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of the Military and Naval Academles; to the
Committee on Armed Berviced.
By Mr. D'"EWART:

H.R.3285. A bill to confer jurisdiction on
the State of Montana with respect to offenses
committed within Indian country within
such State; to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. HARDY:

H.R. 5286, A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of the Gen. Douglas MacArthur
National Monument; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. JENEINS:

H.R.3237. A bill to amend the Tarif Act
of 1930 to add to the free list articles tem-
porarily imported for display at shows, fairs,
expositions, and other exhibitions; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Ey Mr. ELEIN:

H. R.3228. A bill to provide for the general
welfare by enabling the several States to
make more adequate provision for the health
of school children through the development
of school health services for the preventicn,
diagnosis, and treatment of physical and
mental defects and conditions; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce,

y Mr. MULTER:

H.R. 2239. A bill to amend the Federal Re-
serve Act to require United States obliga-
tions to be sold at not less than par value,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

H. /. Res. 203. Joint resolution to ald in
protecting the Nation's ecohomy by control-
ling credits and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

H.J, Res. 204. Joint resolution to ald in
protecting the Nation's economy against In-
flationary pressures, and for other purposes;
to the Committees on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. GRANAHAN:

H. Con. Res.77. Concurrent resolution to
strengthen the United Nations; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BENDER:

H.R. 3240. A bill for the rellef of Milos
Hemeza and Mrs. Jirina Hamza; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GREENWOOD:

H.R.3241. A bill for the relief of Miss
Marile Kleeman; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

By Mr. GWINN:

H.R. 3242, A bill for the relief of Balda-

parre Russo; to the Committee on the Judi-

By Mr, KLEIN:
H. R.3243, A bill for the relief of Milton
Bass; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

120. By Mr. FORAND: Resolution request-
ing the Members from Rhode Island in the
Congress of the United States to support
and work for the passage of H. R. 510, a
bill relating to the compénsgation of laundry
employees at United States naval hospitals,
passed by the General Assembly of the State
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations
at the January session on March 7, 1951; to
;.che Committee on Post Office and Clvil Serv-

e,

121. By Mr. SMITH of Wiscornsin: Resolu-
tion by the Racine County Medical Auxiliary
to reaffirm faith in the American, voluntary
‘way to safeguard the Natlon's health and
insure against the costs of illness and un-
equivocally crpose any form of national
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compulsory health insurance as a dangerous
step toward complete acceptance of a
planned, socialistic economy; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce,
122, Also, resolution by the Racine Chap-
ter, D. A. R. to reaffirm faith in the Amer-
ican, voluntary way to safeguard the Natlon’s
health and insure against the costs of iliness
and uneguivocally oppose any form of na-
tional compulsory health insurance 2s a dan-
gerous step toward complete acceptance of
a planned, socialistic economy; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
123. Also, resolution by the American Le-
glon Auziliary to Post 76 to reaffirm falth
in the American, voluntary way to safeguard
the Nation’n health and insure ageinst the
coats of 1llness and uneguivocally oppose any
form of national compulsory health Insur-
ance as a dangerous step toward cor S
acceptance of a planned, socialistic eco
to the Committee on Interstate and Fo
Commerce, '

124, By the SPEAKER: Petition of Harold .

E. Alwes, secretary, Honest Abe Council, No.
109, Junior Order United American Mechan-
ics, Loulsville, Ky., requesting passage of
House bills 85, 92, 468, 1037, 1191, 1939, and
House Joint Resolutions 19 and 26, and ask-
ing for the defeat of Houce bills 400, 1177,
and 2242, and Senate bill 663; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

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

O God of grace and glory, we would
yield our flickering torch to the flame of
Thy redeeming love. Thou hast taught
us that our lives are made to be the
temples of Thy holy presence. Against
the defllement by impious hands of that
sacred inner shrine, we pledge a sacrifice
from which no Gethsemane or Calvary
can hold us back.

Forbid that any actions or attitudes of
ours should ever deny or betray the white
prineciples for which on land and sea,
under alien skies, so many of our sons
in arms are paying the last full measure
of devotion. Along the road of this day
and of every day may we walk with Thee
in the bright fellowship of those who
seek a just and righteous peace, and who,
for the attainment of that golden goal,
will fight the good fight and keep the
falth. In the Redeemer’s name we ask
it. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Wednes-
day, March 14, 1951, was dispensed with.

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.

MESSACGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had agreed to the amendment of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1498) to
provide compensation for duty volun-
tarily performed on their days off by
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officers and members of the Metropoli-
tan Police force, the United States Park
Police force, and the White House Police
foree.

The message also announced that the
House had passed a bill (H. R. 3020) to
authorize the printing of the annual re-
ports of the Girl Scouts of the United
States of America as separate House
documents, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message further announced that
tire Speaker had affixed his signature to
the enrolled bill (4. R. 2268) to author-
ize the payment of interest on series E
savings bonds retained after maturity,
and for other purpeses, and it was
signed by the Vice President.

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING SENATE
BESSICON

On request of Mr. HiLL, and by unani-
mous consent, the Subcommittece on
Privileges and Elections of the Commit-
tc2 on Rules and Administration was
authorized to meet during the session of
the Senate today.

MORNING EUSINEES

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate
meets this morning following an ad-
journment. The first order of business
is petitions and memorials.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, ete., were presented and
referred as indicated:

By Mr. LANGER:

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of North Dakota, expressing
sympethy and support for the men in the
Armed Forces; to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

(Sze concurrent resolution printed in full
when pregented by Mr, Younc on March 12,
1951, p. 2218, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

A resolution of the Senate of the State of
North Dakota, relating to the taking of lands
needed for river development by purchase or
condemnation without acquiring natural
liquid mineral, oil, or gas rights therein; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs,

(Bee resolution printed in full when pre-
sented by Mr. YouNe on March 12, 1951, p.
2219, ConNGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the Strte of North Dakota, relating to the
creation of a National Monetary Commission;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

(See concurrent resolution printed in full
when laid before the Senate by the Vice
President on March 14, 19561, p. 2357, Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.)

By Mr. O'CONOR:

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
Btate of Maryland; to the Committee on
Finance:

“Senate Joint Resolution 5

“Joint resolution requesting the Congress to
defeat the proposal of th» Secretary of the
Treasury of the Ynited States to make the
Income from future issues of State and
municipal bonds subject to the Federal
income tax

“Whereas the unhampered power to raise
money for goverrmental purposes is a vital
attribute and the essence of sovereignty; and

“Whereas the bonds of the several Btates
and municipalities Fave always been exempt
from taxation by the Federal Government in
recognition of this prineiple; and

“Whereas the Sscretary of the Treasury of
the United States has proposed to the Con-
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gress that the income from future issues of
State and municipal bonds be subject to the
Federal ‘ncome tax, and- the Congress now
kas under consideration that proposal; and

“Whereas such taxation a .d potential fu-
ture taxation would violate the prineiple of
intergovernmental immunity which is the
keystone of our Federal system of govern-
ment and the relationship between the sev-
eral States and the central government, with
the inevitable result in the long run of weak-
ening the ability of local government to per-
form the essential services required of it for
the welfare of its citizens; and

“Whereas the weakening of local govern-
ment increases the tendency to centraliza-
tion and a strong central government to an
unhealthy degree; and

“Whereas the taxation of State and mu-
nicinal bonds would greatly increase the cost
of financing public works by the raising of
interest rates and, to this extent, would
hamper the performance of the functions of
local government; and

“Whereas the effect of the raising of in-
terest rates in these times, when the de-
creased purchasing power of the dollar makes
the cost of public construction many times
what it has been in the recent past, would
multiply the evil effects; and

“Whereas the taxation of the income from
future interest of Government bonds would,
for many years, result in a negligible in-
crease in the income of the Federal Govern-
. ment, the estimate is that the yearly issue
of such bonds is approximately $1,000,000,-
000, with an average interest rate of less than
8 percent, and the income from sald bonds
would be about $30,000,000 a year, of which

scarcely more than $10,000,000 would flow in _ -

. taxable income to the Federal Government
by reason of the holding of many of such is=
sues by tax-exempt institutions and funds;
and

“Whereas this practical increase in Federal
revenues is so negligible, and the potential
evil of the taxation of State and local bonds
is so great and so pernicious: Now, therefore,
be it

“Resolved by the General Assembly of
Maryland, That the State of Maryland is
emphatically opposed to the Federal taxation
of State and local bonds, and requests the
Congress to defeat the proposal of the Treas-
ury Department for the taxation of such
bonds; and be it further

“Resolved, That the Senators and the
Members of the House of Representatives are

hereby requested to give active opposition to

all pending and proposed measures which
would subject State and municipal bonds to
Federal taxation; and be it further

“Resolved, That e copy of this resolution be
sent to the chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee of the House of Representatives
and to each Member of the Senate and House
of Representatives from Maryland in the
Congress of the United States.”

By Mr. GEORGE:

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of Georgia; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency:

“House Resolution 125

“Whereas cotton is one of the basic indus-
tries of this Nation; and

“Whereas cotton has long been the basls
of Georgia's economic life and the growing
and processing reaches Into every phase of
the life of the citizens of Georgia and the
Nation; and

“Whereas the United States of America is
in a critical perlod and cotton is essential
to the national defense effort; and

“Whereas at the present time cotton is in
temporary short supply and the cotton farm-
ers and producers of Georgia and the Nation
have been asked to produce more than 16,-
000,000 bales of cotton as a part of the na-
tional defense effort which is a 60-percent
increase in production; and
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“Whereas due to recent Federal regulations
as contained in the order from the Office of
Price Stabilization issued January 25, 1851,
free trade and the free flow of this com-
modity is at a complete standstill and condi-
tions have been chaotic, adversely affecting
the farmers, cotton merchants, manufac-
turers, ginners, warehousemen, bankers,
transportation systems, and directly or in-
directly, all phases of normal business: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the house of represent-
atives (with the senate concurring) request
that the President of the United States and
the proper governmental agencles, including
the United States Department of Agriculture
and the Office of Price Stabilization, to im-
mediately modify or remove the present un-
workable order pertaining to cotton in order
to permit the resumption of normal distri-
bution and processing of raw cotton; to as-
sure the cotton farmer that the 16,000,000
bales he has been asked to produce by the
Government will move readily as in the past;
and therefore be it further

“Resolved, That the clerk of the house of
representatives and the secretary of the sen-
ate immediately transmit copies of this reso-
lution to the President of the United States,
the United Btates Secretary of Agriculture,
Charles F. Brannan, the Administrator of
the Office of Price Stabilization, Michael
DiSalle, and to the Georgia Members of Con-
gress.

- “In house, read and adopted February 12,
1951.
“JoE BoONE,
“Clerk of the House.

*“In senate, read and adopted,

“GEORGE D. STEWART,
“Secretary of the Senate.”

PARK RIVER—RESOLUTION OF BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WALSH
COUNTY, N. DAE.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RecorD, a resolution adopted by the
Board of County Commissioners of
Walsh County, N. Dak., relating to the
clearance of the main channel of the
Park River, N. Dak., to assist in flood
control work.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Public Works, and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas, because of the blocking of the
main channel by fallen trees and other
debris, the Park River has in many places
left the main channel and has flooded ad-
jacent lands, causing highways, bridges, and
culverts to be destroyed and also caused
other channels to be opened by erosion,
rendering parts of the main channel in-
operative. This condition is particularly
critical from the city of Grafton downstream
to the Red River of the north;

Whereas the Board of County Commission-
ers of Walsh County, N. Dak., upon the
recommendation of the county engineer re-
guest that the Park River, at least between
the above mentioned points, be cleared of
such debris as may cause interference with
the flow in the main channel. By such
clearing, it is the belief of the county engi-
neer that the main channel will be allowed
to carry its share of normal flood waters,
therefore, returning more rapidly to the
water course, and assisting in the control of
erosion by such impeded waters opening new
channels across adjacent lands and also a
faster runoff during flood conditions in the
city of Grafton: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
sent to the United States Senators and Rep~-
resentatives and to the State Water Com-
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. mission of North Dakota with the request

that they act upon this resolution by bring-
ing it to the attention of the Congress of the
United States with the intention of obtain-
ing Federal aid in alleviating the flood con-
ditions as set forth.

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY—RESOLUTION OF
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF BALTIMORE
(MD.) ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, as the
home of one of the leading ports on the
Atlantic seaboard, the State of Maryland
has an immediate and a vital interest in
proposals for construction of the St.
Lawrence seaway.

