish this goal the President
on the following day declared that a
“state of emergency exists in our coun-
try,” and thereby paved the way for
price and wage controls.

Conferences are being held today in
Washington between leaders of the meat
industry and administration officials to
discuss the need of price controls on
meats. Price controls have already been
declared in effect in one major industry,
and similar conferences to those which
are being held today are scheduled with
representatives of other industries.

On Monday of this week the Price
Stabilization Director, Michael V. Di
Salle, indicated that later this week he
would call for an honor-system freeze on
all prices and wages, appealing to the
patriotism of the American people to
cooperate with their Government in this
grave emergency.

From reading the American news-
papers in which the plans of the Govern-
ment officials are outlined, we are given
the impression that at long last the ad-
ministration has recognized that.a war is
going on. The days of reckless Govern-
ment waste accompanied by the politics
as usual slogans are being replaced by a
call for a united effort, without regard
to polities, for greater production, stock-
piling, and conservation of our Nation's
resources.

At this point I ask unanimous consent
to have inserted in the Recorp an article
which appeared in the Evening Star of
December 18, 1950, entitled “United
States Aims at 10 Percent Rise in 1951
Crop Output.”

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

UNrTED STATES AIMS AT 10 PERCENT RISE IN
1951 Cror OUTPUT; WouLD ToP 1948 PEAK
The Government’s crop production targets

for 1951 will call for at least 10 percant more
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food, llvestock feed, and fiber commodities
than was harvested this year.

Under the threat of war, the Agriculture
Department is outlining production programs
which, if realized, would top the record farm
output of 1948.

This year’s crop volume turned out to be
bigger than had been forecast. In its final
report of the year, issued yesterday, the De-
partment sald the harvest was the third
largest of record.

LONG FAL SEASON WAS FACTOR

A prolonged fall season for maturing and
harvesting crops helped improve the quan-
tity end quality of many items, the Depart-
ment said.

The aggregate volume of this year's harvest
was 126 percent of the 1923-32 average. This
compares with the record of 137.5 percent in
1248 and 132 percent in 1949.

Much of next year's increase will be sought
in cotton, wheat, and corn. A very short
cotton crop this year has led the Government
to urge farmers to produce at least €0 percent
more in 1951.

LARGER CORN CROP SOUGHT

While supplies of corn are large the Gov-
ernment would like to see next year's crop
top this year's by 15 to 20 percent. Corn is
the major raw material for production of
meat, milk, and poultry products.

This year’s harvest was a well-balanced
one, with the single exception of cotton.
Only a few crops in themselves set records—
soybeans, grain sorghums, and sugar beets.
But many crops were far above average.

In the class of large crops were corn, oats,
hay, rice, potatoes, tobacco, cranberries, and
alfalfa and sweetclover seeds. Larger-than-
average crops of flaxseed, sorghum, silage,
peanuts, sugarcane, hops, apples, pears,
cherries, citrus fruits, and truck crops were
harvested.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Mr. President, in this
article it is pointed out that the Depart-
ment of Agriculture is calling on the
farmers of this country to increase pro-
duction of all basic agricultural com-
n.odities, and they emphasize the fact
that these commodities are essential to
our national welfare. It also calls at-
tention to the critical shortage with
which this country is faced in regard to
cotton.

In view of this backeround and after
listening to the patriotic appeals on the
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part of the President and other admin-
istration leaders, I was shocked this week
to find that the administration, while
calling upon the American people for
greater sacrifices and expressing great
concern with the threatening rising cost
of living, were at the same time launch-
ing one of the greatest international
bargain day sales of the twentieth cen-
tury.

In order that the Members of Con-
gress might realize the size of this bar-
gain day sale, I suall insert in the REc-
oRr: a copy of United States Department
of Agriculture Bulletin No. 2873-50 dated
December 1, 1950, in which the Depart-
ment of Agriculture announced its De-
cember sales prices for agricultural com-
modities which are listed as nonessential,
declared surplus, and offered for sale in
export trade only. These commodities
are being offered with a strict provision
that under no circumstance are these
bargains available to the consumers in
the United States or its Territories, nor
are they available for purchase by for-
eign countries using ECA dollars.

At this point I ask unanimous consent
to have inserted in the Recorp the above-
described bulletin.

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

CCC ANNOUNCES DECEMBER EXPORT SALES
PRICES FOR SURPLUS COMMODITIES

Ralph 8. Trigg, President of the Commod-
ity Credit Corporation, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, today announced the
prices at which approximate quantities of
the Corporation's commodity holdings will
be available to commercial exporters for ex-
port sale during the month of December
1950. The following commodities will be
available durlng the month: Dried whole
eggs, nonfat dry milk solids, raw linseed oil,
flaxseed, dry edible beans, dry edible peas,
Austrian winter pea seed, wheat, oats, barley.

corn, grain sorghums, potato starch, fresh
Irish potatoes, and gum rosin.

The list, which varies from month to
month as additional commodities become
available, or commodities formerly available
are dropped, is designed to aid in moving
CCC's excess inventories into expert through
regular commercial channels. By knowing

December export price list
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in advance the commodities and quantities
that are available, private exporters are in
position to develop export sales before the
commodities are actually purchased from

CCC.

Since the beginning of the program, in
January of this year, sales for export, re-
ported through November 23, totaled 877.-
374,780, covering the following commodities:

Commodity Quantity ?;'fh“;

Mexican canned meat
pounds._| 30, 242, 260 | $2, 747,977
Mexican eanned beef _..do.... 120, 120 24, 430
Dried whole eggs_______do_.___| 4,191,528 1,080, 214
Frozen turkeys__ do.... 141,171 38, 009
Shelled peanuts.........do____| 11, 000, 000 893, 750
Cottonseed oil, erude '..do....| 3,240,000 429, 300
Flaxseed............bushels__| 1,172, 499 4,522,818

Dry edible beans

hundredweight. 520, 134 2,971,670
Dry edible peas.........do.... 285, 815,314
Whe bushels. .| 12,862, 249 | 30, 487, 625
_____ do____| 4,151,942 5,373, 107
memmmennG0... | 11,133,320 | 17,623,270
undredweight__| 2 784, 815 5, 980, 512
Fresh Irish potatoes._._do....| 4,801,383 48, 014
Gumrosin..... MRS | N 508, 580 3, 534, 895
Linseed oil, raw....._.pounds._| 4, 783, 026 660, 624
Nonfat dry milk solids__do....| 1, 206, 716 124, 246

1 Includes sales only throngh April 1950, In May this
commadity was dropped from sales list and sold “‘as
available,”

The December 1ist of commodities, the
approximate quantities for sale, the points
where available, and the export sales prices,
are given below. Sales are restricted to buy-
ers not using ECA dollars or other funds of
the United States Government, but com-
modities for which the sales prices are not
less than the domestic market price on the
date of sale may be resold to buyers using
such funds. :

The CCC will entertain offers from pro-
spective buyers for the purchase of any com-
modity on the current list. Offars accepted
by CCC will be subject to the terms and
conditions prescribed by the Corporation.
These terms include payment by cash or
irrevocable letter of credit before delivery
of the commedity, and the conditions re-
quire removal of the commodity from CCC
storage within a reasonable period of time
and proof of exportation.

Announcements containing all terms and
conditions of sale will be furnished upon re-
quest. Interested persons are invited to
communicate with the Production and Mar-
keting Administration, USDA, Washington
25, D. C., with respect to all commodities,

Commodity

Approximate aquantity
avrileble (subject to
prior sale)

Export sales price

’
Dried whole egps, in carload lots only:

1950 pack (in barrels and drums) .. oo oo

1948-49 pack (in barrels, drums, and 14-pound con-
tainers),

Nonfat dry milk solids, in carload lots only:

T L e e e S - A Sl
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Linseed oil, raw._...- A S S e SR S

Flaxseed, bulk.

11,150,000 pounds. ... ...

165,000,000 pounds 1.___.
75,000,000 pounds 1. ____.

529 £C0,000 pounds 1 14 cents per

2,000,000 bushels!___.._..

1 These same lots also are available at domestic sales prices-anzounced today.

1650 pack, 60 cents per pound.
1048-40 pack, 30 cents per pound,
F. 0. b. cars or trucks at warehouse locations: 60 cents per pound for 1950 pack or 30 cents
per pound for 1948-49 pack, less freight based on the average gross shipping weight, at
the lowest export freight rate to New York or New Orleans, whichever is lower.

10,000,000 pounds__.. ... {l". a. 5. vessel, United States Gulf or cast coast ports:

TFor export to 21l countries except those listed below:

BSpray process, 1214 cents per pound f, o. b, location of stock in any State,

Roller process, 1014 cents per pound f. 0. b. location of stock in any State,

For export to Western Hemisphere countries except Canada and colonial possessions of
foreign countries, and territories and possessions of the United States:

Bpray Ymcoss. 0% cents per pound . o. b. location of stock in any State, less frelght
based on the average gross shipping weight, at the lowest export freigflt rate from
that loeation to nearest port of export,

Rollor process, 744 cents per
based on the average gross sl
loeation to nearcst port of export.

und f. 0. b. tank cars at storage loeations (Buffalo; San Francisco; Los
Angeles; Cleveland; New York; Philadelphia; Baltimore: Portland; Oreg.: Houston,

Tex.; Kenedy, Tex.; and Good Hope, La.).

No. 1, $1.5(, per pet bushel (56 pounds pure flaxseed) bulk, Lasis in store Minneapolis or
other points of storage, sublect to storks.
For other grades market differentinls will apply.

]])m.mll 1. 0. b. location of stock in any State, less freight

hipping weight, at the lowest export freight rate from that
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December export price list—Continued
£ Approximate quantity
Commodity available (subject to Export sales price
prior sale)
Dry edible heans: No. 1 grade 1948 crop [, a. s. vessel at locations shown below:
: o T B e e e e 920,000 bags ). cocacaa. ss,sallamr cl}t:ﬂfmug;ls, Ban Francisco and Portland, Oreg.; $6 per 100 pounds, United
Pen, h!g!m‘d,. w e Ll e S 2 250,000 bags V. oeoecenaan- £5.50 per 100 ;g‘:l:l(f.i. east coast and North Pacific ports.
Red kidney, bagged. ... 505,000 hags 1_ . $6 per 100 pounds, New York.

Great Northern, bagged

Baby lima, bagged
Pink, bagged.__.__

Red kidney, bagged....

Dry edible peas, b

Austrian winter pea seed, bagged. oo

Wheat, bulk..

Qats, bulk
Barley, bulk..____. = =

Corn, bulk.

Grain sorghoms, bulk - e

600,000 hundredweight 1_| No. 1

f sold at point of p

therelrom is exported,
73,000 hundredweight....

100,600,000 bushels 1. ._..

11,675,000 bushels !
28,300,000 bushels 1_.___.

tont is exported.

100,000,000 bushels L____.

16,000,000 hundred-

Potato starch, in carload lots only:
Pearl type, packed in 200-pound burlap bags with paper
inner liners, .
Powdered type, packed in 100-pound and 200-pound
burlap bags with ]mﬁ(-r inner Jiners.
Irish potatoes, packed in uwsual 100-pound burlap
sacks, in carload or truckload lots only.

Fresh Irish potatoes, for processing into potato foed prod-
uets for export.

CGun rosin, in metal drums averaging 517 pounds net each_...

weight.!

600,000 pounds . _.......
4,860,000 pounds ' ______

Substantial quantities,
as available in Aroo-

stook County, Maine, Canada, Mexien, Cuba,

Quantities as available
in the late potato-pro-
ducing States,

80,000 drums !___________

$9 grades X an

£5 per 100 pounds, Portland, Orieg.: £5.10 per 100 pounds, United States Gulf ports,
500,

1,370,000 bags

150,000 bags 1. $5.50 per 100 pounds, San Frane
126,000 bags 1 $5.25 per 100 pounds, 8an Francisco.
65,000 bags 1

No. 1 grade 1949 crop: $6.50 per 100 pounds f, a. 8. vessel, New York,
Discounts for grades on all beans:
No. 2, 25 cents less than No. 1.
No. 3, 50 eents less than No. 1.
At CCC's option, 1949 erop heans may be furnished in lieu of 1948 beans in instances
where stocks are exhausted of 1948 beens of the type end prades desired,
de, 1049 crop, $3.75 per 100 ! : . o
uction deduct cost of transportation, and cost of processing
if gold on besis thresher run. ¥ .
Peas may be used for splitting provided entire quantity of split peas produced

unds f, . 8. vessel, North Pacific ports.

Market price on date of sale at place of delivery, provided delivery takes place within 15
days, unless otherwise agreed upon.

0.
Wheat may be used for milling export flour, provided the entire quantity of flour
produced therefrom is exported.
Market price on date of sale at place of delivery, provided delivery takes place within 15
days, unless otherwise agreed upon.

Do.
Barley may be exported as malt or pearled barley when all the malt or pearled con-

Market price on date of sale at place of delivery, provided delivery takes place within
15 days, unless otherwise agreed upon.
Corn may be used for the manufacture of starch, provided the entire quantity of
starch produced therefrom is exported.
Market price on dete of sale at place of delivery, provided delivery takes place within
15 days, unless otherwise egreed l‘:‘]pcn.
Grein sorghums may be used for the manufecture of starch, provided the entire
quantity of starch produced therefrom is exported.

$4.50 per hundredweight 1, a. 3. vessel, Boston, Mass,

U, 8., No. 1 grade when loaded at CCC’s point of purchase: 50 cents per sack f. 0. b, cars
at country shipping peint, for export to areas other than Uni
i or the Caribbean area,

Consideration will be given to offers to purchase potatoes packed in crates at above
prics plus additional costs to CCC. Communicate with the Director, PMA Com-
modity Office, 67 Broad 8t., New York, N. Y. Telephone Digby 4-8300.

Basis 1 cent per hundredweight bulk ungraded at farm, plug reimbursement for approved
marketing services required to be performed,

$8.50 per hundred pounds net, grades M through G, $8.65 grade N, $8.75 grade W@, and
d ,\)\?W. g is‘," on storage yards in Georgia and lFﬁ}rid'a.

States possessions,

1 These same lots also are available at domestic sales prices announced today,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I wish
to call particular attention to the fact
that included in the bulletin are 100,000,-
000 bushels of wheat, 100,000,000 bushels
of corn, and millions of bushels of other
grains. They are all listed as surplus.
At the same time that they are being
classified as surplus and nonessential
the Department of Agriculture is asking
for greater production, and the Price Ad-
ministrator has said this week he would
consider setting price controls on such
commodities in order to hold down the
price. Nevertheless they are still being
declared surplus and nonessential.

In this bulletin it will be noted that
under this surplus-disposal program, the
sales since January through November
23, 1950, total $77,374,780. As of June 23,
immediately prior to the outbreak of
war in Korea, the sales under this pro-
gram for the first 6 months totaled only
$11,366,648,

Immediately following the outbreak
of the war in Korea and during the suc-
ceeding months, export sales under this
surplus disposal program jumped an av-
erage of over 600 percent, and it is sig-
nificant that the sales during the month
of November jumped an average of 1,300
percent over the average sales for the

6 months prior to the outbreak of the
war in Korea. i

The dollar sales recorded do not tell the.
full story since they do not reflect the
losses which were sustained on some of
these commodities.

For instance, in this $77,000,000 re-
ported as sales there is reflected only the
amount we received in payment and not
the cost of the goods to the American
taxpayers, :

As an example I call attention to the

-fact that the 4,801,385 bags of potatces,

100 pounds each, were sold at an aver-
age price of 1 penny per bag, and the
amount reflected in the receipt column
is only $48,014.

This is an extreme example, but nev-
ertheless in each instance the total vol-
ume is reflected only as the amount re-
ceived and in practically all cases the
sales price was substantially below the
cost of the items.

I call attention again to the fact that
these commodities which are being of-
fered for export are not a part of the
agricultural commodities which are
being shipped to Europe under the ECA
program.

It is almost beyond comprehension
that we find our Government through the
Commodity Credit Corporation today, 5

months after the beginning of the
Korean War, still liquidating its inven-
tories under the classification “surplus
and nonessential.”

This is particularly hard to understand
when we find that the same Govern-
ment agency, the Dzpartent of Asgri-
culture, only yesterday issued an appzal
to the American farmers to put forth
an all-out effert to inerease their pro-
duction of these same agriculture com-
modities in 1951 by at least 10 percent.

I fully recognize that if these com-
modities are held in reserve at this time
and if during the subsequent months the
war clouds were to vanish, our Govern-
ment would not realize as much money
in their sale as it would under the ex-
isting eircumstances. However, the dif-
ference in the price which we, would
receive for these commodities today and
that which we would receive in the event
of world peace 1 year from now, is a
small amount to pay for this country's
security.

On the other hand, if the war clouds
continue and we become involved in a
third world war, the vast inventories of
agricultural commodities in this coun-
try which we had on hand at the begin-
ning of the Korean episode would prove
a godsend.
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At a time when our country is being
threatened by an outside aggressor, with
the cost of living reaching an all-time
high, with price controls being consid-
ered on all food and agricultural prod-
ucts, and at a time when every sensible
and loyal American recognizes that we
must conserve our resources, there is ab-
solutely no possible justification for the
existing policy of treating these inven-
tories as “surplus and nonessential.”

It is inexcusable that this administra-
tion, through the Department of Agri-
culture, while under the threat of war
clouds, should continue stripping the
American cupboard bare and distribut-
ing our resources to the far corners of
the earth.

To further emphasize the contradiec-
tion of this dumping program, I call
your attention to the fact that only today
the Congress is being asked to appro-
priate about $17,000,000 to be used in
the replenishing of our stockpiles of stra-
tegic materials and in the rebuilding of
our national defense.

Also, we are proposing to draft mil-
lions of American boys in the Army.
These drastic measures are being au-
thorized on the assumption that there
is a grave threat of another world war.

Yet we still find the same administra-
tion which is advocating these wartime
measures conducting its activities in the
Department of Agriculture as if there
were no threat either of inflation or of
war.

In order that the Members of Congress
might better realize the gigantic scale
upon which our reserves are being de-
pleted through international bargain
sales, I shall summarize these offerings,

reduced in terms of carload lots, basis

50 tons for each car,

Remember all of these are still classi-
fied as surplus,

First. Two thousand four hundred
carloads dried milk solids, or 240,000,-
000 pounds. :

Szcond. Five thousand carloads raw
linceed oil, or 529,000,000 pounds, repre-
senting 66,000,000 gallons.

Third. One thousand one hundred and
twenty carloads bulk flaxseed, or 2,000,-
000 bushels. !

Fourth. Nine hundred and twenty
carloads dried pinto beans, or 92,000,-
000 pounds.

Fifth. Two hundred and fifty car-
loads dried pea beans, or 25,000,000
pounds,

Sixth. Five hundred and seventy car-
loads dried red kidney beans, or 57,000,-
000 pounds.

Seventh. One thousand three hun-
dred and seventy carloads Great North-
ern dried beans, or 137,000,000 pounds.

Eighth. One hundred and twenty-six
carloads dried pink beans, or 12,600,000
pounds. :

Ninth. One hundred and fifty carloads
dried baby lima beans, or 15,000,000
pounds.

Tenth. Six hundred carloads dried
edible peas, or 60,000,000 pounds.

Eleventh. Seventy-three carloads Aus-

trian winter pea seed, or 7,300,000
pounds.
Twelfth, Sixty thousand carloads

wheat, or 100,000,000 bushels.
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Thirteenth. Three thousand seven
hundred ecarloads oats, or 11,675,000
bushels.

Fourteenth. Fifteen thousand car-
loads barley, or 28,300,000 bushels,

Fifteenth, Fifty-six thousand car-
loads corn, or 100,000,000 bushels.

Sixteenth. Sixteen thousand carloads
grain sorghum, or 1,600,000,000 pounds.

Seventeenth. Fifty-four carloads po-
tato starch, or 5,460,000 pounds.

Eighteenth. An unspecified quantity
of fresh Irish potatoes, listed as avail-
able at a price of 1 cent per hundred-
weight at the farm.

Nineteenth. Four hundred carloads
gum rosin, or 80,000 drums.

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

Mr, WILLIAMS, I yield to my col-
league.

Mr. FREAR. I think the Senator
made reference to fresh Irish potatoes.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Yes.

Mr. FREAR. Does not the senior
Senator from Delaware think the un-
specified quantity will be higher in the
next few months than it was when the
present figures were prepared?

Mr. WILLTAMS. In this bulletin is-
sued on December 1 they did not place
any figure or quantity with reference to
surplus potatoes. They listed potatoes
as an unspecified amount. That is the
language they used. Apparently the po-
tatoes which are being offered are pota-
toes which are now coming from the
State of Maine, and they are being sold
as fast as they are received. Apparently
they do not know how many they will
have, and therefore they did not specify
the amount of potatoes which are to be
offered. They did say it would be a sub-
stantial guantity.

Mr, FREAR. Does it not seem to the
senior Senator from Delaware that there
may be good reason for using the term
“unspecified amount” or “unspecified
quantity’?

Mr. WILLIAMS. In view of the fact
that they used specified amounts with
respect to other commodities, it would
seem to me that the reason for using
the reference to an unspecified amount
was because they did not know how many
potatoes they would get from the State
of Maine, although they estimated it
would be in the millions of pounds.
Prior to this, they had sold 4,000,000 bags
of potatoes at a penny a bag,

Mr. FREAR. Does not the senior Sen-
ator from Delaware think it is reason-
able to assume that the quantity will be
so high that public opinion in this coun-
try on the potato issue will be what it was
about 12 months ago?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Unless I miss my
guess, public opinion will not only be
the same with reference to potatoes, but
there will also be public resentment to
any agricultural commodity’s being class-
ified as surplus or nonessential when at
the same time the Government is asking
Conegress to give them power to put price
controls on such commeodities in order to
hold down the price. At the same time,
they are calling on farmers for an all-
out increase in production of the same
commodities which are classified as sur-
plus and nonessential. To make mat-
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ters worse, we are losing hundreds of
millions of dollars annually on the dis-
posal program.

Mr. FREAR. I thank the Senator,
and I thoroughly agree with him.

Mr. WILLIAMS. There are also 210
carloads of dried eggs representing 63,-
000,000 dozen in shell form. Altogether
this accounts for approximately 160,000
carloads of agricultural commodities,
most of which are nonperishable,

It is estimated that there are about
110 freight cars to the mile. If they
were all put into one train they would
make a solid train of surplus commodi-
ties reaching from Independence, Mo.,
to the White House. Instead of calling
it the Missouri mule train, it should be
called the international gravy train.

In addition to the sales of agriculture
commodities through export, substantial
quantities of our inventories as of June
30 have been sold to domestic merchants,
who in turn have redistributed the goods
through domestic channels or export.

That portion of sales which has been
made to domestic dealers does not af-
fect the over-all national supply since
the goods if sold to domestic dealers,
would still be in this country and avail-
able to the American people.

However, it does make a great differ-
ence when these inventories are sold for
export either directly by the Government
or indirectly through private exporters.

Of course those commodities which are
perishable must be moved in some form,
but the perishable commodities repre-
sznt but a small percentage of the over-
all sales and offerings covered by the list
of December 1.

A major percentage of the commodi-
ties which have been declared surplus
as of December 1 and offered for resale—
export only—are nonperishable com-
modities and commodities which could
readily prove essential to our national
welfare in the event of war or of an un-
expescted crop failure.

Reserve supplies of wheat, cotton,
wool, corn, linseed oil, dried beans, and
all other types of grains are just as es-
sential to our national defense program
as are guns and planes. These, nonper-
ishable items should be stockpiled par-
ticularly in the face of a grave interna-
tional crisis—even more so than some
items which are currently on the stock-
piling list.

I have previously called attention to
how our Government during the recent
months declared surplus and disposed
of a huge inventory of wool at a loss
to the taxpayers of around $25,000,000.
Now they are proposing to replenish this
inventory at an increased cost of more
than 50 percent over its sales price.

Cotton: Since the outhreak of war in
Korea on June 25 our Government has
liquidated its holdings of approximately
$600,000,000 worth of cntton., Large
quantities of this cotton which have been
sold since the outbreak of war have been
exported from this country with the re-
sult that today our Government finds
itself extremely short of this eritical war
material as was pointed out yesterday
by the Secretary of Agriculture, when
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he appealed to the southern farmers to
increase their acreage in 1851. Yet we
have completely liquidated the 3,500,-
000 bales of cotton from the inventory
which we had June 30, 1950, valued at
approximately $600,000,000. A substan-
tial amount of that cotton has been ex-
ported.

The Senator from Maryland [Mr.
O’Conor] has called the attention of the
counfry to the fact that substantial
quantities of other war materials have
been exported from this country to China,
since the outbreak in Korea, and the
country as a whole has been rather
critical of the shipping companies
which have been named as transporters
of these goods.

I made the statement previously—and
I am sure the Senator from Maryland
will agree with me—that while we do
not excuse any American shipping com-
pany from their obligation to reject
shipments to China under the wartime
conditions existing since June 1950, we
are not so much interested in the names
of the shipping companies who were act-
ing as common carriers but in the names
of the exporting firms and manufactur-
ers in America who were attempting to
profiteer by selling war materials to an
enemy of our country in time of war.

Mr. O’CONOR. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. O'CONOR. I am in entire agree-
ment with the statement just made by
the Senator from Delaware. So far as
investigations have progressed thus far,
I do not feel that the entire blame rests
upon the shipping companies. It is un-
questionably true, as the senior Senator
from Delaware has just stated, that
when those” carriers are presented with
licensed items for transportation, items
with respect to which approval has al-
ready been received from the Govern-
ment, they are faced with a difficult situ-
ation. When manufacturers undertake
to make the shipments, it is understand-
able that the shipping companies face
that situation, and may not, therefore,
be entirely to blame. I quite agree that
the Senator has very properly stated the
situation,

While I am on my feet, I should like
to pay tribute to the senior Senator from
Delaware for the painstaking study he
has made of this particular subject mat-
ter. I express the hope that the subject
will be thoroughly investigated. I

Mr. WILLTAMS. Iam sure that under
the leadership of the Senator from
Maryland the subject will be investi-
gated, because I know that the commit-
tee of which he will be the chairman,
and of which I am hoping to be a mem-
ber, intends to go into this question. I
believe that that is one of the main
things the American people want to
know. They want to know who is re-
sponsible for these shipments. The
shipments are going out of this country
with the endorsement and blessing of
our Government. We should know the
names of the Government officials who
are endorsing these shipments, and the
departments in which they operate.
Perhaps we should know the reasons
why they endorse them.
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I should like to point out, as I have
stated before, that at the outbreak of
war we had 3,500,000 bales of cotton on
hand with the Government, which was
a very good stockpile with which to en-
ter a national emergency. About $600,-
000,000 of the money of the American
taxpayers was invested in this reserve.
Since June 1950 that reserve has been
liquidated, with the exception of a little
less than $20,000,000 worth of cotton.

The exports from this country are as
follows: During the month of June we
exported 740,533 bales; during the month
of July we exported 265,000 bales; Aug-
ust, 355,000 bales; September, 372,000

bales; October, 283,000 bales, or a total

of over 2,000,000 bales. The value of
these exports since the outbreak of the
war in June exceeds $371,813,000, not in-
cluding the large quantities for which
export license have been granted since
October,

On September 8 the Government put
in export controls over cotton.” One
would think that the Government was
going to stop the exports, but it seems
that i was merely desired to channel the
exports to those whom the Government
wanted to hangdle the business. Since ex-
port licenses have been put into effect,
the allocations requested for cotton ex-
ports have increased. On October 10,
the Department of Agriculture approved
the allocation of 2,000,000 bales of cot-
ton for export. On November 2 it ap-
proved the allocation of 146,000 bales.
On November 7 it approved the alloca-
tion of 1,350,000 bales of cotton. The
Department of Agriculture approved the
allocation of this cotton for export on
the assumption that cotton was not a
strategic material and was not essential
to our national welfare. Any man in his
right senses knows that cotton is an es-
sential wartime commodity. The coun-
try recognizes that there is a great short-
age of cotton at this time.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS, I yield.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Does the Senator
from Delaware have any information as
to whether any of this cotton which has
been shipped abroad has been sent be-
hind the iron curtain, to any country
which is in conflict with our desire for
world peace?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iam coming to that,
Some of this cotton, unfortunately, has
gone to China and other communistic
controlled countries. As I have stated
before, I do not know to what countries
the wheat, corn, beans, potatoes, and
other commodities were exported. I re-
fer to those which have been exported
since the outbreak of the war., However,
it is an established fact that substantial
quantities of cotton and other essential
war materials of which there is a eritical
shortage in this country have been ex-
perted since the outbreak of war in Ko-
rea. A substantial quantity of cotton
has been going behind the iron curtain,
and even direct to China.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr, President, does
the distinguished Senator from Delaware
have an; information as to whether or
not reports have been made to the proper
agency and to the Senate Committee on
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Agriculture and Forestry of what has ac-
tually been transported since the out-
break of the Korean War in this respect?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not being a member
of the Agric ltural Committee, I am un-
able to answer that question, I will say
that it took quite a while to dig out this
much information. So it must not have
been too much of an open book so far as
the Senate is generally recognized.

We know of six shipments involving
50,000,000 pounds of cotton which have
been exported to Manchuria and Red
China direct since the outbreak of the
war in Korea. How much more through
rerouting I am unable to say. These
shipments from this country to China
have been with the full knowledge of the
administration officials. They were
made from New Orleans during the
months immediately following the
outbreak of the Korean episode. These
shipments were made from allocations
directly from the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration’s inventory, with the full knowl-
edge and consent of that ageney, to the
exporting concern with the understand-
ing trey were going to Red China.

These shipments were as follows:

Amount
exported
(bales)

Date Destination

Julg'_ 13, 1950 (2 { 3,000 | Dairen, Manchuria.
shipments), 1, 867 Dao.
July 17, 1850___.| 7,520 Do.
Aug. 7, 1950 (2 3, 6 Do.

shipments). n, 127 Do.
Aog. 21,1950___| 8,615 | Tientsin-Taku Bar, China.
Aug, 24,1950 (2 { R00 Do.

shipments). 2,839 | Dairen, Manchuria.
Aug. 28,1950...| 4,859 Do.

Total__..| 48,563

Do not forget that these were allocat-
ed by the Commodity Credit Corporation
to this export concern to go to China
and Manchuria under these contracts
after we had gotten into the war with
China.

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

Mr, WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. SCHOEFPEL. Does the distin-
guished Senator from Delaware have
any information that would throw any
light upon the proposition of why these
shipments of somewhat critical mate-
rial, such as cotton, would be made after
war was under way? Does the Senator
have any explanation as to how that
came about?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I talked with the
Department officials, and they said their
excuse for shipping this was that prior
to the outbreak of war in Korea they
had entered into negotiations with Chi-
na and Manchuria, by which they were
to send them certain amounts of cotton
in return for soybeans. These soybeans,
as Senators know, are not strategic war
materials, and can be bought freely.
They said that after the war—or rather,
after the police action broke ouf in Ko~
rea—since it was not recognized by the
Government as a war, they felt that they
were to a certain extent honor bound
to continue these shipments and com-
plete their agreements.

Of course, I fail to understand that,
because prior to June 24 we also had a
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gentlemen’s agreement that we would
not shoot the Chinese or North Koreans,
and that they would not shoot us, but
that gentlemen’s agreement was broken
after June 24, as any American soldier
in Korea will tell you.

It is ironic to note that the cotton used
to fill these orders was allocated to the
exporting firm by the Commodity Cred-
it Corporation, who at the time knew
that the shipments of cotton were go-
ing to Manchuria and Red China.

Altogether approximately $370,000,-
000 worth of cotton was exported from
this country, a substantial portion of
which was accounted for by Government
sales, how much, if any, of the other
commodities mentioned have been ex-
ported to China or other communistic
countries, either directly or through re-
routing in transit, I am unable to say at
this time. I am advised by the Depart-
ment officials that it will take some time
for them to compile the information,
but I shall insist that this information
be furnished to the committee.