In a resolution adopted by the board
of directors of the Baltimore Association
of Commerce recently there is pointed
out, in suceinet fashion, the basic reasons
why the seaway should not be built.
I present the resolution for appropriate
reference, and ask unanimous consent
that it be printed in the Recorb.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be
printed in the Recorbp, as follows:
Resolution on proposed St, Lawrence water-

way adopted by the board of directors of

the Baltimore Association of Commerce

January 26, 1951

‘Whereas this association has repeatedly
taken a stand in opposition to the St. Law-
rence waterway, which is now being again
urged as an ald to national defense; and

‘Whereas it is manifest that it would take
years to complete the project and would di-
vert large sums from much more pressing
and immediate needs for national defense:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That' this assoclation renews its
opposition to the St. Lawrence waterway;
further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution
be sent to the Maryland delegation in Con-
gress,

SALARY INCREASE FOR CERTAIN STRIK-
ING WOOLEN AND WORSTED WORK-
ERS—RESOLUTION OF STRIKING WORK-
ERS IN AREA OF GREATER LAWRENCE,
MASS.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on behalf
of myself, and the senior Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. SarTonstaLLl, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECorD, a resolution adopted by the
striking woolen and worsted workers of
the Greater Lawrence (Mass.) area, con-
cerning the gravely menacing increase
in living costs.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency, and ordered to
be printed in the REcorb, as follows:

Whereas the Wage Stabilization Board has
bowed to the will of big business in approv-
ing a 10-percent increase for workers who
have not recelved a wage increase since Jan-
uary 1950 thereby imposing a terrific burden
on the American working man and woman;
and

Whereas our Government has not frozen
the prices of food, rents and many of the
very necessities of life; and

Whereas the daily papers and radio sta-
tions continue to announce further price
increases in hundreds of items needed by
the average American family; and

Whereas Price Stabilizer Michael DiSalle
has stated publicly that by midsummer

1
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prices would be up another 6 percent or
more; and .

Whereas the press announces daily the
tremendous profits being made by big busi-
nees; and

Whereas it becomes clearer and clearer
daily that only the working people in our
country are expected to make the sacrifices
necessary to mobilize our Nation's resources
in our present emergency; and

Whereas there are certain forces at work
in our country who are trying to use the
present emergency to enrich themselves at
the expense of the American people: There=-
fore be it

Resolved, That we the striking woolen and
worsted workers of the Greater Lawrence
area commend Messrs. Rieve of the CIO,
Bates of the AFL, and Walker of the IAM, and
approve their action in refusing to bow to
the interests of big business and who ten=-
dered their resignations as members of the
Wage Stabilization Board rather than be-
come subservient to influences which. are
alien to the needs of all Americans; and be
it further

Resolved, That this meeting call upon
President Truman to take the necessary steps
fmmediately to end the unrealistic attitude
of the other members of the Wage Stabiliza-
tion Board and to appoint to the wvarious
governmental agencies charged with mobil-
jzation the callber of men who will serve
the interests of all Americans rather than
those of a small minority; be it further

Resolved, That coples of this resolution
be forwarded to President Truman, Vice
President Barkley, Senators Henry Cabot
Lodge, Jr., and Leverett Saltonstall and
Congressman Thomas J. Lane and Congress-
man George J. Bates and to the radio and
press.

UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP FOR CER-
TAIN MOTHERS AND FATHERS—RESO-
LUTIONS OF GENERAL COURT OF
MASSACHUSETTS

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, on Janu-
ary 25, 1951, I sponsored a bill in which
I was joined by the Senator from New
York [Mr. Ives] and the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. Pastorel, which
would change the immigration laws so
that parents of sons who lost their lives
in the service of the Armed Forces in
war should be allowed to become United
States citizens regardless of their in-
ability to speak, read, or write English.
It seemed to us that this was a most
elementary justice to these people who
had given of their flesh and blood to our
country. I am glad that the Massachu-
setts Legislature has seen fit to recog-
nize the debt which our country owes
to these mothers and fathers by adopt-
ing resolutions memorializing Congress
in favor of legislation along the lines of
this hill which was originally suggested
to me by State Senator Michael LoPresti,
of Bosfon. I present these resolutions
for myself and the senior Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. SavronsTarrl, and
ask that they be spread upon the records
of the Congress at this point and that
they be appropriately referred.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tions were referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary, and, under the rule, or-
dered to be printed in the REecorp, as
Tollows:

Resolution memorializing Congress for leg-
islation whereby certain mothers and
fathers may be granted United States
citizenship
Whereas many mothers and fathers whose

sons have made the supreme sacrifice in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

the service of the Armed Forces of our coun-
try during World War II and during the
Eorean campalgn are resident aliens de-
sirous of embracing United States citizen-
ship, but are unable to do so because of their
inability to comply with certain educational
reguirements in our naturalization law:
Therefore be 1t

Resolved, That the General Court of Mas-
sachusetts memorializes the Congress of the
United States to enact appropriate legisla-
tlon whereby alien mothers and fathers
whose sons lost their lives in the Armed
Forces of the United States in time of war
may be granted United States citizenship,
notwithstanding their inability to speak,
read, or write the English language or to
sign their names; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions
be forthwith transmitted by the Secretary of
the Commonwealth to the President of the
United States, to the Presiding Officers of
each branch of Congress, and to the Mem-
bers thereof from this Commonwealth,

In senate, adopted March 5, 1951.

Inving N. HAYDEN,
Clerk.

In house of representatives, adopted in

concurrence March 7, 1951,
LawneNCE R. GROVE,

Clerk.
A true copy.
Attest:
|sEAL] Epwarp J. CroNIN,

Secretary of the Commonwealth.

ITALY AS MEMBER OF UNITED NATIONS—
RESOLUTIONS OF GENERAL COURT OF
MASSACHUSETTS

Mr, LODGE. Mr, President, on Janu-
ary 4, 1951, I addressed a letter to the
Secretary of State requesting that he at
once initiate steps to make it possible for
Italy to become a member of the United
Naticus. I pointed out that previous
efforts for the admission of Italy had
been vetoed by the Soviet Union and I
suggested that a procedure be adopted
whereby the General Assembly by a ma-
jority vote could pass on questions of
new membership when there was a dead-
lock in the Security Council. Now comes
the Legislature of Massachusetts with
resolutions memorializing the President
and the Congress in favor of the admis-
sion of Italy into the United Nations.
The legislature has acted wisely and I
am delighted to spread these resolutions
upon the record of Congress for myself
and the senior Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Savronstarnl, and ask for
their appropriate reference.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tions were referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, and under the rule,
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as
follows:

Resclution memorializing the President and
the Corgress of the United States to in-
struct delegates to the United Nations to
propose Italy as a member thereof
Whereas Italy is now receiving aid under
the Marshall plan; and
Whereas Italy is acting in consort with the
free nations; and

Whereas Italy has succeeded in freeing
itself from the domination of Communist
countries: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the General Court of Mas-
sachusetts respectfully urges the President
of the United States and the Congress to
instruct the delegates to the United Nations
to propoc: the membership of Italy in the

United Nations; and be it further
Resolved, That coples of these resolutions

be sent forthwith by the secretary of the

Commonwealth to the President of the
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United States, to the Presiding Officer of each
branch of Congress and *> the Members
thereof from this Commonwealth.
In senate, adopted March 5, 1951.
Invric N. HaypeN, Clerk.
In house of representatives, adopted In
concurrenze March T, 1951,
LawreNcr R. Grove, Clerk.
A true copy.
Attest:
[sEAL] Epwarp J. CrRONIN,
Secretary of the Commonwealth.

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

The following reports of a committee
were submitted:

By Mr. NEELY, from the Committee on the
District of Columbia:

H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution to amend
and extend the provisions of the District of
Columbia Emergency Rent Act, as amend-
ed; without amendment (BRept. No. 177).

By Mr. PASTORE, from the Committee on
the District of Columbia:

S5.672. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act to regulate the employment of
minors within the District of Columbia,”
approved May 29, 1928; with an amendment
(Rept. No. 178).

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. LODGE:

8.1124. A bill to amend section 201 (i)
of the Federal Civil Defense Act of 1850,
relating to Federal contributions to the
Btates for civil defense purposes; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. GILLETTE:

S.1125. A bill to amend the Railroad Re-
tirement Act of 1937, to provide, for certain
indtviduals who have completed 30 years of
service and attained the age of 60, minimum
annuities equal to one-half of the average
compensation received by “hem during their
5 highest years of earnings; to the Commit-
tee on Labor and Public Welfare,

By Mr. McCMAHON:

8. 1126. A bill for the relief of Vera Sarah

Eeenan; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. O'CONOR:

8.1127. A bill for the relief of William T.

Kreh, Sr.; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. MARTIN:

B.1128. A bill for the relief of George

Vatakis; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ECTON:

S.1129. A bill to create the position of
mail handler-in-charge in the postal trans-
portation service; to the Commitee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. BENTON:

8.1130. A bill for the relief of Ruzena
Stransky;

8.1131. A bill for the rellef of W. H. Tan,
his wife, May, and his children, Robert and
Ellen;

S.11332. A bill for the relief of Gudrun
Christiansen; and

S5.1133. A bill for the rellef of Sophle
Strauss; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
McCarTHY, Mr. O'CoNor, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. TaFT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr, SALTON-
sTALL, Mr, SmiTH of New Jersey, Mr.
LopGs, Mr. Ives, Mr. KerFauver, Mr.
Durr, Mr. BENTON, and Mr. DIRK-

SEN) :

S5.1134. A bill to establish principles and
policies to govern generally the management
of the executive branch of the Government
in accordance with recommendations of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive 17e-
partments.
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By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
McCARTHY, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. TarT,
Mr. FErcUsON, Mr. Lopce, Mr. Ives,
Mr. HuUMPHREY, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr.
BenTON, Mr. DUFF, Mr, SALTONSTALL,
and Mr. DIRKSEN) :

5.1135. A bill to provide a recruitment
procedure for the competitive civil service
in order to insure selection of personnel on
the basis of open competition and merit, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
McCARTHY, Mr. O'CoNOR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. Tarr, Mr. FERcUsON, Mr. SMITH
of New Jersey, Mr. LopGe, Mr. IVEs,
Mr. HuMPHREY, Mr. DoucrLas, Mr.
LeaMaAN, Mr, BenNtoN, Mr. DUFF,
Mr. DIRKSEN, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

B.1136. A bill to place in the Adminis-
trator of General Services responsibility for
coordination of certain miscellaneous ac-
tivities in the District of Columbia in ac-
cordance with a recommendation of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Execu-
tive Departments.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
McCARTHY, Mr. O'CONOR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. BYRD, Mr. TaFr, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr, SmiTH of New Jersey, Mr. Hum-
PHREY, Mr., Dovucras, Mr. LODGE,
Mr. Ives, Mr. LEaMaN, Mr. BENTON,
Mr. Durr, Mr. DIRKSEN, and Mr.
SALTONSTALL) @

5. 1137. A bill to provide for the separation
of subsidy from air-mail pay in accordance
with recommendations of the Commission on
Organization of the Executive Branch of the
Government; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
McCArRTHY, Mr. O'CoNOR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. Tarr, Mr. FERGUSON, and Mr.
BENTON) :

S.1138. A bill creating a Veterans’' Insur-
ance Corporation in the Veterans' Adminis-
tration to exercise all of the functions with
respect to Government life insurance and
national service life insurance; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
McCarTHY, Mr, O'CoNOR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. Tarr, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. BEN-
TON, Mr, SmiTHE of New Jersey, Mr.
LobGE, Mr. Ives, Mr, DUFF, Mr. DIRK=
SEN, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

S.1139. A bill making certain changes in
laws applicable to regulatory agencies of the
Government so as to effectuate the recom-
mendations regarding regulatory agencies
made by the Commission on OrganiZation
of the Executive Branch of the Government;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
FERGUSON, Mr. LoDge, and Mr,
BENTON) @

S.1140. A bill to establish and to consoli-
date certain hospital, medical, and public-
health functions of the Government in a
Department of Health; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments.

(See remarks of Mr. McCLELLAN When he
introduced the above bills, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCARTHY, Mr. AIKEN, Mr., TAFT, Mr,
FERGUSON, Mr, SmitH of New Jer-
sey, Mr. LopGe, Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr.
LEHEMAN, Mr. IVEs, Mr. DovcLas, Mr,
BenToN, Mr. DurF, Mr. DIRKSEN, and
Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

5.1141. A hbill to expand the activities of
the Department of Commerce in accordance
with the recommendations of the Commis-
sion on Organization of the Executive Branch
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of the Government; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCarTHY, Mr. TAFT, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. Lopge, Mr. BENTON, Mr. DUFF,
and Mr, DOUGLAS) :

5.1142. A bill to expand the activities of
the Department of Labor in accordance with
recommendations of the Commission on
Organization of the Executive Branch of the
Government; to the Committee on Expendi=-
tures in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCArRTHY, Mr. ATKEN, Mr. TAFT, Mr,
FErGUsON, Mr. LopGE, Mr. HUMPHREY,
Mr. BenTON, Mr. Durr, and Mr,
DIRKSEN) :

5.1143. A bhill to effectuate recommenda-
tions relating to the Department of the In-
terior of the Commission on Organization
of the Executive Branch of the Government;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr,
McCARTHY, Mr. ATKEN, Mr, TAFT, Mr,
FERGUSON, Mr. SmiTH of New Jersey,
Mr. LobGeE, Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. BEN=-
TON, Mr. DUrF, Mr. DIRKsSEN, and
Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

8.1144. A bill to provide for the creation
of a Board of Analysis for Engineering and
Architectural Projects and Drainage Area
Advisory Commissions, in accordance with
recommendations of the Committee on
Organization of the Executive Branch of the
G-vernment; to the Committee on Public
Works.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCARTHY, Mr, TAFT, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. LopGg, Mr. IVEs, Mr, BENTON, and
Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

S.1145. A bill to establish a Department of
Social Security and Education in accordance
with the recommendations of the Commis=
sion on Organization of the Executive Branch
of the Government; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCARTHY, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. TAFT, Mr.
FERGUSON, Mr. Byrp, Mr. SmiteH of
New Jersey, Mr. LopGe, Mr. Ives, Mr.
THYE, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr. DoUGLAS,
Mr. LEHMAN, Mr. BENTON, Mr. DUFF,
Mr, DIRgsEN, and Mr. SALTON-
STALL) :

S.1146. A bill to establish a temporary
National Commission on Intergovernmental
Relations; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Txecutive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
AIKEN, Mr, TAFT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.
Byrp, Mr. Lopge, Mr. DovuGLas, Mr.
BeEnTON, Mr. DuFr, Mr. DWORSHAK,
Mr. DIrgseN, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) &

8. 1147, A bill to provide for the transfer
of the Displaced Persons Commission and
the War Claims Commission to the Depart-
ment of State, in accordance with a recome
mendation of the Commission on Organiza-
tion of the Executive Branch of the Govern=
ment; to the Committee on Expenditures in
the Executive Departments.

(See remarks of MY. O'CoNor whén he in-
troduced the above bills, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. AIREN (for himself, Mr,
McCarTHY, Mr. TaFr, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. HumMPEREY, Mr. LopGe, Mr. BEN=-
TON, Mr. DUFF, Mr. DmxseEN, Mr.
Ives, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) @

5.1148. A bill making various changes in
laws applicable to the Post Office Departe-
ment in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Commission on Organization of
the Executive Branch of the Government; to
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.
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By Mr. AIEEN (for himself, Mr.
O'CoNoRr, Mr. McCARTHY, Mr, TaFT,
Mr. FercusoN, Mr. SmitH of New
Jersey, Mr. LopGe, Mr, DoucLas, Mr,
BenToN, Mr, DUFF, Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr,
SaLTONSTALL, and Mr. Ives):

S.1149. A bill to provide for the reorgan=
ization of the Department of Agriculture in
accordance with the recommendations of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

(See the remarks of Mr. ArxeNn when he
introduced the above bills, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. HUMPHREY (for himself, Mr.
MCcCARTHY, Mr. TarT, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr, LopGg, Mr. Ives, Mr. BENTON, Mr.
DuFF, Mr, DIRKSEN, and Mr. SALTON=
STALL) :

S.1150. A bill to provide for the reorgani-
zation of the Department of the Treasury
in accordance with recommendations of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive De-
partments.

(See the remarks of Mr. HUMPHREY When
he introduced the above bill, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. FERGUSON (for himself, Mr.
TartT, and Mr. BENTON) :

S.1151. A bill to provide for the reorgani-
zation of the Veterans’ Administration in
accordance with the recommendations of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com-~
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive De-
partments.

(See remarks of Mr. Fercuson when he in-
troduced the above bill, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. LODGE (for himself, Mr. AN=-
DERSON, Mr, CHAVEzZ, Mr, FLANDERS,
Mr. FrEaR, Mr. FULBRIGHT, Mr.
GEORGE, Mr. HENDRICKSON, Mr. HiLy,
Mr. HoEy, Mr. HorrLanp, Mr. Hum-
PHREY, Mr. HuwnT, Mr. Ives, Mr.
Jornston of South Carolina, Mr,
KEFAUVER, Mr. KERr, Mr. ENOWLAND,
Mr. LANGER, Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr.
NEeeLy, Mr. SMATHERS, Mrs. SmITH of
Maine, Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. STENNIS,
Mr. Taye, Mr, WiLEY, and Mr. WiL-
LIAMS) I

8. J. Res. 52, Join! resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the
United States providing for the election of
President and Vice President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judlciary.

RIGHT OF SELF-DETERMINATION BY
IRELAND

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, I sub-
mit for appropriate reference a resolu-
tion favoring the right of self-determina-
tion by Ireland of its form of govern-
ment, and I ask unanimous consent that
a statement by me relating to the reso-
Jution be printed in the REcoORrD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be received and appropriately
referred, and, without objection, the
statement will be printed in the REcorp,
as requested by the Senator from Mary-
land. The Chair hears no objection.

The resolution (S. Res. 100) was re=-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations, as follows:

Whereas the United Nations Charter,
article I, paragraph 3, declares it to be the
intention of member nations “to develop
Iriendly relations among nations based on
respect for the principle of self determina-
tion"; and



Whereas the Atluntic Charter, in listing
the cbjectives to be sought by the United
Btates and Great Britain declares “respect for
the rights of all pecples to choose the form
of government under which they will live’
and expresses the wish “to see sovereign
rights and seli-government restored to those
who have been forcibly deprived of them";
and

Whereas the unnatural division of Ireland
is the result not of the express wishes of
her inhabitants but of arbitrary actlon
which has operated to “forcibly deprive” the
people of Ireland of their inherent right of
self-determination; and

Whereas use of the veto by Communist
Russia to deprive Ireland of United Nations
membership is the most persuasive recom-
mendation the Republic could have for fair
treatment by the free nations of the world;
and

‘Whereas while Ireland naturally belongs to
the Atlantic Pact, where its advantageous lo-
cation would offer vital air and shipping
bases, it is forced to abstain from member-
ship in the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-

tlon because part of its territory is occupied.

by one of the participating powers: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Sen-
ate of the United States that the Republic of
Ireland should enjoy the same right of self=-
determination as to the form and extent of
its government as is guaranteed to all nations
under the United Nations and Atlantlc
Charters, and that, in the spirit of and
under the authority of these Charters steps
ghould be initiated looking toward a general
plebiscite at which the people of all 32 coun-
ties of Ireland could be given opportunity,
free of coerclon or outside intervention, to
declare for or against the union of the coun-
ties of Northern and Southern Ireland.

The statement presented by Mr.
O'Conor is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENaTOR O'CoNOR

Saturday is St. Patrick’s Day, a day that
commemorates the memory of Ireland’s
great Patron Saint. It is an occasion that
gerves also to give expression to sentiments
. of respect and high regard which many per-
sons of other nationallities have for those
of Irish birth or descent amongst us,

In this time of world unrest, all the en-
ergies of our own and other free nations are
being directed towards preservation and res-
toration of the rights of threatened or con-
quered nations throughout the world. What
more appropriate time could be chosen,
therefore, than the approach of St. Patrick's
Day for the Senate of our country to voice
to the people of the Emerald Isle our in-
terest in their progress and advancement,
and our desire that they be privileged to en-
Joy the right of self-determination to which,
under the United Nations Charter and the
Atlantic Charter, this great Nation has
pledged itself with respect to all the na-
tions of the world.

It is with such considerations in mind
that I send fo the desk a Senate resolution
which would place the Senate on record to
the effect that the Republic of Ireland should
be accorded the right of selfl-determination
which we have espoused with regard to other
nations. Purther, it would declare that, In
the spirit of and under the authority of
these historic charters, steps should be ini-
tiated on the proper level looking toward a
plebiscite at which the people of Ireland
might decide for themselves, without outside
intervention, thelr wishes regarding unity,
the lack of which has tarnished the prestige
and hampered so greatly the forward prog-
ress of the Republic of Ireland within the
family of nations,
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AMENDMENT OF PUELIC HEALTH SERV-
ICE AND VOCATIONAL EDUCATION
ACTS—AMENDMENTS 3

Mr. RUSSELL (for himself and Mr.
EERr) submitted amendments intended
to be proposed by them, jointly, to the
bill (S. 337) to amend the Public Health
Service Act and the Vocational Educa-
tion Act of 1946 to provide an emergency
5-year program of grants and scholar-
ships for education in the fields of medi-
cine, osteopathy, dentistry, dental hy-
giene, public health, and nursing profes-
sions, and for other purposes, which
were ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 3020) to authorize the
printing of the annual reports of the
Girl Scouts of the United States of
America as separate House documents,
was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting. sundry
nominations, and withdrawing the nom-
ination of a postmaster, which nominat-
ing messages were referred to the appro-
priate committees.

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

NECESSITY FOR PREPAREDNESS—
ADDRESS BY SENATOR DUFF

[Mr. DUFF asked and obta.m,ed leave to
have printed in the Record an address on the
subjeet of preparedness, delivered by him at
the Philadelphia Evening Bulletin Forum,
held at the Bellevue-Stratford Hotel, Phila-
delphia, Pa., March 13, 1951, which appears
in the Appendix.]

FALLACY OF EFOCIAIIBM—EDITORIAL
FROM THE AREANSAS DEMOCRAT

[Mr. McCLELLAN asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial
entitled “Teacher Shows Fallacy of Social-
ism," published in the Arkansas Democrat of
March 12, 1951, which appenrs in the Ap-
pendix.]

ARMAMENT TO MEET AGGRESSION

[Mr. FLANDERS asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an article en-
titled “Truman Urges Rapid Arming in Face
of Aggression Threat,” written by Anthony
Leviero, and published in the New York
Times, which appears in the Appendix.]

DEFENSE AGAINST COMMUNIST AGGRES-
SION—RESOLUTION BY THE COUNCIL
AGAINST COMMUNIST AGGRESSION
AND ARTICLE BY EARL A. WITTFCGEL

[Mr. DOUGLAS asked and obtalned leave
to have printed in the Recorp s resolution
adopted by the Council Against Communist
Aggression and an article by Prof. Karl A,
Wittfogel entitled “A New Policy for Asia,”
published in the New Leader for February
18, 1951, which appear in the Appendiz.]

MEDICINE IN CRISIS—ARTICLES BY
SELIG GREENEERG

[Mr. PASTORE asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp two articles
in the series Medicine in Crisls, by Selig
Greenberg, the first under the headline
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“Curbs on medical training are lald to re-
strictionism,” published in the Providence
Journal of March 3, 1851, the second under
the headline “Doctors control channels lead-
ing to medical career,”- published in the
Providence Evening Bulletin on March 5,
1951, which appear in the Appendix.]

USE OF AMERICAN TROOPS IN EUROPE—
LETTER FROM EATHARINE §. EAKIN

[Mr. WELKER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcoRD a letter ad-

-dressed to him by Katharine S. Eakin, super-

intendent of schools of Jerome County,
Idaho, containing excerpts from a letter she
received from a friend in France, with re-
spect to our current and proposed forelgn
pollcy, which appears in the Appendix.]

EQUALITY AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY—
EDITORIAL FROM THE NEW YORK
TIMES

[Mr. LEHMAN asked and obtained leave
1o have printed in the Recorp an editorial
entitled “No Color Line,” published in the
New York Times of March 4, 1951, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]

WALTER E. COSGRIFF—LETTER FROM
SENATOR BENTON

[Mr. BENTON asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a letter addressed
by him to Senator WATEINS regarding Walter
E. Cosgriff, a member of the Board of the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, which
appears in the Appendix.]

THE CRUSADE AGAINST ACHESON—
ARTICLE BY ELMER DAVIS

[Mr., BENTON asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an article en-
titled “The Crusade Against Acheson,”
written by Elmer Davis, and published in
the current number of Harpers magazine,
which appears in the Appendix.]

THE GREAT SOVIET ENCYCLOPEDIA—
ARTICLE IN THE DAILY EXPRESS OF
LONDON

[Mr, BENTON asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an .article re-
garding The Great Soviet Encyclopedia;, pub-
lished in the Daily Express of London, which
appears in the Appendix.]

CHINESE ! STUDENTS IN THE UNITED

STATES—ARTICLE BY JAMES RESTON

[Mr, BENTON asked and obtained leave to

-have printed In the Recomrp an article en-

titled *Chinese Students in Country Stir
Fight of United States Agencles,” written by
James Reston and published in the New
York Times of March 8, 1951, which appears
in the Appendix.]

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
desire to make an announcement. It
had been the intention to take up Senate
Resolution 99 today, but the Senator
from Texas [Mr. Conwarry] has had
little time to prepare his opening state-
ment on that resolution, and for that
reason I hope that we may make it the
unfinished business, after we take up
one or two other small bills and dispose
of them.

I should like to say for the benefit of
the distinguished minority leader that
it is our intention immediately to pro-
cezd with the consideration of Senate
Concurrent Resolution 18, after dispos-
ing of Senate Resolution 99, and I shall
so0 move, or the Senator from Texas will,
or if we do not, we will give the oppor-
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tunity to the minority leader of doing
s0. At any rate we will proceed to the
consideration of Senate Concurrent Res-
olution 18 immediately after the vote
on Senate Resolution 99.

It is my hope, I may say to the dis-
tinguished minority leader, that it will
take very little time to dispose of Senate
Concurrent Resolution 18 after we dis-
pose of Senate Resolution 99.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the distinguished majority leader yield?

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I appreciate the an-
nouncement of the majority leader that
after Senate Resolution 99 is made the
unfinished business, and a determination
is had on it, the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Foreign Relations,
the majority leader, or the minority
leader, will have the right to move that
the Senate proceed to consider Senate
Concurrent Resolution 18, without any
other measure being taken up.