I am advised that the customary pro-
cedure to follow in licensing the export
of these commodities is that the export-
ing firm will put on his shipping state-
ment that he is guaranteeing to ship
the commodity to X country. There
seems to be no follow-through to see
that the shipment goes to that country.
The main thing the Government
agency seems to endeavor to ascertain
by its follow-through is that the com-
modity is shipped out of the country.
There does not seem to be too much of
a check here as to whether or not the
commodity is rerouted in transit or what
finally happens to it. One segment of
our Government seems more concerned
about stripping the American cupboard
bare and getting rid of these commodi-
ties and getting them out of the do-
mestic markets.

With $600,000,000 worth of cotton
being sold at domestic prices and under
the threat of export controls the mar-
ket naturally was not as high as the
world market, Following the sale of
that cotton to the American cotfon mer-

chants, export releases were made of"

3,500,000 bales whereby that cotton could
be exported out of this country into a
world market which averaged about 20
to 30 percent higher than the domestic
market. The profits which automati-
cally accrue to the firms which bought
this cotton prior to the allocation of
these export licenses run into the hun-
dreds of millions of dollars, and I am
determined to find out who made this
profit.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr.
will the Senator yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Does the Senator
from Delaware have information as to
the names of the concerns to whom
these sales were made?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the names
of one or two of the concerns, which
I would rather not give at this time for
certain reasons. The only exporter
whose name I am going to reveal at this
particular time is the Government itself.
I think the American people are en-
titled to know the names of all manu-
facture-s in this country, exporters, or

President,
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any business concerns, that have been
trading with the enemy since June 24.
They are entitled to know the names of
all Government officials or agencies who
have condcned this practice. I think
the American people are especially en-
titled to know that one agency of the
Government itself, namely, the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, is guilty. So
I do not think we should be too harsh
in our criticisms of some of ,our corpo-
rations for doing what the Government
itself is doing, and that is failing to
recognize that a war is going on. |

I am reporting this information to
the Senate and the country since I be-
lieve that each of us should know what
this Government agency has been doing
since June 23 while the American forces
have been fighting in Korea.

I am- ashamed of the fact that the
naiae of the first exporter to be revealed
as responsible for shipments of strategic
materials to Red China since the out-
break of the Korean War should be an
agency of the United States Govern-
ment. Their effort to excuse these ship-
ments on the basis that a contract was
entered into prior to the outbreak of the
war has no weight whatsoever. It is
common knowledge that war cancels all
prior contracts, and the mere fact that
the administration has seen fit to de-
scribe the conflict in Korea as a police
action instead of war in no way lessens
their responsibility to see that all aid to
our enemy was stopped immediately.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will

"the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
Tromas of Oklahoma in the chair).
Does the Senator from Delaware yield
to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr, WILLIAMS. 1 yield. y

Mr. WHERRY. I have not had the
pleasure of hearing all of the Senator’s
speech. However, I know something
about the subject matter and about what
is covered by his remarks. I should like
to state that I am in complete sympathy
with the observations the Senator has
made,

It is unfortunate that at this late date
we have now to begin to investigate these
matters. I was proud of the fact that
the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion reported immediately the resolution
rroviding for the creation of a special
committee to investigate the very viola-
tions—as I call them—or, at least, the
procedures under which the Government
agencies have been operating.

Mr. President, I do not seek to take
credit for what has been done; but while
I am on my feet I wish to say that I am
sure some Senators will remember the
determined fight which has been made
in the past 2 or 3 years by distinguished
Senators, At one time a resolution was
signed by some 53 or 55 Senators, calling
for an investigation of the shipment of
strategic materials to Russian satellite
countries; and Senators asked that such
shipments at least come within the pro-
visions of our own export controls. I
refer now to the goods which were
shipped from the United States to Rus-
sian satellite countries, under the recip~
rocal trade agreements and bilateral
agreements,

As long as 2 years ago it was pointed
out that Russia and the satellite coun-
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tries were obtaining strategic materials,
which were being sent from the United
States, at the expense of the American
taxpayers, to the ECA countries. Now
we find that those goods have been used
to make the very bullets that are killing
our boys in Korea.

Certainly it is most regrettable that
the horse is out of the barn. The failure
of those in charge of the foreign relations
of our country to act effectively to stop
the flow of war materials to Russia and
her satellites is one of the contributing
causes of the national emergency that
now confronts the United States. We
are reaping the whirlwind of many fail-
ures in foreign policy.

I think it behooves the next Congress—
for it looks as if the present Congress is
about to end its session—to appropriate
the money required for the investiga-
tions which I hope will be conducted by
the very able Senator from Maryland
[Mr. O’Conor] under the provisions of
the resolution, so that this matter will
be investigated, and so that these in-
fringements and violations, as I ecall
them, will be terminated by the Govern-
ment. Certainly some new procedures
should be entered into.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thank the Senator
from Nebraska for his statement. I
know that on numerous occasions during
the past few years he has led the fight
to stop the shipment of such strategic
materials to Russia and her satellite
countries. I also wish to join him in
paying tribute to the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. O'CoNoR], because I
think the action of the Senator from
Maryland in calling our attention to the
fact that such strategic materials were
leaving this country and were going to
China is certainly one of the greatest
contributions which has been made by
any Senator, and I am proud of what he
has done. I shall join him in the future
in all attempts to get to the bottom
of this problem and to stop these
shipments.

Mr. WHERRY. I hope the Senator
will remember the names of all of the
55 Senators who signed the resolution,
and that the Senator will especially re-
call the work done by the junior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Kem], who about a
year ago compiled many statistics in re-
gard to the shipments of strategic mate-
rials. That job was a very difficult one,
because it was almost impossible to ob-
tain those statistics from the Govern-
ment agencies. However, the junior
Senator from Missouri did a masterful
job in reporting that information to the
Members of the Senate and to the peo-
ple of the United States.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thank the Senator,
Many shipments have been made. How-
ever, even as of today the Government
is declaring 60,000 carloads, or 100,000,-
000 bushels, of wheat to be a nonessen-
tial, surplus commodity, and 100,000,000
bushels of corn to be a nonessential, sur-
plus commodity. They are offered for
export, except that they cannot be sent
to ECA countries as a substitute for ECA °
funds.

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

Mr, WILLIAMS., I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I do not wish the
Senator to misunderstand what I said.



1950

When I said the horse is out of the barn,
I was referring to what the investigation
will reveal.

However, the point is that when this
matter was pointed out 2 years ago, and
then was very forcibly called to the at-
tention of the Senate, we were very much
better off in respect to that situation
than we are now.

I am totally in sympathy with the res-
olution, and I favor it. We reported it
from the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration the same day it was called
to our attention, The resolution has al-
ready been agreed to and the committee
has been set up to hold hearings until
January 31, at which time it will be nec-
essary to request a new authorization for
the committee. I certainly hope the
Senate will support the request at that
time.

Mr, WILLIAMS. I thank the Senator,
and the country would have been much
better off today had the administration
heeded the advice of the Senators from
Nebraska and Missouri in checking the
shipment of these strategic materials.

Mr. President, I think the Government
should put an immediate end to the ex-
porting and declaring as surplus of any
agricultural commodities, particularly
those which are not perishable. I think
there is no excuse at all for the classi=-
fication of a long list of agricultural non-
perishable commodities as surplus and
exportable. It is absolutely inexcusable
for this Government, since the outbreak
of war, to have completely liquidated its
cotton holdings, comprising approxi-
mately $600,000,000, and to have agreed,

-as it has, to the exportation of practi-
cally all that cotton from this country,
when we need it here in the United
States, and when at the same time the
Government has been calling for the
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farmers of the United States to increase
their production,

I think the greatest contribution this
Government could make to the war ef-
fort would be to have a Cabinet meeting
downtown and for those in charge of the
executive departments to make up their
minds whether we are in war or out of
war. If we are in war, then let the Gov-
ernment itself begin to make its contri-
bution to the war effort.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 yield.

Mr. BREWSTER. I wonder whether
the Senator from Delaware saw in the
New York Herald Tribune of this morn-
ing the report headed as follows:

Hong Eong Sees United States Embargo as
a Peril to It—Colony Charges That Curb Will
Btrangle Trade and Provide Red Propaganda.

The article is by Homer Bigart, a
special correspondent to the New York
Herald Tribune.

The first part of the article reads as
follows:

Howng Konc, December 20.—Faced with
possible economic ruin by the American em-
bargo on shipments to Red China, this
British colony, grown incredibly fat on rec-
ord trade profits of the past 2 years, is trying
with pathetic intensity to believe that every-
thing is going to be all right.

The initial reaction to the embargo was
one of bitterness against the United States.
That was perfectly normal, since this colony
lives by trade and at least one-fourth of its
business is with Communist China. If the
embargo and Peking's retaliatory measures
are effective, Hong Kong stands to lose the
equivalent of nearly $800,000,000 a year.,

A similar article appears in the New
York Times, Mr, President.

I shall not read further from the arti-
cle. However, let me state that it ap-
peared that last year there was done
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from Hong Kong, largely with Red China,
over $1,000,000,000 worth of business.

Is it the idea of the Senator from
Delaware that the impact oi those ship=-
ments, in terms of the attacks upon our
boys in Korea, may be a matter of very
vital concern?

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no ques-
tion at all about that. I may say that in
addition to the shipments I have men-
tioned, substantial quantities of cotton
have been shipped to Hong Kong. When
I referred to shipments made to China
I was not referring to shipments going
to Hong Kong, but I was then referring
only to shipments going directly to
China. Although there is no question
but that shipments made to Hong Kong
eventually go to Red China, yet such
shipments are made under the guise of
sending materials to the British colony
of Hong Kong. I think it is past time
that all such shipments were stopped.

Mr. President, I shall ask unanimous
consent to have inserted at this point in
the Recorp, immediately following my
remarks, a chart which outlines the ex-
ports of cotton from the United States
between June and October of this year.
These figures are the latest I have been
able to obtain.

These exports are broken down by
countries. The figures are presented
both in terms of bales and in terms of
dollar volume. They represent exports
of 2,017,687 bales, or about two-thirds
of the inventory in the hands of the
Commodity Credit Corporation as of
June 30, 1950, and they represent a sales
volume of $371,813,000.

I now ask that these statistics be
printed at this point in the REcorb.

There being no objection, the statis-
tics were ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

United States exports of raw cotton—June to October 1950

Quantity in bales Value in thousands of dollars
Sched-
ule C A
e June | July | August | SPYT" | October | Total | Jume | July | August |SCPI™ | October [ Total
101 | Greenland o il (o TE
122 | Canada, including Newfoundland and
LT e e N 26,028 | 18,862 | 10,021 | 22,406 | 82,637 | 110,554 4,383 8,143 2,013 4,373 6,628 | 20,540

223 | Costa Rica? AL R 20 ey IS G 7| Bt s et el E 7] |t 4
230 | Cuba?.__ 100 400 1, 000 €00 2,171 4,571 18 4 202 185 478 47
242 | I ica 1 e L L S e e ey 300 200 I 63 42 105
247 | Dominican Republic ¥ ..o feeececaaan 190 e o 94 50 T L el A 20 9 55
301 | Colombia 2 12, 253 4, 160 5, 818 2,401 2, 856 27, 518 2,174 T4 1, 026 487 €50 5,078
307 | Vi las 340 T4 688 1, 666 368 3,845 67 143 144 363 81 TH8

7 | Chile 2 3,729 - B ) e 0 L | N e 6, 270 G856 gl s -, B B RE 1, 163
401 | Bweden (EOA) . v mcccaaeine 3, 060 847 803 8, 863 1, 305 14, 068 512 142 160 1,803 263 2,970
403 | Norway (ECA). 1,774 105 503 2, 568 1,711 7,111 a21 20 165 510 380 1, 306
409 | Denmark (ECAY._.__ 7777 4,613 1, 246 1, 626 1,533 1,762 | 10,780 836 240 355 320 367 2,133
412 | United I\ingdom 1 (RCA)- 1,019 12,160 67, 143 63:'257 85,020 [ 179, 499 330 2,152 12, 440 12,877 7,427 35,235+
419 | Ireland! (Efre} (BCA) ... ..o .oiemmnei)eore oo fammaac o 300 806 200 1800 s e 59 1 42 267
421 | Netherlands (ECA) ... 27, 483 565 G19 6, 493 12, 803 48, 063 4,007 110 115 1,426 9,442
423 | Belgium and Luxembu.rg (ECA).. 11, 359 4,018 3, 886 6, 023 7.423 33, 600 1, 848 £id 704 1,190 1,519 6, 095
Tl e s T R 116, 882 4,744 10, 668 a1, 611 39,778 | 203, 083 18,775 B4 1,082 6, 213 8, 36, 003
431 | Germany (ECA).__ .. ... ... 168, 451 7,082 §, 661 3?. G40 G55 | 250, 439 30, 136 1, 306 (5 49, 447
438 | Austria (BOA)_ . e enenaeenanenens 19, 432 1, 486 a7l 23l 21, 289 8, 442 278 3, 700
435 | Czechoslovakin (E 2, 5t 3, 000 4,941 10, 891 £05 €03 223
48T L Bangary () . i e iiecnnbinn il AR i 201 35 5 53 35
441 | Bwitzerland (ECA) . __ . coeeeeiat 2,141 200 813 &, 765 8, 603 12, 512 343 32 145 1,169 684 2,373
455 Polmld and Danzig (F) ................ 250 17,127 bt 7 it T el gl 19, 100 154 2,758 v S| B RO e — (T 3 14!]
469 | Bpain.____ 5, 427 6,571 4,227 3,625 256 20, 406 038 1,253 876 825 ﬁ_l 3,953
475 IT.aI) (ECA)... --| 110,108 1,942 3, 556 9, 939 12,836 | 138,481 18, 560 346 681 2,160 2, 760 24, 507
476 | Free ’I‘(‘rrltur) “of Trieste (ECA)...._.. R e e I S ity P S it S | B e o I R i i 46
479 | Yugoslavia (E) 3 g 2, 500 20, 450 F G ) SR 4
484 | Greece (ECA). e ot maens 12,379 1,386 128 [ Rl 2
485 Rumama (E) 5,100
507 vy 46 9
509 £00 500 250 o e e
533 - 85, BRG B, 628 1,830 =
b5l Frem:h Indochina and French India... 4,850 | v o 778 4087 (|Caatdusiad
561 | Indonesia (Netherlands Indies) ... 1, 000 829 S
565 | Philippines, Republic of .. ceeeeeeeaee- 863 600 1,073 3001 | ceannaes
571 | China. 22,802 15, 361 &0, 227 500

1 Countries ineluded in “British Commonwealth of Nations",

* American republic.
XCVI 1064
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United States exports of raw cotton—June to October 1950—Continued

Quantity in bales Value in thousands of dollars
Eched.
ul9 (o]

No. June | July | August | SPY™" | October [ Total | Jume | July | August | SPL™" | October | Total
573 Mam:hurm (mcludmg Ewantung). .| coe.oo.. 22 377 17, 768 T L — 3,407 2,729 |...-. 6, 136
881 | Korea (Ch = o SO el 9,071 o R R RS 1,335
583 | Hong Kong o~ 15,300 | 20,637 | 25, 678 62308 | 2,493 3,300 | 4,080 0B 9, 981
683 | Talwan (Formosa) 2,010 L P 4, 575 812 B o s e e e 421 730
587 | Japan. . s 100,260 | 106,307 | 108, 405 £68,100 | 18,768 | 18,888 | 19,072 | 30,670 | 18,381 | 106,679
711 | French Morocco. ... 1,703 e 1,703 300 |ooerinos 4 300
%92 | Union of South At 684 400 /02 1,702 124 80 37 B 313

Total 740, 533 | 264,982 | 355975 2,017, 687 | 127,203 45,826 64, 441 75, 148 59, 195 371,813

1 Countries included in *British Commonwealth of Nations."”

COMMENTS ON THE ADDRESS TO THE
NATION BEY HEREERT HOOVER

Mr. MORSE obtained the floor.

Mr. EEFAUVER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe
Senator from Oregon yield to the Sen-
ator from Tennessee?

Mr., KEFAUVER. Mr. President, I
have been seeking recognition in order
that I might begin the debate on the civil
defense bill.

Mr. MORSE. I do not think I shall be
very long in making the speech, but I
should like to exercise my right to
make it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair wishes to say to Senators that
there is on the desk before him a list of
Senators desiring to speak, which list the
Chair has been endeavoring to follow.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I rise,
with a great deal of temerity, to discuss
extemporaneously various questions of
foreign policy which were raised last
night in a speech by a great American,
I find myself in agreement with a great
many parts of the speech. I find myself
in disagreement: with certain assump-
tions which I think were made in Presi-
dent Hoover's speech, which are false
assumptions. I feel free to discuss his
speech because as he has pointed out in
the speech itself, debate on foreign policy
is very desirable. Therefore, Mr. Pres-
ident, in these extemporaneous remarks
I wish to present at least a point of view
on foreign policy which I think I owe
it to myself to make clear for the record.

In view of the fact that this is a purely
extemporaneous speech, I shall not yield
during the course of the speech, because
what it really represents is the junior
Senator from Oregon thinking aloud on
vital questions of foreign policy, as he
sees them, which have been raised by
former President Hoover’'s speech. The
junior Senator from Oregon has not had
the time since the deliverance of the
Hoover speech to prepare a manuscript,
which would protect him as to the con-
tinuity of his remarks in case of inter-
ruption as he proceeded; therefore, he
will not yield at any time during the
speech, until he finishes it. He will then
be very glad to yield for such questions
as his colleagues may wish to ask him,

At the outset I wish to say that in my
opinion, it is incumbent upon my party,
the minority party, which, in recent
months and in recent days in this ses-
sion of Congress, has been taking stands
on foreign policy in conflict with what
we thought was a bipartisan—nonpart-
izan foreign policy, to come forward with

a specific foreign policy program of its
own. I register a strong dissent from
the notion that it is the primary duty of
the minority party merely to take a neg-
ative, critical attitude toward the for-
eign policy of the present administration.
I think that if the leaders of the Re-
publican Party do not wish to support the
foreign policy program of the present
administration, they owe it to the Amer-
ican people to specify wherein they ex-
cept and to offer constructively and af-
firmatively their substitute proposals on
each one of the issues in regard to which
they take exception with the adminis-

tration. Certainly in an hour that is
so dark and critical as this, my great
party, the Republican Party, cannot
justify standing before the American
people and saying “We ask you to sup-
port us, because we oppose the foreign
policy of the administration, in part or
in whole,” and then refuse fo tell the
American people exactly and specifically
and affirmatively what substitutions they
would make for any part of the program
of the administration.

I desire to make it very clear that in
these extemporaneous remarks I speak
only for myself ; but I honestly believe, in
presenting the views I express here this
afternoon that there will be found sup-
port for them among millions of Amer-
icans and among millions of voters with-
in the Republican Party and among mil-
lions of voters within the ranks of the
independents, as well as among the Dem-
ocratic voters of the country. I desire
to say again as I have said so many times
in the past, that in my judgment we are
dealing here with an issue so vital to
the very survival of America that the
challenge of statesmanship which con-
fronts everyone who holds office in these
days is to rise above the level of partisan
politics and take the-great question of
foreign policy to the heights of states-
manship. We should keep faith with
the principles of the platforms of both
major parties of 1948 when, in essence,
they pledged themselves that partisan-
ship would stop at the water's edge so
far as foreign policy was concerned.

I do not speak for him this afternoon,
Mr. President, but I would, in my
humbie way, honor him this afternoon
and pay tribute to him, when I say that,
in my judgment, one of the great states-
man in the field of foreign policy in
the past decade has been the great giant
from the State of Michigan, the senior
Senator from that State, Mr. ARTHUR
VanpeEnNBERG. "And I think it is well in
this hour of crisis that my party, the

Repubican Party, review again the basic
tenets of the doctrines on foreign policy
which the giant statesman from Michi-
gan has so valiantly presented and de-
fended and promulgated in this body in
a series of historic speeches, and which
he has exemplified and sought to im-
plement as a member of the Foreign
Relations Committee of the Senate, un-
der the leadership of the Senator from
Texas [Mr. ConnaLLY] when the Demo-
crats have been in a majority, and under
his own brilliant leadership during the
Eightieth Congress, when my party was
in power. As I have thought through
these great problems of foreign policy
during the past critical weeks, I have
tried to answer with complete intel-
lectual honesty this question: “What
vote that you have cast on foreign policy
since you have been in the Senate of
the United States would you now change,
not on the basis of the facts you had
then, but on the basis of the facts you
have now?”

To my way of thinking that is the
acid test. O Mr. President, each one
of us can say, in a spirit of rationaliza-
tion, that on the basis of the facts we
had when we cast our vote we would still
stand by that vote, hut I think the acid
test of the voting record of each one of
us is this: How would you vote now on
the same issue, if, ab initio, this were
the first time the issue was presented to
you? How would you vote now on the
basis of the facts you now have?

Mr. President, there is not a single
vote on a single major issue of foreign
policy that I have cast during my term
of office that I would change on the
basis of present day facts if I were now
called upon to vote,

Having said that, Mr. President, I
think I have summarized and epitomized
as well as I can my, chief evaluation of
the speech delivered last night by a great
American, former President Hoover, be-
cause, on the basis of some of the as-
sumptions set forth in that speech, if
the facts supported the assumptions, I
would have answered the question dif-
ferently. On the basis of some of the
assumptions contained in that speech,
some of my votes in the past 6 years
would have to be modified. However, I
am satisfied that the facts do not sup-
port certain assumptions made in
Hoover’s spgech last night.

I intend, Mr. President, later in this
speech, to take specific paragraphs of
former President Hoover's speech of last
night and tell wherein I find it impossible
for me to go alongz with ceriain of his
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assumptions. But let me say this early
in my speech, that I find myself, as the
REecorp tomorrow will show, on the basis
of my remarks today, in agreement with
many of the major points of the Hoover
speech. But, with equal clarity, let me
say that I do not think the Hoover speech
last night enunciates the specific points
for a foreign-policy program either for
the Republican Party or for the Ameri-
can people that either group should fol-
low in toto. There are some statements
in it which I would make a part of the
Republican foreign policy if my party
is going to be insistent upon establishing
a Republican foreign policy in contrast
with the foreign policy of the admini-
stration instead of meeting the challenge
of working on a cooperative and consul-
tative basis with the administration. I
believe that so far as Republican policies
are concerned, my party should raise this
great issue to a level of statesmanship
and support one foreign policy for the
United States, a foreign policy around
which all leaders of America can gather
and which they can in unity and unison
support.

In fact, Mr, President, in comparison
of the Hoover speech last night with the
speech delivered a few nights ago by the
titular head of the Republican Party,
the Governor of New York, Mr. Dewey,
I would say that I think that, in the
main, the Governor of New York made
a much more objective and realistic
speech, in view of present world condi-
tions, than the great ex-President of our
country made last night. When I say
that, it is not to be interpreted that I
think the Dewey speech was the complete
answer as to what the Republican posi-
tion should be, nor does it mean that I
do not believe there should be some
modifications or revisions of the Dewey
speech as the basis for a foreign policy
program. But there is this great dif-
ference between the two speeches: In
my judgment, the Governor of New
York, in his great speech, was much
more realistic in connection with one
all-important, vital fact than was the
great former President Hoover in his
speech last night. I think the speech
made by the Governor of New York rec-
ognized that the security of America is
dependent upon the survival of Europe
to a much greater extent than that point
was recognized by the former President
of the United States in his speech last
night.

It is because of that fundamental dif-
ference in point of view on foreign pol-
icy which I think exists within my party
at this hour, that I, with great temerity,
rise to speak extemporaneously of some
of my views on foreign policy.

Mr. President, as I read through the
Hoover speech and concluded my read-
ing of it, I said to myself, “That would
be a great speech if all the assumptions
in it were true, That would be a reas-
suring speech, a comforting speech, a
speech that would appeal to my desire
to be safe and to my desire to have 160,-
000,000 fellow Americans safe, if all the
assumptions in it were true.”

Unquestionably, many of the assump-
tions in it are true, but in regard to the
importance of Europe to the survival of
America, it seems to me the great Mr.
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Hoover failed in the preparation of his
speech to give adequate weight to cer=
tain realities which confront us in ree
spect to Europe.

Mr, President, some days ago the
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr,
LopnGe] not only on the floor of the Sen-
ate but elsewhere, expressed to those of
us who always are eager to get his point
of view on foreign policy—and I think
this body knows the high esteem in which
I hold the junior Senator from Massa-
chusetts and the confidence I have in his
thinking, leadership, and statesmanship
in the field of foreign policy—the warn-
ing that we should not underestimate
the importance of the Ruhr to the secu-
rity of America. He made that state-
ment before Mr., Hoover made his
speech.

One of the things that concern me
about some of the assumptions in the
Hoover speech of last night is the great
danger that psychologically it will be
looked upon by many in Europe as an
invitation to surrender Europe to com-
munism. We Americans cannot take
the position that we and we alone are
going to dictate the terms of European
cooperation. We Americans cannot take
the position, from the standpoint of our
own safety and survival of the freedom
way of life in the world, that all the free-
dom-loving nations within the United
Nations, who have so much at stake and
so much to risk so far as the threat of
spreading communism 1is concerned,
must abide by our decisions, our wishes,
and our mandates.

Mr. President, though certainly the
great ex-President of the United States
had no such intention—and I hope the
fear I am about to voice is ill-founded,
but I doubt it—I fear that there are
many people in Europe who will look
upon the speech as a weakening of the
North Atlantic Pact. I fear that psy-
chologically the speech will not lend
strength to the North Atlantic Pact at
almost the hour of the close of the Brus-
sels Conference.

I am not in a position to say with au-
thority how successful the Brussels Con-
ference was. I shall have to await a full
disclosure of the agreements, commit-
ments, and understandings which were
entered into. However, to the extent
that I have been advised informally and
unofficially, as a Member of this body I
was greatly cheered today by advice and
information which I received in connec-
tion with the Conference at Brussels,
Such advice and information caused me
to believe that great progress has been
made at Brussels, The Conference ap-
parently moved forward for a strength-
ening of the North Atlantic Pact. The
appointment of the great American sol-
dier and leader, Gen. Dwight Eisen-
hower, as the head of the North Atlantic
Paect military foreces is enthusiastically
received by our allies in Europe. It isa
great builder of morale, The conference
gave every indication that our allies in
Eurcpe fully understand the importance
of their cooperating with us shoulder to
shoulder, manpower for manpower, in-
dustry for industry, in building up the
defenses of Europe in order to meet the
potentialities of a Russian attack,
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I would, Mr, President, that the
speech last night of the great Hoover
had laid greater emphasis upon the im-
portance of the North Atlantic Pact and
the progress which has already been
made in connection with the North At-
lantic Pact, instead of being phrased, as
it was, in terms which I feel will cause
too many of our loyal and enthusiastic
friends in Europe to be filled with dis-
couragement, I fear the Hoover speech
will cause too many dissident groups in
Europe that are seeking to spread prop-
aganda against us to spread further
misrepresentations about the heart and
soul of the American people in this fight
for freedom. I fear that Russia will
undertake to paint the picture that we
are ready to walk out on Europe and
leave her to her own protection and de-
fenses. I fear that because of the as-
sumption of the speech that the Atlantic
and Pacific Oceans are sufficient protec-
tion for our national security if we arm
the Air Force and the Navy to the teeth.

Speaking now as a member of the
Committee on Armed Services, and on
the basis of my knowledge as a member
of that committee, but again speaking
only for myself and not for the commit-
tee, I think the American people need to
be told today by our Government that
arming our Air Force and our Navy to
the teeth is no guaranty of the ultimate
security and survival of America,

The Hoover speech failed to take into
account some of the military realities
about which I think it is perfectly prop-
er to speak.

The Soviet Government and its satel-
lite forces have in being today a tremen-
dous submarine power. In my judg-
ment the submarine power of the Com-
munist part of the world in being today
necessitates some modification of the as-
sumptions in the Hoover speech to the
effect that we can survive safely by with-
drawing into ourselves and rely upon
the oceans, and our Navy and Air Force
for internal security, The Hoover
speech clearly implied that he thinks it
would be safe for us to walk out of Eu-
rope. I think it would be a very dan-
gerous thing to do.

Likewise, I think the great ex-Presi-
dent overstated his case from the stand-
point of the military aspects of it, with
his emphasis on the Navy and upon air
power. By all means we must keep the
American Navy as strong as possible,
both so far as surface and undersea
vessels are concerned, and we must
strengthen it as quickly as possible. The
record is perfectly clear that such has
been my plea ever since I have been a
member of the Armed Services Commit-
tee or member of the old Naval Affairs
Committee. As a member of that com-
mittee I have been constantly urging
and pleading for greater strengthening
of the naval forces as well as the air
forces and the land forces of our
country.

There was another assumption in
Hoover’s speech of last night in which
I think he overstated his case from the
standpoint of our military posture. That
was the assumption that with the two
oceans, with the American Navy on them,
plus the arming of the Air Force to the
teeth, we would be secure against Russia.
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He overlooked the fact that Russia, too,
is arming to the teeth, both as to sub=-
marines and as to all types of air force,
He overlooked the fact that the tre-
mendous Russian air forces based both
in Siberia and Manchuria, the ones in
Manchuria being close to thousands of
American boys at this hour, are now
capable of delivering a strike of dev-
astating proportions. That striking
power will not be limited to areas of
the world other than the continental
United States. :

I happen to be one who believes that
the Russian striking forces will first be
leveled at the United States, with tre-
mendous leveling consequences on our
major cities when and if it strikes. So,
Mr. President, I will not be a party to a
proposal which seeks to arouse in the
American people a sense of security
which would be a false security. I think
the Hoover speech will cause many
Americans to assume that they are more
secure than they really are. I think it
was a serious mistake for him to give the
American people the view that if we di-
rect ourselves to a maximum strengthen-
ing of our Navy and a maximum
strengthening of our air forces, we have
reasonable assurance of survival no mat-
ter what happens in Europe. I would
emphasize, if I emphasize nothing else in
these extemporaneous remarks, the
point made by the distinguished Sen-
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobpgel
the other day, that the industrial power
of the Ruhr is of vital importance to
the security of America.

Comforting as a head-in-the-sand at-
titude may be, emotionally satisfying as
wishful thinking sometimes is, I urge
the American people today to evaluate
very carefully and consider long what
I think is the clear import of the Hoover
speech of last night, that we can survive
if we withdraw unto ourselves and try
living unto ourselves alone with a pow=-
erful air force and a powerful navy, let-
ting Europe go down if necessary, pro-
vided Europe does not do exactly what
we desire to have it do.

I wish to be fair to the ex-President in
my critical analysis of his speech. As I
read portions of his speech in a moment
I shall point out for the REcorp where
I clearly agree with him, but also where
I would urge caution on the part of the
American people, who at this hour are
looking for anything that will give them
hope that they are going to be secure.
The American people would welcome a
psychological escape, but there is no es-
cape, psychologically or otherwise, from
the realities of the situation which con-
fronts us.-

In this country we have always rallied,
in times of great crisis around the prin-
ciple that “United we stand, divided we
fall.” We have rallied around it as ap-
plied to the people of the United States;
but I wish to plead with the American
people today to recognize that now we
must rally around the principle “United
we stand, divided we fall” as applied to
and as encompassing our freedom lov-
ing allies abroad, because I repeat that
if Europe goes down Russia will have
the Ruhr. If Russia obtains the indus-
trial war-making power of the Ruhr and
the rest of Europe, with the slave labor
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which her police-state methods will make
it easy for her to obtain, she will.have
the potential war-making power to drive
against America, not for 1 year, but for
a quarter of a century, or for so long as it
will take gradually to whittle us down and
finally subdue us.