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes; unless it be
done by unanimous consent, or another
agreement is worked out in the mean
time. ;

Mr. WTERRY. Yes. I think it is
proper to proceed as suggested. In that
way every Senator will have an oppor-
tunity to vote on the Senate resolution
and the concurrent resolution. Inas-
much as it was announced previously
that we would proceed to the considera=
tion of Senate Resolution 99 this morn-
ing, and it is now planned to consider
other legislation, I should like to ask the
distinguished majority leader whether he
intends to suggest the absence of a
quorum before he makes his unanimous-
consent request?

Mr. McFARLAND. I had intended to
do so later, but I shall be glad to do it
now.

Mr. WHERRY. I think it would be
better to have a quorum call at this time®

Mr. McFARLAND. Very well. Mr,
President, I suggest the absence of a
gquorum.

Mr. WHERRY. My understanding is
that Senate Resolution 99 will be made
the unfinished business after the other
legislation, to which the majority leader
has referred, has been disposed of, but
that we shall not proceed with debate
on Senate Resolution 99 until tomorrow,

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct;
we will proceed with the debate tomor-
Tow. .

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

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secre-
tary will call the roll.

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

Alken ‘Cordon Hendrickson
Anderson Dirksen Hennings
Bennett Douglas Hickenlooper
Benton Duft Hin

Brewster Dworshak Hoey

Bricker Ecton Holland
Butler, Nebr. Ellender Humphrey
Byrd Ferguson Ives

Cain Flanders Jenner
Capehart Frear Johnson, Colo.
Carlson Fulbright Johnston, S. C,
Case George Kem

Chavez Gillette Kllgore
Clements reen Knowland
Connally Hayden Langer
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Lehman Monroney Smith, Maine
Lodge Morse Smith, N. J.
McCarran Mundt Smith, N. C.
MecCarthy Murray Stennis
MeClellan Neely Taft
McFarland Nixon Thye
McKellar O'Conor ‘Watkins
MeMahon Pastore Welker
Magnuson Robertson Wherry
Malone Russell Wiley
Martin Saltonstall Williams
Maybank Schoeppel

Millikin Smathers

Mr. McFARLAND. I announce that
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. EasT-
1anD] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
Hunrtl, the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Kerr], and the Seaator from Alabama
[Mr. SparkmAN] are absent on official
business.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. JoHN=-
son], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.,
Long], and the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. O'MaHONEY] are necessarily absent.

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
Kerauver] is absent on official commit-
tee business.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that
the Senator from Wew Hampshire [Mr,
Bripces] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Maryland [Mr,
ButLEr] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Tozsey] is absent by leave of the
Senate in attendance on the sessions of
the Committee on Organized Crime in
New York City.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr.
VanceENBERG], and the Senator from
North Dakota [IMr. Younc] are absent
by leave of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present,

FTTELIC HEALTH ASSISTANCE TO STATES

Mr, McFARLAND. Mr. President, it is
my intention to move that the Senate
proceer. to the consideration of Senate
bill 445, Calendar No. 92. There is an-
other bill on the calendar, House bill
2615, Calendar No. 167, relating to pea-
nuts. If Senators who are interested in
Calendar No. 91, Senate bill 337, were
ready, we might take up that bill after
disposing of the other two bills. I do not
know whether they will be ready or not.

The VICE PRESILENT. Which bill
is the Senator now moving to take up?

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
Senate bill 445, Calendar No. 92.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be stated by title for the information of
the Senate.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S, 445)
to amend the Public Health Service Act
to authorize assistance to States and
their subdivisions in the development and
maintenance of local public-health units,
and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Arizona.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Labor and Public Welfare, with
an amendment, on page 16, line 19, after
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“July 17, to strike out “1950” and insert
“1951”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That this act may be
cited as the “Local Public Health Units Act
of 1951."

DECLARATION OF POLICY AND PURPOSE

Bec. 2. (a) The Congress hereby finds and
declares that—

(1) adequate protection of the Nation's
health is essential to the security and well-
being of our country and cannot be achieved
unless j.ublic health services are available
in every locality through adeguately staffed
and properly equipped local public health
units;

(2) at present more than 40,000,000 per-
sons in the United States live in areas not
served by local public healts units and
less than 10,000,000 persons live in areas
served by units which meet minimum public
health standards; :

(3) many areas cannot support local pub-
lic health units staffed and equipped to the
extent necessary for the provision of the
public health services essential to the well-
being of the community.

(b) It is therefore the policy of the Con-
gress, and the purpose of this act, in the pro-
motion of the general welfare and in the
interest of national security, to assist the
States, through the measures provided for in
this act, in developing and maintaining local
public health units organized to provide full-
time public health services in all areas of the
Nation and in the training of all types of
personnel for local public health unit work.

STATE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES AND LOCAL
PUBLIC HEALTH UNITS

Bec.’ 3. (a) Section 215 of the Public
Health Service Act, as amended, is amended
by redesignating such section as section 304,

(b) Part B of title III of such act is
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new section:

“GRANTS TO STATES FOR STATE PUBLIC HEALTH
SERVICES AND LOCAL PUELIC HEALTH UNITS

“Sec. 315. (a) For the purposes of this
section—

(1) the term °‘local public health unit®
means the governmental authority of a local
area authorized to provide in such area the
public health services for which funds are
made av..ilable under this section (including
a unit of a State government specifically
assigned responsibility for the provision of
public health services in a local area and
including the District of Columbia), or a
combination of the gavernmental authorities
of two or more contiguous local areas author=
ized to provide such services in such com=-
bined area;

“{2) the term ‘population’ (A), as applied
to a State, means the population thereof ac-
cording to the latest estimates avallable
from the Department of Commerce on Au-
gust 31 of the year preceding the fiscal year
(or portion thereof) for which a determina-
tion with respect to such population is made
under this section, and (B), as appllied to
less than State-wide areas, means the pop-
ulation of such areas according to the most
recent decennial census figures certified by
the Department of Commerce that are avall-
able on August 31 of the year preceding the
fiscal year (or portion thereof) for which a
determination with respect to such popula-
tion is made under this section, increased
or decreased in proportion to the increase or
decrease since such census of the popula-
tion of the State as estimated in accordance
with clause (A) hereof;

“(8) the average per capita income of the
United States or the average per capita in=-
come of a State, as the case may be,
means its average per capita income for
the three most recent consecutive years for
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which satisfactory data are available from
the Department of Commerce on August 31
of the year preceding the fiscal year for
which the determination is made, except
that the average per capita income of Ha-
wail shall be deemed to be equal to that of
the continental United States (excluding
Alaska) and the average per capita income
of Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is-
lands shall be deemed to be equal to one-half
of that of the continental United States (ex-
cluding Alaska).

“(b) To enable the Surgeon General (1) to
assist the States in establishing and main-
taining adequate public health services and
(2) to assist the States and their subdivi-
slons in establishing and maintaining ade-
guately staffed and equipped local public
health units for the provision of public
health services, there are hereby authorized
to be appropriated for each fiscal year begin-
ning with the fiscal year ending June 30,
1852, such sums as may be necessary to carry
out such purposes, respectively. The sums
appropriated pursuant to this section shall
be wused for making payments to States
which have submitted, and bhad approved
by the Surgeon General, State plans for car-
rylng out the purposes of this section.

“(c) Within 6 months affer the enactment
of this section, the Surgeon General shall by
regulation prescribe with respect to local
public health units—

*(1) the minimum population to be served
by each public health unit, with variations
for different types of areas, but such units
shall not exceed in any State more than 1
for each 35,000 population, except that in
States having less than 12 persons per square
mile they shall not exceed 1 for each 20,000
population; and the minimum number and
types of full-time professional and other
personnel which local public health units
in various types of areas must employ; in-
cluding conditions under which and the ex-
tent to which compliance with such require-
ments may be postponed;

“(2) subject to the limits set forth in sub-
section (d) (7), general methods of admin=-
istration necessary to assure efficient and
economical provision of public health serv-
ices under State plans, including the condi-
tions under which and the extent to which
compliance with such methods may be post=
poned;

“(3) the types of services which shall be
considered ‘public health services' for which
Federal funds provided under this section
may be expended under State plans, which
may include services dealing with the diag-
nosis and prevention of disease, the control
of communicable disease, health education,
demonstrations, sanitation, vital statistics,
the training of personnel for State and local
public health work, and other aspects of pre-
yventive medicine, but shall not include medi-
cal, dental, or nursing care except in the
diagnosis or prevention of disease or the
control of communicable disease or the pro-
motlon, establishment, or maintenance of
industrial accident prevention programs.

“(d) In order to be approved under this
section, a State plan shall—

*(1) set forth a program for establishing
and maintaining adequate State public
health services, including programs in men-
tal health;

“(2) set forth a program for establishing
and maintaining adequate State public
health services, including health units for
the provision of public health services: Pro-
vided, That nothing herein shall prevent the
Btate from including other aspects of health
activitics in its plan, if the expense thereof
is borrle by the State and its subdlvisions
and not included in the term ‘expenditures’
Tor the purposes of subsection (e) hereof;

“{3) provide for the extension of the pro-
gram referred to in paragraph (2) of this
subsection so as to assure coverage under
the program of all areas in the State at the
earliest practicalis date;
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“{4) contain satisfactory evidence that
the State health authority and the local pub-
lic health units of the State whose popula-
tions are covered by the program referred
to in paragraph (2) of this subsection will
have authority to carry out the program in
conformity with the provisions of this sec-
tion and regulations prescribed thereunder;

“(6) provide, subject to regulations pre-
scribed under subsection (¢), that each lo=
cal public health unit providing public~
health services under the plan have suffi-
cient financial resources to assure efficlent
and economical administration of such
health services;

“(6) provide for the allocation of all funds
recelved by the State health authority for
carrying out the program referred to in
paragraph (2) of this subsection, to local
public-health * units participating in the
State plan, in accordance with methods that
will assure equitable distribution and the
effective use of such funds in the extension
and expansion of public health services, and
provide that all such funds shall be used by
such units solely for the provision of such
services;

“(7) provide such methods of administra-
tion of the State plan, including methods
relating to the establishment and mainte-
nance of personnel standards on a merit ba-
sls (except that the Surgeon General shall
exercise no authority with respect to the
selection, tenure of office, or compensation of
any individual employed in accordance with
such methods), as may be necessary to as=-
sure the efficient and economical provision of
public-health services under the plan;

“(8) provide that the State health au-
thority will make such reports, in such form
-and containing such information, as the Sur-
geon General may from time to time reason-
ably require, and give the Surgeon General
upon demand access to the records upon
which such information is based.

“The Surgeon General shall approve any
State plan and any modification thereof
which complies with the provisions of this
subsection and regulations prescribed under
subsection (c).

“(e) (1) From the sums appropriated pur-
suant to this section for each fiscal year for
carrying out the program referred to in para-
graph (1) of subsection (d) of this section,
the Surgeon General shall, from time to time
and for specified periods, make allotments
(including amounts allotted from such sums
for any prior period in the same fiscal year
and remaining unpaid to the States) to the
several States on the basis of (1) population,
(2) average per capita income, and (3) spe-
clal factors relevant to the extent of the
health problem in each such State. The
amounts to be paid to each State having an
approved plan from the allotments to such
State shall be paid upon the condition that
there shall be spent by the State for carry-
ing out the approved plan for the purposes of
the program referred to in paragraph (1) of
subsection (d) of this section, an amount
determined in accordance with regulations.

*“{2) From the sums appropriated pur=-
suant to this section, each State which has
a State plan approved in accordance with
subsection (d) shall be entitled to receive
for each fiscal year, for carrylng out the
program referred to in paragraph (2) of such
subsection, an amount which bears the same
ratio of one-third of the total expenditures
for such purpose for such year under the
plan as the average per-capita income of the
continental United States (excluding Alas-
ka) bears to the average per-capita income
of such State, except that (1) in no case
may the amount paid to such State for a
fiscal year exceed two-thirds of the expendi-
tures for such purpose under the State plan
for such year, and (2) there shall not be
counted as expenditures under the State
plan for such purpose for any fiscal year
any sum in excess of $1.60 (or such higher
amount as may be specified in the appropria-

MARcﬁ 15

tion pursuant to this section for such year)
expended by any local public health unit
participating in the State plan, multiplied
by the population of the area of such unit,
If, during the fiscal year, the areas covered
by the State plan are changed, appropriate
adjustments, prorated in accordance with
the time the change becomes effective, shall
be made in determining the maximum
amount of the expenditures. If for any
fiscal year appropriations pursuant to this
section for carrying out the program referred
to In paragraph (2) of subsection (d) are
less than the Federal proportion under this
paragraph with respect to total estimated
expenditures (as of the beginning of such
fiscal year) for such purpose for such year
under State plans the amount to which
each State is entitled under this paragraph
shall be reduced proportionately.

“(3) No expenditures from grants received
from the Federal Government under any
provision of law (other than pursuant to
this section) and no expenditures made hy
the State or by its subdivisions which have
been reported as expenditures idr the pur-
poses of any other program alded by Federal
grants, shall be counted as expenditures
under the plan. .