I believe that the great danger which
confrgnts America is that the plan of
Stalin to isolate us from the rest of the
world may prevail if Communist Rus-
sia succeeds in isolating us from Europe.
Who will stand with us once Europe is
down? Then we are in for a death strug-
gle with communism. I do not think the
realities support what I consider to be
the false assumption in the great ex-
President’s speech of last night. We
cannot isolate ourselves and survive.

Mr. President, I wish to emphasize in
these extemporaneous remarks that I
think the military implementation of the
North Atlantic Pact, the allied military
forces, naval, land, and air, contemplated
by it, and the allied plans within it under
the leadership of the great Gen. Dwight
Eisenhower, presently represent the
greatest defense America has. I think
it is the only hope for preventing the
Ruhr from falling into,the hands of
Russia, the only hope for preventing the
industrial war-making power of our
allied friends in Europe from falling into
the hands of Russia. I believe this basic
point—and I would call it a basic fact,
because I think it is basic—must not be
lost sight of by the American people.
Our security and possibly our survival
depends upon preventing Russia from
capturing the war-making power of
Europe.

It seems to me it was not given the
proper emphasis in the speech by Mr.
Hoover last night, but, in my opinion, it
is the point that should be emphasized
above all else. Thus, in this great par-
liamentary body in the weeks ahead as
we proceed with what all evidence indi-
cates is going to be one of the most his-
toric debates ever held within these
walls—a debate on foreign policy be-
tween sincere and patriotic men on each
side of the aisle—we must not lose sight
of the relation of Europe to our secu-
rity. Let me say here and now for the
Recorp that I have complete confidence
in the patriotism and the sincerity and
the motives of those within my party
and within the party of the opposition
with whom I do not agree as to what the
objectives of our foreign policy should
be. I pray they give to those of us who
disagree with them credit for the same
high motives of patriotism and sincerity
and a desire to do anything and every-
thing we can that the facts indicate
should be done to protect the security
of our freedom way of life.

Mr. President, as I interpret portions
of the Hoover speech of last night I am
left in doubt as to how the ex-President
would have answered the question that
at the beginning of my remarks I said
was the acid test question, if he had been
a Member of the Senate during the criti-
cal years just past, when, under the lead-
ership of the giant from Michigan, Sen-
ator VANDENBERG, we developed what has
become known &s a bipartisan foreign
policy.
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Let us take some of those major is-
sues. There were those of us who fol-
lowed VANDENBERG, and, we hope in our
humble way, helped the development of
the great idea which, after all, was the
bhasic tenet of every pronouncement he
ever made on the floor of the Senate in
the field of foreign policy; namely, the
goal of eventually setting up a system of
international justice through law. There
is no hope for the survival of mankind
itself, Mr. President, unless in the cen-
tury to come we reach that goal. Later
I shall speak further on that point. As
we followed the leadership of the great
Senator from Michigan we voted for the
Truman doctrine in Greece. Let those
who today, on the basis of the present
facts, to say nothing of the facts that
existed at the time we cast that vote, who
now think they would not vote that way,
make their position clear in the historie
debate that is to come in the weeks ahead,
Let them explain what they think would
have happened if we had not gone to the
aid of Greece,

For the junior Senator from Oregon I
want the record perfectly clear that if
the vote on the Truman doctrine in
Greece was before the Senate today I
would vote for it still. Yet in a recent
campaign in my State, those who sought
to defeat me because of my position on
foreign policy, cited it as one of the votes
which they claimed justified my defeat.

Let us move to the next great issue.
Let those in my party and in the Demo-
cratic Party who are now making such
a fight on foreign policy, who yet have to
come forward with a constructive pro-
gram of their own, but who voted for
ECA, rise on the floor of the Senate in
the historic debate ahead and tell the
American people that if they had that
vote to cast again—not on the basis of
the facts that existed when they voted, -
but on the basis of the facts that exist
today—they would vote differently.

O Mr. President, in applying this
acid test I want to give them every ben-
efit and every advantage. I want to
let them meet the issue as to what they
would do today on foreign-policy issues.
Yet as we listen to some of their public
pronouncements and as we check some
of their votes within the party confer-
ence as well as their statements on the
floor of the Senate, I think we are led to
believe that apparently they would now
change their votes on foreign-policy is-
sues if they had an opportunity to
change them. But, as for the junior
Senator from Oregon, let the Recorp be
perfectly clear that respecting ECA I
would vote today exactly as I did when
I first cast the vote. Why? Because,
Mr. President, it is my opinion that Eu-
rope today would be overrun by Russian
communism if it had not been for the
millions upon millions of American tax-
payer dollars that went to the economic
rehabilitation program in Europe
through ECA. I think the millions of
dollars we have spent for ECA were well
spent for American security and were
a sound investment in freedom. In my
judgment, those millions of dollars were
spent at a time when it was nip and
tuck in Europe, touch and go, as to
whether or not Italy and Frances, for
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example, would capitulate completely to
the rising tide of communism which the
vicious, false, lying propaganda of the
Russians was selling to the troubled
minds of the people of Europe, A vicious
propaganda that was used as a psycho-
logical bombardment upon their minds,
developed to the point that many of us
were fearful as to whether Italy and
France would survive as free nations.

Oh, of course, there were wastes, there
were mistakes, and many of them. There
were some administration failures. But
let me hasten after that sentence to add
here a word of tribute to and commenda-
tion of the great Paul Hoffman who did
such a statesmanlike and valiant job as
the Director of the ECA. I think he is
one of the great Americans of our time;
a man who saw the vision of the century.

Mr. President, the great goal of this
century is to establish a system of inter-
national justice through law. However,
there is no hope of doing that; the possi-
bility of it is extinct the moment Europe
goes down to communism.

To my friends in the Republican Party
who do not share my views on the need
for a nonpartisan, coalition foreign pol-
icy, I continue to ask them the question,
What chances do you think there are
for a system of international justice
through law in the century that is ahead
of us, if Europe becomes a totalitarian
state? My answer to that question is,
“None.”

That is why, Mr. President, I say that
one of the basic assumptions of the
speech Mr. Hoover made last night—
namely, the return to the concept that
the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans can
protect us and keep us secure—consti-
tutes an overstatement on his part. I
think he failed to evaluate correctly the
significance of the industrial war-mak-
ing power of Europe and the threat of
that war-making power to the United
States once it falls into Russian hands.
We must prevent that threat to our se-
curity from occurring. Russia must not
be allowed to get the Ruhr,

Mr. President, at this point in my re-
marks I wish to say that the American
people should not overlook the fact that
a great revolution is going on in the
world. A little later I shall say some-
thing about the attitudes of our allies
in Europe. Our allies in Europe should
not forget that there is going on in the
world a great revolution which will prob-
ably last 100 years before there will be
reached a point of social and political
equilibrium that will permit of the suc-
cessful operation of a system of inter-
national justice through law. That rev-
olution is the revolution of the colored
masses as well as suppressed and ex-
pleited peoples of all color of the world
for a better way of life. At the present
time it is not a revolution involving a
political ideology. For the most part,
those millions are illiterate, ignorant,
uninformed, with little understanding,
if any, as to the distinctions between the
great political system of democracy and
systems of totalitarianism, They are
millions of human beings who for the
most part are motivated by their feel-
ings and their instinets, their desire to
survive, and their recognition that, after
all, they have a right to a better way of
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life. They are going to struggle and
to fight, if necessary, for food and shel-
ter and clothing and security for their
offspring. That is one of the great real-
ities of the time in which we live. I
fear that Hoover failed to give it suf-
ficient consideration when he prepared
his speech. i

Mr. President, that revolution is
rather basic, so far as its instinctive
motivations are concerned. That revo-
lution is going on, and nothing can stop
it. I think it is an inevitable part of
the evolution of mankind itself.

In that revolution we Americans have
a tremendous stake. We have a stake
so important that I think the outcome
of that revolution in the coming century
will determine the destiny of America
itself. If in the midst of that revolution
we play a short-sighted policy and if
we proceed to allow the totalitarian
states to capitalize, by means of their
propaganda, upon an American policy
which supports either colonialism or im-
perialism in the backward areas of the
world, I fear that at the end of that
revolution we may find ourselves with
the colored masses of the world alined
against us. As they improve their in-
dustrial power, as their standard of living
gradually rises during the course of that
revolution—as I believe will be the in-
evitable result—we had better find our-
selves on one side of the colored masses
of the world, and not aligned against
them. Therefore, Mr. President, I think
that in the century ahead we Americans
are going to have to take freedom to
them and manifest it, in the first place,
in the form of economic freedom. That
is why I have been heard to say, and why
I have repeated here today, for the pur-
poses of emphasis, that before we can
instill an understanding of the ways of
democracy in the minds of the colored
masses of the world who are in revolu-
tion, we have to pay some attention to
their empty stomachs.

That is why I have felt that the point
4 program is so important. Inciden-
tally, it is not alone a Democratic pro-
gram; in fact, I th'nk one of the para-
doxes involved in the discussion we are
having today in this country is that the
basic principles of the point 4 program
were germinated and generated in the
administration of a great former Presi-
dent of the United States, Herbert
Hoover. If we study the policies of his
administration, both when he was a great
leader as Secretary of Commerce, and
later as President of the United States,
we find that he understood the import-
ance of bringing to the backward peoples
of the world an improved economic
status, a better way of life. We see that
he recognized the importance of putting
into practice the great Christian prin-
ciple that we are our brother's keeper,
and that political democracy itself is
bottomed upon and rests upon great re-
ligious tenets, all of which flow to the
basic principle that a society of free men
believes in protecting the dignity of the
individual.

Mr, President, you cannot study our
constitutional debates, you cannot study
the biographies of our constitutional
fathers, you cannot analyze the Consti-
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tution and the Declaration of Independ-
ence, you cannot fully understand the
rich meaning of the San Francisco
Charter, without recognizing that the
American people, from the birth of our
Nation to this day, have always dedi-
cated themselves to the proposition
that, under our system of self-govern-
ment, we seek to protect the dignity of
the individual. We must apply that
ideal in our foreign policy. We must
apply it in connection with our relation-
ships to backward countries. There-
fore, most politely but with great sin-
cerity of purpose, I would say to my
friends in Great Britain, in France, in
Holland, and in the other allied coun-
tries, “We who are ready to make a
fight for the freedom way of life need
to recognize that imperialism and
colonialism in the world are through,
and that we only play into the hands of
Communist propaganda, if in our foreign
policy we follow a course of action which
seeks to perpetuate in any degree colo-
nialism and imperialism.” That means
that in developing our foreign policy, we
should exercise much greater care than
we have in the past, in seeing to it that
we do not in the countries to which we
seek to bring aid place our stamp of
approval upon reactionary economic,
social, and political policies and thereby
allow our action to be interpreted as
favoring a perpetuation of exploitation
of the weak through imperialism and
colonialism,

In furtherance of that basic principle,
let me say, particularly in view of some
discussion which took place on the floor
of the Senate earlier this afternoon, that
I think in the years gone by we should
have been emptying thousands upon
thousands of tons of food which is sur-
plus in America into empty stomachs
abroad rather than into empty Govern-
ment bins, when our Government knew
that from 20 to 60 percent of such sur-
plus foodstuffs would be wasted by be=
coming unfit for human consumption
before they ever came out of the bins.
I think we should have exchanged such
foodstuffs for good will, if that is all we
could have exchanged them for. But we
know, Mr. President, that thousands of
tons of food could have been exchanged,
in years gone by, for strategic materials.
Such an exchange would have placed us
in a stronger position today in this great
fight for freedom around the world, and
would have been one of the most effec-
tive answers we could have given to the
voice of Russia which has bombarded
the air waves of the world with its lying,
false representations against us. The
former President of the United States
very correctly deplored last night in his
speech the lying tactics of Russia.

Mr. President, what I am trying to say
is that we, the people of the United
States, are going to have to demonstrate
to the other peoples of the world that we
intend to practice our democratic prin-
ciples, that we intend to put into prac-
tice the spiritual meanings of democracy,
that we intend to translate into action
our faith in the dignity of the individual
and our resolve to set up, in the century
of struggle ahead, a system of interna-
tional justice through law, under which
great issues of international conflict can
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be settled through the processes of ad-
judication, rather than through a con-
test of armaments.

I believe we need to demonstrate to
the world that we stand ready and will-
ing to execute, along with all other coun-
tries, including Russia—and necessarily
Russia must be included—a true dis-
armament program, as one of the steps
which eventually must be taken if peace
is to replace war in the relations of man-
kind. If in the century ahead we do
not so develop a system of international
justice through law that peace can re-
place war as an instrument for settling
disputes among nations, then I think
I make no overstatement when I say that
I seriously doubt the survival of freedom
in the world. However, talk of disarma-
ment today is but wishful thinking, so
long as Russia commits one aggression
after another.

Now, Mr. President, with these as gen-
eral principles, outlining at least my
philosophy in regard to the approach
which I think we ought to take in our
foreign policy, I desire to turn to certain
very specific arguments and proposals
made in the Hoover speech last night,
Let me insert at this point a conclusion
to the argument which I began a few
moments ago, and from which I di-
gressed. Ihad come to the point of ECA,
and I asked the question, “How many
who voted for ECA would now, on the
basis of facts as they exist today, change
their votes? I placed myself on record
as one who would not. Let us now move
into the next great specific proposal
which has characterized our bipartisan
foreign policy. Bipartisan foreign policy
must not become to the American peo-
ple merely a name or a label. As lead-
ers in the Congress, we have the obliga-
tion of taking to the American people
point by point the platform, indeed, the
specific planks of the platform of our
bipartisan foreign policy. >

The next great milestone in its de-
velopment was the North Atlantic Pact.
On the basis of conditions as they exist
today—not only as they existed when
the vote for the pact was cast, but as
they exist today—how many of those on
the Republican side of this aisle, who are
now apparently so critical of the foreign
policy of the United States, but who
voted for the North Atlantic Pact, would
vote differently today? The junior Sen-
ator from Oregon wants the Recorp to
show that he would cast the same vote
today on the North Atlantic Pact that he
cast when the vote was taken.

The next great step in the develop-
ment of the so-called bipartisan foreign
policy was the military implementation
of the pact about which a series of inter-
national conferences have been held and
" in regard to which, primarily, the recent
conference in Brussels was held. How
many of my Republican colleagues who,
in their public statements, are now so
critical about the bipartisan foreign
policy, who voted for the military
implementation of the pact, would
change their vote today on the basis of
facts as they today exist, if they were
given such an opportunity? Let them
speak out, Mr. President, when the de-
bate proceeds at the keginning of the
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next session of Congress, because their
votes are a matter of record.

The American people are entitled to
know from them “What do you, as Re-
publicans, propose to substitute for the
record which a majority of the Repub-
licans made in the Senate of the United
States under the leadership of the great
giant from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG]
and how does it differ from the specific
proposals for which you voted?"

I repeat, Mr. President, that an obli-
gation rests upon my party not only to
criticize the specific things with which it
disagrees—and I would it would be more
specific in its criticism—but the obliga-
tion also rests on the Republican Party
to come forward with a specific program
on the very issues which now, appar=
ently, through the hindsight of some,
they would change if they were in power.

If the specific proposals in the Hoover
speech are to be the foreign policy of the
Republican Party, then let us formally

“tell the American people so, and, in keep-

ing with our democratic processes of a
free ballot, let them in due course of
time, when the opportunity presents it-
self exercise their choice. But, as for
me, Mr. President, I would again vote
for the military implementation of the
North Atlantic Pact. Mr. Hoover said
last night that there is a clear obligation
upon the people of Europe to do their
share, and in that I am in complete
agreement. But I feel that the North
Atlantic Pact and its implementation is
the greatest defense America has at the
present moment,

What else, Mr. President, in broad out-
line, encompasses the bipartisan foreign
policy in Europe? I think the great is-
sues I have mentioned are the major
ones. Does the attack on our foreign
policy limit itself only to Asia? If so,
then the leaders of my party should
make that crystal clear,

Let us now take a look at Asia, Mr.
President. Of course, as we all realize,
with respect not only to Asia but every-
where else in the world following VJ-day,
we demobilized too rapidly; but I am
proud to say, Mr. President, that we did
not demobilize too rapidly with any
encouragement from the Armed Services
Committee of the United States Senate,
The record is perfectly clear. Our atti-
tude could be described as dragging our
heels, urging that the process not pro-
ceed too rapidly. For that too rapid
demobilization the primary responsibil-
ity has to rest on the shoulders of the
160,000,000 American people, because,
after all, Congress, under a system of
self-government, is bound to reflect to a
remarkable degree the attitudes and the
pressures of the electorate. There is
nothing surprising about that, and there
is nothing bad about it, either. As indi-
vidual Members of Congress, we have an
obligation of leadership, and we all agree
we should not yield on principles. But
men who hold office are human beings,
and although I would not take away
from the Congress its fair share of re-
sponsibility for a demobilization pro-
gram which went too fast, nevertheless
I would place the primary responsibility
for it upon the American people them-
selves. The demand of the overwhelm-
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ing majority of the people of the country
in the months following World War II,
for fast demobilization at such a rate
that the security of America abroad was
endangered was yielded to by the Con-
gress and by the administration. That
demobilization program played right into
the hand of Communist Russia, for dur-
ing those months and years Russia did
not demobilize.

As we were weakening our Armed
Forces Russia proceeded to devote a to-
talitarian economy to the building up of
the weapons and arsenals of war. That
has been the Russian program. We knew
it. The leaders of our Government knew
it. Yes, Mr. President, I think we can
take judicial notice, so to speak, of the
fact that the American people knew it.
The record is perfectly clear. Too many
of our people were bent on returning
to business as usual, profits as usual, yes,
an over-all pattern of selfishness as
usual.

That is, again, something that is easy
to understand, so far as human behavior
is concerned. But we are talking today,
Mr. President, about causes and effects.
We are talking today about results of a
pattern of behavior which we laid down
for ourselves as a people. We are trying
to balance accounts, and we find that our
liahilities, because of our own short-
sightedness, are large. Of course, our
rapid demobilization affected the situa-
tion in Asia, because we now know that
we did not leave ourselves in an ade-
quate position of defense in Asia. We
did not leave ourselves in an adequate
position of defense at the outposts of
America, which, figuratively speaking,
are within a stone’s throw of tremendous
concentrations of Russian forces. We
followed such a shortsighted policy fol-
lowing VJ-day, that we greatly weakened
the defenses of the outposts of America
in Alaska, for example. This can now
be said, because it no longer is true, but
at one time since VJ-day we weakened
those defenses to such a point that Alas-
ka could not have offered effective resist-
ance to an oncoming Russian air-strike.
The defenses of Alaska were utterly
weak, at a time when one of the greatest
concentrations of air power ever
gathered in the world was assembled by
Soviet Russia in Siberia. During the pe-
riod of time that Alaska was in such weak
condition the American people, in my
judgment, as far east as Chicago were
at the mercy of that Russian Air Force.
It is to our credit that we proceeded
to strengthen those defenses. It is to
the credit of the Congress of the United
States that from time to time since VJ-
day, as the public and the Congress be-
came aware of the critical security situa-
tion in which we found ourselves, it ap-
propriated the funds necessary to start to
rebuild the defenses of our country.

I use Alaska only as one example.
There are many other examples I could
cite to show that the demobilization pro-
gram of America weakened our position
in the world, not only militarily, but psy-
chologically as well, because our allies
were at a loss to understand why we
should do it, knowing full well what
Russia was doing by way of directing
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her whole program into building up her
arsenals of war.

What was our next mistake? As I
have said so many times, and as I have
indicated very briefly today, I think the
greatest weakness in our foreign policy
has been our Asiatic policy. One of the
first great mistakes we made was in our
failure in China to link together mili-
tary aid and economic reform which
would bring to the Chinese people them-
selves the benefits of the millions of dol-
lars we were pouring into China. It
is not a good record in the pages of
American history, and I do not think
the white paper is an answer to it, an
explanation of it, or a full disclosure
of what happened. In my opinion the
white paper contains within it too much
alibi-ing and rationalizing of a mistaken
policy in Asia.

The responsibility for it must be
placed primarily on the doorstep of the
State Department. I think every effort
should have been made by members of
both parties to insist upon a correction
of our Chinese policy. It is my under-
standing that for the most part during
that period of time the State Depart-
ment did not carry out to the full meas-
ure it should have done the joint con-
sultation and bhipartisan cooperation
which characterized its policy with re-
spect to Europe. This is only to the best
of my recollection, and I am not certain
as to the dates, but I believe the Con-
GRESSIONAL REcorp will show that a col-
loquy took place on the floor of the Sen-
ate during the Eightieth Congress in
which the great giant, the senior Sena-
tor from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERGI,
chairman of the Committee on Foreign
Relations, was specifically asked how
long it had been since the administra-
tian had consulted with the Committee
on Foreign Relations with regard to
Asiatic policy. A checking of the Rec-
orp will show, I think, that the Senator
from Michigan replied to the question
by rather reluctantly admitting that it
had been many months, ;

In the same colloquy discussion took
place with respect to whether or not
the Foreign Relations Committee had
been apprised with respect to the con-
tents of the Wedemeyer report. I think
the record will show that the reply of
the Senator from Michigan, the chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, was to the effect that the com-
mittee had not been apprised as to its
contents. So I say here today, as I have
said so many times in the past several
years, that in my judgment, the State
Department is deserving of severe crit-
ieism and censure for its failure to keep
the Congress of the United States and
particularly the Committee on Foreign
Relations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House
informed as to the State Department's
policies in Asia.

Mr, President, I hope that sometime
during the debate in the weeks ahead
evidence can be submitted to those of
us who are not members of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations which will show
that our viewpoint in regard to the
shortcomings of the State Department
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in this respect is in need of some revi-
sion. However, if there is any evidence
existing at the present time which would
support a revision of such viewpoint the
State Department itself has been derelict
in its duty not bringing forth the evi-
dence.

I should like to stress the failure of
the State Department frankly to advise
the Congress of the United States
through the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations of information and facts which
the State Department might have had
in regard to specific programs, specific
issues, and the specific problems as they
arose in Asia, Had that been done, we
might today find America following
quite a different course of action
throughout Asia. The assumption that
under the Constitution the only thing
the administration need submit to the
Committee on Foreign Relations is some-
thing which it pleases to call a treaty,
and not something which it pleases to
call an executive agreement is in my
opinion unsound as a matter of consti-
tutional theory and causative of much
of the misunderstanding over foreign
policy which has developed in our coun-
try. Again I say that the responsibility
for the growth of that misunderstanding
must rest squarely on the doorstep of
the State Department.

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

Mr. MORSE. No. AsI have already
explained, I shall not yield until I have
concluded my remarks. There is no one
to whom I should be more pleased to yield
than the senior Senator from Maine.
However, I am thinking out loud on this
subject, and for the sake of continuity
I want to go along on the general points
which I desire to cover. Then I shall be
glad to submit myself to cross-exami-
nation.

Mr, President, I shall not engage in
personalities, I did not join in a reso-
lution of my party in conference recom-
mending that the Secretary of State re-
sign primarily because I thought it was
a great mistake, particularly at the time
the resolution was submitted, to adopt
such a resolution. I know what I would
have done if I were the Secretary of
State. I have said this publicly many
times in my State and elsewhere. I
know what I would have done had I been
Secretary of State and found myself in
a position where I seemed unable to win
the cooperation of a large section of the
Senate of the United States, which has
such great responsibility in regard to for-
eign policy, greater responsibilities, Con-
stitution-wise, than has the House. I
know that if I were satisfied that I could
not regain the confidence necessary for
cooperation in carrying out a truly
bipartisan foreign policy, if I could not
thrash out in consultation and confer-
ences differences at least to the point
that we could have a friendly under-
standing and could go forward united in
executing a bipartisan foreign policy, I
would resign, I am satisfied that if I
had reached the conclusion that it was
hopeless to try to win the confidence of
the Members of the Senate as to make it
possible to execute a bipartisan foreign
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policy, then, from the standpoint of pro-
tecting the interests of my President, I
would resign,

The Secretary of State did not decide
to follow that course of action, and I
considered it a personal matter between
himself and the President. I felt that
it was a great mistake, practically on the
very eve of his departure to represent
our country in Brussels, to adopt a reso-
lution which at best could not strengthen
him at Brussels. It certainly could not
be interpreted by anyone that the reso-
lution passed by a majority of the Re-
publicans would be an aid to him in the
conference in Brussels.

I felt also that the resolution repre-
sented more a negative reaction to a
personality than to a policy. I thought
the resolution was a contribution to na-
tional disunity rather than to unity.
When we come to the specific questions
of foreign policy which we have passed
upon point by point in the Senate of the
United States during the past few
years—the Truman doctrine in Greece,
the ECA, the North Atlantic Pact and
its military implementation, Asiatic aid,
Eorean aid, and the final decision to go
back into Korea—the majority of my
Republican colleagues, under the leader-
ship of the great VanpeEneERG, voted for
those proposals. Many of us have dis-
agreed with some of the State Depart-

ment procedures in respect to Asiatic °

policies, but for the most part we have
agreed as to the objectives of those
policies, Therefore, I could not con-
vince myself that this manifestation of
a lack of confidence in the Secretary of
State, as set out in the Republican reso-
lution, was basically bottomed upon a
disagreement with policy, unless those
who supported the resolution wanted to
answer in the affirmative the question
which I stated at the beginning of my
remarks was the acid test by saying,
“Yes, we would vote differently now on
the major provisions of our bipartisan
foreign-policy program of recent years.”
If that is their view I am sure that as
the historic debate of the next few weeks
progresses they will say so. If that is
their view, then I think there may be
some fallacy in the argument which I
now make when I say that I formed the
feeling primarily that the anti-Acheson
resolution was just what my label indi-
cates—anti-Acheson rather than anti-
policy. But I did not feel that the time
the resolution was offered was the hour
to make a manifestation of personal dis-
approval, which I am persuaded many
of those who voted for the resolution had
in mind. I felt that at that hour, as the
Secretary of State was about to go for-
ward to a historic world conference,
which I believe will prove with the pas-
sage of time to be of tremendous impor-
tance to the future security of Ameriea,
we should have buried our personal dif-
ferences and sent him forth to the con-
ference armed as fully as he could bhe
armed with the backing of his govern-
ment, hoping that as our representa-
tive—as he had a right to be at that time
under the Constitution of the United
States—he would come kack with agree-
ments and understandings which would
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strengthen America’s position in this
fight for freedom.

That is why I could not vote for the
resolution, although, as I have said, Iam
sure that if I had been in Mr. Acheson's
position in recent months and had be-
come satisfied that the chances of win-
ning the full cooperation of an over=
whelming majority in the Senate of the
United States were not very good, I
would have resigned.

Mr. President, I do not wish to be mis-
understood if I can prevent being mis-
understood, although I know that we are
discussing a subject today which can
easily give rise to misunderstanding,
No matter what one may say or how
carefully he may try to phrase his re-
marks, there is always the possibility of
misunderstanding. I have sought to
phrase my remarks very carefully. That
is why I have spoken so deliberately, and
I am sure it must have appeared to the
listeners rather ponderously. No mat-
ter how careful one is these days in
phrasing his remarks, on the very con-
troversial subject of foreign policy there
will be some who will be bound to mis-
understand him. In an endeavor to pro-
tect myself as best I can, I wish to turn
now to a few of the paragraphs of the
great Hoover speech of last might. I
wish to point out my complete agreement
with some of them, and my reservations

* with respect to other parts.

Mr. Hoover said among other things:

We may first survey the global military
situation. There is t.oday Onlj" one center
of aggression on the earth, That is the
Communist-controlled Asian-European land
mass of 800,000,000 people. They have prob-
ably over 300 trained and equipped combat
divisions with over 30,000 tanks, 10,000 tac-
tical planes and further large reserves they
can put in action in 90 days. But they are
not a great sea power. Their long-range
alr power is limited. These congerles of over
30 different races will some day go to pieces.

But in the meantime they are cannon fodder,

Mr. President, with much of that par-
agraph I agree; but there are two as-
sumptions contained in it which I would
modify by way of reservations.

1 point out that the implication that
since Russia is not a great sea power we
are relatively safe because of the as-
sumed protection of the Pacific and the
Atlantic Oceans needs to be qualified.
As I suggested earlier, at this moment
Russia is a great submarine power. We
cannot be sure that her possible superi-
ority in submarines may not prove to be
a greater asset than superiority in sur-
face craft. Whether Russia is superior
in submarines today I do not know; but
I do know, Mr. President, that they have
tremendous submarine striking power,
and when I say that, I disclose no mili-
tary secret, because that information has
keen made available to the American
people for many months past.

The next assumption in that para-
graph which I would qualify is that—

These congeries of over 30 different races
will some day go to pleces.

I say most respectfully, Mr. President,
that I deemn that to be a bit of wishful
thinking on the part of the ex-President.
Wuuld that we could be sure of it. I
pray to God it might be true. But we
must not count cn it. I think it is a false
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assumption categorically to state that
these congeries will eventually go to
pieces. I think it is based on the as-
sumption that totalitarianism cannot
survive, and that police-state methods
cannot control masses of people in sub-
jugation for centuries. I think it is also
one of the most serious mistakes of as-
sumption made by the great ex-Presi-
dent last night in his significant speech.

We Americans cannot afford to en-
gage in the wishful thinking, the false
assumption, the adoption of a false se-
curity attitude that the Communist sec-
tion of the world which is pitted against
us will eventually and for a cerfainty go
to pieces. It will not go to pieces, at
least in time to save the freedom way of
life in the world in the century ahead
unless the freedom-loving peoples of the
world unite around the principle fo which
I referred earlier in my remarks and to
which we must now rededicate ourselves,
namely, that united we stand, and
divided we fall. That principle must be
applied by and to all the people in all
the freedom-allied countries of the
world.

We cannot justify withdrawing into
ourselves on this continent and taking
solace in the assumption of the great
ex-President that sooner or later these
congeries, comprising more than thirty
different races will some day go to pieces.
Mr. President, such as assumption in
history gone by was made by foreign
peoples with respect to the United
States. In fact, it is a part of the
Communist philosophy today that event-
ually capitalism and democracy will dis-
integrate. We think we know better,

When we are dealing with an enemy I
like to assume he is just as smart as we
are. One of the things the American
people must do, in my opinion, is to take
it for granted that in this struggle for
f-eedom around the world we are pitted
against forces and leaders who in many
respects are as smart as we are. We can
be pretty sure that they are going to do
everything in their power to see to it
that this assumption of the ex-President
of the United States does not come to
pass. I seriously question that there is
any possibility of it coming to pass with-
in our generation or within a period of
time soon enough to prevent the destruc-
tion of America if we proceed to with-
draw into ourselves and live unto our=-
selves alone, and accept the assumption
which is interwoven in the speech of the
great ex-President that we can proceed
in safety if we arm our Navy and our
Air Forces to the teeth, and rely upon the
Pacific and the Atlantic Oceans for pro-
tection, forgetting, as I said earlier, what
will happen to us if the great industrial
war-making power of Europe falls into
the hands of Communist Russia.

Later in his speech the ex-President
said:

Facing this menace on the continental
European front there are about 160,000,000
non-Communist people who, excluding
Spam. have less than 20 combat divisions
now available, few tanks and little air or
naval force. But their will to defend them-~
selves is feeble and their disunities are
manifest.

It is that language, Mr. President, I
had in mind when I said earlier in my
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speech that from a psychological stand-
point I thought there was language in
the ex-President’s speech that was un-
fortunate, and I cite that as my exhibit.
I cite it as my exhibit particularly when
there has just closed in Brussels a con-
ference which sought to strengthen the
North Atlantic Pact and the military
implementation program thereunder, a
conference which sought to bring greater
unity and determination to our allies in
Europe and to make clear a manifesta-
tion on the part of the American Gov-
ernment that we fully recognize the
threat Russia is to freedom in Europe
and through Europe to freedom in the
United States. I think the language of
Mr. Hoover which I have quoted will be
interpreted by many in Europe as lan-
guage of defeatism, as language of sur-
render on the part of the United States
so far as support of Europe is concerned.
I think it came at a very unfortunate
time, so shortly after the Brussels
Conference.