“{4) The Surgeon General may, by regu-
lation, prescribe the extent to which the
cost of services, facllities, and equipment
utilized by a State or its subdivisions in
carrying out a State plan approved under
this section and utilized in addition in car-
rying out one or more State programs ap-
proved under other provisions of law pro-
viding for Federal grants to assist States or
their subdivisions in carrying out health pro-
grams, shall be deemed to constitute ex-
penditures under this subsection, and such
regulations may provide that, if the major
utilization of such services, facilities, and
supplies is in carrying out a State plan ap-
proved under this section or is so divided
among other programs as to make an appor-
tlonment thereof impracticable, the entire
cost thereof shall be deemed to constitute
an expenditure for the purpose of this sub-
section.

“(f) The Surgeon General shall, prior to
the beginning of each period for which a
payment is to be made, estimate the amount

“to be paid to the State for such period pur=
suant to subsection (e), and shall then cer-
tify to the Secretary of the Treasury the
amount so estimated, increased or decreased,
as the case may be, by any sum by which he
finds that his estimate for any prior period
was greater or less than the amount which
should have been pald to the State under

_ subsection (e) for such period.
tary of the Treasury shall thereupon, prior
to audit or settlement by the General Ac-
counting Office, pay to the State, at the time
or times fixed by the Surgeon General, the
amount so certified.

“{g) Whenever the Surgeon General, after
reasonable notice and opportunity for hear-
ing to the health authority of the State
finds—

“(1) that the State plan has been changed
80 that it no longer complies with the re-
quirements of subsection (d); or

*{2) that in the administration of the plan
there iz a fallure to comply substantially
with any provision required by subsection
(d) to be included in the plan; or

“(8) that the State plan has ceased to
comply with regulations under subsectlon
(c): Provided, That no changes in a State
plan shall be required within 2 years after
initial approval thereof, or within 2 years
after any change required therein by reason
of any change in the regulations prescribed
pursuant to subsection (c), except with the
consent of the State or in accordance with
further action by the Congress;
the Surgeon General shall notify such Btate
health authority that further payments will
not be made to the State from appropriations
pursuant to this sectlon (or, in his discre-
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tion, that further payments will not be made
to the State from such appropriations for
activities or areas in which there is such
failure) until he finds that the plan again
complies with such requirements or until he
is satisfied that there will no longer be any
such failure, Until he so finds, or is 50 satis-
fied, the Surgeon General shall make no fur-
ther certification for payment to such State
from appropriations pursuant to this sec-
tion, or shall limit payment to activities or
areas in which there is no such failure.

“(h) (1) If any State is dissatisfled with
the Surgeon General's action under subsec=
tion (g) of this section, such State may ap-
peal to the Unlted States court of appeals
for the circult in which such State is located.
The summons and notice of appeal may be
served at any place in the United States. The
Surgeon General shall forthwith certify and
file in the court the transcript of the proceed-
ings and the record on which he based his
action.

“(2) The findings of fact by the Surgeon
General, unless substantially contrary to the
weight of the evidence, shall be conclusive;
but the court, for good cause shown, may
remand the case to the Burgeon General to
take further evidence, and the Surgeon Gen-
eral may thereupon make new or modified
findings of fact and may modify his previous
action, and shall certify to the court the
transcript and record of the further proceed-
ings. Such new or modified findings of fact
shall likewise be conclusive unless substan=
tially contrary to the weight of the evidence.

“(8) The court shall have jurisdiction to
affirm the action of the Surgeon General or
set it aside, in whole or in part. The judg-
ment of the court shall be subject to review
by the Supreme Court of the United States
upon certiorari or certification as provided in
section 1254 of title 28 of the United States
Code.” .

AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 314 OF THE PUBLIC
HEALTH SERVICE ACT

Sec. 4. (a) Subsection (c) of section 314
of the Public'Health Service Act, as amended,
is amended -to read as follows:

*(e) There is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated such sums as are necessary to
enable the Surgeon General to provide dem-
onstrations and to train personnel for State
and loeal health work and to meet the cost
of pay, allowances, and traveling expenses of
commissioned officers and other personnel of
the Service detalled to assist the States and
their local subdivisions in carrying out the
purposes of section 315."

(b) The first sentence of subsection (d)
of such section 314 is amended to read as
follows: “For each fiscal year, the Surgeon
General, with the approval of the Adminis-
trator, shall determine the total sum from
the appropriation under subsection (a) and
the appropriation under subsection (b)
which shall be available for allotment among
the several States.”

(c) Bubsection (g) of such section 314
is amended (1) by striking out “or subsec-
tion (c),”; and (2) by striking out the fol-
lowing: “, and, to the extent that any such
plan contains provisions relating to mental
health, by the mental health authority of
such State.”

(d) Bubsection (h) of such section 314 is
amended by striking out “(c),".

(e) Subsection (i) of such section 314 is
amended (1) by striking out “or, where ap=-
propriate, the mental health authority; (2)
by striking out “or subsection (e¢),”; and
(3) by striking out “or mental health au-
thority.” .

(f) Subsection (j) of such section 314 is
amended to read as follows:

“(]) All regulations and amendments
thereto with respect to grants to States under
this section or section 315 shall be made after
consultation with the State health authori-
ties and, in the case of regulations or amend=-
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ments which relate to or In any way affect
grants for work in the field of mental health,
the State mental health authorities. Inso=
far as practicable, the Surgeon General shall
obtain the agreement, prior to the issuance
of any such regulations or amendments, of
the State health authorities and, in the case
of regulations or amendments which relate
to or in any way affect grants for work in
the field of mental health, the State mental
health authorities. Except in case of emer-
gency such regulations shall be issued only
after thirty days' notice to, and presentation
to the annual conference of, such health
authorities.” a

{g) The amendments made by this section
shall take effect July 1, 1851. Any amount
paid to a State for carrying out the purposes
of subsection (c) of sectlon 314 of the Publie
Health Service Act prior to July 1, 1850, and
remaining unexpended on that date shall re-
main available for expenditure by the State
for State public health services in accordance
with a plan approved under section 315 of
the Public Health Service Act, as amended
by this Jict, but shall be deducted from the
payments to which the State would other=
wise be entitled under section 315.

THE RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE t
CORPORATION

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I
should like to say a few words about
the remarks made yesterday afternoon
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BrRICKER].
I wish to point out a few salient facts
which I think should be mentioned be=
fore the minds of the people are made
up on the subject of the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation.

First, let me say that I am not pre-
pared at this time to go into a thorough
discussion of the entire subject. I
think such a discussion at this time
would be premature. The subcommittee
has not yet completed its work. How=
ever, suddenly there has been a rash of
resolutions calling for the abolition of
the RFC. Yesterday the Senator from
Ohio made quite an extended speech on
the subject.

I point out that in the Eightieth Con-
gress this subject was gone into by the
Committee on Banking and Currency.
A special subcommittee to investigate
the RFC was authorized to make a study
under the chairmanship of then Senator
Douglas Buck, of Delaware. On that
subcommittee there were the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. CapEHART], the Sena-
tor from Ohio [Mr, Bricker], the Sena=
tor from South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK],
and myself.

That subcommittee submitted to the
Senate a very fine report to accompany
Senate bill 2287. Calendar No. 1017.
The report was No. 974, of the Eightieth
Congress. I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp as a part of
my remarks the first 14 pages of that
report, simply for the information of the
Senate. These reports are not readily
available to Members, and I think it
would be a matter of convenience to
Senators and the public to see what the
Eightieth Congress and what the Buck
committee had to say about the RFC.

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

Senate Resolution 132, Eightieth Congress,
first session, directed the Committee on
Banking and Currency, or any duly author-
ized subcommittee thereof, to conduct a full
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and complete inquiry into the operations of
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation

- (hereinafter referred to as “"RFC” and “the

Corporation”) and its subsidliaries, and to re-
port its findings together with the recom-
mendations for such legislation as it deemed
advisable not Jater than March 1, 1948. The
time for reporting was extended to April 1,
1948, by Senate Resolution 203, Eightieth
Congress, second sesslon. Pursuant to this
direction, a subcommittee has held hearings
on the operations of RFC. The Committze
on Banking and Cwrrency has considered
the subcommittee’'s findings and recom-
mendations and reports favorably a bill to
amend certain sections of the Reconstruc-
tion Finance Corporation Act, as amended,
and for other purposes, and recommends that
tl'e bill do pass.
HISTORY OF RFC

RFC was created by an act approved Janu-
ary 22, 1932. Thereafter its powers and func-
tions were expanded and modified from time
to time by amendments to the RFC Act and
by separate statutes. Public Law 132,
Eightieth Congress, approved June 30, 1947
(hereinafter referred to as the “1947 act”),
substantially repealed the prior legisiation
affecting I.LFC and provided in effect, a char-
ter for the Corporation containing its basic
authority. Under the 1947 act, the Corpo=-
ration has succession through June 30, 1948,

Since its inception, the Corporation has
performed various types of functions. It has
engaged in extensive lending operations; it
has been used by the Congress as a ready,
source of funds for the financing of other
Government corporations and agencies, and’
of projects carried on under the direction of
other governmental departments; it also en=
gaged in extensive operations in support of
the war effort.

The act of 1947 removed all of the Cor-
poration’s war powers. At the present time,
there is no general power given to the Cor-
poration by which it may provide funds for
the financing of other Government corpora-
tions and the like. Such ald has been pro-
vided in specific cases, however, as in the case
of the initial financing for the emergency
European aid. In that case, the Corporation
was authorized by the Congress to make ad-
vances not to exceed $150,000,000 at the di-
rection of the President until the necessary
appropriations were made. Except for the
liquidation of some of its wartime activities,
the Corporation’s functions have been lim-
ited by the 1947 act to lending activities,
to the priority purchase of surplus property
for small business, and to the operation of its
wholly owned subsidiary, Federal National
Mortgage Association.

Lending authority prior to 1947 act

The Corporation’s lending authority under
the legislation applicable prior to the 1947
act, enabled it to extend financial aid to the
following types of institutions:

(a) Banks and other financial institu-
tions; (b) railroads; (c) public agencies; (d)
business enterprises. It also had authority
to make (e) catastrophe loans. Further, the

tion was authorized to subscribe for
the stock of national mortgage associations
organized under the National Housing Act.
Pursuant to this authority, the Corporation
subsecribed for the stock of the Federal Na-
tional Mortgage Association, which made and
purchased (f) housing loans secured by mort=
gages on real estate. RFC also subscribed
to the stock of the RFC Mortgage Company,
which was organized to assist in establish-
ing a normal mortgage market. Subse-
quently, the RFC Mortgage Company pro=
vided a secondary market for Veterans' Ad-
ministration guaranteed home loans pur=
suant to section 2 of Public Law 656, Seventy=-
ninth Congress, second gession. Federal
National Mortgaze Association has provided
a similar market for FHA mortgage loans,
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Lending authority under 1947 act

Under the 1947 act, the Corporation’s lend-
Ing authority may be used to aid the fol-
lowing:

(a) Business enterprises, including rail-
roads; (b) finanecial institutions; and (c)
public projects. The Corporation also has
authority to make (d) catastrophe loans.

The 1947 act abolished the RFC Mortgage
Company. Further, the Corporation’s au-
thority to purchase loans insured or guar=-
anteed by the Veterans’ Administration was
removed. The Federal National Mortgage
Association, however, was not disturbed and
continues to operate with the authority pro-
vided in the Natinal Housing Act.

A comparison of RFC’s lending authority
prior to the 1947 act and under that act
shows that the flelds in which the Corpora-
tion may engage in lending operations re-
main substantially unchanged. There was,
however, one important change in the form
in which RFC aid may be provided. Under
the prior laws, the Corporation had authority
to aid banks and insurance companies in
appropriate cases by the purchase of pre-
ferred stock of those Institutions. The 1947
act permits aid to such institution only in
the form of loans.

Except in these particulars, (1) the re-
moval of the authority to provide secondary
market for Veterans’ Administration-guar-
anteed home loans, (2) the elimination of
the authority to purchase the preferred stock
of banks and insurance companies, and (3)
the repeal of various provisions under which
RFC had made funds available to dther Gov-
ernment corporations and departments, the
.present RFC act of 18947 made no substan=
tial changes in RFC's basic authority, but
did constitute a major revision and codifica-
tion of a considerable number of separate
acts all dealing with RFC.

RFC business loans

RFC has had authority to make business
loans directly, by participations with other
institutions, and by agreements to partici-
pate. It is important for an understanding
of the data contained in the hearings before
the subcommittee to understand the nomen-
clature used to identify these various forms
which the business loans have taken. A
loan in which RFC disburses the full
amount of the loan is called a direct loan.
When RFC participates with a bank in mak-
ing a loan, the bank and RFC both disburs=
ing their respective shares of the total loan,
it is called an immediate participation.
RFC has also made agreements to partici-
pate in business loans by which the origi-
nating bank disburses thé full amount of
the loan and RFC agrees to take up its share
of the loan on demand. These are called
deferred participations.

In compiling its data, RFC has generally
included its immediate participations with
its direct loans since both represent actual
disbursements by RFC. Data on participa=
tions usually refer to the deferred participa-
tions unless it is specifically indicated that
immediate participations are included.

In addition to the regular deferred par-
ticipations, RFC has made deferred partici-
pations under two plans: The blanket par-
ticipation agreements (BPA) and the small-
loan program (SLP). Under the former,
which was instituted in March of 1945 to
make credit readily available for the recon-
version of industry (hearings, p. 37), RFC
entered into agreements with banks by
which it agreed to participate up to 75 per-
cent, in any loan made by a bank on the
bank’s notifying RFC of its desire to obtain
the participation. This program was dis-
continued in January 1947, and the small-
loan program was inaugurate’ in its place.
The latter is a simplified procedure, limited
to applications for loans of $100,000 and
under, in which a bank takes at least 25
percent. The bank, rather than the prospec=
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tive borrower, makes the application for the
participation.

These three types of loans—direet, imme-
diate participations, and deferred participa-
tions—are made up of both regular and
national defense business loans. This dis-
tinction is important because the authority
to make national defense business loans did
not require that the proposed loan meet the
credit standards which were applicable to
loans made under the regular business loan
authority. ]

RFC has 31 loan agencies located through-
out the country. Applications for business
loans are processed originally by one of these
local loan agencies which have authority to
approve any direct loan up to $100,000 and
any participation loan up to $350,000, pro-
vided the participating banks take at least
a 25-percent share. All other business~loan
applications and all such applieations which
are declined by the local agency are for=-
warded to Washington for final considera-
tion (hearings, p. 32). .

Each local loan agency has an advisory
committee consisting of bankers and busi-
nessmen in the area. From time to time
some of the members of the local committee
meet t0 pass on applications for direct loans
over $50,000 which have been approved by
the local loan agency, and on all applications
for direct loans exceeding $100,000 whether
approved or declined by the agency. The
advisory committees pass on deferred par-
ticipations of the same character except
those under the small-loan program which
are not passed on by the committees at all
(hearings, p. 590).

The business-loan procedures have been
described in some detail because, as will ap-
pear in the discussiomr which follows, RFC’s
present lending activities are confined almost
entirely to business loans.

National defense and war activities

Under the national-defense powers the
Corporation had authority to create corpo-
rations for the purpose of producing, acquir-
ing, and carrylng strateglc materials and of
constructing plants to be used in the manu-
facture of equipment and supplies necessary
to the national defense. Pursuant to this
authority RFC created the following sub-
sidiaries: Metals Reserve Company to ald in
the procurement of strategic metals and
minerals; Rubber Reserve Company and
Rubber Development Corporation for the
purposes of purchasing and stock piling
natural rubber, of processing natural rubber
from foreign sources, and of operating the
synthetic-rubber program; Defense Supplies
Corporation to buy, sell, produce, or other-
wise deal in strategic and critical materials;
and Defense Plant Corporation to construct
and acquire the industrial facilities neces-
sary to the national defense. These sub-
sidiaries, except for Rubber Development
Corporation, which is now in liguidation,
were dissolved into RFC by an act of Con-
gress in 1945.

RFC also operated the War Damage Corpo-
ration, U. S. Commercial Company (during
part of its existence), and the War Assets
Corporation, and performed some of the
functions of the Smaller War Plants Corpo-
ration which were transferred to it in Decem-
ber of 1945. The issuance of policies under
the War Damage Insurance program was
terminated in March of 18946, The activities
of the U. 8. Commercial Company are being
liguidated at the present time and that
corporation’s succession expires on June 30,
1948, under the 1947 act, In March of 1946
the functions of the War Assets Corporation
were transferred to the War Assets Adminis-
tration and the War Assets Corporation was
dissolved. The powers which had been
transferred from Smaller War Plants Corpo-
ration expired by operation of law on De-
cember 31, 1946, The only important war-
time activities now in operation are the
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Texas City tin smelter and the synthetic
rubber plants. Pursuant to Public Law 125,
Eightieth Congress, first session, RFC con-
tinues to operate the tin smelter until June
80, 1949, The authority to conduct the syn-
thetic-rubber plants was extended to March
31, 1948, by Public Law 24, Eightieth Con-
gress, first session (hearings, p. 249). At the
present time, a subcommittee of this com-
mittee is engaged in holding hearings on the
question of the disposition of these projects.
In view of these special studies, the com-
mittee has not concerned itself with those
activities in this study.

A full discussion of the various powers -

which RFC has had from time to time is
contained in exhibit 3 in the hearings be-
fore the subcommittee (p. 153).

GENERAL STATEMENT

RFC was created during a national emer-
gency when many banks were experiencing
acute difficulty as a result of a general shrink-
age of deposlits and a shrinkage in the value
of their outstanding loans and investments.
Its principal activities in this early period
consisted of loans to, and the purchase of pre-
ferred stock of, banks and other financial in-
stitutions. By December of 1834, these out-
standing loans and preferred-stock purchases
amounted to $1,724,000,000 (exhibit 5F, hear-
ings, p. 180). The largest amount that RFC
has had outstanding in all of its loan cate-
gories was $2,288,000,000, in September of
1935 (exhibit 5A, hearings, p. 180).

A graphic picture of the amounts which
RFC has had outstanding from time to time
in the various loan categories is presented
by exhibit 5A (hearings, p. 180). The graph
shows that loans to railroads were the second
most important activity during those early
years.

As of June 30, 1947, disbursements in these
two categories, financial institutions and
rallroads, had amounted to 52 percent of the
total disbursements in all loan categories
(table 9, hearings, p. 163). However, from
June 30, 1945, to October 31, 1947, only two
loans were authorized in that first category,
these being two loans to one insurance com-
pany; and only two were authorized to rail-
roads. During that recent period, RFC’s new
loans have been limited almost exclusively
to loans to business enterprises and to the
purchase of Veterans' Administration guar-
anteed mortgages, this latter authority hav-
ing been removed by the 1947 act (table 10,
hearings, p. 163; exhibit 11, p. 212),

Reasons for continuing RFC

From the foregoing, it is clear that the
need which led to the creation of RFC in
1932 is no longer present, and that continu-
ation of RFC must be justified on a basis
other than that upon which its original cre-
ation was justified, and with the realization
that its activity under conditions prevalling
today will be limited principally to loans
to business enterprises. The committee has
concluded, however, that there are sound
reasons which justify the continuation of
RFC on a permanent basis. Those reasons
may be summarized as follows:

(1) RFC performed an extremely useful
and vital function during the emergencies
of the last depression and of the war. Should
such events recur, the existence of such an
agency, already established, will permit more
prompt and eflective action that would be
possible if an agency had to be re-created.

(2) There are some limited functions
which such an agency can usefully per-
form during periods which cannot be char-
acterized as times of economic depression or
national emergency.

The hearings held by the subcommittee
disclose almost complete unanimity of opin-
ion that RFC performed an extremely use-
ful function in the depression of the early
thirties by the assistance which it gave to
the country’s finaneial institutions. Banks
which were in difficulty as a result of illi-
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quidity of assets were able to obtain loans
from RFC on the security of such assets and
thus avold their costly forced liquidation.
Banks which were forced to write down the
value of their loans outstanding were able
to avold insolvency and a shut-down by ob-
taining capital funds through the sale of
preferred stock to RFC. These loans and
preferred-stock purchases undoubtedly saved
many of these banks and their depositors
from disaster. RFC's records indicate that
this was accomplished without loss to the
Government. Should the economy of the
country take such a turn in the future, the
existence of RFC will make it possible for
the Government to provide immediate aid
of the type which proved so beneficlal in
the thirties.

There is no way of determining whether
the extent of that spiral might have been
reduced had RFC ald been provided in the
very early stages. It is probable, however,
that such would have been the case. It is
also proiabl> that the same results could
have been achieved with less effort on the
part of the Government had such aid been
more timely.

It is difficult, if not impossible, to identify
unmistakably the beginning of such an eco-
nomic downturn. The possibility that those
signs will be recognized in time to permit
recreation of such an agency in the early
stages when its activitles can provide the
most effective relief, is remote enough to
make it inadvisable to chance the country’s
welfare on the occurrence of that possibllity.
If at the first unmistakable signs of such a
cycle, it were necessary for Congress to re-
enact RFC legislation and for such an agency
to be reestablished out of whole cloth, the
attendant delays could only make the ac-
complishment of its task more difficult and
more costly. The severity which such cycles
have achieved, the alleviation which can
result from Government activity of the na-
ture performed by RFC, and the possibility
that the severity of any such decline may
be reduced through immediate aid by such
an agency make it advisable to continue
RFC as a stand-by against any such con-
tingency. It is the opinion of the committee
that RFC provides an inexpensive check
against such national economic distress.

The fact that RFC was available in 1940
and 1941 to provide speedy financing without
direct appropriation enabled the Govern-
ment to proceed rapidly with the prelim-
inary steps necessary for the country’s na-
tional defense. Should such an emergency
arise again, the presence of RFC will enable
the Congress to act promptly in taking such
steps as appear necessary for the protection
of the Nation.

The results of surveys of the Nation's
banks and of RFC Advisory Committee mem-
bers, which were conducted by the subcom-
mittee's staff, disclose that banks occasion-
ally decline business loans which a Govern-
ment agency may make without competing
with private sources of credit and without
exposing the Government to undue risk of
loss of the taxpayers' money (exhibits 38A,
66, hearings, pp. 472, 590).

Commercial banks are engaged in making
loans of moneys which are deposited with
them subject to withdrawal on demand.
Since the deposits are subject to immediate
withdrawal, there is a reluctance on the
part of some commercial banks to tie up
any large portion of their depositors’ money
in long-term business loans. Many of the
banker members of the RFC Advisory Com-
mittee expressed the opinion that commer-
cial banks cannot properly engage in the
making of business locans with maturities
of long length, for example, over 5 years,
because of the nature of their deposits (hear-
ings, pp. 592-593).

The bank survey shows that banks turn
down reasonably sound loan applications for
other reasons, which are not directly con-
cerned with the risks involved (hearings, pp.
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474-475, 482). It is possible that an appli-
cant, who is turned down by one bank be-
cause of one or more of those reasons, may
be able to find another bank which will make
the loan despite that objection. However,
banks rely a great deal on the first-hand
knowledge and confidence in their prospec-
tive borrowers which they gain as a result of
customer relationships with those borrowers.
Realistically, therefore, some borrowers may
have only their regular banks to which they
can look in case of a need for credit.

The extent of such “gaps” in tae private
eredit structure may vary with geographic
area, size of borrower, general economic con-
ditions, and so forth. Under present condi-
tions they are probably very small. There
are some places, however, where even today a
meritorious application is declined. The
committee believes that the public interest
will be served by the presence of a Govern-
ment lending agency to which an applicant
who has been declined credit among private
sources of credit may go for a reconsidera-
tion of his proposal.

In the past RFC has made loans to provide
funds for public projects such as the San
Francisco Bay Bridge and the Pennsylvania
Turnpike (hearings p. 431), Such loans have
been made on revenue bonds, repayment to
be made out of the receipts from tolls. It is
not difficult to believe that private capital is
frequently reluctant to make the initial in-
vestments in such projects. An agency such
as RFC can perform a useful public purpose
by providing the initial funds for such
projects, large and small.

Catastrophes such as the Texas City dis-
aster and the fire at Bar Harbor, Maine, may
be visited upon the country at any time. By
its catastrophe loans RFC can help to relieve
the public hardships attendant upon such
disasters. s

This discussion of the types of loans which
RFC can usefully make in times which can-
not be termed “emergency,” is not intended
to be all-inclusive, However, it will serve to
glve some indication of the permanent serv-
ice which such an agency can perform.

Despite the existence of these flelds in
which RFC may make loans in what might
be termed “normal times,” the committee
believes that the first reason for continuing
RFC—its readiness to go into action during
times of national emergency—is the far
more important ome. During times such
as the present, characterized by an abun-
dance of funds in the lending institutions of
the country, high national employment,
high national income, derand for goods in
excess of supply, the committee believes
that lending by RFC should be curtailed.
Applications should be carefully considered
to determine whether the interests of the
public will be served by extending the finan-
cial ald requested. Applications which do
not serve those interests should be declined.

The committee has given careful consid-
eration to the problem of continuing RFO
on a stand-by basis. Although the opinion
that EFC should be continued as a stand-by
organigation appears in numerous places in
the hearings before the subcommittee, no
plan was suggested by proponents of this
approach as to how this might be accom-

lished,

P :

If RFC's lending powers were taken away,
it is readily apparent that its organization
would stagnate. As a result, its ability to
cope with emergencies would be considerably
impaired. The committee, therefore, believes
it advisable to cuntinue those lending pow-
ers, especially since they can be exercised
usefully even in normal times, in order that
& functioning organization will be preserved,

The legislation dealing with the lending
powers might be hedged around with quali-
fications and conditions. No logical basis has
been found, however, in the light of which
such qualifications and conditions could be
intelligently drafted. The imposition of arbi-
trary restrictions might reduce the operations
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to a stand-by basis, but probably at the
expense of the efficiency and usefulness of
the operations.