Mr. President, let me make clear, if I
make nothing else clear in the course of
this speech, that I believe it is most im-
portant that the American people and
the other freedom-loving peoples of the
world understand that the aggressive
enemy of freedom today is primarily
Russia, with her tag-along satellite na-
tions who, under her police-state meth-
ods, are helpless now, in my judgment,
to do anything else but carry out her
program of aggression and totalitarian-
ism. I would have my country—as I said
over a national radio broadcast three
times within the past 2 weeks—face
the fact that today Russia is carrying on
a form of hot war against us. Russia has
been making hot war against us ever
since the Berlin incident. I do not know
whether she will go into an all-out, full-
scale hot war, but I know that we are
sticking our heads in the sand for a cer-
tainty if we fail to recognize the fact
that today Russia is carrying on a hot
war against freedom. We cannot with
safety follow the language of that part
of the Hoover speech which might be—
and, I fear, will be—subject to the inter-
pretation that now we are ready to with-
draw into continental United States, to
protect our freedom against that hot war,
unless the peoples of Europe follow a
course that meets with our pleasures and
decisions. No, Mr. President; in view of
the circumstances which exist today in
the world, I think that statement by ex-
President Hoover which I bave just
quoted from his speech was an unfortu-
nate one,

The next important paragraph of Mr.
Hoover's speech to which I would ecall
attention is as follows:

Of importance in military weight at this
moment there is the British Commonwealth
of 150,000,000 people, with probably 30 com-
bat divisions under arms, a superior navy,
considerable air force and a few tanks.

And there are 150,000,000 people in the
United States preparing 3,500,000 men into
a gigantic Alr Force and Navy, with about 30
equipped combat divisions.

If we weigh these military forces as they
stand today we must arrive at certain basic
conclusloqs.

(A) We must face the fact that to com-
mit the sparse ground forces of the non-
Communist nations into a land war against
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this Communist land mass would be a war
without victory, a war without a successful
political terminal. Any attempt to make
war on the Communist mass by land in-
vasion, through the quicksands of China,
India, or Western Europe is sheer folly. That
would be the graveyard of millions of Amer-
ican boys and would end in the exhaustion
of this Gibraltar of western civilization.

Mr. President, with the basic premise
of that paragraph, I am in agreement, I
am in accord with the view that we can-
not and should not fight a land war in
the sections of the world which the great
ex-President enumerated in that para-
graph of his speech. However, I would
have my country be on guard against the
over-all conclusion which I fear he draws
in his speech after he lays down these
sound premises.

I agree with his next major premise,
when he says: .

Even were Western Europe armed far
beyond any contemplated program, we
could never reach Moscow. The Germans
failed with a magnificent army of 240 combat
divisions and with powerful air snd tank
forces as contrasted with the 60 divisions
now being talked about.

However, Mr. President, I think there
should be added to that observation on
the part of the ex-President, the very
important one that without an adequate
mass of land troops in Europe, in case
the hot war becomes an all-out war, we
cannot stop the mass of Communist land
troops from extending itself all over
Europe. That is why I think there was
need in the speech of the ex-President
for a greater emphasis on the North At-
lantic Pact program. It seems to me he
overlooked, in this part of his speech,
the importance of a mass of Allied land
troops in Europe and its ability to pre-
vent an invasion of Europe by the massed
Russian forces., I do not agree with any
assumption that the North Atlantic Pact
and the Allied nations participating
therein cannot, through the navy and
the air forces and the land troops, build
up a resistance which will stop an in-
vasion of Europe by Russia. We are not
talking about an invasion of Russia, to
Moscow; but we are talking about saving
the Ruhr from falling into the hands of
Russia, because on the control of the
Ruhr depends, I believe, the ultimate se-
curity of this country in an all-out war
with Russia.

The ex-President's next point in his
speech is as follows:

(B) Egually, we Americans alone with sea
and air power can so control the Atlantic
and Pacific Oceans that there can be no pos-
sible invasion of the Western Hemisphere
by Communist armies. They can no more
reach Washington in force than we can reach
Moscow,

I say most respectfully, Mr. President,
that I believe that assumption by Mr.
Hoover is glaringly false, I would that
his assumption were true. However, if
we become encircled by Communist
countries, if all Europe falls fo commu-
nism, if we lose any foothold in the Pa-
cific, in my judgment, any assumption
that Communist armies cannot invade
America is clearly false, and represents,
I am sorry to say, an example of wishful
thinking. In my opinion, there would
be great danger of invasion of America
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by Communist armies if we should lose
our Allies abroad and find ourselves en-
circled by communistic regimes and po-
lice states. That false assumption on
the part of the ex-President in his speech
is so serious that I think it colors a greaft
many of the other conclusions he
reaches.

Mr. President, if, in the years immedi-
ately ahead, we become encircled by
Communist countries, as the result of
the fall of Europe and the loss of Amer-
ican strongholds in Asia; if, for ex-
ample, a Pearl Harbor should occur in
the area of Korea, today, both to our
naval forces afloat there, and to our
Armed Foreces located there and to our
Air Force located near there in combat
with what is known to me to be a power-
ful Russian air force based not far from
them, we would find it difficult to tell
the people of the Pacific coast that
there would be no danger of an invasion
of the west coast. Why, Mr. President,
if Alaska should fall to Communist
attack and the Communists obtain bases
there. you would have a most difficult
time telling the people of the West, as
far east at least as Chicago, that there
would be no danger of a Communist
invasion of the west. I think that this
part of Hoover's speech which I am
criticizing will have the effect of giving
those who assume it to be sound a sense
of false security in America, if they are
not warned of its unsoundness, I think
the American people ought to be told
that there will be danger of invasion by
Russia, if we become encircled by Com-

munist countries and Russia obtains the

great war-making industrial potential of
the Ruhr, for example, or knocks out
Alaska, or stages a Pearl Harbor attack
on our Air Force and Navy in the Pacific,
and gets by with it. The danger is real,
and I propose to raise my voice in ex-
pressing to the American people the
sincere belief that it is real, and that
the assumption of the ex-President, con-
tained in this paragraph, needs marked
qualification.

Mr. Hoover further said:

(C) In this military connection we must
realize the fact that the atomic bomb is
a far less dominant weapon than it was once
thought to be.

I think he is entirely correct, and I be-
lieve it was well he told the American
people that. I am afraid there has been
stirred up in the minds of the American
people a sense of false security so far as
the atomic bomb is concerned. It is a
devastating weapon, there is no doubt;
but, that it is the type of weapon which
will knock out Soviet Russia for a cer-
tainty, is at best exceedingly question-
able; and the ex-President, according to
my view, is completely correct in mak-
ing the point he does about the atomic
bomb. I think the American people need
also to realize that we have no monopoly
on it; that, devastating as that weapon
is, it can be used against us as well as for
us. We need to recognize that there is
also a great difference in the industrial
concentration and dispersement of the
war-making power of the two nations.
I am satisfied that the atomic bomb, once
the Russians get a stockpile in numbers
closely approaching our own, can wreak
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greater damage on the United States
than we can wreak on Soviet Russia, so
far as future war-making potentialities
are concerned. That is true because it
is pretty well known that our great in-
dustrial institutions are more concen-
trated, whereas Russia has followed to
a greater degree, so we are informed, a
program of dispersement and a policy
of effective concealment, so far as her
war-making plants are concerned.

The ex-President then says:

(D) It is obvious that the United Nations
have been defeated.jn Eorea by the aggres-
sion of Communist China. - There are no
adequate forces in the world to repel them,

I think he is dead right. I happen to
be cne who believes that we should with-
draw from Korea to a line in the Pacific
we can defend; that we should stretch
as effective a blockade against Com-
munist China as we can; that we should
encourage guerrilla warfare in Com-
munist China by Asiatics; that we should
make very clear to Great Britain that
she, too, has an obligation to cooperate in
this matter, and that no American boys
are going to die to save Hong Kong,
Great Britain must recognize that Hong
Kong is a war casualty, and Great Brit-
ain's good faith in this joint enterprise
to defend freedom, for herself and for us,
must cause her to take a realistic position
about Hong Kong. We cannot stand by
and see her feed Communist China eco-
nomically, and American boys die as a
result of the war goods which the Chi-
nese Communists get from the Russian
Communists as the result of a direct and
indirect trade cooperation by Great
Britain. But I think it is a matter that
can be settled and determined in honest,
sincere, good-faith conferences between
the leaders of these two great democ-
racies.

In my judgment the ex-President is
right in pointing out that we cannot hold
Korea; but in making that statement I
hasten to add that it does not justify the
assumption that we made a mistake in
Asiatic policy, in drawing the issue with
Russia over Korea. We drew the issue
with Russia when we went back into
Korea after the invasion by the Russian
sponsored North Koreans. I think the
invasion of South Korea by the North
Koreans, backed, as we now khow, by the
Cemmunist Chinese and the Communist
Russians, was a signal on the part of the
Communist section of the world that
they intended to carry on an aggressive
course of action in Asia. I think, also,
it was the test put up to us as to whether
that was the time for Russia to start her
conquest of Asia. Although we have
suffered a military defeat, and although
I think it is shameful that we were not
in a position more adequately to protect
the lives of American heroes who fought
in the Eorean War and who are dying
there today, nevertheless the decision
to go back into Korea had to be made.
The mistake was, not in the decision, but
in the fact that we were not strong
enough at that hour to back up the deci-
sion with greater military strength.

No, Mr. President; I am not one of
those who think it was a mistake to call
Russia’s hand, because, after all, we
called not the North Koreans alone, not
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the Communist Chinese alone, but
Russia’s hand. We made the decision to
go back into Korea in opposition to her
renewed aggressive course of action in
Asia,

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield at that point for a
question?

Mr. MORSE. I should like to yield,
but I said at the beginning that I would
not yield until I finished my speech. I
am merely thinking out loud, and speak-
ing much longer than I intended to, may-
be selfishly, but, at least; from the stand-
point of my record, I want the people
of my State to know my thoughts on
foreign policy questions as they come out
of my head today in response to what I
think is a very, very critical situation
which exists.

Of course, Mr. President, I believe we
made some very serious mistakes on the
Korean issue long before the invasion.
Some Senators have previously heard me
say that I think we made a mistake as
early as July 1945, and some of us in
this body felt, at the time the San Fran-
cisco Charter was before the Senate for
ratification that we should insist upon
the recognition of the provisional gov-
ernment of Korea and should insist that
a trusteeship or mandate of the United
Nations be placed over Korea until such
time as a free election could be held.
That was then my view, and it has always
remained my view. But instead of doing
that, & few months thereafter the ad-
ministration actually joined with Russia
in the partitioning of Korea along the
thirty-eighth parallel, giving as its ex-
_ cuse or explanation the argument that
it was doing it for military convenience.
When we did that we joined with Russia
in the partition of the freedom of Korea.
History will so record. From the time
the administration did that, it proceeded
with a whole chain of mistakes in Korea.
It knew about them when it was making
them. That is the sad part of it.

I have always been at a loss to under-
stand why so many people, in discussing
the question of foreign policy in recent
years, have not recognized- the nature
of the Russian pattern. Russia has
never varied it. She has applied it uni-
formly and consistently with respect to
every satellite country which has been
taken over. She applied it in Korea.
We knew, or should have known, that
that is exactly what Russia would do.
What did she do? The moment the
United States joined with Russia in the
partition of Korea, Russia dropped her
iron curtain along the thirty-eighth par-
allel. Russia always does that. The iron
curtain is basic to her pattern. It is the
warp and woof of her pattern. That is
why it has always been so difficult for me
to understand the gullibility, the short-
sightedness, of so many people who have
discussed the Russian problem since
VJ-day in terms of the oft-repeated sug=-
gestion that we should try to under-
stand the Russians. We were told,
“They really do not mean what you think
they mean by their iron-curtain policy.
They do not mean it as an unfriendly
gesture.”

Nonsense, Mr. President—nonsense
and gullibility. Ever since the Russians
dropped the iron curiain along their own
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borders, to say nothing of dropping it
along the borders of satellite countries
in which we had an interest, at least, as
a free nation in the world to see to it that
the principle of seli-determination was
not trampled under military foot by ag-
gressive nations—we had that much of
an interest in the satellite countries—
her action can be interpreted as nothing
but unfriendly and a manifestation of a
clear intention to follow a warlike policy
against the freedom-loving peoples of
the world.

So, Mr. Presidzant, I repeat today what
my colleagues have heard me say on this
floor during the past several years, that,
so far as I am concerned, I shall have to
continue to assume that Russia's inten-
tions are not intentions of peace so long
as she makes the warp and woof of her
foreign policy the iron curtain.

Peoples who have the intentions of
friendship, peoples who believe in good
neighborliness, peoples who want to co-
operate and be friendly, do not put signs
in their front yards saying “Stay out or
suffer the consequences.” That is what
Russia has done. One of the sad things
about this whole picture is that so many
Americans fail to appreciate the fact
that during World War II Russia never
really functioned as an ally. She never
cooperated as an ally. She conducted
herself simply as a nation that had a
common enemy. She would not even
permit American military missions be-
hind her iron curtain during the war.
Her record during the war, as well as
immediately after the war, in the occu-
pational zones of Europe, was a record of
noncooperation, obstruction, and of act
after act that made it perfectly clear
that she was not friendly. Certainly she
took advantage of all the matériel we
made available to her to help her fight
the common enemy. But, Mr. President,
the record is so overwhelming, and we
knew it before Korea, that her conduct
indicated an attitude of unfriendliness
and an intention to violate the peace
whenever it served her selfish purposes to
violate it, that we should have given
greater heed to that pattern of behavior
on the part of Russia before we joined
with her in the partition of Korea’s free-
dom along the thirty-eighth parallel.
We certainly should have given greafer
heed to it when we observed what she
did once she dropped the iron curtain
along the thirty-eighth parallel.

What did she do? There has been
much said about our military intelli-
gence, and about the fact that we did
not know what was going on north of the
thirty-eighth parallel. Such a charge
needs qualification. Certainly we did not
know all we should like to have known,
but we knew a great deal. Do not sell
American military intelligence short in
analyzing this problem. It was not be-
cause we did not know what was going on
north of the thirty-eighth parallel; it
was because at the time, for some inex-
plicable reason which I shall never be
able to understand, a short-sightedness
continued in America. I think it existed
in the State Department as well as in the
Military Establishment also. It was a
shortsighted belief that the Korean
problem would work itself out. It was
said, “They are bluffing. We will wait.
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Russia is bluffing.” If so, they have been
bluffing for a long time, with conse-
quences which have been very gainful to
them and detrimental to us.

What did the Russians do? They pro-
ceeded to train a Communist army in
North Korea. They did not train the
army with Russians in any great num-
bers. They trained them with EKoreans
who had been brought down in large
numbers from the army in Manchuria,
which was a Russian-trained army. It
was a well trained army, too. They sep-
arated those EKoreans from the Man-
churian army—officers and foot soldiers
alike—infiltrated them among the forces
of North Eorea, and proceeded to train
a Communist army in North Korea.

What did we do? We trained a police
force in South Korea. We told the world
we were going to train a police force.
We told the world we were going to train
a force which would be capable of
taking care of internal disturbances and
police actions, and which would be strong
enough to handle border raids along the
thirty-eighth parallel. We were very
careful to announce to Russia and the
world at large that we were not going to
train an army. We did not train an
army. We did a pretty good constabu-
lary job, but certainly we did not train
an army. The record which the South
Koreans have made in the Korean War is
an exceptionally good record, particu-
larly when there is taken into consid-
eration what we did in South Korea so
far as giving military training is con-
cerned and what the Russians did north
of the thirty-eighth parallel in North
Eorea through their Communist Ko-
reans who had been brought down from
Manchuria for the purpose of training
a Communist army in North Korea.

Mr. President, that was not the only
mistake we made. After Russia got her
Communist Army trained in North Ko-
rea by the use of Russian-trained Ko-
reans taken from the Manchurian Army,
she started to bombard the airwaves of
the world, particularly of Asia, with her
vicious lying propaganda that she was
ready and willing and, in fact intended,
to proceed to withdraw Russian occupa-
tion forees from North Korea, but that
militaristic America, imperialistic Amer-
ica, exploiting America was keeping the
South Koreans under the militaristic
heel of the American Army. That is the
rot which she fed to the people of Asia.
She repeated over and over again the
technique of the big lie. The sad thing
about that technique is that unless it is
combated, many people believe it.

What did we do? Let the record of
the Congress of the United States speak
for itself. We cut the appropriation for
the Voice of America. We cut the ap-
propriation when what we should have
done was to greatly enlarge it. Not only
should we have enlarged the appropria-
tion for the Voice of America program,
but we should have enlarged the appro-
priation for every other type of service
that would have been helpful in meeting
the vicious lying propaganda of the Rus-
sian Communists. At that time we
should have enlarged the appropriations
for the point 4 program in Asia, because
that was the time to win the good will
of millions of Asians whose good will we
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will sorely need in the great contest for
freedom which will mark the coming
decades.

Did we stop with that mistake? No.
In quotation marks, Mr, President, we
cooperated with Russia. We yielded to
her propaganda. We pulled out of South
Korea. We took out our forces, and with
our forces we took out most of our equip-
ment. We did all that at the very time
when we knew that there was great mili-
tary activity north of the thirty-eighth
parallel and at the very time when there
were periodic raids across the border on
the part of segments of the North Ko-
rean army. I shall never forget the tes-
timony before the Committee on Armed
Services by the American general who
was in command of the American forces
in Korea. He testified that he was on
board ship in the Pacific on his way back
to the United States when he heard over
the radio that an invasion of South Ko~
rea had begun. I cannot quote verbatim
what the General said, but I am sure I
am quoting him quite accurately when
I say that he testified before our com-
mittee to the effect that he did not think
it was anything serious. At first he as-
sumed it was merely another one of those
border raids which had been going on
for months and that it would spend it-
self in a few days. He thought it was a
raid for the purpose of getting control of
quantities of rice, because the area in
which the raid occurred was an area of
heavy rice production. We knew those
raids were going on. We knew they had
been going on for some weeks preceding
our withdrawal from Korea. Isay it was
a great mistake to withdraw at that time.

The next mistake was that in South
Korea, as in China before, we repeated
the China mistake of not seeing to it
that economic reform was linked to mili-
tary aid. I do not want to spend a great
deal of time elaborating the point to-
night. However, I wish to assert, and I
am satisfled that the record will sustain
me, that by and large we did a very poor
job in South Korea in bringing to the
South Koreans as individuals benefits of
economic reform which should have
characterized our program in South Ko~
rea but did not. Here again the Russian
propaganda machine took advantage of
every little disturbance within South
Korea, of every conflict between the Gov-
ernment and the people of the lower
classes, and of every protest about lack
of economic aid to the people themselves.,
For this, too, I think the State Depart-
ment must assume its full share of re-
sponsibility.

I think that after all, under our Con-
stitution and the powers with respect to
foreign policy which rest in the Presi-
dent and are executed through the State
Department, we had the right to look to
the State Department for recommenda-
tions and proposals, and for requests for
advice and consultation in connection
with the implementation of our program
in South Korea, I hold to the view that
if the Foreign Relations Committee of
the Senate had been fully apprised of
some of the things we now know oc-
curred in South Korea during those
months we would have avoided some of
the serious mistakes which I am outlin-
Ing here this evening.

‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Of the many other mistakes, I wish to
mention one more—perhaps the major
one of all—a mistake which I think was
very disturbing to the thinking of the
people not only in Korea, but elsewhere
in Asia, and particularly in India. It
was a mistake which I have a feeling—
I have nothing on which I can substanti=
ate it except my interpretation of his
conduct and some of the language he
has used since—has caused some shift
of attitude on the part of the leaders of
India, particularly Nehru. I believe
that we Americans must keep our eyes on
India. I think we must give great heed
to Nehru and to the point of view of his
followers. We must be realistic about it,
because in my judgment, so far as the
free part of Asia is concerned, as India
goes so, most likely, will the rest of Asia
go. India is of vital importance to the
defense of Asia for freedom. That is
why I said earlier in my remarks this
afternoon that I would that we had paid
more attention in the years gone by to
getting our surplus food into empty
stomachs in Asia than keeping it in Gov=-
ernment bins where much of it was
bound to spoil. I believe that such a
course of action would have been one
of the most effective manifestations in
the whole field of foreign policy of put-
ting Christian prineciples of democracy
to work.

I have the feeling that the last mis-
take in Korea which I wish to mention
had a tremendous effect in India, in
Indochina, in Indonesia, and, for that
matter, in all of the free sections of Asia.
I refer to the announcement last Janu=-
ary by the State Department that our
line of defense in the Pacific primarily
was to be a line from the Aleutians
through Japan, Okinawa, and the Phil-
ippines. I think that announcement
had a tremendous psychological effect in
Asia, I do not believe that the effect
was very good for America.

Again referring to the testimony of
General Roberts, who was in charge of
our occupational forces in Korea, and
who testified before the Senate Armed
Services Committee, I recall that he did
not like to answer these questions. I
recall that some of us on the Armed
Services Committee asked him for his
opinion as to the effect of the American
announcement that our line of defense
was to be the line I have just men-
tioned. He preferred not to answer the
question, but I remember that a couple
of us insisted that he give us the bene-
fit of his personal opinion. Of course,
his answer was exactly the answer any-
one should have known. It was to the
effect that the announcement helped to
speed up Communist activity in Korea.
I think it helped to speed up Communist
activity throughout Asia. It was a ter-
rible mistake, Mr. President.

That, it seems to me, is a perfect ex-
ample of where the administration and
the State Department should have put
into practice the true meaning of a bi-
partisan foreign policy, as I understand
its meaning—a consultation with the
leaders of both parties in the Congress
in advance of any public enunciation of
policy, because I dare say that if the
Secretary of State had advised us in
the Senate, for example, that such was
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his thinking, careful consideration would
have been given to it by the leaders of
Congress, and probably the decision
would never have been made public.
Certainly some Members of the Senate
would have been able to perceive the
dangers of any such policy as that, dan-
gers which were bound to come to pass,
and did come to pass. I think that from
that time on there was a tremendous
speed--up of Communist activity in Asia,
The Communists took it for granted—
and I believe they had the right to take
it for granted—that we were not going
to defend Korea, in fact, that we were
not going to engage in military activity
beyond the announced line of defense.

I know that there are those who in
good faith, and with motives just as sin-
cere as mine, feel that such an infer-
pretation of the State Department’s an-
nounced policy is taking out of context
the true intent of the State Department.
But the best they can say for themselves,
on the basis of their own assumption,
is that even if that be true—which I
question—the choice of their language
was most unfortunate, because the lan-
guage which they chose went around
the world as notice to people every-
where, Communists and non-Commu-
nists alike, totalitarian and freedom-
loving people equally, that we were with-
drawing from Asia,

As I stated earlier, I do not think it
was a mistake to go back into Asia be-
cause we had no other choice unless we
then wanted to surrender all of Asia to
Russia.

Had we not taken a stand for free-
dom in Korea, I am satisfied in my own
mind that our failure to do so would
have been a signal for the advance of
Communist foreces all over Asia. It is
an historical shame that we were not in
a position of defense and military power
so that we could have given to our heroes
who have sacrified their lives in Korea
the support to which they were entitled.

Mr. President, I have made these com-
ments on Asia because they set forth
my views on the subject and give the
background as to why I believe the ex-
President was right last night when he
pointed out that now we cannot stay in
Korea. Inmy opinion, heisright. Now
I think we have to withdraw to lines of
defenses in the Pacific we can hold, and,
as I said earlier in my remarks, stretch
a blockade in the Pacific which will make
perfectly clear that we recognize Com-
munist China as an aggressor against
freedom, and that we recognize Russia
as the power behind the aggressor.

I now want to comment on another
paragraph of the speech of ex-President
Hoover last night.

We may explore the American situation
still further. The 150,000,000 American peo-
ple are already economically strained by
Government expenditures. It must not be
forgotten that we are carrying huge burdens
from previous wars, including obligations to
veterans and $2€0,000,000,000 of bond and
currency issues from those wars. In the
fiscal year 1952, Federal and local expendi-
tures are likely to exceed $90,000,000,000.
That is more than our tctal savings. We
must finance huge deficits hy further Gov=-
ernment issues. Inflation is already moving
but we might, with stern measures, avoid the
economic disintegration of such a load for &,
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very few years. If we continue long on this
road the one center of resistance in the world
will collapse in economic disaster.

I think he is dead right, Mr, Presi=-
dent, -in his economic analysis of the
fiscal problems which confront us. I
have tried to point out for years that
the greatest defense weapon America has
is not the atomic bomb at all, but our
economy., We have got to make great
sacrifices now to preserve it. One of the
paradoxes is that in preserving our econ-
omy some individuals and companies and
economic forces in this country, yes, all
of us, are going to have to suspend—I
should like to put it in terms of suspend-
ing rather than sacrificing—some of our
economic freedoms for a little while.
There is no other way. I know it is a
paradox. .

It was well stated to us by Jim For-
restal, at some time in 1947, when he
testified before the Armed Services Com-
mittee. I shall never forget what he
said for it was utterly sound. We were
talking then about a proposed armed
services budget of some $21,000,000,000
out of a then proposed total national
budget of $40,000,000,000. The then
Secretary of Defense thought it was too
high. He thought at least it ought to
be very carefully screened and scruti-
nized to see what savings could be made.
The usval argument was made as it was
made in those days: “But, Mr. Secre-
tary, you know if we get into a war to
preserve freedom it is going to cost us
many times $21,000,000,000.” And Jim
Forrestal very quickly replied, “Yes; I
know that is true, but I also know that
if we get into that war one of the para-
doxes of it will be that we will go to
war to save freedom, to protect and
preserve our freedom, but in a large
measure, for the duration of the war and
for some time after the war, we will lose
much of our freedom at home.”

That is true, Mr. President. It is a
very difficult concept for the American
people fully to grasp as to its implica-
tions, but I think they have got to be
told. If is important that thos> of us
who have the responsibility of casting
votes in the Congress of the United
States on various proposals for economic
mobilization as well as military mobiliza-
tion should have the courage and the
frankness to tell the American people
that during this crisis some of their
freedoms are going to be curtailed; that
in time of great national crisis all our
freedoms as individuals are relative,
subordinate to the great goal of preserv-
ing the Government itself. And now as
we enter into a course of action that
must be adopted in order to meet this
crisis, we in the Congress of the United
Statss should tell the American people
that a great maay of their freedoms will
have to be curtailed. We cannot have
the kind of economic stabilization and
mobilization which I think is clearly
implied in the language of the great
ex-President in his speech last night, as
he discussed the fiscal problems of our
country, without a great deal of eco-
nomic regimentation and a great deal of
ecunomic direction on the part of the
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Government over all American industry
and labor and every other segment of our
economy,

To my labor friends let me say here
and now that they have to face the fact
that all of us in America are going to
suffer a lowering of the standards of our
living during this crisis. I believe we
are guilty of the most inexcusable type
of political hypocrisy if we, as Members
of the Congress, lead labor, or farmers,
or businesmen, or consumers generally,
to believe that in this crisis we can
mobilize for the preservation of freedom
in our country and in the world and at
the same time maintain the present high
standards of living in America. That
cannot be done. If is not going to be
done. I believe that a great deal of con-
flict and misunderstanding can be
avoided if we frankly inform the Ameri-
can people that it cannot be done, that
this is a crisis more serious in its import
than any crisis we have ever faced
heretofore, and that the word “sacrifice”
is no platitude, but is a meaningful out-
line of a course of sacrifice which we
all have to proceed to follow at once.

In my opinion American labor is not
going to be able to set itself off to one side
and separate wage control from price
control. They are inseparable. They
must be combined, in my judgment, un-
der the jurisdiction of one board or
tribunal,

Labor has to face the fact that so-
called escalator clauses, highly desirable
in a peacetime economy, cannot stand up
in a wartime economy, because they are
a part of the vicious circle of inflation,
and it is necessary to break into that
vicious circle of inflation. So all of us,
including labor, will have to make sac-
rifices.

Knowing labor as I do, I have no doubt
what its patriotic response will be. Once
the facts about the crisis are made clear
to labor, it will join in whatever sacri-
fices are necessary. It rightly will take
the position that on the economic front
the Congress and the administration
must do everything within their power
to see to if that the sacrifices are equal-
ized, and that unfair diseriminations, fa-
vorable to one group as against another,
are eliminated. However, that labor will
willingly sacrifice, along with farmers
and businessmen and consumers gener-
ally, I have no question, once the facts
are made clear.

Mr. President, to avoid the economic
dangers which the ex-President so well
stated in his speech of last night, let us
have no more talk about voluntary con-
trols and piecemeal stabilization. We
are now in a fight to the finish, and it
calls for the greatest of speed, consistent
with the maximum of efficiency possible
during an emergency, with all-out eco-
nomic and military mobilization.

The next paragraph cof the ex-Presi-
dent’s speech on which I wish to com-
ment is as follows:

Whether or not the United Nations is to
have a moral defeat and suffer the collapse of
its whole moral stature now depends on
whether it has the courage to—
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(A) Declare Communist China an aggres-
sor.

I agree.

(B) Refuse admission of this aggressor to
its membership.

I agree.

(C) Demand that each member of the
United Nations cease to furnish or transport
supplies of any kind to Communist China
that can ald in their military operations,
Such a course honestly carried out by the
non-Communist nations is not economic
sanctions nor does it require military actions.
But it would constitute a great pressure for
rectitude.

Iagree. In fact, Mr, President, I have
already covered my views on this point
earlier in my remarks, in my argument
for the imposition of a blockade of China.

I read further:

(D) For once, pass a resolution condemn-
ing the infamous lies about the United
States.

Any course short of this is appeasement.

I agree.

A little later in his speech the ex-Pres-
ident said:

It is clear continental Europe has not in
the 8 years of our aid developed that unity
of purpose and that will power necessary for
its own defense. It is clear that our British
friends are flirting with appeasement .of
Communist China. It is clear that the
United Nations is in a fog of debate and in-
decision on whether to appease or not to
appease.

Mr. President, I think that statement
in the ex-President’s speech is somewhat
unfortunate. It does not seem to me to
be wholly accurate or fair, so far as con-
cerns describing the conduct of our allies
in Europe in connection with the ECA
program or in connection with the North
Atlantic Pact and the military imple-
mentation of if.

I agree with the ex-President, as I said
earlier in my remarks, that our British
friends certainly are going to have to be
more realistic about the situation in
Communist China, and will have to rec-
ognize that as they aid Communist
China, they do injury to freedom and to
their freedom-loving Allies; as they bring

- economic aid to Communist China, they

do damage to the defenses of the United
States. I think that we, as copartners
with them in this great struggle to pre-
serve freedom in the world, have the
right to have them join with us in seeing _
to it that economic aid to Communist
China comes to a halt.

A little later in his speech the ex-Pres-
ident said:

We can, without any measure of doubt,
with our own air and naval forces, hold the
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans with one fron-
tler on Britain (if he wishes to cooperate);
the other, on Japan, Formosa, and the Philip-
pines. We can hold open the sea lanes for
our supplies.

I devoutly hope that a maximum of coop-
eration can be established between the Brit-
ish Commonwealth and ourselves.

Mr. President, I have already com-
mented on that paragraph of the speech.
Again I summarize my position simply
by saying that I think the ex-President
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overstates the case. I think there is
pregnant in those remarks a great deal
of hopeful thinking and wishful thinking
that cannot be squared with the realities
of the situation in which we find our-
selves.

Mr. Hoover also said:

We should give Japan her independence
and aid her in arms to defend herself,

I am in agreement, and I think we
should proceed to erecute a peace treaty
with Japan, regardless of Russia.

Mr. Hoover then also said:

We should stiffen the defenses of our
Pacific frontier in Formosa and the Philip-
pines. We can protect this island chain by
our sea and air power and without land
power.