The committee has concluded that RFC
can perform its intended functions, both
in normal times and in emergencies, only if
it is equipped with adequate powers unham-
pered by arbitrary qualifications and condi-
tions. The existing law with the amend-
ments proposed by the committee will, there-
fore, provide RFC with substantially the
same powers as it had during the depression
period.

External controls of RFC operations

There are, however, certain controls which
the committee believes will have the desired
effect of curtailing the Corporation’s activi-
ties in times such as the present. The first
of these is the limitation imposed upon the
amount of loans which RFC may have out-
standing at any one time. By setting this
limitation at a low level Congress can force
BFC to operate within limited boundaries,
‘When conditions change so as to require ex-
pansion of RFC's activities, this limitation
can be raised by the Congress.

The second control is through examina-
tion of RFC's activities by Congress. Amend-
ments proposed by the committee require the
Corporation to file annual reports with Con-
gress disclosing the operations for the year.
These will enable the Congress to keep an
eye on the extent of the activities, Further,
should the Corporation feel that a raising of
the over-all limitation previously discussed
is advisable, it will have to present the mat-
ter to the Congress, at which time it should
be required to show the disposition of its
outstanding loans among the various loan
categories and to explain fully the necessity
for any increase in this limitation. This will
provide the Congress with an opportunity to
review the activities and the over-all need.
It is the belief of this committee that a
thorough inquiry into the operations of the
Corporation, such as was made by the House
Committee on Banking and Currency last
year and by this committee this year, should
be made at least once every 4 years, In this
manner Congress can be assured that the
activities of the Corporation are accomplish-
ing their purpose and are not exceeding the
intended bounds.

The third control is an economic one, the
influence of which has already been felt by
RFC. During the past 2 years the demand
for loans in all fields but the business lend-
ing field has declined sharply. This has of
necessity resulted in a curtailment of activ-
ity.

The fourth control will result from com-
pliance with what this committee believes
to be the basic principles which should gov-
ern the operations of a Government lending
agency such as RFC. Those principles are
three in number and are as follows:

First. Such activities should not be carried
on in competition with private sources of
credit

Second. In deciding whether to grant a
loan, the primary consideration should he
the interest of the general public rather than
the interest’ of the individual borrower.

Third. Under normal conditions the activi-
ties should be conducted so as to make them
self-sustaining insofar as it is possible.

The laws governing RFC have always con-
tained a direction that its financial assist-
ance shall not be extended unless it is not
otherwise available on . reasonable terms.
Our system of free enterprise should not be
subject to competition from Gdvernment.
The above limitation is therefore a- vital
one.

In the bank survey, the banks were asked
if RFC had ever made loans which they were
willing and able to make. Only 24 percent
answered this in the affirmative and only
0.3 percent said that this occurred other than
in isolated cases (hearings, p. 479). A good
many of the bankers complimented RFC on
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1tz compliance with this limitation. In some
cases RFC has been able to set up a loan, pre-
viously declined by a bank, in such manner
that it was able to persuade the bank to
make the entire loan, (hearings, p. 508).
The committee believes that, by and large,
RFC has carefully complied with this stat-
utory enjoinder that its aid not be granted
unless the credit is not otherwise available,

In the field of deferred participations, how-
ever, RFC's activities may have been in direct
competition with private sources of credit.
In answer to the question, “Does RFC take
deferred participations which other (and
generally the larger) banks are willing and
able to take?” Several of the advisory com-
mittee members suggested that the partici-
pations had never been offered by the origi-
nating bank to a correspondent bank, and
that in many of those cases correspondent
banks would have been willing to take the
participations (hearings, pp. 598-599), Com-
ments of a similar nature were made by some
of the respondents to the bank question-
naire (hearings, p. 493).

The blanket participation agreements per-
mitted a bank to obtain a deferred participa-
tion from RFC without ascertaining whether
a correspondent bank might have been will-
ing to participate in the loan. Under the
small-loan program, RFC makes no inde-
pendent check to see if the originating bank
has attempted to place the participation
with a correspondent (hearings, p. 276). It
is therefore possible under the small-loan
program for a bank to avold offering a partici-
pation to a correspondent bank.

In the case of a deferred participation, the
originating bank disburses the entire loan
and is paid interest by the borrower, at
4 percent on that share of the loan for which
RFC is obligated under its deferred partici-
pation. If RFC's participation is 75 percent
of the loan, the bank, at the present time,
pays to RFC three-quarters of 1 percent as
a fee for the participation until such time as
RFC is called upon to disburse its share of
the loan to the bank. The bank, therefore,
receives a gross return of 314 percent on the
guaranteed portion which is, in effect, money
lent on a security of the Government. The
originating bank, however, assumes the ex-
pense incident to the making and servicing
of the entire loan.

The bank may treat the amounts of its
loans which are backed by an RFC deferred
participation as though they were cash or
Government obligations. These amounts
need not be included in determining whether
the maximum amount which it may safely
lend out at risk has been reached. There-
fore, by means of deférred participations a
bank may lend out at 4 percent funds which
it would otherwise have to maintain in cash
or readily convertible Government securities.

If the participation had been taken by a
correspondent bank, that bank would actu-
ally disburse its portion of the loan. The
originating bank would disburse only its por-
tion of the loan and receive only the interest
on its share,

From the foregoing, it is apparent that a
deferred participation from RFC is more ad-
vantageous for a bank than an immediate
participation from a correspondent bank, It
is, therefore, not difficult to believe that the
banks, if permitted to do so, will submit
loans to RFC for deferred participation with-
out making a serious effort to obtain a par-
ticipation from private sources.

Exhibit 5b (heanings, p.-180) shows graphi=
cally that the regular business lending of the
Corporatfon, both direct loans and participa-
tions, has not varied a great deal since 1938,
except for a very great expansion of partici-
pations through the blanket participation
agreements and the small-loan program, the
first of which was inaugurated in March of
1945 (hearings, p. 87). Such a marked in-
credase in the normal business lending may
have been the result of a relaxing of the
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requirement that such participations be un-
available among private sources of credit.

The committee is not opposed to the prin-
ciple of deferred participations, which are, in
effect, loan guaranties, Under that practice
a local bank considers the application and
approves the loan to the extent that it will
risk its own funds for at least a portion of
the loan. RFC thereby gains the benefit of
the knowledge and experience of the local
bank. However, the committee belleves that
such deferred participations should be made
available only when correspondent banks will
not take the participation and that the
granting of such participations on any other
basis is a violatlon of the provisions of the
existing legislation. The practice should be
designed to assist the ultimate borrower,
who is unable to obtain his entire credit from
private sources, and not as a service for the
benefit of the banks, The attention of the
Corporation’s Board of Directors has been
called to this situation, and they are being
asked to look into the matter and to take
such steps as may be appropriate to correct
such a condition if in fact it does exist.

RFC has not considered that an applicant
is unable to obtain credit from private
sources if his only difficulty results from an
unwillingness to pay the interest rate at
which the credit is available among private
sources. Unless the interest rate at which
the credit is made available is clearly un-
reasonable, the Corporation's position in this
regard is a proper application of the statu-
tory standard.

The committee believes that the language
of the existing legislation is sufficient to pro-
scribe any activity by RFC which might com-
pete with private sources of credit, It is
only necessary that there be a strict adher-
ence to that proscription. From time to
time Congress should assure itself of that
continued adherence.

Importance of publie interest

The second principle which should apply
to lending operations by RFC is that, in
deciding whether to make or decline a loan,
the interest of the public should be consid-
ered primary and the personal interests of
the particular borrower should be considered
secondary. The committee bhelieves that
RFC should not engage in lending of a purely
private character where the benefit to the
general public is remote, whether the loans
be large or small. The proposed amendatory
legislation authorizes RFC "to ald in financ-
ing agriculture, commerce, and industry; to
encourage small business; to help in main-
taining the economic stability of the coun-
try; and to assist in promoting maximum
employment and production.” Each appli-
cation should be measured against the above-
quoted language and considered in the light
of this second principle. 1

Admittedly the above guide is a broad one.
However, it is obvious that the purposes to
be served by loans of the type made by RFC
cannot be reduced to exact language by
which the propriety of each loan can be
determined with exactitude. In order to pro-
vide the flexibility which is necessary to en-
able the Corporation to provide financial aid
to many types of institutions under widely
varying conditions, the definition of the pur-
poses to be served is necessarily broad.

Although the statutory guide contains no
express reference to the public interest, it
should be apparent that the service of that
public interest is the paramount purpose of
governmental operations of the nature con-

- ducted by RFC. The RFC loan to Glenn L.

Martin Co. is a good example of a loan which

! 1s serving those interests, The hearings be-
: fore the subcommittee disclose that the
* Glenn L. Martin Co, contemplated the con-

struction of alrcraft for use by the commer-
cial air lines, that those air lines were and
are badly in need of aircraft of the contem-
wlated type, and that Martin's attempts to
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obtain private financing were extensive but
unsuccessful (hearings, pp. 319-322, 335-342).
RFC made a loan to the Martin Co. to finance
the building of the commercial aircraft when
the efforts to obtain private financing proved
futile. The production of such aireraft
should serve the public interest in two ways:
It will enable a manufacturing company to
keep together a nucleus of personnel whose
training and skill will be. vital should the
country ever again have to begin the large-
scale production of alrcraft for defense pur-
poses; and it will provide the commercial
air-lines industry with a source of much-
needed new and modern equipment,

In the case of the Martin loan the interest
of the public is readily apparent. In other
cases, especlally in the smaller loans, the
interest of the public will not be so clear.
In many cases a loan will not serve a public
interest as clearly defined or as national in
scope as that served by the Martin loan, In
the last analysis the determination of
whether or not a particular loan will serve
the public interest, must be left to the dis-
cretion of the Directors of the Corporation.

In the exercise of this discretion, RFC has
decided as a matter of policy not to make
loans to the press or radio. It cannot be de-
nied that a loan to a newspaper under cer=
tain circumstances mright serve a very use-
ful public purpose. It is more important,
however, for the Government not to become
financially concerned with the success of any
industry which is engaged in the exercise of
our very jealously guarded rights of freedom
of speech and press. The committee be-
lieves that RFC should have the discretion
to make policy decisions of this character,
In isolated cases under the BPA program,
RFC has participated in loans to night clubs,
It seems to the committee that the public in-
terest is only remotely served by the finane-
ing of such places of entertainment. The
committee believes that RFC can and should
decide as a matter of policy not to engage in
financing in flelds where the national and
local interests of the public are served only
remotely.

The committee has considered the problem
of coordinating the operations of RFC with
the monetary and fiscal policies of the Gov=
ernment. RFC has already proved its will-
ingness and ability to cooperate in the carry-
ing out of those policies, During recent
months the Government announced an anti-
inflation policy. RFC responded promptly
by notifying all of its agency managers that
RFC activity should not be permitted to
nullify the effect of that policy and that in-
flationary loans should not be made (hear-
ings, pp. 44-45). If banks, in compliance
with a governmental policy of credit restric-
tion, decline loans which they might have
made in the absence of such a restriction, it
is probable that RFC will receive many more
applications than it might otherwise have
received. If RFC adheres to the policy of not
making inflationary loans, it will find it
necessary to decline most if not all of those
additional applications. It is believed that
the existing legislation, with the proposed
amendments, provide a guide by which RFC
can coordinate its activities with the credit
policies of the Government.

In view of the foregoing, the committee
feels that it is unnecessary to impose direct
controls on RFC for the purpose of making
its operations subject to the policy of the
fiscal agencies of the Government, such as
the Secretary of the Treasury or the Federal
Reserve System. Any such efforts would re-
sult in a division of RFC responsibility which
the committee believes is undesirable.

Operations should be self-sustaining

The third principle which should govern
the operations of RFC is that its lending
activities under economic conditions such
as prevail today should be conducted, inso-
far as is reasonably pcssible, on a self-sus-
tainine basis after takine into consideration
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the operating expenses and reasonable re-
serves for losses,

The pregent law requires that RFC’s loans
be of euch sound value or so secured as
reasonably to assure retirement or repay-
ment, The committee believes that a fair
application of this standard will yield the
desired results.

The three principles just discussed are,
in the cpinion of the committee, of equal
importance. Loans must not be made in
competition with private sources of credit.
They must meet the requirement that the
public interest be served. They must meas-
ure up to the credit standards set forth in
the act. If an application for financlal as-
sistance is deficient in any of these respects,
it should be declined despite the fact that
it may eminently qualify under the remain-
ing two principles.

Decisions of RFC directors

The responsibility for the application of
these thres principles lies with the direc-
tors of RFC. They should, therefore, be
free to use their best judgment in the ap-
plication of those principles to the loans
which they consider. The danger attend-
ant upon the interference with that exer-
cise of judgment is fllustrated by the loan
which RFC made to the Lustron Corp. in
June of 1947. The loan was made to finance
the manufacture of prefabricated houses.
RFC agreed to advance $15,500,000 as against
the advance of slightly less than $1,000,-
000 by the equity interests (hearings, p.
359). Application to RFC for the loan was
apparently made at the suggestion of the
Housing Expediter. The loan was made by
RFC under its national defense authority
at the urging of the Housing Expediter who
had the authority under the Veterans’
Emergency Housing Act to issue directives
to other Government agencles to exarcise
their powers in ald of veterans' housing.
RFC was undoubtedly motivated by the fact
that the Housing Expediter had that au-
thority.