Mr. President, I certainly believe we
should strengthen our defenses in the
Philippines. So far as Formosa is con-
cerned, I think we are going to have to
face the fact that we are involved in
some international commitments which
never should have been made and which,
in my judgment, amount to a circum-
vention of the treaty-making clauses of
the Constitution of the United States.
In my opinion, that is exactly what the
international agreements in respect to
Formosa constitute. Nevertheless, they
were entered into; and we are going to
have to face that reality as one of the
problems of international law which
must be solved by adjudication. I think
there we should rely heavily upon the
procedures of the United Nations for a
negotiation and an adjvdication of the
Formosan issue.

Next, Mr, Hoover said:

Fourth. We could, after initial outlays for
more air and navy equipment, greatly re-
duce our expenditures, balance our budget,
and free ourselves from the dangers of in-
flation and economic degeneration.

I most certainly agree with that point.

Mr. President, I do not agree with the
great ex-President of the United States
in regard to the assumption, which I
think is implicit in his speech taken in
its entirety, that we should not proceed
at this time with the military-manpower
program that is contemplated for Ameri-
ca. I think that program is essential
to our safety. That is why I am one
of the most ardent supporters in the
Senate of a universal service law, and
that is why I think we must go ahead
with military mobilization, including the
mobiliz=.tion of ground troops, for the
time being, as a clear notice to Russia
that we intend to do all within our
power to defend our frontiers of defense
a* home and abroad. We must make
clear to Russia that we intend to do what
ve cau to help our allies in Europe, with
their complete cooperation—and with
the ex-President’s comment on that
point, I am in agreement, in defending
the Ruhr, so that the Ruhr will not fall
to Russia.

A little later in the speech, Mr. Hoover
said:

Sixth. We should have none of appease=-
ment. Morally there is no appeasement of
communism. Appeasement contains more
dangers than Dunkerques. We want no more
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Tehrans and Yaltas. We can retrieve a bat-
tle, but we cannot retrieve an appeasement,
We are grateful that President Truman has
denounced such a course.

Mr. President, I agree with the prem-
ises laid down in that paragraph; but
I would most respectfully suggest to ex-
President Hoover that if we withdraw
unto ourselves, into continental United
States, that act itself will be looked upon
around the world as a form of appease-
ment. It will be looked upon as walking
out on what I think are great obliga-
tions on our part to defend freedom
in Europe in order to preserve freedom
in the United States.

Then, in his speech, Mr. Hoover said:

Seventh. We are not blind to the need
to preserve western civilization on the con-
tinent of Europe or to our cultural and
religious ties to it. But the prime obliga-
tion of defense of western continental
Europe rests upon the nations of Europe.
The test is whether they have the spiritual
force, the will and acceptance of unity among
them by their own volition. America can-
not create their spiritual forces; we cannot
buy them with money.

You can search all the history of mankind
and there is no parallel to the effort and
sacrifice we have made to elevate their spirit
and to achieve their unity. To this date it
has failed. Their minds are confused with
fears and disunities. They exclude Spain, al-
though she has the will and means to fight.
They higgle with Germany, although she is
their frontier. They vacillate in the bellef
that they are in little danger and they hope
to avoid again being a theater of war. And
Karl Marx has added to their confusions.
They still suffer from battle shock. Their
highly organized Communist Parties are a
menace we must not ignore.

Mr. President, although there is a con-
siderable amount of truth in what the
ex-President said in that passage, again
I think' his emphasis was unfortunate,
because in that passage he sells short
the North Atlantic Pact. Iie sells short
the great significance of the military
program which is being worked out un-
der the North Atlantic Pact; and he
sells short the great job which the great
Eisenhower is going to Europe to per-
form.

I would be the first to agree with the
ex-President that the people of Europe
have shown serious shortcomings, but
their problems have been different from
ours. We have not lived quite so close
to the shadows of Russian guns. We
have not lived quite so close to the
shadows of the wings of Russian planes.
Althwough I shall continue to insist, as
a member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, that we receive a greater amount
of cooperation and a fuller performance
of promises on the part of our allied
friends in Europe, nevertheless I do not
share the emphasis which I think the
ex-President put on that particular pas-
sage of his speech.

He goes on to say:

In both World War I and World War II
(including West Germany) they placed more
than 250 trained and equipped combat divi-
slons in the field within 60 days with strong
aid and naval forces.

Of course they did, Mr, President, but
we have got to face the fact that since
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then they have been tremendously re-
duced in war potential. We have a very
definite responsibility of cooperation
with them in the reestablishment of that
potential, Let America not forget that,
after all, that war was our war as well
as theirs. As history has shown, it was
our war from the first day, not merely
from the day that we got into it.

Without in any way excusing or justi-
fying any failure on their part to give us
all-out cooperation since VJ-day, I be-
lieve the situation also calls for a char-
itable attitude, and an understanding
on our part of their war psychology and
of their great fear of what is likely to
happen to them if the North Atlantic
Pact is not successful in stopping the
overrunning of Europe by the Russian
horde. That is what the challenge is all
about, as I see it. It seems to me that
on the very eve of trying to put into
effect a joint Allied common-defense
program in Europe under General Eisen-
hower, neither our allies nor our own
security are strengthened by placing
just the emphasis which the ex-Presi-
dent placed in his speech by way of criti-
cism of our European allies.

In concluding his speech, Mr. Hoover
said:

We can hope that sometime the evils of
communism and the disintegration of their
racial controls will bring their own disin-
tegration. It is a remote consolation, but
twice before in world history Asiatic hordes
have swept over a large part of the world
and their racial dissensions dissolved their
empires.

That is true. But, Mr. President, it
would also be very fallacious'to outline
America’s future defense program on the
basis of the assumption that the particu-
lar pattern of history referred to by the
ex-President will repeat itself. The great
danger is that, even should it repeat it-
self, before the repetition takes place
the United States may have ceased to
exist as a free Nation. I think the time
element was too much overlooked by
the ex-President as he indulged in that
kind of assumption in his speech last
night, because I know of no set of facts
which justifies the assumption that the
Communist segment of the world will
collapse before it has its death struggle
with the free areas of the world. Unless
we keep ourselves in a position of strong
defense cooperation with our allied
friends in Europe, I fear for the survival
of America. So that assumption of the
ex-President I would consider with a
great many reservations attached to it.

Mr. President, in closing my speech
let me tell my colleagues in the Senate
that I am sorry to have taken this
amount of time, but I felt obligated to
do it, in order to keep my own record
straight, in order to clear up certain mis-
understandings which exist here in the
Senate and elsewhere in the country in
regard to my position on foreign policy;
and in order to place in the Recorp at
least a point of view which qualifies
somewhat and sets forth reservations, in
specific respects, to the speech which
was made last night by the great ex-
President of the United States, Taken
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as a whole, I think it was a great speech
by a great man. I have tried to make
clear that I agree with a great many
portions of it, but I thought it important
that those of us who disagree with
the basic implication of the speech,
namely, that it would be safe for Amer-
ica fo treat the Pacific and the Atlantic
as adequate defenses provided we armed
to the teeth so far as our Army and our
Air Force are concerned, should express
reservations to the argument of the ex-
President, because I think his argument
rests on a very unsound and false as-
sumption.

Mr. President, I close with laying down
again the major premise of my remarks,
namely, that I think the American peo-
ple must face the fact that our principal
line of defense does not happen to be
the eastern shore of the United States,
but it happens to be the eastern line of
the territory of our allied friends in
Europe. Unless we prevent Soviet Rus-
sia from taking over the industrial war-
making power of Europe, particularly
the Ruhr, I seriously question that we
can survive in the decades ahead of us
in an all-out struggle against a world
in which we should find ourselves an
island of freedom surrounded by the
turbulent, stormy waters of communism.

Mr. President, as separate and distinct
from my comments on the Hoover
speech, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the body of the REcorp a
statement on foreign policy which I
think is deserving of the serious atten-
tion of every Member of the Senate, and
which appeared recently in the New
York Times. It takes the form of a let-
ter to the President of the United States
issued by the Citizens Committee on
Foreign Policy. There are attached to
it the names of some great American
leaders. I particularly want to stress
the planks in this proposed foreign
policy in connection with the Asiatic
problem, with special emphasis on the
recommendation of the committee for a
blockade of Communist China.

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

CITIZENS COMMITTEE
oN ForeiGN PoLicy,
New York, December 12, 1950.
THE PRESIDENT,
The White House,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgz. PreEsipENT: The leaders of the
Communist world have clearly shown their
intent to attack the free world by military
means as well as by subversion and propa-
ganda. It Is therefore of first importance to
realize that both the United SBtates and the
United Nations are under planned attack,
and to formulate oui of the welter of con-
fusion a specific program of action by the
United States against the greatest danger
which it has ever faced. We, therefore, urge
that:

1. The President and Congress proclaim a
state of national emergency.

2. The Government undertake immediate
full-scale mobilization of the Armed Forces
and the industrial economy.

3. We reaffirm our unalterable determina-
tion to support the decision of the United
Nations to defend Korea against aggression
whether or not military necessity calls for
:’he temporary withdrawal of United Nations
‘'orces.
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4. The United Natlons enforce economiec
and other necessary sanctions against Com-
munist China unless its forces are withdrawn
from Korea.

5. We refuse to recognize the Chinese Com-
munist Government, and we oppose recog-
nition by the United Nations.

6. We provide economic aid and military
supplies to the Chinese Nationalist Govern-
ment on Formosa and maintain the United
States fleet there.

7. We provide economic aid and military
supplies to the anti-Communist forces on
the Chinese mainland, French Indochina,
and Malaya.

8. We encourage India and Pakistan to
strengthen themselves against any contin-
gency, and we provide them with economic
and military supplies.

9. We accelerate the negotiation of peace
treaties with Japan and Germany, providing
for their rearmament under agreed controls.

10. We use all means to bring about the
fullest measure of common defense by every
member of the Atlantic Pact, giving our ut-
most support to those nations which fully
cooperate in mobilizing their strength, recog-
nizing that the defense of the North Atlantic
area is our major strategic interest and
responsibility.

11. The Government create a nonpartisan
advisory council, representing all segments
of the population, including management,
labor, agriculture, ete.

12, The executive departments regularly
consult with the leaders of both parties in
the Senate and the House of ‘Representatives
in formulating national policy in the current
emergency.

13. We intern all Communists and subver=-
sives classified as dangerous by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation.

14, We assist, within the limitation of es-
sential military priorities, all governments
and individuals willing to Lght Communist
aggression,

Yours truly,

Gen, Donald B. Adams, Dr. Willlam 8.
Bernard, George V. Denny, Jr., Charles
Edison, Maj. George Fielding Eliot,
John Ellis, Christopher T. Emmet,
George B. Ford, Rev. Willlam J. Gib-
bons, 8. J., Arthur J. Goldsmith, Robert
R. Guthrie, Dr. Alvin 8. Johnson, H. V,
Kaltenborn, Frederick C. McKee, Hugh
Moore, Mrs. Natalie Paine, Dr. Daniel
A. Poling, Victor F. Ridder, Herbert
Bayard Swope, Westmore Willcox, Jr.

COMMITTEE SERVICE

During the delivery of Mr. MORSE'S
speech,

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I send to
the desk an order and ask for its imme-
diate consideration,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
THoMAS of Oklahoma in the chair),
The clerk will read the order.

The legislative clerk read the order, as
follows:

Ordered, That the Senator from Rhode Is-
land [Mr. PasToRE] be assigned to member-
ship on the Committee on the District of
Columbia, the Committee on Expenditures
in the Executive Departments, and the Com-
mittee on T'ost Office and Civil Service.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the order sub-
mitted by the Senator from Illinois,

The order was agreed to.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I should
like to make this one statement so that
the Senator from Rhode Island will un-
derstand that this is only a temporary
appointment, and that when the new
Congress comes in and new committees
are appointed, any assignment which he
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desires at that time will be considered.
I say that because I do not want the
Senator to be under any apprehension
that he is permanently assigned to the
committees referred to in the order.

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

Mr, LUCAS. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Will the distin-
guished majority leader state how late
he intends to keep the Scnate in session
today?

Mr. LUCAS. I cannot advise the Sen-
ator as to that at this time. I under-
stand that a long speech is to be made
by the Senator from Florida.

FEDERAL CIVIL DEFENSE PROGRAM

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr, President, if it
has not already been printed in the REc-
oRp, I ask unanimous consent that Sen-
ate bill 4268 be printed in the body of the
REcorp preceding my remarks.

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

5. 4268
A bill to authorize a Federal civil defense
program, and for other purposes :

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be
cited as the “Federal Civil Defense Act of
1950.”
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DEFINITIONS

SEC. 3. As used in this act—

(a) The term “attack” means any attack
or series of attacks by an enemy of the
United States causing, or which may cause,
substantial damage or injury to civilian prop-
erty or persons in the United States in any
manner by sabotage or by the use of bombs,
shellfire, or atomie, radiological, chemical,
bacteriological, or biological means or other
weapons Or processes;

(b) The term “civil defense” means all
those activities and measures designed or un-
dertaken (1) to minimize the effects upon
the civilian population caused or which
would becaused byan attack upon the United
States, (2) to deal with the immediate
emergency conditions which would be cre-
ated by any such attack, and (3) to effectu-
ate emergency repairs to, or the emergency
restoration of, vital utilities and facilities de-
stroyed or damaged by any such attack.
Such term shall include, but shall not be
limited to (A) measures to be taken in
preparation for anticipated attack (including
the establishment of appropriate organiza-
tions, operational plans, and supporting
agreements; the recrultment and training of
personnel; the conduct of research; the pro-
curement and stockpiling of necessary ma-
terials and supplies; the provision of suitable
warning systems; the construction or prep-
aration of shelters, shelter areas, and control
centers; and, when appropriate, the non-
military Cvacuation of eivil population); (B)
measures to be taken during attack (in-
cluding the enforcement of passive defense
regulations prescribed by duly established
military or civil authorities; the evacua-
tion of personnel to shelter areas; the con-
trol of traffic and paniec, and the control and
use of lighting and civil communications);
and {C) measures to be taken following at-
tack (including activities for fire fighting;
rescue, emergency medical, health and sani-
tation services; monitoring for specific haz-
ards of special weapons; unexploded bomb
reconnaissance; essential debris clearance;
emergency welfare measures; and immedi-
ately essential emergency repair or restora=-
tion of damaged vital facilities);

(c) The term “organizational equipment”
means equipment designated by the Admin-
istrator as of such a type or nature as to
require it to be financed in whole or in part
by the Federal Government. It shall not be
construed to include those items which the
local community normally utilizes in com-
bating local disasters excepting when re-
quired in unusual quantities dictated by the
requirements of the civil-defense plans;

(d) The word “materials” shall include raw
materials, supplies, medicines, equipment,
component parts and technical information
and processes necessary for civil defense;

(e) The word “facilities,” except as other-
wise provided in this act, shall include
buildings, shelters, utilities, and land;

(f) The term “United States” or “States”
shall include the several States, the District
of Columbia, the Territories, and the posses-
slons of the United States.

TITLE I—ORGANIZATION
FEDERAL CIVIL DEFENSE ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 101, (a) There is hereby established
in the executive branch of the Government
a Federal Civil Defense Administration
(hereinafter referred to as the “Adminis-
tration”) at the head of which shall be a
Federal Civil Defense Administrator ap-
pointed from civilian life by the President,
by and with the advice and consent of the
Senate. The Federal Civil Defense Admin-
istrator (hereinafter referred to as the “Ad-
ministrator') shall receive compensation at
the rate of $17,500 per year.

(b) There shall be in the Administration
a Deputy Administrator who shall be ap-
pointed from civilian life by the President,
by and with the advice and consent of the
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Senate, and who shall receive compensation
at the rate of $16,000 per year. The Deputy
Administrator shall perform such functions
as the Administrator shall prescribe and
ghall act for, and exercise the powers and
perform the duties of, the Administrator
during his absence or disability.

(¢) The Administrator shall perform his
functions subject to the direction and con-
trol of the President. °*

CIVIL DEFENSE ADVISORY COUNCIL

Sec. 102. (a) There is hereby created a
Civil Defense Advisory Council, hereinafter
referred to as the Council, which shall ad-
vise and consult with the Administrator with
respect to general or basic policy matters
relating to civil defense. The Council shall
consist of the Administrator, who shall be
chairman, and 12 additional members to be
appointed by the President, of whom three
members shall be representative of the State
governments, three members shall be rep-
resentative of the political subdivisions of
the States and the remaining members shall
be selected among the citizens of the United
States of broad and varied experience in
matters affecting the public interest, other
than officers and employees of the United
States (including any department or agency
of the United States) who, as such, regu-
larly receive compensation for current serv-
ices. The following organizations shall be
invited to establish panels of names for the
members representative of the States and
of the political subdivisions thereof:

The Council of State Governments.

The Governor’'s Conference.

The American Municipal Association.

The United States Conference of Mayors.

The representatives of the States and the
political subdivisions thereof appointed by
the President shall be selected from the
panels established by the above-mentioned
organizations. Not more than a majority of
two of the members shall be appointed to
the Council from the same political party.
Each member shall hold office for a term of
3 years, except that (1) any member ap-
pointed to fill a vacaney occurring prior to
the expiration of the term for which his
predecessor was appointed, shall be appoint-
ed for the remainder of such term; and (2)
the terms of office of the members first tak-
ing office after the date of the enactment of
this act shall expire, as designated by the
President at the time of appointment, four
at the end of 1 year, four at the end of 2
years, and four at the end of 3 years, after
the date of the enactment of this act. The
Council shall meet at least once in each cal-
endar year and at such other times as the
Administrator shall determine that its advice
and counsel will be of assistance to the pro-
gram,

(b) The Administrator may appoint such
other advisory committees as are deemed
necessary.

(¢) The members of the Council and the
members of any other advisory committees,
other than the Administrator, may be com-
pensated at rates not in excess of $50 per
diem and, while away from their homes or
regular places of business, they may be paid
actual travel expenses and not to exceed $15
per diem in lieu of subsistence,

TiTLe II—PowERS AND DUTIES

DETAILED FUNCTIONS OF ADMINISTRATION

SEC. 201, The Administrator is authorized,
in order to carry out the above-mentioned
purposes, to—

(a) prepare national plans and programs
for the clvil defense of the United States,
making such use of plans and programs pre-
viously initiated by the National Security
Resources Board as is feasible; sponsor and
direct such plans and programs; ang request
such reports on Staté plans and operations
for civil defense as may be necessary to keep
the President, the Congress, and the several
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States advised of the status of civil defense.
in the United States;

(b) delegate, with the approval of the
President, to the several departments and
agencies of the Federal Government appro-
priate civil defense responsibilities, and re-
view and coordinate the civil defense activi-
ties of the departments and agencies with
each other and with the activities of the
States and neighboring countries;

(c) make appropriate provision for neces-
sary civil defense communications and for
dissemination of warnings of enemy attacks
to the civilian population;

(d) study and develop civil defense meas-
ures designed to afford adequate protection
of life and property, including, but not lim-
ited to, research and studies as to the best
methods of treating the effects of attacks by
atomic, radiological, chemical, bacteriologi-
cal, biological, or other weapons and proc-
esses; developing shelter designs and mate-
rials for protective covering or construction;
and development equipment or facilities and
effecting the standardization thereof to meet
civil defense requirements;

(e) conduct or arrange, by contract or
otherwise, for training programs for the
instruction of civil defense officials and other
persons in the organization, operation, and
techniques of civil defense; conduct or op-
erate schools or classes, including the furn-
ishing of subsistence and quarters for train-
ees and instructors subject to reimburse-
ment on terms prescribed by the Admin-
istrator; and provide instructors and train-
ing ailds as deemed necessary;

(f) publicly disseminate appropriate civil
defense information by all appropriate
means;

(g) assist and encourage the States to
negotiate and enter into interstate civil de-
fense compacts; review the terms and condi-
tions of such compacts in order to assist to
the extent feasible in obtaining uniformity
therein and consistency with the national
civil defense plans and programs; assist and
coordinate the activities thereunder; aid and
assist in encouraging reciprocal civil defense
legislation by the State which will permit
the furnshing of mutual aid for civil defense
purposes in the event of an attack which
cannot be adequately met or controlled by a
State or political subdivision thereof threat-
ened with or undergoing an attack: Pro=-
vided, That a copy of each such civil defense
compact shall be transmitted promptly to
the Senate and the House of Representatives.
The consent of the Congress shall be granted
to each such compact, upon the expiration
of the first period of sixty calendar days of

- continuous session of the Congress following

the date on which the compact is transmitted
to it; but only if, between the date of trans-
mittal and expiration of such sixty-day pe-
riod, there has not been passed a concurrent
resolution stating in substance that the Con-
gress does not approve the compact;

(h) procure, by condemnation or other=-
wise, construct, lease, transport, store, main-
tain, renovate or distribute materials and
facilities for civil defense, with the right to
take Immediate possession thereof: Provided,
That facilities acquired by purchase, dona-
tion, or other means of transfer may be occu-
pied, used, and improved for the purposes of
this Act, prior to the approval of title by
the Attorney General as required by section
3855 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40
U. 8. C. 266): Provided further, That the
Administrator shall report not less often
than quarterly to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives all property acquisitions made
pursuant to this subsection;

(i) make financial contributions, on the
basis of programs or projects approved by
thé Administrator, to the States for civil
defense purposes, including, but not limited
to, the procurement, construction, leasing, or
renovating of materials and facilitles, Such
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contributions shall be made on such terms
or conditions as the Administrator shall pre=
scribe, including, but not limited to, the
method of purchase, the quantity, quality,
or specifications of the materials or facilities,
and such other factors or care or treatment
to assure the uniformity, availability, and
good condition of such materials or facili-
ties: Provided, That except as otherwise pro-
vided in section 303 (d) of this act, no con=
tributions shall be made for State or local
personnel and administrative expenses, or I0r
items of personal equipment for State or
local workers, or for the procurement of
land: Provided further, That the amounts
authorized to be contributed by the Admin-
istrator to each State for organizational
equipment shall be equally matched by such
State from any source it determines is con-
sistent with its laws: Provided further, That
financial contributions to the States for
shelters and other protective facilities shall
be determined by taking the amount of
funds appropriated or available to the Ad-
ministrator for such facilities in each fiscal
year and apportioning same among the
States in the ratio which the urban popu-
lation of the eriti~-1 target areas (as deter-
mined by the Administrator) in each State,
at the time of the determination, bears to
the total urban population of the critical
target areas of all of the States: Provided
Jurther, That the amounts authorized to be
contributed by the Administrator to each
State for such shelters and protective facil-
ities shall be equally matched by such State
from any source it determines is consistent
with its laws and, if not matched within a
reasonable time, the Administrator may re-
allocate same to other States on the formula
outlined above: Provided further, That the
value of any land contributed by any State
or political subdivision thereof shall be ex-
cluded from the computation of the State
share: And provided further, That the
amounts paid to any State under this sub-
section shall be expended solely in carrying
out the purposes set forth herein and In
accordance with State civil defense programs
or projects approved by the Administrator.
Whenever the Administrator, after reason-
able notice and opportunity for hearing the
State, finds that there is a fallure to.expend
Tunds in accordance with the terms and con-
ditions governing the Federal contribution
for such approved programs or projects, the
Administrator shall notify such State that
further payments will not be made to the
State from appropriations under this act
or from funds cotherwise available for the
purposes of this aet (or in his discretion
from appropriations under this act or from
funds otherwise available for the purposes
of this act for any approved program or proj-
ect with respect to which there is such fail-
ure to comply) until he is satisfied that there
will no longer be any such failure. Until he
is so satisfied, the Administrator shall either
withhold the payment of any financial con-
tributions to such State, or limit payments to
the program or project with respect to which
there is substantial compliance with the
terms and conditions governing the Federal
contribution for such program or project.

(j) arrange for the sale or disposal of
materials and facilities found by the Admin-
istrator to be unnecessary or unsuitable for
civil-defense purposes in the same manner
as provided for excess property in the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Bervices
Act of 1949, as amended, and any funds re-
ceived as proceeds from the sale or other
disposition of such materials and facilities
shall be covered into the Treasury as mis=
cellaneous receipts.

RELATION OF DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950
‘TO CIVIL DEFENSE

Sec. 202. The terms “national defense” or
“defense” as used in title II of the Defense
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Production Act of 1950 shall be construed to
include “civil defense" as defined in this act.

MUTUAL AID PACTS BETWEEN SEVERAL STATES
AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES

Bec. 203. The Administrator shall give all
practicable assistance to States in arranging,
through the Department of State, mutual
civil defense ald between the States and
neighboring countries.

IDENTITY INSIGNIA

Sec. 204. The Administrator may prescribe
insignia, arm bands, and other distinctive
articles (including designs previously covered
under Letters Patent which were assigned
to the United States and held by the Office
of Civillan Defense created by Executive
Order No. 8757 issued May 20, 1941) which
may be manufactured for or possessed or
worn by persons engaged in civil-defense
activities pursuant to rules and regulations
for the manufacture, possession, or wearing
thereof established by the Administrator.

The manufacture, possession, or wearing of
any such insignia, arm band, or other dis-
tinctive article otherwise than in accordance
with such rules and regulations shall be un-
lawful and shall subject such person to a
fine of not more than $250 or imprisonment
of not more than 6 months, or both.

TrrLe III—EMERGENCY AUTHORITY

NATIONAL EMERGENCY FOR CIVIL DEFENSE
PURPOSES

SEec. 301. The provisions of this title shall
be operative only during the existence of a
state of clvil defense emergency (referred to
hereinafter in this title as “emergency”).
The existence of such emergency may be pro-
claimed by the President—

(a) upon a declaration of war by the Con-
gress;

(b) upon the declaration of the existence
of a national emergency by the President or
by concurrent resolution of the Congress; or

(¢) at any time when the President de-
termines that the national safety requires
the invocation of the provisions of this title
and, after transmitting notice of such de-
termination to the Armed Services Commit~
tees of the Congress, directs the Administra-
tor to proceed pursuant to the provisions
of this title.

Any such
upon—

(1) the proclamation of the termination
thereof by the President;

(2) direction to the Administrator, after
prior notice to the Armed Services Com-
mittees of the Congress, to terminate action
pursuant to this title; or

(3) the passage by the Congress of a con-
current resolution terminating such emer-
gency.

UTILIZATION OF FEDERAL DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES

SEec. 302. During the period of such emer-
gency, under such terms and conditions as
to donation, compensation, or return as
may be prescribed, the President may direct,
after taking into consideration the military
requirements of the Department of Defense,
any Federal Department or agency to pro-
vide, and such departments and agencies are
hereby authorized to provide—

(a) their personnel, materials, and facili-
ties to the Administrator for the aid of the
Btates;

(b): emergency shelter by construction or
otherwise; and

(¢) on public or private lands, protective
and other work essential for the preserva-
tion of life and property, for clearing debris
and wreckage, and for making emergency
repalrs to, and temporary replacement of,
communications, hospitals, utilitles, trans-
portation facilities, or public facilities of
Btates or their political subdivisions damaged
or destroyed by attack.

emergency shall terminate

DECEMBER 21

EMERGENCY POWERS

Bec. 303. During the period of such emer-
gency, the Administrator is authorized to—

(a) exercise the authority contained in
section 201 (h) without regard to the limita-
tion of any existing law, including the provi-
sions of the act of June 30, 1932, as amended
(40 U. 8. C. 278Ba), and section 8709 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended (41 U. 8. C. 5),
and section 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended (40 U. 8. C. 269 and 267), and the
Federal Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amendsd;

(b) sell, lease, lend, transfer, or deliver
materials or perform services for civil defense
purposes on such terms and conditions as the
Administrator shall prescribe and without
regard to the limitations of existing law: Pro-
vided, That any funds received from the
sale or other disposition of materials or for
services shall be deposited to the credit of
appropriations currently availsble and made
pursuant to this Act and shall be avallable
for expenditure for the purposes of such
appropriations; :

(¢) coordinate and direct the relief activi-
ties of the varlous departments and agencies
of the United States as provided in section
302 hereof;

(d) reimburse any State, including any po-
litical subdivisions thereof, for the compen-
sation paid to and the transportation, sub-
sistence, and maintenance expenses of any
employees while engaged in rendering civil-
defense aid outside the State and to pay fair
and reasonable compensation for the mate-
rials of the State government or any political
subdivision utilized or consumed outside of
the State, including any transportation costs,
in accordance with rules and regulations pre=-
scribed by the Administrator. As used In
this subsection, the term “employees” shall
include full- or part-time paid, volunteer,
auxiliary, and civil defense workers subject
to the order or control of a State government
or any political subdivision therepf, and such
employees shall not be deemed by reason of
such reimbursement to be employees or
appointees of the United States;

(e) provide financial assistance for the
temporary rellef or aid of civilian injured
or in want as the result of any attack; and

(1) employ temporarily additional person-

nel without regard to the civil-service laws
and to incur obligations on behalf of the
United States for civil defense purposes as
authorized in this act.
During the period of any such emergency,
the Administrator shall transmit quarterly
to the Congress a detailed report concerning
all action taken pursuant to this section,

IMMUNITY FROM SUIT

Sec. 304. During the period of such emer~
gency, neither the Federal Government nor,
except in cases of willful misconduct, gross
negligence, or bad falth, any officer or em-
ployee thereof while complying with or at-
tempting to comply with any provision of
this act or of any rule, regulation, or order
issued pursuant to this act shall be liable to
any person, whether or not such person is
engaged in civil defense, for death, injury,
or property damage resulting therefrom,
Nothing contained in this section shall af-
fect the right of any person to receive any
benefit or compensation to which he might
otherwise be entitled under the Federal Em-
ployces’ Compensation Act, as amended (5
U. 8. C. 751), or any other act of Congress
providing for any pension or retirement.

WAIVER OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT

Sec. 306. During the period of such emer-
gency, the functions and duties exercised
under this act shall be excluded from the
operation of the Administrative Procedure
Act (60 Stat. 237), except as to the require-
ments of section 3 thereof.
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TrTLE IV—GENERAL PROVISIONS
ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY

SEc. 401. For the purpose of carrying out
his powers and duties under this act, the
Administrator is authorized to—

(a) employ civilian personnel for duty in
the United States, including the District of
Columbia, or elsewhere, subject to the civil-
service laws, and to fix the compensation of
such personnel in accordance with the Clas-
sification Act of 1949, as amended; and sub-
Ject to the standards and procedures of that
act, to place not more than 22 positions in
grades 16, 17, and 18 of the general schedule
established by that act, and any such posi-
tions shall be additional to the number au-
thorized by section 505 of that act; and, not-
withstanding the provisions of any other
law, including those imposing restrictions
upon dual compensation or dual employ-
ment, employ in a civilian capacity, with the
approval of the President, not to exceed 26
retired personnel of the armed services on a
full- or part-time basis without loss or re-
duction of or prejudice to the retired status
and compensation of such personnel;

(b) employ not to exceed 100 experts and
consultants or organizations thereof, as au-
thorized by section 66 (a), title 5, of the
United States Code, and not to exceed 25
aliens. Individuals so employed may be
compensated at rates not in excess of #50
per diem and, while away from their homes
or regular places of business, they may be
paid actual travel expense and not to exceed
$15 per diem in lieu of subsistence and other
expenses while so employed;

(c) utilize the services of Federal agencies
and, with the consent of any State or local
government, accept and utilize the services
of State and local civil agencies; establish
and utilize such regional and other offices as
may be necessary; utilize such voluntary and
uncompensated services by Individuals or
organizations as may from time to time be
needed; and authorize the States to establish
and organize such individuals and organiza-
tions into units to be known collectively as
the United States Civil Defense Corps: Pro-
pided, That the members of such corps shall
not be deemed by reason of such member-
ship to be appointees or employees of the
United States; i

(d) employ persons of outstanding expe-
rience and ability without compensation to
the extent deemed necessary and appropriate
to carry out the provisions of this act and
such persons may be allowed fransportation
and not to exceed $15 per diem in lleu of
gubsistence while away from their homes
or regular places of business pursuant to such
employment;

(e) notwithstanding any other provisions
of law, accept gifts of funds, supplies, equip-
ment, and facilities; and utilize or distribute
same for civil defense purposes in accordance
with the provisions of this act;

(f) reimburse any Federal agency for any
of its expenditures or for compensation of its
personnel and utilization or consumption of
its materials and facilities under this act to
the extent funds are available;

(g) purchase such printing, binding, and
blank-book work from public, commercial,
or private printing establishments or binder-
fes as he may deem necessary upon orders
placed by the Public Printer or upon waivers
issued in accordance with section 12 of the
Printing Act approved January 2, 1895, as
amended; and

(h) prescribe such rules and regulations
as may be necessary and proper to carry out
any of the provisions of this act, and, with-
out belng relieved of his responsibility there-
for, perform any of the powers and duties
vested in him through or with the ald of
such officlals of the Administration as he may
designate.
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EXEMPTION FROM CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS

Sec. 402. The authority granted in sub-
sections 401 (b), (¢), and (d) shall be exer-
cised in accordance with regulations of the
President who may also provide by regula-
tion for the exemption of persons employed
or whose services are utilized under the
authority of said subsections from the op-
eration of sections 281, 283, 284, 434, and 1914
of title 18 of the United States Code and
section 180 of the Revised Statutes (5
U. 8. C. 99).

SECURITY REGULATIONS

BEc. 403. (a) The Administrator shall es-
tablish such security requirements and safe-
guards, including restrictions with respect
to access to information and property as he
deems n . No employee of the Ad-
ministration shall be permitted to have ac-
cess to information or property with respect
to which access restrictions have been es-
tablished under this section, until it shall
have been determined that mo information
is contained in the files of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation or any other investi-
gative agency of the Government indicating
that such employee is of questionable loyalty
or reliability for security purposes, or if any
such information is so disclosed, until the
Federal Bureau of Investigation shall have
conducted a full field investigation concern-~
ing such person and a report thereon shall
have been evaluated by the Administrator.
No such employee ghall occupy any posi-
tion determined by the Administrator to be
of critical importance from the standpoint
of national security until a full fleld investi-
gation concerning such employee shall have
been conducted by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and a report thereon shall have
been evaluated by the Administrator.

(b) Each Federal employee of the Admin-
istration shall execute the loyalty oath or
appointment affidavits prescribed by the
Civil BService Commisslon. Each person
other than a Federal employee who is ap-
pointed to serve In a State or local organ-
ization for civil defense shall, before entering
upon his duties, take an oath in writing
before a person authorized to administer
oaths, which oath shall be substantially as
follows:

“I, - , do solemnly swear (or affirm)
that I will support and defend the Consti-
tution of the United States against all ene-
mies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear
true faith and allegiance to the same; that
I take this obligation freely, without any
mental reservation or purpose of evaslon;
and that I will well and faithfully discharge
the duties upon which I am about to enter.

“And I do further swear (or affirm) that
I do not advocate, nor am I a member or
an affiliate of any organization, group, or
combination of persons that advocates the
overthrow of the Government of the United
Btates by force or violence; and that durlng
such time as I am a member of the (name of
clvil defense organization), I will not ad-
vocate nor become a member or an affiliate
of any organization, group, or combination
of persons that advocates the overthrow of
the Government of the United States by
force or violence.”

Any person who shall be found guilty of
having falsely taken such oath shall be
punished as provided in 18 United States
Code 1621. The requirements of this sub-
section shall not be applicable to allens ap-
pointed pursuant to subsection 401 (b) of
this act.
TRANSFERS TO ADMINISTRATION

BEC. 404. The functions, property, and per=
sonnel of the Federal Civil Defense Admine
istration established by Executive Order No.
10188, issued December 1, 1950, are hereby
transferred to the Administration established
by this act.
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UTILIZATION OF EXISTING FACILITIES

Sec. 406. In performing his duties, the
Administrator shall (1) cooperatc with the
varlous departments and agencies of the
Government; (2) utilize to the maximum
extent the existing facilities and resources
of the Federal Government, and, with their
consent, the facilities and resources of the
Btates and loecal political subdivisions there-
of, and of other organizations and agencies;
and (3) refrain from engaging in any form
of activity which would duplicate or parallel -
activity of any other Federal department
or agency unless the Adminlstrator, with
the written approval of the President, shall
determine that such duplication is neces-
Bary to accomplish the purposes of this act,

AFPLICABILITY OF ACT

Bec. 406. The provisions of this act shall
be applicable to the United States, its Terri-
tories, possessions, and the District of Co-
lumbia, and their political subdivisons.

APPROPRIATIONS AND TRANSFERS OF FUNDS

SEec. 407. There are hereby authorized to
be appropriated such amounts as may be
necessary to carry out the provisions of this
act. Funds made available for the purposes
of this act may be allocated or transferred
for any of the purposes of this act, with the
approval of the Bureau of the Budget, to
any agency or Government corporation desig-
nated to assist in carrying out this act:
Provided, That each such allocation or trans-
fer shall be reported in full detall to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and House of Representatives within 30 days
after such allocation or transfer.

RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE CORPORATION

Sec. 408. To aid in carrying out the pur-
poses of this act, the Administrator is au-
thorized to certify to the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation as to the necessity
under its civil defense program of purchas-
ing securities or making a loan or loans
(including participations therein and guar-
anties thereof) for the purpose of aiding
in financing projects for civil defense pur-
poses, and the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration is hereby authorized to purchase
such securities or to make such loan or loans
(including participations therein and guar-
antles thereof) with maturities not to exceed
60 years and on such terms and conditions
as the Corporation may determine except
that any such purchases of securities or
loans may be made only to the extent that
financing is not otherwise avallable on rea-
sonable terms. The total amount of loans,
purchases, participations, and guaranties,
made pursuant to this section shall not ex-
ceed $250,000,000 outstanding at any one
time.

ATOMIC ENERGY ACT OF 1946

SEec. 409, Nothing in this Act shall be con-
strued to amend or modify the provisions of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1946, as amended.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Sec. 410. Nothing in this Act shall be con-
strued to authorize investigations of espion-
age, sabotage, or subversive acts by any per-
sons other than personnel of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation,

SEPARABILITY

Bec. 411. If any provision of this Act or
the application of such provision to any per-
son or circumstances shall be held invalld,
the remainder of the Act, and the applica-
tion of such provisions to persons or circum-
stances other than those as to which it is
held invalid, shall not be affected thereby.

Mr. EEFAUVER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that a short section-
by-section analysis of the bill be printed
in the Recorp at this point in my re-
marks.
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There being no objection, the analysis
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS

Section 1 sets up the table of contents.
Section 2 contains the declaration of policy.
Section 8 is the definition section.

Section 101 establishes a Federal Civll De-
fense Administration headed by an Admin-
istrator appointed from civilian life by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate
and a Deputy Administrator appointed under
the same circumstances. The Administra-
tion is placed directly under the supervision
of the President.

Section 102 creates a Civil Defense Ad-
visory Council, consisting of representatives
of the Federal, State, and local governments,
as well as from the citizens at large. It has
a membership of 12 and the representatives
of State or local agencles shall be selected
from panels recommended by specified public
agencles. The Council shall meet not less
than once a year to advise the Administrator
in his duties.

Section 201 specifies the functions of the
Administration in detail,

Section 201 (a) directs the Administrator
to prepare plans making full use of plans
previously prepared by the National Security
Resources Board if they are feasible.

Section 201 (b): In order to coordinate at
one point all information as to the civil de-
fense activities of the Federal Government,
the Administrator is authorized to review all
of such activities of the several departments
and agencies of the Federal Government.
This would include the coordination of civil
defense activities carried on by the Atomic
Energy Commission and the Department of
Defense. In order to prevent the ignoring,
duplication, or undue delay of different civil
defense items or projects, the Administrator
is authorized to bring the activities of such
agencles with respect to civil defense into an
accord or common action with each other
and with the clvil defense activities of the
States and nelghboring countries.

Section 201 (¢): The Administrator is au-
thorized to establish such communication
systems as are required, It is contemplated
that he must make full use of existing com-
munication systems, including the various
governmental installations and existing com=
mercial systems. It is not intended that he
establish duplicating or overlapping facilities
unless absolutely essential.

Section 201 (d): The Administrator is au-
thorized to insure the carrying on of research
to afford adequate protection of life and
property by developing the best methods of
treating the effects of attacks by atomic,
radiological, chemical, bacteriological, bio=-
logical, or other weapons or processes. The
Administrator must utilize the agencies best
qualified to conduct such research and avoid
duplication. In addition, the Administrator
would develop adequate civilian shelter de-
signs and also materials for protective
covering,

It is not contemplated that the Admin-
istrator will acquire or construct research
laboratories, but will utilize existing facili-
tles. A large Federal research staff is not
authorized and virtually all research will be
accomplished by assignment or contract.

Section 201 (e): The Administrator will
train only the top civil defense officials and
training supervisors designated by the States
or the political subdivisions thereof. Such
schools might be operated under contract or
organized and operated by the Administrator,
It may be necessary to provide subsistence
and quarters for the trainees and instructors
on a reimbursable basis. Each class at the
stafl college will average about 50 students
and will extend over about 5 weeks., The
college staff will comprise about seven in-
structors. Each training school will handle
about 125 students in each class and each
course will extend over about 3 weeks.
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Shorter courses will also be given at these
schools. The expenditure over a period of
3 years is estimated at about $10,000,000.

The Federal training program will include
clvil defense instruction in the curricula of
schools and colleges; the provision of audio-
visual aids and other training materials; on-
the-spot institutes to assist State and local
planners and administrators in the develop-
ment of thelr civil defense program; develop-
ment of tests to achieve standardization; and
assistance in development of exercises to test
clvil defense planning, organization, and op-
erations at the local, State, and regional
levels. It is not planned that the Federal
Government will underwrite the cost of
travel, subsistence, or pay of students, other
than Federdl employees, while receiving civil
defense training.

Section 201 (f): Civil defense information
will be made available to every citizen
through all appropriate means of communi=-
cation. "Appropriate means' refers to maxi-
mum use of existing Government and private
media, including the press, public libraries,
magazines, special publications, manuals,
handbooks, radio, television, motion-picture
films, film strips, film slides, posters, exhibits,
and such other means as may be available,

Section 201 (g): The Administrator is au-
thorized to encourage the negotiation of civil
defense compacts between States and review
the terms thereof in order to obtain a reason-
able degree of similarity or uniformity in the
terms and conditions of such compacts which
are consistent with the national civil defense
plans and programs. The Administrator will
also assist and coordinate the activities un-
der such compacts.

This subsection grants the consent of Con~
gress to such compacts by the filing thereof
with the Congress. Lack of negative action
by concurrent resolution of the Congress
within 60 days will constitute approval.

Section 201 (h) : In order to acquire stock=
piles and also to acquire facilities necessary
for civil defense, the Administrator is au-
thorized to deal in materials and facilities
as defined in the bill which are needed to
prepare for or meet enemy attacks, Real
property needed by the Administrator might
be acquired by negotiation or condemnation
and immediate possession can be obtained
with the right to make improvements prior
to the clearance of title by the Attorney
General. Facllities may be constructed or
renovated and may be leased as well as pro-
cured. The powers also relate to real prop=-
erty and are in broad terms since the exact
situation confronting the Administrator at
the time of exercising such powers is not
known, Quarterly reports must be delivered
to the Armed Services Committees under
this subsection covering all property acquired
thereunder.

Section 201 (1): The Administrator may
make financial contributions to the States
for civil defense purposes. Such contribu-
tions may include the financing of the pro-
curement, construction, leasing, or renovat-
ing of materials and facilities considered
necessary to prepare for or meet enemy at-
tacks. No contributions may be made for
State or local personnel and administrative
expenses, or for items of personal equipment
for State or local workers, or for the pro-
curement of land. Contributions for organi-
zational equipment shall be equally matched
by the States. Such equipment would be
pecullar to civil defense and of a type that
must be in place at time of disaster, that is,
fire-fighting equipment, portable pipe and
fitting, service trucks, vehicle fitments for
litters. Contributions for shelters are to be
apportioned among the States—"in the ratio
which the urban population of the critical
target areas (as determined by the Admin-
istrator) in each State, at the time of the
determination bears to the total urban popu-
lation of the critical target areas of all the
Btates.”
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This formula follows to some extent pre-
vious legislative enactments governing con-
tributions to the States. The advice of the
Department of Defense must be considered
in establishing critical target areas. The
apportionment on the basis of the critical
target areas is designed to render aid to the
States where the need is considered greatest.
If a State falls to match the funds appor-
tioned, such funds may be reallocated. The
section further excludes from the contribu-
tions of the States the value of any land.
Further, it contains sanctions in the event
there is reasonable evidence of the mlsuse of
funds contributed by the Administrator,

Sectlon 201 (j) : Materials acquired by the
Administrator under title II can be disposed
of only when found to be unnecessary or
unsuitable for civil defense purposes. In
such cases the materials shall be treated as
excess property and handled in accordance
with the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, Amounts received for
such materials shall be covered into the mis-
cellaneous receipts of the Treasury.

Sectlon 202: Under title II of the Defense
Production Act of 1950 the President can req-
uisition materials and facilities for national
defense or defense. This section extends the
authority to include “civil defense” within
the term “national defense” or “‘defense.”

Bection 301: It is intended that the emer-
gency authorities of this title be invoked only
when the President declares a state of civil
defense emergency. It can only be pro-
claimed during a period of war or national
emergency. It is not intended that such a
state of civil defense emergency exists solely
because of a declaration of war or national
emergency. A second positive step must be
taken by the President, and it is intended
that the Congress have full power to termi-
nate these authorities whether or not the
President agrees with such action. Because
of the broad nature of these powers the com=
mittee is of the opinion that their invocation
be exercised only under the gravest circum-
stances,

Section 302: This section is designed to
make available the resources of the Federal
Government for civil defense purposes dur-
ing the period of the emergency. The de-
cision to use these resources and the ex-
tent to which they shall be used is to be
decided by the President. The President
is directed to take into consideration the
military requirements of the Department
of Defense in directing the use of the re-
sources, for it is not intended that any-
thing be done which might impair the
military in carrying out its primary mission.
Resources include personnel, materials, and
facilities. It is intended that these authori-
ties shall exist for as short a time as prac-
ticable and then only while the requirements
of section 301 are met.

Section 303 (a): The emergency authority
herein contained can be exercised without
regard to the limitations of existing laws.
The laws cited relate to facilities and mate-
rials and briefly are as follows:

610 U. 8. C. 278a: Lease of bulldings to
Government—maximum rental shall not ex-
ceed 15 percent of fair market value, etc.

41 U. 8. C. 5: All purchases and contracts
for supplies and purchases or services must
be advertised.

40 U. 8. C. 259: No money shall be paid
for a site for a public building in excess of
amount appropriated.

40 U. S. C. 267: Restrictions on buildings;
approval of sketch plans, limit of cost.

The Federal Property and Administrative
Bervices Act of 1949 contains the general au-
thority and limitations relating to the pro-
curement of personal property.

The foregoing limitations may be varied to
expedite and aid in the procurement of ma-
terials and facilities.

Bection 303 (b): This subsection confers
broad authority on the Administrator dur-
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ing an emergency in connection with the
transactions for the disposal of materials.
Primerily such authority will be used to
make available materials which have been
stockpilled in the regional areas. Depending
on the severity of the attack, the Admin-
istrator may sell at cost or perhaps market
value. With widespread and continued at-
tacks the Administrator might deliver the
materials without compensation. In the
event sales are made under these conditions,
funds recelved are available to the Admin-
istrator and need not be covered into miscel-
laneous recelpts of the Treasury.

Section 303 (c): Authorizes the direction
of relief activities as established by sec-
tion 302.

Bection 303 (d) : Provides, during an emer-
gency, for the reimbursement of any State
of expenses incurred in performing civil de-~
fense functions outside the State, including
the payment of fair and reasonable compen-
sation of materials used and expenses and
salaries of employees utilized.

Bection 303 (e): Authorizes the providing
of financial assistance for the rellef of ald
of persons Injured or who may be homeless
or in want as a result of damage caused by
an attack.

Section 303 (f) : Authorizes employment of
temporary personnel without regard to the
ciyvil service laws and the obligating of the
United States for clvil defense purposes as
authorized by the act.

Any of the authorities of section 303 which
are exerclsed must be reported gquarterly to
the Congress starting within 90 days of the
invocation of the first authority.

Section 304: No employees of the Federal
Government or the States or their political
subdivisions shall be held liable for-damage
incurred in performing civil defense func-
tions during an emergency. In effect this
section sets aside the Federal Torts Act us
it applies to these employees. It is not in-
tended that they be protected from acts
caused as a result of gross negligence, willful
misconduct, or bad faith,

Section 305: Waives all the requirements
of the administrative procedures without
excepting the one requiring publication of
regulations in the Federal Register.

Section 401: This section authorizes the
employment of eivilian personnel in accord-
ance with the requirements of the civil-serv-
ice laws and the Classification Act. The bill
provides 22 positions In the so-called su-
perclassification grade and authority for the
Administrator to employ, with the approval
of the President, not to excead 25 retired
military personnel. This would be without
regard to the dual compensation laws to
permit the drawing of both civil and retired
pay.

As originally introduced, the section also
" authorized the employment of experts and
consultants without. Such personnel could
be employed at 860 per day. The committee
limited the number of such persons to 100
and authorized in addition the appointment
of 25 aliens to assist in the development of
the program. These aliens are to be experts
in the field of clivil defense from the United
Kingdom and Canada. It is intended that
they be screened thoroughly for security pur-
poses in accordance with the normal pro-
vislons that may be in existence to insure
no alien being employed whose employment
would be a threat to the security of the
United States.

This section also authorizes the utilization
of the services of Federal agencies, and with
their consent the utilization of the services
of State and local governments. It also au-
thorizes the States to organize their civil de-
fense workers in a corps to be known as the
United States Civil Defense Corps, but mems=-
bership in such corps does not per se es-
tablish such individuals as appointees or
employees of the United States,

The section also authorizes the employ=-
ment of persons of outstanding experience
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and ability without compensation to assist
in carrying out the provisions of the act
as well as the acceptance of gifts and their
distribution for civil-defense purposes. Re=
imbursement to any Federal agency for ex-
penditures made in connection with the pur-
poses of this act is authorized out of funds
available to the Administrator. It provides
the normal provisions concerning printing
and binding and permits the Administrator,
without being relleved of his responsibilities,
to delegate certain of his powers and duties
to other officlals of the Administration.

Eection 402 permits the President to issue
regulations exempting certain persons em-
ployed by the Administration from the oper-
ation of certain sections of the Criminal
Code barring dual service of Federal em~
ployees. This authority is sfmilar to that
granted under the Defense Production Act
of 1950 and it is the intent that the authori-
ties of this section be exercised under regu-
lations uniform with those prescribed under
the Defense Production Act of 1950.

Section 403: This section provides that the
Administrator establish stringent securlty
regulations governing the activities of the
agency. As originally introduced it would
have required all employees to be the sub-
ject of a full field investigation by the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation. As amended
the section provides that all employess shall
be cherked against the files of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation and other investi-
gative agencies of the Federal Government.
In event any derogatory information is de-
veloped, such employees shall be the subject
of full field investigations by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation,

The Administrator shall also designate
positions of critical importance and the
occupants of those positions shall be investl-
gated thoroughly by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

Also, since the provisions of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1946, as amended, apply to per-
sons employed under the authority of this
act, all employees having access to classified
atomic energy data must be investigated
fully by the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

The section also requires the Federal em-
ployees to execute the normal loyalty oath
for such employees, Persons serving in
State or local organizations are required to
take an oath of allegiance to the Constitu-
tion of the United States. The only excep-
tion from this requirement will be the 25
aliens authorized in section 401 (b).

Section 404 transfers the functions, per-
gonnel, and property of the Federal Civil
Defense Administration in the Office of Emer-
gency Management at the present time to the
Administration established by this bill.

Section 405 requires the Administrator to
utilize to the maximum extent possible ex-
isting facilities and resources of the Federal
Government. The committee amended the
bill to make it clear that it does not intend
that the Administrator establish duplicate
Federal functions unless the President spe-
cifically approves such duplication in
writing,

Section 406: This section provides that the
bill shall apply to the United States, its Ter-
ritories, and the District of Columbia, and
their political subdivisions.

Section 407 is the normal authorization for
appropriations along with authority to trans-
fer funds appropriated to the Administrator
to any agency or Government corporation
designated to assist in carrying out the pro-
visions of this bill, Such transfer requires
the approval of the Bureau of the Budget
and full reports to the Committees on Ap~
propriations of the House of Representatives
and Senate.

Section 408: This section is aimed at en-
couraging the development of self-liquidat-
ing projects to provide civil-defense facili-
tles, including shelters, utilities, hospitals,
and so forth. It merely modifies existing
law to permit the Reconstruction Finance
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Corporation to grant loans for such purposes
with a maturity period of 50 years instead
of the 40 years as contained in present law.
The Administrator of Civil Defense must
certify to the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration as to the necessity to the civil-
defense program of such projects. The
amount that can be outstanding at any time
for this purpose is $250,000,000, and it is
the intent that this be an inecrease in the
lending auvthority of the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation.

Section 409: This section makes it clear
that nothing in this bill shall affect in the
slightest degree the provisions of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1946, as amended.

Section 410 makes it clear that nothing in
this bill authorizes investigations of esplo-
nage, sabotage, or subversive activities by
other than the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation,

Section 411 establishes the usual provisions
for separability to insure that in the event
any section is deemed invalid the other sec-
tions shall apply.

L] * * L L

The hearings that were held on the sub-
ject have been printed and made avallable
to each Senator.

Mr, EEFAUVER. Mr. President, we
are today considering Senate bill 4268,
a bill to round out the national defense
of the United States by establishing a
program for civil defense. This hill
has been reported unanimously by the
S:ate Armed Services Committee. A
companion bill passed the House of Rep-
resentatives yesterday with only one dis-
senting vote. For almost a year a sub-
commitiee of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, consisting of the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. Cuapman], the Senator
from Washington [Mr. Cain,] £nd my-
self, has been studying this problem and
simulanteously studies were made by
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy.

In that connection, Mr. President, I
wish to pay tribute to the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy and to its
Chairman, the distinguished senior Sen-
ator from Connecticut [Mr. McMasnon]
for the intense study they have made of
the problem and for the report on the
subject which they have published. I
feel that their studies and the hearings
which have been held have contributed
much to the information of the public
and the Congress on the question of
civilian defense.

Undoubtedly the activity of the joint
commitiee in this field has done inuch
to encourage and to hasten the submis-
sion of plans for civilian defense by the
executive departments. While we are
considering the bhill at a late date, it
probably would have been later had it not
been for the excellent activity of the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy and
of its chairman.

The staffs of the two committees have
worked in concert on this proposal, and
we are grateful for the assistance which
they have given us.

I also desire to say, Mr, President, that
the staff of the Armed Services Com-
mittee of the Senate during the past 9
or 10 months have given a great deal of
consideration to the problem of civilian
defense, particularly Colonel Chambers,
who has been assigned to this particular
work. His assistance has been very sub-
stantial and very intelligently rendered.
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The Committee on Armed Services, in
addition to hearing a report of which
has been printed, also conducted very
extensive executive hearings over a pe-
riod of many days. The executive hear-
ings are necessarily classified and are not
for general use in printed form for the
Members of the Senate.

The Senate Armed Services Commit-
tee and the Joint Committee on Atomic
Energy are agreed that there is no
more pressing problem facing the coun-
try today than is the prompt enactment
of legislation in this field.

Over and beyond any other considera-
tion as to the need for prompt action on
this bill is the fact that it is designed to
provide only a small Federal agency to
guide and coordinate an extensive Fed-
eral and State structure which will be
largely manned by volunteer forces.
Such a plan will require the enactment
of a great deal of legislation by the vari-
ous Siate legislatures, a majority of
which will convene in January.

In that connection, Mr. President, the
Governors Conference urged very stren-
uously that this proposed legislation be
passed and that the conference report
be agreed upon as early as possible,
in order that before the State legis-
latures meet in January the Administra-
tor may have time to work out plans and
programs so the activities of the States
and the Federal Government can be co-
ordinated. Forty-four of the State legis-
latures will meet in January. Itisurgent
that the bill be passed and the confer-
ence report agreed upon tomorrow, if
possible. Every State in the Union has
established some kind of civilian defense
organization. Most of them have been
established by executive orders of the
various governors, but they are very
anxious to have it in legislative form
when the 44 State legislatures meet in
January.

We are unanimous in believing that it
is mandatory that the Federal civil de-
fense law be enacted in advance of the
meetings of the various State legislatures
in order to provide a proper base for
State laws.

I do not propose at this time to at-
tempt to analyze in detail the provisions
of this bill. I intend to explain it in
general terms and answer such ques-
tions as will be raised to the best of my
ability. If it appears that the bill is too
controversial to be voted on today, I am
more than willing to delay the voting un-
til tomorrow so that it can be considered
overnight by those Members of the Sen-
ate who retain some reservations. I
would like to point out, however, that
the hearings on this bill were printed
and distributed to the offices of all the
Senators, so that many of your inquiries
have perhaps already been answered
by the testimony taken before the
committee.

In approaching the problem of es-
tablishing a civil defense plan, the com-
mittee has unanimously concurred in the
proposition that it must be solved at the
local level. Nor can it be confined to a
few critical areas throughout the coun-
try. In this day of potential extensive
damage which can be caused by atomic
weapons or others perhaps more devas-
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tating, it is essential that not only the
critical target areas be defended and
plans prepared for their protection, but
that the various small communities be
prepared to provide support for the de-
fense of the so-called critical target
cities,

Mr. President, after listening to the
excellent address of the junicr Senator
from Oregon [Mr. Morsg]l as to the
necessity of mobilization, military and
civil, I know that the public generaHy
will understand this necessity. It is use-
less to plan a civil defense plan for De-
troit, for instance, unless we gear into
it the many small cities and hamlets of
Michigan, Canada, and perhaps other
States which must receive evacuees,
furnish emergency housing, medical
care, food and clothing, and help re-
habilitate those persons who might be
the helpless victims of such an attack.
Furthermore, if the productive capacity
of Detroit, which I use only as an ex-
ample in this case, is to be maintained,
we must have on a State and Nation-
wide basis plans which will permit the
rapid reestablishment of those sections
of Detroit which can be quickly rehabili-
tated and put back into production. I
know that many persons have argued
that we need only to provide a civil-
defense plan to include the critical tar-
get areas. Mr. President, nothing could
be more shortsighted or potentially as
dangerous as thinking of this type.
Just as the requirements of a military
campaign demand careful organization
in the rear areas to support the front
lines, so does our civil-defense plan re-
quire a fully organized country to sup-
port the critical cities,

When legislation on this subject was
first introduced, the committee felt it
proposed entirely too broad a grant of
power to the Administrator. In sub-
stance, there was no normal grant of
power under which the Administrator
would have functioned. He always
would have had available to him the
so-called emergency powers, which did
not seem desirable to those of us who
studied the proposal. Accordingly the
bill was rewritten and divided into four
titles. Three of these titles establish the
normal peacetime functioning of the
Civil Defense Administration, which
would permit the development in an or-
derly fashion of a well-rounded ecivil-
defense program. Into title III were
placed all the so-called emergency pow=-
ers as they were by the House of Rep-
resentatives. The idea was originally
brought forward by Representative Vin-
son, the chairman of the House Com-
mittee on Armed Services. The House,
in the bill it passed, also made a division
of the bill into titles. These powers are
extremely broad and should be carefully
controlled. Basically, these powers can
only be invoked when the President de-
clares a civil-defense emergency.

This civil defense emergency can only
be declared after he has first declared a
national emergency, or a declaration of
war has been made by the Congress,
There is one exception to these condi-
tions. The committee, after hearing the
testimony, was convinced that there may
come a time when the President might
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need to place into operation some of the
emergency powers without alarming the
citizens of our country or placing our ac-
tions on notice to hostile foreign coun-
tries. This could well come about
through the receipt by our military and
the President of certain intelligence
which would indicate a pressing need to
expedite our civil defense program. In
the event the President thought this in-
telligence was of such a nature as to in-
dicate a threat to the national safety, he
is authorized, after first consulting with
the chairman of the respective Armed
Services Committees of the Congress, to
direct the Administrator of Civil Defense
to invoke any or all of the emergency
powers. The committee was not very
happy about this alternative procedure
but inserted it after careful and con-
sidered discussion of the point involved.
In all cases we reserved the right to ter-
minate the use of such powers by concur-
rent resolution of the Congress.

Another point which received con-
siderable attention by the committee was
the cost of this program, and how it
would be financed. The commitiee was
well aware of the fact thet this project
is a serious and an extensive one and
could ‘well run into heavy expenditures.
It is estimated that this bill will cost over
a period of 3 years between $3,000,000,000
and $3,200,000,000. Of this amount ap-
proximately 54 percent will be furnished
by the Federal Government and 46 per-
cent by the State and local communities.
In any event it is a drain on the tax-
payer. Various amendments were sug-
gested which would have cost the Fed-
eral Government a greater proportionate
share of the total expense. The commit-
tce has consistently rejected all of these
proposed amendments, Furthermore, it
has endeavored to reduce the total cost
of the program by eliminating any ex-
penditures for so-called self-liquidating
projects. These might be underground
garages, hospitals, and items of that na-
ture. These could be financed under
normal lending procedures by the Re-
construction Finance Corporation, but
there are no direct appropriations to
assist in the construction of such proj-
ects.

The largest single item of expenditure
over a period of 3 years is $2,250,000,000
for shelters, of which the Federal Gov-
ernment would put up 50 percent of the
money. The other expensive items in-
clude stockpiles of medical supplies and
equipment of various kinds which will
cost in the vicinity of $300,000,000, all
to be paid from Federal money. Organ-
izational type equioment will cost about
$200,000,000 equally divided between the
Federal Government and the States, and
communication equipment which will be
paid for by the Federal Government and
which will cost roughly $32,000,000.

‘We have heard a great many questions
concerning the cost of the shelter pro-
gram. It is interesting to note that all
the government and municipal people
have been greatly interested in the
shelter program because they believe
that it is one of the most urgent require-
ments of the total program. In that the
committee concurs. According to the
testimony given to the committee there
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is no intention on the part of the admin-
istration and certainly it is not the in-
tention of the committee to start a
promiscuous construction program of
large, underground mass shelters.
Rather this program contemplates a
strengthening of existing basements
where the basic construction permits,
and the development of a certain num-
ber of relafively small bomb shelters in
properly located districts to provide
protection for the persons working in
those areas. It does not contemplate
shelters in individual back yards nor
does it envision the building of shelters
in communities which are not in the
so-called critical target areas. Mr.
President, we are spending billions of
dollars on our national military machine.
That machine can only function if it has
the proper equipment and the tools with
which to work. The ability to get those
tools and equipment rests squarely on
the productive effort of our country, and
that in turn can only be insured by an
implementation of the civil-defense pro-
gram, including the shelter program.,

I know that there are those who argue
that this program involves too much
money, but we can no longer stand idle
in this business of getting ready to meet
the threat of atomic war. I know that
many are tired of hearing us say on the
floor of the Senate that we are at war.
But, Mr. President, there is an old
doctrine of the law which we all know
well and that is that the facts speak for
themselves. We are already virtually
at war and we have already waited too
long in this business of civil defense. I
certainly hope that no one today will
oppose this bill solely because of some
vague fear that it is going to cost too
much money, or that the powers granted
are too broad. :

I repeat that the Senate Armed Serv-
jces Committee unanimously approved
this bill after considerable discussion.
I believe the general principles of the bill
have been agreed upon by the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy. Just as we
are now in a position of placing confi-
dence and trust in our military leaders,
we must create an organization and
place confidence in the leaders who will
handle the problem of civil defense,
The Military Establishment does not
want to handle this problem and has
soecifically recommended that it not be
assigned to them. Yet they say that it
is a problem which must be solved im-
mediately because only through a pro-
gram such as this can we be assured that
our vital productive capacity and civilian
morale in this country can be main-
tained. The Armed Services Committee
believes that such legislation is neces-
sary. It believes that we have already
waited too long for the creation of such
a plan. It believes that the bill that we
have before us has been screened and
modified to the point where it gives a
reasonable protection against an unwar-
ranted use of authorities by the Execu-
tive Department.

Mr. President; I could go on at great
length arguing for the consideration and
passage of this bill. I prefer, however,
to take no more of the Senate’s time, but
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I am prepared to answer such questions
as may be directed to me. Probably it
will not be possible to act on the bill to-
day, but tomorrow I hope we can get
early consideration of it and that it may
be possible to agree on the conference
report tomorrow, or at least at the very
earliest time possible.
Mr, President, I yield the floor.

AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY IN THE FAR
EAST

Mr. KNOWLAND, Mr. President, I
do not intend to delay the Senate. How=
ever, I have some material which I de=
sire to have placed in the Recorp. On
the 27th of April of this year during the
hearings before the Committee on For-
eign Relations, Mr. Earl Browder, the
former secretary of the Communist
Party in America, testified relative to
some prior criticisms he had made of
our policy, as he then understood it, of
supporting the Republic of China and of
being critical of the Communist regime
in China. As I recall his testimony, he
said he was called to the State Depart-
ment by the then Under Secretary of
State, Mr, Welles, and was given a
memorandum, which in turn he trans-
mitted to Mme. Sun Yat-sen, who I
understand now occupies a position as
one of the vice chairmen of the Com-
munist regime in China.

Mr, President, I desire to ask unani-
mous consent that there appear at this
point in my remarks the statement I
made immediately upon coming to the
floor of the Senate from the hearing of
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
My statement on that day is found on
page 5897 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
Eighty-first Congress, second session.

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

Mr. ENowLAND. Apropos the question ralsed
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr,
MunpT] on the testimony today, to most of
which I listened, as did the Senator from
SBouth Dakota, I was rather startled at the
testimony of Mr. Browder to the effect that
he had transmitted through some channels
to the Government of the United BStates
messages he had received from Mao Tse-tung,
the Communist leader in China, which influ-
enced this Government in changing its policy,
As I understood the testimony this morning,
that policy was changed on or about Octo-
ber 1942, and from that time to 1945 it was
so0 satisfactory to the Communist Party of
the United States that they did not feel it
was necessary to carry on their agitation.
While he said that he felt it would not be
proper to claim sole credit for doing. it, it
did so happen that the policy which we pur-
sued after October 18942 was certainly rea-
sonably satisfactory to the Communist Party
in this country.

I have not had a chance to completely re-
analyze the American white paper which was
issued on August 5, 1949, relative to our
dealings with China, except in a somewhat
cursory manner. I have checked through it,
and I cannot find any such document in the
American white paper on or about the date
of October 1942, I have had my office con-
tact the State Department to ask them to
furnish me with a copy of this document
which Mr, Browder says Sumner Welles gave
him with the understanding that he would
transmit it to Mme. Sun Yat-sen, who was
one of the leading figures in the Communist
Party in China, and who, I believe, is now
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one of the vice chairmen of the Communist
regime in China. I have also asked that they
supply me with the documents leading up to
the issuance of that paper, which .apparently
was turned over to Mr. Browder for trans-
mittal to Mme. Sun Yat-sen.

Reserving my judgment until the State
Department clearly can indicate whether or
not this memorandum appears in the white
paper, I should say that it would seem to
me to be rather unusual for a document of
such importance, which marks the turning
point of American policy in China, should
have been excluded from the white paper.
I am saying now that it has been excluded.
I cannot find it. Certainly I feel that there
should be a full explanation to the Senate
and to the country as to why these docu-
ments, which now appear to be of consider-
able historie interest in this whole problem,
were not amply outlined in the white paper
with reference to China.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
desire also to have printed in the body
of the Recorp at this point in my re-
marks a memcrandum which I received
from my administrative assistant, Mr.
George Wilson, relative to telephone con-
versations which he had had at my di-
rection with Mr. Sprouse, of the State
Department, asking the State Depart-
ment for a copy of the memorandum re-
garding which Mr. Browder testifed. In
this memorandum to me, which speaks
for itself, which was made on April 29,
1950, Mr. Wilson informs me that he in
turn had been informed by the State De-
partment that they had made a diligent
search of the records, and had not been
able to find a copy to furnish me. I
might say, Mr. President, that so far as
I can find in the files of my office, no sub-

- sequent communication was received

from the State Department in regard to
that matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from California?

There being no objection, the memo-
randum was ordered to be printed in the
ReEecorp, as follows:

Thursday evening at about 8 o'clock I
called Mr. Sprouse of the State Department
(extension 6662)° and told him that you
would appreciate very much being furnished
with a copy of a message or statement which
was sent by Sumner Welles to Madam Sun-
Yet-sen via Mr. Earl Browder. I informed
him that the message was sent approxi-
mately in October of 1942. I also informed
him that you had been unable to find the
message in the white paper although you
had not made a detailed search for the
statement.

On Friday about a quarter to 12 I again
called Mr, Sprouse to inguire if he was able
to locate the statement which' I had dis-
cussed with him the previous evening. He
advised me that they were checking their
files but had not, as yet, found the message.
I, therefore, advised him if they would check
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Thursday, April
27, and I gave him the specific page number,
it might shed a little more light on the docu-
ment that they were looking for. He
thanked me and assured me that they were
still looking for Mr., Welles' statement,

At about 4:15 Friday, April 28, I again
called Mr, Sprouse and on being advised that
he was attending a session of the Institute of
Foreign Relations, asked that he call me back
when he returned. At about 5:30 or 6
o’clock he returned my call and advised me
that his people had been unable, as of the
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moment, to find the Welles statement but
would continue to look for it. I thanked
him and advised him that in addition to the
Welles statement, you would like a copy of a
message which Mr, Browder claimed he had
received from Mao Tse-tung in 1942, regard-
ing the military situation in China, which
he, in turn, claimed to have given to Presi-
dent Roosevelt. I stated that I assumed
copies of the message were made available
‘by the White House to the State Depart-
ment and was sure the message would be in
the State Department files. I further ad-
vised him that Mr. Browder stated that the
information he had received from Mao was
later confirmed by our own military sources.

At the time of our last conversation, I
informed Mr. Sprouse that you were quite
anxlous to receive coples of the two messages
as soon as possible,

In talking about the Welles statement, I
also asked for any supporting papers which
would be available,

GEORGE WILSON,

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
desire to have printed at this point in
my remarks a copy of the memorandum
given to Mr. Earl Browder by the Under
Secretary of State, Mr. Sumner Welles,
at his office in the State Department on
October 12, 1942. I shall not take the
time of the S=nate to read the entire
memorandum because it will speak for
itself, but I do desire to read this much
of an extract from it:

With regard to the specific charge that
*these officials continue the old policy of
‘war against the Communists’ in China” this
Government has had no such policy, either
“old"” or “new.” This Government has in
fact viewed with skepticism many alarmist
accounts of the “serious menace” of “Com-
munism” in China.

I ask that the entire memorandum be
printed as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the memo-
randum was ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

MemoRaNDUM GIVEN To Earn BROWDER BY
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE SUMNER WELLES,
AT His OFFICE IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT,
CcToBER 12, 1942

With regard to the specific charge that
it is on the advice of reactionary officials
in the State Department that Chiang Kai-
shek is keeping his best armies out of the
war, the simple fact is that the nearest
approach to advice given by any officials in
the Department of State in this context has
been an expression of an opinion that civil
strife in China, at all times unfortunate,
would be especially unfortunate at a time
when China is engaged in » desperate strug-
gle of self-defense against an armed invader,
The implicatioi. of this expression of opinion
was that the Chinese Government should try
to maintain peace by processes of concilia-
tion between and among all groups and fac-
tions in China. And the course which Chi-
ang Kai-shek has been pursuing is not keep-
ing his best armies out of the war. Both
the armies of the National Government and
the Communist armies are fighting the Jap-
anese. No Chinese armies are actively en-
gaged in large-scale dffensive operations
against the Japanese—for the reason, princi-
pally, that there is lacking to all Chinese
armies types and amounts of equipment
which are essential to such operations, but
this situation is one which both the Chi-
nese Government and the American Gov-
ernment are endeavoring to remedy as equip=
ment becomes available.

With regard to the specific charge that
the State Department in Washington has
informed Chunghking's representatives that
our Government would be displeased if com-
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plete unity was established in China be-
tween the Euomintang and the Communists,
what this statement alleges is the exact op-
posite of the fact. The State Department
in Washington has at all times taken the
position, both in diplomatic contexts and
publicly, that the United States favors com-
plete unity among the Chinese people and
all groups or organizations thereof.

With regard to the specific charge that
these officlals continue the old policy of
war against the Communists in China,
this Government has had no such policy,
either “old” or “new.” This Government
has in fact viewed with skepticism many
alarmist accounts of the serious menace
of communism in China. We have, for
instance, as is publicly and well known, de-
clined to be moved by the Japanese con-
tentions that presence and maintenance of
Japanese armed forces in China Were and
would be desirable for the purpose of com-
bating communism.

With regard to the specific charge that
officials of this Government tell Chung-
king it must continue to fight the Commu-
nists if it wishes United States friendship,
the simple fact is that no officials of this
Government: ever have told Chungking
either that it must fight or that it must
continue to fizht the Communists, this
Government holds no such brief, this Gov-
ernment desires Chinese unity and depre-
cates clvil strife in China; this Govern-
ment treats the Government of China as an
equal; it does not dictate to the Govern-
ment of China, it does not make United
States friendship contingent; it regards
unity within China, unity within the United
States, unity within each of the countries of
the United Nati-ns group, and unity among
the United Nations as utterly desirable to-
wards effectively carrying on war against the
Axis powers and toward creation and main-
tenance of conditions of just peace when
the United Nations shall have gained the

. vietory which is to be theirs.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
also ask to have printed as a part of
my remarks, for the information of the
Senate, an article which I have since dug
up from the Congressional Library, from
the files of the New York Daily Worker,
which was published Friday, October 186,
1942, in which there is an article under
the heading “Welles states United States
policy on China.” Then it gives an inter-
view with Mr. Browder, and following
this there appeared the text of the mem-
orandum which I have checked with the
memorandum which I have just put into
the Recorp, and they seem to coincide.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from California?

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

WELLES STATES UNITED STATES POLICY ON
CHINA—AFTER INTERVIEW WiTH UNDER
SECRETARY OF STATE, BROWDER RETRACTS
CHARGES AGAINST STATE DEPARTMENT OF=-
FICIALS
Earl Browder, general secretary of the

Communist Party, at his office at 35 East

Twelfth Street, New York City, made the

following statement to the press yesterday:

“In the Worker of October 4, I made charges
that persons whom I designated as reaction-
ary officials in the State Department were
encouraging the maintenance of a situation
in China harmful to the war effort of our
country and its allies. I spoke of strained
relations between Kuomintang and Commu-
nists, resulting in the immobilization of
large numbers of the best troops of that
country.
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“Upon the invitation of Mr. SBumner Welles,
the Under Secretary of State, I visited him in
his office on October 12, in company with
Mr. Robert Minor, and heard from him, and
from Mr Lauchlin Currie, administirative as-
sistant to the President, a detailed refuta-
tlon of my charges in this respect. The in-
formation received from Mr. Welles and Mr.
Currie convinced me that my charges had
been made on the basis of incomplete infor-
mation. I believe it is established that no
responsible official of the State Department
is contributing to disunity in China, and
that the policy of the United States Govern-
ment is being exexted in the opposite di-
rection.

“I am therefore more than HWappy to re-
tract those charges without reservation.
What I had thought of as a heavy door that
needed pushing open proved to be but a cur-
tain of lack of information. Since many
persons in the United States and In China
aleo are without that information which I-
lacked before visiting Mr. Welles, I believe
our war effort will be benefited if I make
public that portion of Mr. Welles' remarks
which was given to me in written form.”

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr, President, I
merely wish to say that one of the great
dificulties the Senate of the United
States has in meeting its problems is
getting information. It is very difficult
sometimes for a United States Senator
to get information he needs in the dis-
charge of his duties. I was here during
a portion of the remarks of the Sznator
from Oregon [Mr. Morsel, in which he
quite properly, I believe, said that had
the Senate been consulted on certain
policies which were followed in the Far
East and elsewhere, he believes that per-
haps a different policy might have
ensued.

I wish to say to the Senator frqm Ore-
gon that I agree with him in his state-
ment, if I correctly understood him.
But I also wish to point out to him that
it is very difficult for the Senate to dis-
charge its constitutional obligations
when from time to time, and rather con-
sistently, there is lowered an iron cur-
tain between the activities of the exec-
utive departments and Senators in their
quest for information which they need
in the discharge of their duties. I call
his attention again to the fact that for
a period of 2 years, I might say the most
crucial 2 years, from 1947 to 1949, the
Wedemeyer report on China was sup-
pressed, despite the fact that it was offi-
cially requested by Members of the Sen-
ate and by Senate committees.

I might say for the record that I
think the Wedemeyer report on Korea,
which the junior Senator from Cali-
fornia has read—and I believe he is one
of the few Senators who have had op-
portunity and occasion to read it—very
clearly pointed out some of the very
dangers which the Senator from Oregon
was discussing today. If that report
had been made available to the Senate of
the United States and its committees, I
believe that both the Armed Services
Committee and the Foreign Relations
Committee, as well as individual Sen-
ators, might have been able to make their
infiuence felt.

The Senator from California did not
see that report until just a month or so
ago, long after the June 25 invasion of
South Korea by the North Korean Com-
munists. So it is very dificult for the
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legislative branch of the Government to
conduct its share of the responsibilities
of the Government—and we have some
very heavy responsibilities—when we do
not have cocperation from the execu-
tive branch in supplying us with infor-
mation. g

I might say to the Senator from Ore-
gon that the Wedemeyer report on
Korea was unanimously and officially re-
quested of the State Department by the
Committee on Appropriations, which was
. dealing with appropriations having to do
with the Korean situation. I sat in a
meeting of that committee, and I raised
the question again with the Secretary of
State, Mr. Acheson. Mr. Acheson at that
time said that he had not had an op-
portunity to take the matter up with the
President of the United States, that he
expected to do so in a few days. How-
ever, it was only fair, he said, for him to
tell the committee that his recommenda-
tion was to be that the committee not
get the information. I thought that
ought to be a matter of record for the
United States Senate.

Mr. President, I desire to have printed
at this point in my remarks an item
which appeared on the news ticker in
the anteroom of the regular Senate
Chamber, saying that “The United
States was reported today to be ready
to send about 30 B-26 bombers to Indo-
china to bolster French forces fighting
Communist-led rebels.” I shall not read
the whole article. I merely make the
observation that while not objecting to
this program, it seems to me to be a very
strange policy which has denied for a
period of more than a year much-needed
planes for the defense of the island of
Formosa, and yet with such alacrity the
officials can find the planes and actually
ship them to Indochina.

I believe the policies we have followed
in the past have been the major reason
for the criticism of the Department of
State. I must differ with my good
friend, the Senator from Oregon, be-
cause I believe it is not a matter of per-
sonalities, but is a matter of policies, and
the policy involved in the news item I
have just quoted is one of the policies
we are apparently continuing to follow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from California?

There being no objection, the item
from the news ticker was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

WasHINGTON.—The United States was re-
ported today to be ready to send about 30
B-26 bombers to Indochina to bolster French
forces fighting Communist-led rebels.

The ships will be flown to Indochina by
American crews and turned over to the
French.

Officials who told reporters of the plans
gald there would be two squadrons of the
bombers. A sguadron has 15 planes.

The officials sald delivery of the planes re=
flects American determination to rush as
much military equipment as possible to the
French and loyal Indochinese forces, in an
effort to thwart Communist bid for power
in that strategic area.

Secretary of Defense George Marshall has
personally promised French Defense Minis-
ter Jules Moch that the B-26 bombers would
be sent. Moch pleaded for air reenforce=-
ments when he was here in October for con=
ferences with top officials,
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The French alrcraft carrier Dizmude sev-
eral weeks ago arrived at an Indochina port
with a cargo of some 48 American Hellcat
and Helldiver fighters.

The United States also has supplied enough
ground equipment and ammunition to en-
able the French to establish 12 battalions of
loyal Indochinese nationals to help in the
fight against Ho Chi Minh's guerrilla forces.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, as a
part of my remarks I also desire to have
printed at this point in the REcorp a
letter which I addressed today to Mr,
Sprouse, of the State Department, en-
closing for the files of the State Depart-
ment the memorandum which they gave
to Mr. Browder, and which they have
not been able to find.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

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

DECEMBER 21, 1950,
Mr. PHILIP D. SPROUSE,

Office of Chinese Affairs,

Department of State, Washington, D, C.

Dear MR. SPROUSE: You will recall during
the testimony before the Foreign Relations
subcommittee Mr. Earl Browder testified that
he had been furnished a statement in
October 1942 by Mr. SBumner Wells, then
Under Secretary of State, which statement
Mr. Browder apparently transmitted to
Madame Sun Yat-sen,

On Thursday, April 28, Mr. George Wilson,
my administrative assistant, contacted you
and requested a copy of the Wells statement
together with certain other documents which
had been mentioned in Mr Browder’s testi-
mony. You Iinformed Mr. Wilson that a
search had been made of the Btate Depart-
ment's records and you had been unable to
locate copies of the several statements men-
tioned.

Today, I received what purports to be a
copy of the memorandum given by Mr,
Sumner Wells to Mr. Earl Browder. This
may help you locate at least one of the
documents that you heretofore had been
unable to find.

Sincerely yours,
WiLLiam F. ENOWLAND.

Mr, KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I
also ask to have printed as a part of my
remarks extracts from the speech of the
distinguished educator and philosopher,
Dr. Hu Shih, former Ambassador to the
United States which he made at the
Commonwealth Club in San Francisco
on December 1 of this year.

There being no objection, the extracts
were ordered to be printed in the REcorD,
as follows:

CHINESE PEOPLE AND GOVERNMENT Not FRrEE;
Mao Ao EREMLIN GAULEITER—BUT, DR. HU
S4Ys, "FREE CHINA”"—MILLIONS UNDER RED
BONDAGE—ON OUR SIDE

(From address by Dr. Hu Shih, famed Chl-
nese scholar and ex-Ambassador to United
Btates)

Before the end of 1949, nearly the whole of
continental China, except for the guerrilla
areas, came under the conquest of world
communism.

In September 1949, the Chinese Commu-
nist Party put up a great show in Peiping.
A new people’s political consultative con-
ference attended by 635 delegates designated
by the Communist Party passed three docu-
ments: (1) The common program of the
PPCC hailed as the constitution of the Com-~
munist regime; (2) the organization law of
the central government; and (3) the organi-
zation law of the PPCC itself.,
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DICTATORSHIFP BY PARTY

The first article of the common program
gives this definition: “The People's Republic
of China is a state of the new democracy,
that is, a state of the people’s democracy. It
carries out the people's democratic dictator-
ship, which is led by the working class.”

Translated into plain language, it means
that the People's Republic of China is a dic-
tatorship of the Chinese Communist Party
in the name of the people.

It is called a state of the new democracy,
because in 1940 Mao Tse-tung published a
pamphlet, the New Democracy, which was an
attempt to present the Chinese Communist
Party under the disgulse of liberalism.

The new democracy—high sounding
name for the united front—was to be the
combin-d dictatorship of several revolution-
ary classes,

PREVICTORY SLOGANS FORGOTTEN

My former student Mao Tse-tung, being an
orthodox Communist, could conceive of all
states and governments only as class dicta-
torships. Therefore he tells us in his pam-
phlet that in the whole world there are only
three forms of state: (1) Republic of
bourgeois dictatorship, which prevails in all
old democratic countries; (2) republic of
proletarian dictatorship, which is the form of
state of the Soviet Union; (3) republic of
joint dictatorship of several classes, which
Mao calls the new democracy.

Mao Tse-tung actually talked about “an
election based on a real popular and equal
suffrage irrespective of differences, of sex, be-
lief, property, and education.”

But of course no Communist Party could
ever tolerate sharing political power with
non-Communist groups or parties. So today
all previctory slogans and promises are con-
veniently forgotten, and the people’s gov-
ernment is indisputably a dictatorship of
the one and only party, with a number of
non-Communist democratic personages
holding nominal and honorary posts.

MAO ADMITS DICTATORSHIP

On July 1, 1949, the official Communist
news agency broadcast a lengthy article by
Mao Tse-tung which has become required
reading for all teachers and students. A few
sentences:

“‘You are dictatorial.’ Yes, dear gentle-
men, you are right and we are dictatorial,
* * * The reactionaries must be deprived
of the right to voice their opinion, and only
the people are allowed to have the right to
voice their opinion.

“Who are the people? At the present
stage in China, they are the working class,
the peasants, the petty bourgeoisie, and the
national bourgeoisie. Under the leadership
of the working class and the Communist
Party, these classes unite together to form
their own state and elect their own govern-
ment to carry out dictatorship over the run-
ning dogs of the imperialism—the landlords,
the bureaucratic class, the Kuomintang re-
actionaries and their henchmen—these
classes shall oppress them and only allow
them to behave properly, and not allow them
to talk and act wildly., If they talk and act
wildly, they shall be curbed and punished
immediately., * * ¢

INSTRUMENTS OF OPFRESSION

“These two aspects, namely, democracy
among the people, and dictatorship over the
reactionaries, combine to form the people’s
democratic dictatorship.

“‘Do you not want to do away with the
state authority?” Yes, but not at the pres-
ent. Why? Because imperialism still exists,
the inlernal reactionaries still exist, and
classes in the country still exist, * * »*

“The army, the police, the court—these
machineries of the state are instruments
for classes to oppress classes. To the hos-
tile classes, the state apparatus is an in-
strument of oppression. It is violent and
not benevolent.”
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These arrogant and insolent word. of Mao
Tse-tung give a vivid picture of the dicta-
torial and oppressive rule under which about
400,000,000 Chinese are now suffering.

Article 5 of the common program stipu-
lates that the people of the Chinese Peo-
ple's Republic shall have 11 kinds of freedom.
But article 7 says:

“With regard to all reactionaries, feudal-
istic landlords, bureaucratic capitalists, after
they are disarmed and their special influ-
ences are liquidated, they must be deprived
of their political rights, but at the same
time given some means of livelihood and
forced to reconstruct themselves to become
‘new men' by means of hard labor. * * *"
Here we find forced slave labor already dig-
nified into a constitutional provision.

NO FREEDOM OF SILENCE

Under such a regime, there is no freedom
for the nonconformist. There is no freedom
of speaking out, and no freedom of silence,
At any moment, a man may be called upon
to make positive statements of his own be-
lief and disbelief.

A year ago last May the chancelor of the
Catholic University in Peiping was made to
publish an open letter in which my old
friend and fellow academician said emphat-
ically that there was no real freedom any-
where except in the areas liberated by the
Communists. Did he really say that? Did
he have the freedom not to say that?

A few weeks ago, all newspapers in Com-
munist China puklished what purported fo be
a written confession of my younger son, in
which he denounced me as “an enemy of the
people” and also his own enemy. Did my
son actually say that? Was he free not to
say that? I cite this to show how oppres-
give the Communist regime is.

But it is not the Chinese people alone
who are not free. The Chinese Communist
regime itself is not free.

CHINA'S GOVERNMENT IN BONDAGL

Mao Tse-tung, the Chinese Communist
Purty, and the entire Chinese Communist
Government are not free: They are all under
the bondage which the U. S. S. R. imposes on
her satellite countries.

They have always taken orders from the
Kremlin, and they must continue to take
such orders because Communist China is
d-pendent on the military and industrial
power of the Soviet Union.

It was Stalin who conceived and ordered
creation of the Chinese Red Army. It was
Stalin who throughout two decades nurtured
this Red Army to full strength. It was
Stalin who wrested from President Roosevelt
ard Prime Minlster ClLarchill the secret
Yalta agreement which made it possible for
Stalin to convert both Manchuria and North
EKorea into contiguous bases for the U. 8. 8. R.
to aid effectively the Chinese and Korean
Communist armies in their military con-
quest of China.

All this indebtedness to the U. S, 5. R. has
been openly acknowledged by the leaders of
Chinese communism.

Mao has declared that Communist-led
China must “lean to one side,” must “ally
with the Soviet Union, with the new people’s
democracies, and with the proletariat and
masses of the people (that is, the commu-
nists) in other countries, to form an inter-
national united front.”

ALLEGIANCE TO STALIN

This alleglance has been formally stipu-
lated into the constitution of the Commu-
nist state in China. Article 11 says:

“The People’s Republic of China allies it=
gelf with all those states and peoples who
love peace and freedom. First of all, it allies
itself with the Soviet Union, * * *»

The Moscow treaty made Communist
China and Soviet Russia partners in a de-
fensive and offensive alliance.
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What has been happening in Tibet, what
is now happening in Korea, are best evi-
dences that Communist China has no choice
but to march wherever it is ordered to move.

What could be more foolish than for the
Chinese Communists to invade Tibet, there-
by alienating the undoubted sympathy and
support of India? The only possible explan-
ation is that Communisl China was under
orders to do so.

AT WAR WITH CAFPTIVE CHINA

And what could be more insane than for
the new state of Communist China to em-
bark on war with one of the two greatest
powers in the world? The only possible ex-
planatinn is that the great prestige of world
con munism is at stake and that therefore
Communist China has been ordered to come
to the rescue of North Korea regardless of
all possible consequences.

It becomes relf-evident now that all the
trouble in Korea and in the Far East today
stems from the fact that China is no longer
free, has become a captive nation of world
communism. The free world is at war with
captive China.

It would have been ahsolutely impossible
even to imagine a free China fighting the
United States.

Captive China is attacking you, but free
China is still your friend, ever ready to help
you and fight shoulder to shoulder with you.

By "free China,” I do not mean merely the
600,000 well-trained soldiers and the 7,000,-
000 population in the island bastion of For-
mosa. Nor do I mean merely the vast num-
bers of Chinese guerrilla units now fighting
on the Chinese mainland against the Com-
munists.

By “free China" I mean the vast majority
of the “hinese people who are mentally and
emotionally anti-Communist even though

they are physically living and suffering under
the iron yoke.

#IWAYS BE FREE CHINA

Free China exists as a reality because, of
all the peoples conquered by world commu-
nism, my people are the most civilized and
have lived under a civilization notad for its
individualism an- its century-long fights for
intellectual, religious, and political freedom.

If history and civilization mean anything
at all, there shall always be a free China.

And this free China is prodemocracy, pro-
America and pro-West. The 100 years of
China's contact with modern western ideas
and institutions has not been in vain; the
over 100 years of Christian missionary work
in China has not been in vain; the 75 years
of intensive education and training of thou-
sands of Chinese youths in the American uni-
versities and colleges has not been and can-
not be in vain.

KNOW WHAT COMMUNISM IS

The sad experience of living and suffering
under Communist rule has enabled my
people to understand clearly what commu-
nism and Communist rule is. ~

Let the free world make it clear to the
people of China that it is fighting the Com-
munist dictatorship in China and not the
vast majority of the people of China; that
any movement on the part of the people of
China to sabotage the Communist conquerors
or to rid themselves of their Stalinist puppet
dictators will have the moral support and,
whenever possible, the material support of
democratic and peace-loving peoples of the
world.

‘When the free world glves the word, free
China will surely respond.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
also desire to have printed at this point
in my remarks an article which appeared
in the Fortnight Magazine for December
11, 1950, by Mr, Clement Reicher, under
the title “How Vulnerable Is the Mao
Regime?”

. able.

DECEMBER 21

There being no objection, the urticle
was ordered to be printed in the Recf=p,
as follows:

How VULNERABLE Is THE Mao REGIMAP
(By Clament Reicher)

It appears that the Government has drawn
the following conclusions from the all-out
attack by the Chinese Communists: that it
has brought total war near enough to make
a further substantial speed-up of mobiliza-
tion necessary, but not near enough to call
for an immediate transfer of our troops to
other potential theaters of war. It is still
assumed that we have vime envugh to build
up strength in all the most exposed positions
before we have to meet a showdown with
Russia. Let us hope that we have that time
and that we will not have to pay a staggering
price for all those years of neglecting our
defense. Meanwhile, we are in for a pro-

tracted war with the Chinese Communists,

lliless the latter give in and withdraw thelr
troops from Korea.

On the ouppositc page are indicated the
lines of policy which we of Fortnight believe
should be adopted. I shall here only add
certan considerations which flow from my
experience of living among the Chinese for
13 year. with open eyes and an open mind.

For yecars the American public has been
feasted on writings giving a vivid description
of the Chinese scene, pleasantly dramatized,
mostly correct in detail, but fundamentally
false. From these writings the public has got
the impression that Mao Tse-tung is at the
head of an incomparably strong government
wholeheartedly supported by all the Chinese
people. Now we have to fight it. It looks a
formidable, terrifying task.

Fortunately, Mao’s regime is highly vulner-
Though it has a strong army and will
certainly prove to be no pushover, it rests
on a shaky political basis which
events are bound to subject to enormous
pressure.

According to the popular picture, the Chi-
nese Communists owe their phenomenal rise
to power essentially to their discovery of an
explosive “charge” lying hidden in the Chi-
nese village communities. The peasants,
having been “inertly miserable” for thou-
sands of years under the crushing burdens
imposed on them by usurers and the owners
of the land they tilled, became “alertly miser-
able” after our ideals of democracy and the
rights of man had reached them, This was
the explosive charge. Along came the Com-
munists and provided the “fuse” by sho
the peasants how to revolt and get ownership
of their farms. Liberation of the energies
contained in the “charge” has swept the
Communists into power.

So far, all this is true. The “charge” is
certainly there; but if we know how to play
our cards we can make it explode right into
the faces of the Communists themselves.

What a tragedy that America, of all na-
tions, should now have to bend her energies
toward destroying what little order and
peace there is in China, But since the new
rulers have wantonly dragged their country
into the great conspiracy against the civi-
lized world, what else could we do? We may
thank God that the National Government of
China has survived American foreign pollcy
and is still there to help us and to remind
us, always, that it is not the Chinese Nation
but a conspiratorial regime which is our
enemy.

THE CHINESE ARE WAKING UP

Look at the holes in the glowing picture
painted in the books:

The Chinese peasant now owns the land
he tills, The long-coveted title deed is his
and so is the joy of possessing it. It gives
him all the rice he needs, and security.
Pifle. It does not. Under any government
with limited powers it would; but it does
not under a regime with unlimited rights of
taxation. It all goes up in smoke. The title
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deed given him by the Communists was a
hoax; he has been betrayed. He can’t help
noticing 1t.

He never knew that the money extracted
from him in rentals flowed, ultimately, into
capital investments which kept the national
economy going. He never thought that a
government that relieved him from paying
rentals would have to increase his taxes to
make up for the loss In national savings.
He did not know that Communist govern-
ments deliberately sacrifice the living gen-
eration for alleged benefits to future genera=-
tions, that they do it by outrageously ac-
celerating the process of capital formation—
in other words, by taxing him as he had
never been taxed before, in order to pay for
rapid Industrialization. He did not know it,
and he does not know it now. But he is
not, pleased to pay, as he does now, more in
taxes than he formerly pald in rentals and
interest rates. On the contrary, he is as
eagerly inclined to revolt against the new
masters as he was against the old.

After having become the stronger party
in the civil war, the Communists were in a
position to offer peace. Weary of perpetual
warfare, the Chinese people flocked to them
by the millions, Now the angels of peace are
leading the people into an even more fright-
ful war, Won't they notice that, also?

The students, adolescent spearhead of Chi-
nese public opinion, revolted against the
little thought control there was under the
old regime, only to creep into the stralt-
jacket thought control of the new. Many of
them are becoming aware of it, and resent it.

The industrial workers are now idle, or
working for less pay.

The patriots turned their fu-y against the
ghost of western imperialism and delivered
their country into the grip of Russia. They
are beginning to question what they have
done.

WHAT KIND OF WAR?

We will not fight this war as the Japanese
did, who sent their armies into the vast in-
terior where they got bogged down. We could
not even try to match American manpower
against Chinese manpower, nor do we need
Chinese raw materials or anything else out
of China.

We should fight with planes and ships, and
make up for our manpower shortage by rais-
ing Asian armies under the United Nations
flag.  No time should be lost In rearming
Japan. Above all, we should allow the en-
tirely reorganized and modernized army of
the Chinese Nationalists on Formosa to take
part in the war, giving it all the equipment
and air cover it needs to become effective on
the mainland. The masses of anti-Commu-
nist guerrillas, who are active in many parts
of China, could be easily Increased. The
Communists taught the peasantry guerrilla
tactics and the art of self-defense. Now this
knowledge can be used against the Com-
munist authorities and their tax collectors,

In this war, there will be a destructive task
for us, and a constructive one. On the one
hand, we have to undermine the Communist
regime, on the other, to demonstrate to the
Chinese people that there is an alternative.
The Japanese failed because they could not
offer that choice; a revitalized National gov=
ernment would provide it. It is enormously
difficult to modernize a country like China.
Yet, the younger men who have risen to lead-
ership in Formosa have all it takes to succeed
if we support and help them. By contrast,
we shall find that subversion of the Commu-
nist regime is a much easler task, since it
does not involve problems of readjustment
between East and West. It can be accom=-
plished by methods which are as old as
Ching herself; and here is where Chiang Kal-
shek comes back into the plcture. He ia
past master in playing the old game of Chi-
nese politics, Furthermore, only his name
is known to every Chinese peasant and
coolie and can become the symbol of an al-
ternative to Communist rule.
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While we were doing nothing, there was lit-
tle hope for a split in Communist ranks,
The war may produce it.

Mr. ENOWLAND, Finally, Mr. Pres-
ident, I ask to have printed at this point
in my remarks an editorial which ap-
peared in the same issue of the same
magazine over the signature of Mr. Keep,
the publisher, entitled “Let Us Do Our
Stern Duty.”

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

Ler Us Do Our Stern Dury

The raw intervention of Red China in the
Eorean War is the final proof that the Com-
munist regimes of Russia and China are
twins in evil and barbarism. Hard-minded

. people have never doubted it, but wishful

thinkers among our soclalistic do-gooders,
scholars, and diplomats have clung desper-
ately to the illusion that somehow the Chi-
nese Reds were different and somehow might
be appeased.

The British Socialists and Pandit Nehru,
of India, have been as unrealistic as has Mr,
Acheson. Now it is time for Mr, Acheson,
Professor Jessup, John Carter Vincent, Dean
Rusk, and other soft thinkers to resign from
our State Department. This coterie of bad
Buessers has completely lost the confidence
of the people.

Surely President Truman must know this,
No considerations of pride, politics, or per=
sonal friendship can possibly justify his con-
tinuing to entrust the future of mankind to
these discredited men. The President, like
everyone else, must now do his stern duty.
He will have Americans of both parties with
him when he does.

There are only two things, it seems to us,
that can prevent world war IIT and, if it
comes, save Asla and the entire world from
communism: (1) American willingness to
fight as we were willing to fight after Pearl
Harbor; (2) our realistic readiness to use
every available ally, whether we like him or
not, including, immediately, Chiang Kai-
ghek and his reformed and powerful For=-
mosan Army and the hordes of disaffected
Chinese guerrillas on the mainland.

We may very well be able to upset the
Chinese Communist government without a
general war, if we play our cards boldly and

coldly before effective internal opposition is *

smothered. We have no Intention of invad-
ing China, of course.

But Chiang must be released, as Senator
WinLiAMm ENOWLAND s0 wisely states, from his
commitment not to raid the mainland of
China, and we must immediately authorize
our airmen to bomb the Manchurian airfields
and centers from which the Chinese Reds are
dispatched and supplied.

England 10 short years ago saved civiliza=
tion from Hitlerism until help arrived. With
infinitely greater resources the United States
can save itself and the world from commu-
nism. There are encrmous factors in our
favor.

The Communist regimes are founded on
fear, fanaticism, hate, and incredible cruelty.
These regimes by now are as abhorrent to
millions of Russians and Chinese as they are
to us. There are already powerful under-
grounds In both Russia and China, not to
mention the shaky satellite natlons. Mil-
lions of Communist troops are “undepend-
able” and vast will be the sabotage and quick
surrenders once the issue is fully joined.

We are fighting for our lives and for all
freedom-loving people. We cannot afford to
be too squeamish as to the means or the
allies we employ against an absolutely ruth-
less enemy. This is the test of western
civilization; can it again master a bold and
savage tyranny?

Fortnight believes that in the interest of
possible peace and—falling that—ultimate
victory:
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1, We must ask the UN bluntly to accuse
Red China of outright aggression and deny
her UN recognition. x

2. We must maintain and strengthen our
armies in Korea and keep this beachhead in
Asia at all costs. i

3. We must aid Chiang's Formosan army
and his mainland guerrillas and saboteurs in
every possible hard-boiled way.

4. We must first threaten to bomb Man-
churian military objectives unless the Chi-
nese Reds withdraw promptly from EKorea,
Tollowing through if they defy us.

6. We must, as SBenator ENOWLAND says,
arm the western Germans, the Japanese, and
the Spaniards agalnst the Russian threat.

6. We must put the Harry Bridges and the
Hugh Brysons out of action, for their efforts
to create unrest are intolerable at a time
like this.

7. We must purge our Government of all
suspected traitors whether proof sufficient
for actual prosecution can be adduced or
not. It is no part of anyone’s civil rights to
work for the United States Government.

8. We must draft more young men, after
giving the hardier of them a chance to vol-
unteer for hand-picked combat units which
we now so sadly lack. We must call up more
reserves and additional National Guard out-
fits. We must, unfortunately, get back to a
war footing as rapidly as possible.

And we must keep our heads, embark on
no witch hunts, persecute no groups. We
must accustom ourselves to doing the hard
thing rather than the soft and we must be-
Heve in Almighty God and the justice of our
cause. Then, deserving leadership, we will
surely find the entire civilized and semi-
civilized world following our lead. In due
time the top-heavy structure of world com-
munism will fall in ruins as the result of our
pressure against it and its own evil weakness,

O. D. EEEP,
Publisher.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
Farranp in the chair) laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting several
nominations, which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

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

RECESS

Mr, KENOWLAND. Mr, President, I
move that the Senate now stand in re-
cess until tomorrow at 12 o’clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7
o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until tomorrow, Friday,
December 22, 1950, at 12 o’clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate December 21 (legislative day of
November 27), 1950:

DIRECTOR FOR INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS

Thomas D. Cabotf, of Massachusetts, to be
Director for International Security Affairs.

UnITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE

John Patrick Hartigan, of Rhode Island, to
be United States circuit judge, first circuit,
vice John C. Mahoney, retired.

UnITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Edward L. Leahy, of Rhode Island, to be
United States district judge for the district
of Rhode Island, vice John Patrick Hartigan,
elevated.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

Dalton T. Pierson, of Montana, to be
United States attorney for the district of
Montana, vice John B, Tansll, deceased.
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Arthur A. Maguire, of Pennsylvania, to be
United States attorney for the middle dis~
trict of Pennsylvania. He is now serving in
this office under an appointment which ex-
pired August 7, 1950.

Powless W. Lanier, of North Dakota, to be
United States attorney for the district of
North Dakota. He is now serving in this
office under an appointment which expired
June 4, 1950,

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate December 21 (legislative day
of November 27), 1950:

DEPARTMENT oF DEFENSE

Anna M. Rosenberg, of New York, to be
Assistant Secretary of Defense. (Appointed
during the last recess of the Senate.)

FEDpERAL TrRADE COMMISSION

Stephen J. Spingarn, of New York, to be a
Federal Trade Commissioner for the unex-
pired term of T years from September 26,
19486.

DispLACED PErsoNs CoMmIssioN

John W. Gibson, of Michigan, to be a mem=-

ber of the Displaced Persons Commission.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

Rear Adm. Homer N. Wallin, United States
Navy, to be Chief of the Bureau of Ships in
the Department of the Navy, with the rank
of rear admiral, for a term of 4 years.

Rear Adm. Malcolm F. Schoeffel, United
States Navy, to be Chief of the Bureau of
Ordnance in the Department of the Navy for
& term of 4 years.

Rear Adm. Albert G. Noble, United States
Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay, and al-
lowances of a vice admiral while serving as
Chief of Naval Material in the Department of
the Navy.

IN THE ARMY

COMMANDING GENERAL, SEVENTH ARMY

Lt. Gen. Manton Sprague Eddy, w
(major general, U. 8. Army), for appoint-
ment as commanding general, Seventh Army,
with the rank of lieutenant general, and as

a lieutenant general in the Army of the
United States,

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ABMY OF THE
UNITED STATES

The following-named officers for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
States to the grades indicated under the pro-
visions of title V of the Oficer Personnel Act
of 1947:

To be major generals

Albert Cowper Smith,

William Frederic Marquat,

George Anthony Horkan,

Jerry Vrchlicky Matejka,

William Herschel Middleswart, |Eaad)

To be brigadier generals

George Bittmann Barth,

Howard Louis Peckham,

Urban Niblo,

Wayne Cliffton Zimmerman, B

Francis Henry Lanahan,

Halley Grey Maddox, IEC3E

Cortlandt Van Rensselaer Schuyler, JESE3l

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment in the Army of the United
States to the grades indicated under the
provisions of subsection 515 (¢) of the Offi-
cer Personnel Act of 1947:

To be major generals

Ira Platt Swift,

‘Walter Joseph Muller,

Julian Wallace Cunningham, Bl

Rex Webb Beasley,

John Lloyd McKee,

John Stewart Bragdon,

David Lewis Ruffner, [E

Paul Wolcctt Rutiedge,
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Albert Pierson HEEIE
Robert Miller Montagu
Courtney Whitney, [
Eenneth David Nichols, IEZ=EE
To be brigadier generals
Orlando Clarendon Mood,
Richard Brown Thornton
John Francis Uncles,
Robert Nicholas Young, IIEEEE
Eugene Ware Ridings, 3
Elwyn Donald Post,
Robert Leroy Dulaney,
Edwin Britain Howard,
Gordon Edmund Textor
Armistead Davis Mead,
Raleigh Raymond Hendrix, IIEEIE
John Murphy Willems, I
Mason James Young.g
Basil Harrison Perry,
John Tupper Cole,
Sterling Alexander Wood, HEEE
Clare Hibbs Armstrong, IEEE
James Francis Brittingham, IEZ
James Gasper Devine, IEEE
Marcus Brenneman Bell, 3
Theodore Francis Wessels,
Walter David Luplow,
Arthur Richard Ww
Guy Orth Kurtz,
Frank Huber Partridge, IEEI
Theodore Leslie Futw
Albert Carl Lieber,

Donald Sutter McConnauihy, E=

Boniface Camnbbell,
Merle Halsey Davis,
Charles Clifton Blanchard, Il
Eugene Vincent Elder, HE
Frank Needham Roberts,

David James Crawford,
Frank Sayles Bowen, Jr.,
Victor Allen Conrad, JE
Ralph Irvin Glasgow,
Richard Givens Prather,
Rinaldo Van Brunt, IEZIE
Charles Ernest Loucks,
John Alexander Klein
John Bartlett Hess,
William Henry Maglin,
Elbert DeCoursey, Viedical Corps.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES

To be brigadier general, Medical Corps

Maxwell Gordon Keeler, [E==gl

The nominations of Norman H. Abreau et
al., distinguished military students, for ap-
- pointment in the Regular Army of the United
States, which were confirmed today, were re-
ceived by the Senate on December 14, 1950,
and appear in full in the Senate proceedings
of the CoNGrEssioNAL REcorp for that date,
under the caption “Nominations,” beginning
with the name of Norman H. Abreau, which
is shown on page 16570, and ending with the
name of Lewis C. Miner, appearing on page
16572.

In THE UNITED STATES AR FORCE

The following cfficers for appointments to
the positions indicated under the provisions
of sections 504, Officer Personnel Act of 1947:

To be general

Lt. Gen. Nathan Farragut Twining
(major general, U. S. Air Force), Air Force
of the United States, to be Vice Chief of
Staff, United States Air Force, with rank of
general, with date of rank from October 10,
1950.

To be lieutenant generals

Lt. Gen. Lauris Norstad, fg (major gen-
eral, U. 8. Alr Force), Air Force of the United
States, to be commander in chief, United
States Alr Forces in Europe, with rank of
lieutenant general, with date of rank from
October 1, 1947,

Lt. Gen. Idwal Hubert Edwards, w
(major general, U. 8. Alr Force), Alr Force o
the United States, to be Deputy Chief of
Btaff, Operations, Headquarters, United
States Alr Force, with rank of lieutenant
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general, with date of rank from October 1,
1947,

The following-named persons, who were
appointed in the United States Air Force
under recess-appointment provisions during
the last recess period of the Eighty-first Con-
gress, for appointment in the United States
Alr Force in the grades indicated, with dates
of rank to be determined by the Secretary
of the Air Force under the provisions of
section 506, Public Law 381; Eightieth Con-
gress (Officer Personnel Act of 1947) and
title II, Public Law 365, Eightieth Congress
(Army-Navy-Public Health Service Medical
Officer Procurement Act of 1947):

To be major, USAF (medical)
Morris F, Wiener, Easessd.
To be captains, USAF (medical)

Frank J. DiTraglia,
W. B. Spencer,

James B. Anderson,
Edwin R. Ballinge
James L. Curtis,
Martin J. Freedman,
Roland E. McClain,
Clifford R. Pollock,

To be first lieutenants, USAF (dental)
John R. Ashton
Robert L. Jeske

The following-named distinguished avia-
tion cadets, who were appointed in the
United States Air Force under recess-appolint-
ment provisions during the last recess period
of the Eighty-first Congress, for appointment
in the United States Air Force in the grade
indicated, with dates of rank to be deter-
mined by the Secretary of the Air Force un-
der the provisions of section 506, Public Law
381, Eightieth Congress (Officer Personnel
Act of 1947):

To be second lieutentants

James F. Bahl Robert W. Koernig
Richard S. Beyer Francis T. Martin,
Dolphus E. Blodgett Jr.
Earl W. Pitts
George E. Schropp
Carl H. Carey, Jr. William F. Voigt
Joseph M. Glasgow, Byron L. Webber

Jr. Eenneth G. Yerg
Richard R. Heyde Albert Yurgel
Earl L. Huggins

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force, in the
grades indicated with dates of rank to be de-
termined by the Secretary of the Air Force
under the provisions of section 506, Public
Law 381, Eightieth Congress (Officer Person-
nel Act of 1947), and title II, Public Law
365, Eightieth Congress (Army-Navy-Public
Health Service Medical Officer Procurement
Act of 1947):

To be majors, USAF (Medical)
Benjamin H. Inloes, Jr.,
James P. Jernigan, keees:

To be captains, USAF (Medical)

Robert L. Forrest,

William H. KEarmany, [Es

Harold W. Woodcock,

To be captains, USAF (Dental)
Alexander G. Klier.
Philip Manners,
Willard H. Poor,
Marion R. Williams, Bessswesy
To be first lieutenants, USAF (Medical)
Frederick G. Collins.

William W. Drummy, Jr., 491117 USNR.

Ernest R. Hartmann,

James M. Keegan,

John S. Brace
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Robert A. Matuska,
Theodore E. Patrick.
To be first lieutenants, USAF (Dental)
William P. Dohone

David R. Jordan,
John F. Mack, E
Robert J. Morrison,
Enslie I. Schilb, Jr.,
George B. Shrewsbury,
William W. Steiner,

Subject to physical qualification and sub-
ject to designation as distinguished military
graduates, the following-named distin-
guished military students of the Senior Divi-
slon, Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, for ap-
pointment in the United States Alr Force
in the grade of second lieutenant, with dates
of rank to be determined by the Secretary
of the Air Force, under the provisions of
section 508, Public Law 381, Eightieth Con-
gress (Officer Personnel Act of 1947):

Theodore W. Alex- Albert W. Madigan
ander William M. Menco

Donald E. Bodie Eenneth E. Murley

Guy D. Perham

James L. Pyle

Mose F. Ramsey,

Charles P. Caruso Jr.

Guy C. Cisco, Jr. William A. Robertson,

Eenneth H. Coffee Jr.

Marvin H. Franzen Orville H. Schwanger,

Milton D. Hill Jr.

Charles S. Hoke Rolf 8. Scovell

Eugene E, Holmen John H. Stotts

John W. Innis Edgar Udine

Grant W. Johnson David A. Vardaman

Bernard C. Lorenz

The following-named distinguished avia-
tion cadets for appointment in the United
States Air Force in the grade indicated, with
dates of rank to be determined by the Secre-

of the Air Force under the provisions of
section 506, Public Law 381, Eightieth Con-
gress (Officer Personnel Act of 1947):

To be second lieutenants

Robert B. Bigelow.

George R. Cox,

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment in the Air Force of the United
States under the provisions of section 515,
Officer Personnel Act of 1847:

To be major generals

Warren Rice Carter,
Emery Scott Wetzel, JE
John Alexander Samfo
Robert Einder Taylor,
John Paul McConnell

To be brigadier generals

John Stewart Mills,
Edwin Minor Day,
William Preston Nuckols,
Joseph Harold Hicks,
Herbert Miller Eidner,
Monroe MacCloskey,

Moses R. Box

Pearl Harvey Robey,
John Walker Sessums

Jacob Edward Sma
Hunter Harris, Jr.,

Charles Raeburne Landon
Charles John Bondley, J.
James Clyde Selser, Jr.
Frederick Jensen Dau, JE=3

In THE Navy
Vice Adm. Lynde D. McCormick, United
States Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay,
and allowances of an admiral while serving
as Vice Chief of Naval Operations.
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The following-named officers of the Navy
for permanent appointment to the grade of
rear admiral:

Rear admirals, line

Wallace R. Dowd Walter E. Moore
Hugh E. Haven Eurton B. Biggs
Calvin M. Bolster Lyman A. Thackrey
Ralph E. McShane Grover B. H. Hall
John P. Womble, Jr. Lorenzo S. Sabin, Jr,
Byron H. Hanlon Walter G. Schindler
Robert F. Hickey George L. Russell
Ruthven E. Libby Milton E. Miles
Thomas H. Binford Willlam S. Parsons

Rear admirals, Medical Corps

Bertran Groesbeck, Jr.Carl A. Broaddus
Herbert L. Pugh Joseph B. Logue

Rear admiral, Supply Corps
Charles L. Austin

Rear admiral, Dental Corps
Daniel W. Ryan

The following-named (Naval Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps) to be ensigns in the
Navy from the 5th day of June 1851:

Allen E. Alman Edwin A, McLean
Jack H. Anderson Bruce B. McCullough
Robert T. Billington Charles D. Msnden-
Robert W. Blodgett hall
Robert L. Boonstra Russell H. Miles, Jr.
Daniel M. Branigan Albert C. Mitchell
Frank 8. Dennis James W. Murray
Gerald W. Fauth, Jr. Loren A. Norden
Kenneth Fox Maurice T. Ross
Robert N. Gray Harry M. Sumner
Arthur 8. Grenell Russell W. VanDore
William A. Henshaw Jr.
Albert M. Hunt Leonard T. Weinstein
Donald L. Eeach Clinton C, Williams
Lawrence C. Lander

III

The following-named (Naval Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps) to be ensigns in the
Supply Corps of the Navy from the 5th day
of June 1951:
Richard G. Gresla
‘William S. Gripman
Duane C. Nuechter-

lein

The following-named women (civilian-col-
lege graduates) to be ensigns in the Navy:

Floyd O. Stroup

Nancy J. Ardiff Lorraine Kraff
Margaret L. Bristol Mary L. McCarty
Elizabeth E. Bryan Fran McEee

Allyne Burns Patricia E. J, Moore
Margaret Caldwell Norma F. Parlin
Marian A. Campbell Mary C. Pettit
Dorothy I. Clark Catherine L. Ruther-
Dorothy J. Cralle ford

Gladys D. Duffy Mary F. Saunders
Marie K. Elsen Anne P, Smith

Lauraine A, Freethy
Norma J. Gray
Betty J. Grimes
Dolores L. Hanan
Betty L. Harrah

Mary 8. Read, woman (civillan-college
graduate), to be an ensign in the Supply
Corps of the Navy.

The nominations of Joe L. Akagl et al. for
appointment in the Navy, which were con-
firmed today, were recelved by the Senate
on December 8, 1950, and appear in the Sen-
ate proceedings of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
for that date, under the caption “Nomina-
tions,” beginning with the name of Joe L.
Akagl and ending with the name of Ruth E.
Eennedy, which appear on page 16359.

The nominations of Theodore H. Arms=
strong et al. for temporary appointment in
the Navy, which were confirmed today, were
received by the Senate on December 8, 1950,
appear in the congressional proceedings of
the Senate for that date, under the caption,
“Nominations,” beginning with the name of
Theodore H. Armstrong and ending with the
name of Jacob Slegel, which appear on page
16407,

Margaret N. Spangler
Mary E. Sturges
Faith E. Walters
Mary E. Wood
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In THE MarINE CoRP3
The following-named officers of the Marine
Corps for temporary appcintment to the
grade of major general, subject to qualifica-
tion therefor as provided by law:
Gerald C. Thomas Edward A. Craig
Henry D. Linscott Christian F. Schilt

The following-named officers of the Marine

Corps for temporary appointment to the
grade of brigadier general, subject to qualifi-
cation therefor as provided by law:
James P. Riseley William J. Scheyer
Gregon A. Willilams Albert D. Cooley
Frank H. Lamson-~ Lewis B. Puller

SBcribner Robert O. Bare

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA

James H. Wilbanks, Fyffe.

Festus T. Bryan, Glenwood.

EBillye §. McElroy, Livingston.

James E. Nettles, Jr., Repton.

Stephen H. Greene, Troy.

ALASKA

Norma A. Anderson, Craig.
Nancy E. Parker, Spenard.

ARKANSAS
Cecil Charles Walker, Eureka Springs.
CONNECTICUT

Jerry C. Cotrone, Old Greenwich.
Michael L. White, South Woodstock.

DELAWARE
Francis Allyn Cooch, Jr., Newark.
FLORIDA

Jackson F. Ritch, DeLeon Springs.
John Kenneth Rogers, Naples.
Lucius A. Bryant, Orlando.

Edward F. Thrasher, Seffner,

GEORGIA

Henry Ward Beecher Collins, Collins,
Dorothy K. Moxley, Wadley.

HAWAI
Lei Pansy Pickard, Hauula.
IDAHO

Bennie D. Harmon, Dubois.

Jimmy H. Christopherson, Hazelton.
Archie E. McKinley, Kellogg.

Willis J. Lyman, Rexburg.

ILLINOIS

James H. Bneed, Creal Springs,
John A. Weber, Lostant,

Roy H. Dawkins, Jr., Louisville,
Lowell L. Taylor, Metropolis,
Frances H. Pembroke, Monticello.
Curtis C. Lake, Niantic.

Arthur L. Koetting, Jr., Okawville,
Harry C. Shaw, Palestine.

Mary M. Hackett, Polo.

Everett C. Leeper, Rockport.
Frederick A. Dreyer, Steeleville,
Armanda R. Napoli, Steger.
Florence M. Binkley, Warrensburg,
Everett W. Patterson, Watseka,
Willard W. Cain, Woodhull.
Claude E, Wedel, Worden.

INDIANA

Ralph L. Combs, Cedar Lake,
Walter B. Popejoy, Delphi.
Leonard ¥. Cripe, Goshen.
Clyde V. Wolford, Newberry.
Otho F. Wilson, Paoli.

IOWA

Loyd D. Webb, Alta Vista.
Gordon F, Willilamson, Battle Creek.
Raymond A. Veale, Boone.

Elbie R. Petro, Cedar Rapids.
Raymond C. Formanek, Chelsea.
Gorman B. Howell, Clarinda.
Earl E, Gaule, Clearfield.

Leo J. Miller, Denison.
Reginald T. Naae, Graettinger.
Paul F. Goergen, Granville,
Richard D. McCarty, Hartley.
Walter E. Dietsch, Hills,
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Edward C. Fritsche, Homestead,

Jerome E. Whalen, Jefferson,

Arlie V. Otto, Johnston,

Lloyd M. Crumly, Letts.

Harlan W. Cohrs, Lewis.

Paul J. Vollmer, Manning.

Henry C. Pendergraft, Mason City.

Doris B. Kimzey, Milo.

Robert E. Allmon, Missouri Valley.

Mark H. Booth, Montour,

John L. Weno, North Liberty.

Elder O. Bottolfson, Northwood.

Mary A. Boldra, Randolph,

Iarcld A. Berg, Ruthven,

Robert J. Balik, Spillville,

Cerald J. Svacina, Tama.

Berle G. EKeck, Washta.

Matthew J. Blong, Waucoma.
KENTUCKY

Parker D. Moore, Bardwell.

Donald McDonald, Hardyville.
LOUISIANA

Dan W. Graves, Bogalusa.

Loy R. Gaar, Dodson.

Arthur H. Prevey, Elizabeth,

Etna C. Ducote, Huckberry.

Thomas F. Mahafley, Jennings,

Clifiord Duplechiu, Mamou,

Tilon M. O'Bier, Shongalco.

. MAINE

John A, Merriman, Sedgwick.
MINNESOTA

John O. Barklow, Kasota.

Fritz R. Creenfield, Pease,

Leslie J, Henderson, Roosevelt,
MISSISSIFPL

Rutl: Seale, Lyon.

Mary Bell Smith, Midnight,

Jimmy Grifiith, Sunflower.
MISSOURI

Charles E, Jones, Rolla.
NEERASKA

Chester A. Koza, Clarkson,
Burton E. McKee, Lyman.
Dean J. Ehle, Ponca.

NEW JERSEY
Frank A, Brown, Arlington.

Gladys A. Rysinski, Clifwood Beach,

Dorothy B. Jahn, Mantoloking.
Edna M. Thompson, Mickleton.
Edward J. Brennan, Ocean Gate,
Francis E. Davenport, Pitman,
Harry F. Kolbert, Skillman.

Fiore V. Romeo, Stirling.

John F. Carroll, Teaneck.

Joseph 8. Chamberlain, Titusville,

NEW YORK

Harold James Hyland, Arcade.
George A. Christensen, Clymer.
Abraham Finkle, Far Rockaway.
Michael S. Valvo, Forestville,
Marjorie H. Schneider, Islip.
Jesse J. Bridge, Mrcison.
Horace V. Orton, Wingdale,

NORTH CAROLINA

Emmett Robinson Wooten, Einston,

Willie H. Smith, Rocky Mount.
James P. McPherson, Snow Camp,
Eent Haynes, State Road.

NORTH DAKOTA
Mary 8. Tomlinson, Benedict.

OHIO
Gwendolyn M. Flack, Bettsville.
Jacob Benjamin Romine, Galion.
Dennis E. Hurst, Marietta.
Fred A. Luhnow, North Madison.
Florence V. Needler, Poland,
Verdi C. Von Thron, Port Clinton.
OKLAHOMA

Paul Hampton, Hinton,
Elsie V. Fulfs, Randlett.
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OREGON
Donald B. Estes, Cogulille.
Elva G. Varnum, Crater Lake.
PENNSYLVANIA .
William L. Bedsworth, Belle Vernon.
’ Elizabeth S. Whitesell, Washington Cross-
n%amuel R. Elinger, Wiconisco,
SOUTH CAROLINA
Sam W. Lytchfield, Jr., Bonneau.
SOUTH DAKOTA
Marion E. Peterson, Arlington.

LaVerna L. Marshall, Draper,
James W. Sweaney, Sturgis.
TENNESSEE
Andrew J. Frazier, Bon Aqua.
Ted L. Rozell, Chapel Hill.
Charles H. Settle, Gainesboro.
Vesta C. Locke, Mount Juliet.
Charles R. Byrn, Murfreesboro.
James A. Britton, Whitesburg.
TEXAS
Ethan L. Upshaw, Belton.
Claude B. Lynch, Jr., Como.
Arlon T. Carroll, Crane,
Joe B. Chastain, Emory.
Clarence R. Wiley, Fort Stockton.
Roland A, Johnson, McCamey,
Thomas J, Agnor, Marshall.
Eonnie F. Goldsmith, Needville,
UTAH
Alva G. Boman, Lewiston,
Arvin L. Bellon, Roosevelt.
Franklin G. Slaugh, Vernal.
VERMONT
Fredric L. Plerce, Barnet.
Frederick L, Kemp, Craftsbury.
John P, Dudley, East Montpelier.
Reglnald F. Pelow, Lyndon.
VIRGINIA
Charles F. Shuler, Elkton.
Hicklen B. Quillen, Jr., Gate City.
Charles T, Braswell, Norton.
Howard S. Myers, Virginia Beach.
Mczflett E. Bibb, Jr.,, Weyers Cave.
Samuel H. Hale, Wise.
Mayo H, Worrell, Zuni.
WEST VIEGINIA

Charles W. Maloney, Bradshaw.
Elizabeth D. Burch, Smithers,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

TrurspAY, DECEMBER 21, 1950

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D. D., offered the following prayer:

O Thou blessed and eternal God, we
thank Thee for the high and holy privi-
lege of coming unto Thee through the
old and familiar way of prayer.

Grant that in these perilous times we
may not rely enly upon the might and
power of material resources, but may we
seek to develop strength of spirit and
faith with which we shall be prepared
and able to cope with anything that the
future may hold for us of suffering and
sacrifice,

We are confident that no enemy from
the outside can ever conquer us and that
if defeat should overtake us it would be
because of our inner failures and the
spiritual weakness of our hearts.

Inspire us to cultivate the habit of
daily prayer for we have the testimony of
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experience that if we pray in ordinary
days we shall know how to pray with con-
quering power when we are beset by
trials and tribulations, by moods of
cowardice and fear, and by despondency
and despair.

In Christ’s name we bring our peti-
tions. Amen.

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

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate had passed, with amendments
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.9827. An act to provide revenue by
imposing a corporate excess-profits tax, and
for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the foregoing bill, requests a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr. GeorceE, Mr. ConnNaLLY, Mr. BYRD,
Mr. Miurixin, and Mr. TaFr to be the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

EXCESS-PROFITS-TAX ACT OF 1950

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 9827) to
provide revenue by imposing a corporate
excess-profits tax, and for other pur-
poces, with Senate amendments thereto,
disagree to the Senate amendments, and
agree to the conference requested by the
Senate,

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and appoints the following
conferees: Messrs. DoucHTON, COOPER,
Dingerr, MriLis, Rezp of New York,
WoobDrUFF, and Simpson of Pennsylvania,

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not preszent.

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move a
call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-

lowing Members failed to answer to their
names: :

[Roll No. 299]
Abernethy Cannon Elston
Allen, 111, Case, 8. Dak, Engel, Mich
Allen, La. Cavalcante Engle, Calif,
Anderson, Calif.Chatham Fellows
Andrews Chesney Fisher
Angell Christopher Fogarty
Barden Cole, Eans. Gamble
Baring Colmer Gary
Barrett, Wyo. Combs Gathings
Bates, Ky. Cotton Gavin
Battle Coudert George
Bennett, Mich. Crook Gillette
Blackney Crosser Goodwin
Boggs, La, Davenport Gordon
Bonner Davies, N. Y. Gorskl
Boykin Davls, Ga. Graham
Brehm Dawson Gregory
Brooks Denton Gross
Buchanan D'Ewart Guill
Buckley, Ill. Dondero Hagen
Buckley, N. Y. Doyle Hall,
Burke Durham Leonard W.
Burleson Eaton
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