It is the opinion of this committee that,
in those fields in which RFC has the respon-
sibility for its actions, it should be allowgd
to exercise its discretion free from inter-
ference by other governmental agencies and
departments and, for that matter, free from
all influence whether from officials in the
Government or from Members of Congress.
Only under those circumstances can RFC
be expected to do its job properly and with
full accountability. Attempts to influence
the business judgments of RFC by the use
of political influence, even though well in-
tended, are a constant menace to sound ad-
ministration. While the general policies of
the RFC, like those of other Government
agencies, should be reviewed and coordinated
by the President, this general review should
not extend to particular loans. The business
decisions of RFC should be the independent
Judgments of its Board of Directors.

Record of financial success of operations

As previously indicated, the committee
believes that RFC should conduct its opera-
tions without loss, at least in times like the
present. In order that all costs will appear
in RFC's statements, ‘the committee is pro=
posing amendments which will reduce the
funds which the Corporation uses, without
payment of interest to the Treasury, to
$100,000,000 of capital and a maximum of
$50,000,000,000 of surplus. Prior to the 1947
act RFC paild a rate of interest on its bor-
rowings from the Treasury which was lower
than the average rate at which the Treasury
was able to borrow. Section 7 of the 1947 act
requires that RFC future borrowings should
bear interest at a rate determined by the
Secretary of the Treasury after taking into
consideration the current average rate on
marketable obligations of the United States.
This left unchangsed RFC's notes in the
neighborhood of $1,000,000,000 which were
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outstanding as a result of the regular lend-
ing operations prior to the effective date of
that act. In order that RFC's statements
may reflect a truer picture of the income or
cost to the Government, the committee felt
that these old borrowings should bear the
current rate of interest paid by the Treasury.
RFC has assured the committee that it will
renew those notes on the effective date of
the proposed amendatory legislation at the
going rate of interest.

As a result of these changes, RFC's annual

statements will include substantially all .

the costs involved In the conduct of the
operations. It should then be possible to
obtain from these statements a true picture
of the financial success of the over-all oper-
ations. An amendment proposed by the
committee requires RFC to include in its
annual reports an analysis of the accumu-
lated net income. This analysis will

the changes in net income as a result of
the year’s operations.

The committee believes that RFC should
maintain its accounts so that the net re-
sult of each of its major activities can be
readily determined from its annual state-
ments. RFC has not maintained its books
in a manner which will permit an appraisal
of any particular lending activity. For ex-
ample, it is not possible to determine with
sufiiclent accuracy what financial success
RFC has heretofore enjoyed in the business
lending field. An appraisal of that finaneial
success would be especially useful at this
time since the bulk of RFC's present activity
is In that field.

Reference has previously been made to
the fact that the maximum outstanding to
banks and other financial institutions at
any one time was $1,724,000,000. In contrast,
the maximum outstanding at any one time
in direct business loans, other than national
defense loans, was only $156,000,000 (ex-
hibit 5b, hearings, p. 180). In addition to
these direct loans, RFC has had regular de-
ferred participations as well as BPA and SLP
deferred participations, These amounted to
only $311,000,000 as of June 30, 1947 (exhibit
6a, hearings, p. 180). As of that date, RFC
total disbursements (authorizations in the
case of deferred participations) in the field
of business loans, except for national de-
fense loans, amounted to only 16 percent
of RFC’s total disbursements in all cate-
gories (table 9, hearings, p. 163).

In view of the foregoing, it is apparent
that continuous losses in the field of busi-
ness lending may have been absorbed by suc-
cessful operations in the other fields of ac-
tivity. ‘Therefore, the Corporation’s ac-
cumulated net income of $550,000,000 as of
June 30, 1947, is not, of itself, a satisfactory
indication of the financial success of the
business lending.

From the results of the bank survey, from
the results of a study in 1241 of a sample
of RFC tusiness loans, and from the testi-
mony of the RFC Chairman, it appears that
RFC borrowers are substandard from the
standpoint of bank credit (hearings, pp. 475,
287, 85). The committee believes that the
usefulness of RFC's business lending is
measured by the success which those bor-
rowers achleve in rehabilitating themselves
and in paying off their loans. The success
of the borrowers in that regard will be re-
flected directly in the surplus or deficit which
results from the RFC operations. The abe
sence of ceparate accounting information
as to the resuits of the business lending
forecloses an appraisal of the value of RFCQ's
activities in that field in the light of its
financial success.

The committee considered a requirement
that RFC maintain its financial records in
accordance with cost-accounting principles
80 that such information might be available
in the future. RFC has, however, undergone
some fundamental changes in its accounting
practices in the last 2 years, and has recently
undertaken a large-scale plan of decen-
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tralization. In view of the foregolng eircume-
stances, the committee Las decided against
recommending the inclusion in the statute
of a mandatory provision for such account-
ing, and in favor of allowing RFC to complete
and absorb its present changes and to set
up at its earliest convenience a practical
method for ascertalning the net result for
each of the major categories of loans and
other activities, based upon income, loss, and
some appropriate distribution of administra-
tive expense.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator from
Ohio [Mr, EricKker] was a member of
that committee. The question of the
abolition of the RFC was studied with
great care. Eenators will recall that the
Eightieth Congress was dominated by
and under the control of the Republican
Party. They did not recommend the
abolition of the RFC, in fact they spzcifi-
cally recommended that it not be
abolished, extended its life for 6 years,
I believe it was, until 1954.

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

Mr., FULBRIGHT. I yield.

Mr. ERICKER, The Senator will re-
member, I think, that as a member of
that subcommittee I was at that time,
as I said yesterday, in favor of abolish-
ing the RFC as a direct lending power,
and if we could not abolish the whole
direct lending power, that it be limited
to participating in loans with banks par-
ticipating with the RFC. I was in a
minority on the committze, The com=-
mittee did recommend as the Senator
stated, but not with the vote of the
Senator from Ohio,

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I cannot recall
how the Senator from Ohio voted indi-
vidually. I cannot recall that there were
any minority views filed by the Sen-
ator, or that he made any particular
fight on the subject. All I know is that
the Senate was under the control of the
Republican Party. They studied the
matter seriously. They took a poll of
all banks in the country. They had a
very competent staff,

It is true they did not approach the
matter in the same way the present sub-
committee has. They did not approach
it from the point of view of individual
cases. They did not undertake to ex-
amine the application of the principles
which were set forth in its report. That
is a difference of procedure. But what
I do not appreciate in the remarks of
the Senator from Ohio are the implica-
tions, throughout his speech, that I and
the subcommittee, at least the Demo-
cratic members, are seeking to stop this
investigation for political reasons; that
we are seeking to whitewash any phase
of this matter. On the contrary——

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Not now. I shall
yield in a moment. On the contrary, I
should like to call the attention of the
Senate to what the subcommittee has
done in contrast to what the subcom-
mittee of the Republican majority did
in the Eightieth Congress. I think any
fair-minded person will concede that the
present subcommittee has done nothing
of the sort—that is, we have not white-
washed anything,. Many of the loans
under consideration were made during
the period when the Eightieth Congress,
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the Republican Congress, was in control.
I do not recall that they made a single
effort at improving conditions, or that
any criticism whatever was leveled at
anything that had gone on in that
agency.

| Mr. President, it is very strange to me
that now all of a sudden the Republican
Party in both Houses has taken formal
action recommending the abolition of
the RFC. It is not only the Senator

from Ohio who has done so. I mention -

it only because the Senator was a mem-
ber of the subcommittee, and he made
a speech yesterday. I desire to refer to
several passages in his speech which left
the implication that I am favoring the
shutting down of this inquiry because it
might reveal something derogatory to
the Democratic Party. I think that is
absolutely unjustified. I think this sub-
committee has leaned over backward to
keep politics out of the inguiry. As a
matter of fact, I am quite prepared to
say, and I believe, that this sudden in-
terest on the part of some of the Mem-
bers on the other side is inspired by
political considerations rather than any
welfare of the public or in the public in-
terest.

Mr. BRICKER and Mr. KEM ad-
dressed the Chair.
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator yield, and if so, to whom?

i Mr, FULBRIGHT. I yield first to the
Senator from Ohio.

| Mr. BRICKER. If the Senator from
Arkansas will read the complete record
of the discussion yesterday, at the time
I was speaking, which occurred between
the Senator from Oregon and myself, he
will find that I very clearly said there
was no- political consideration on the
part of the chairman of the committee or
the members of the committee in not
continuing this investigation; but I said,
on the other hand, that the chairman of
the committee, and the members repre-
senting both sides of the aisle, had done
a most excellent job in the investigation.
I did say, however, in response to a ques-
tion from the Senator from Oregon [Mr,
Morse] that there might be a public at-
titude or a public reaction to the stop-
ping of the investigation at this time
that it was done for political reasons.
But I myself very clearly made the state-
ment that that is not the situation, and
I am glad to reaffirm my position on that
point, and to compliment the chairman
on the excellent job he has done thus far
in the investigation.

Let me refer for a moment to the in-
vestigation during the Eightieth Con-
gress. The subcommittee was not inves-
tigating, as the chairman of the present
subcommittee has well said, individual
cases or individual loans. It was only
going into the question of the propriety
of continuing the RFC, either of limiting
their loaning authority or of giving them
additional money to lend or authority to
continue. It was the opinion of the
majority at that time that the RFC
should continue in operation, that it
should be given more lending authority,
and there was a great deal of discussion
of the question whether or not the loans
should be limited to participation loans.
If the chairman will remember, I think
he will agree with me that there was a
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great deal of opposition to discontinuing
the lending authority on the part of
Senators from certain sections of the
country wherein they said there was not
at that time—and I presume the situa-
tion still prevails—adequate lending au-
thority in the local financial institutions
to take care of the needs of their commu-
nities which were trying to build up their
industries. They said there was not
sufficient lending power for that purpose.
In the question of bank participation
they said their banks were limited in
capital and in assets so that they could
not participate to any great extent in the
loans which were necessary for build-
ing up the various communities.

So the Senator is very wrong if he im-
Mutes to me any statement or any infer-
ence that there was any political con-
sideration either in the investigation or
in the discontinuance of the investiga-
tion at this time.

Mr. KEM. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield? :

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I will yield in a
moment. I desire to make a few points
first. Both the Senator from Missouri
and the Senator from Ohio made long
speeches on the subject. I have not made
a speech on it. I think it is premature
to do so on my part, at least. I intend
to make a speech on the subject of Reor-
ganization Plan No. 1, and also to make
a suggestion as to what the Congress
may do if it is genuinely interested in
trying to improve the moral standards
of the governmental service. But, as I
said, I am not yet prepared to go into
either of these subjects thoroughly.

With regard to the Senator's remarks
made on yesterday, it is true that in one
place he paid the committee and the
chairman a compliment. Buf running
through his remarks, and particularly
also the remarks of the Senator from
Oregon [Mr, Morsgl, there are very clear
implications about the matter. I shall
take them in order and point out one or
two instances. For example, the Sena-
tor from Oregon, as appears on page 2403
of the ConcrEssionaL RECORD, in a col-
loquy with the Senator from Ohio, said:

It is bound to reflect to the detriment of
the committee—

That is, my committee—
because many people will think that the
issue became a little too hot for complete
investigation, and that the investigation was
stopped for political reasons,

Then the Senator from Ohio
graciously said:

I doubt if one could attribuite that pur-
pose to the chairman.

However, it leaves the implication that
somebody may have such an attitude.

Then later, as appears on the same
page, the Senator from Oregon said:

My point is that there is danger that the
publlc may get the impresslon that the in-
vestigation was stopped for political reasons.

That reiterated the same thing.

The Senator from Ohio, as appears on
the same page of the CONGRESSIONAL
REcorp, said:

Our constituents expect us to perform that
duty. They will not, and should not, accept
any whitewash or any insipid reforms which
will not prevent similar scandals in the

very
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future. The time for action is now. On this
issue every Member of Congress must take
an unequivocal stand.

That statement carries the very clear
implication that the committee’s pro-
¢edure is a whitewash and that these
are insipid reforms.

I submit to the Senator from Ohio, who
became a member of the subcommittee
only the first of this year, that it is not
very becoming of him to be so critical of
the subcommittee. He must understand
that really we have been working on this
matter for 2 years; some of us have been
working on it for that long, and we have
been working on it with the staff for over
a year. The Senator from Ohio did not
go through all the preliminary work and
all the executive sessions in which the
evidence was sifted and in which other
issues, aside from the matter of influ-
ence, were carefully studied. I think the
Senator from Ohio is jumping to con-
clusions which are not warranted.

There is much more to the RFC than
has been shown by the recent hearings.
It is true that a mink coat gave the RFC
a certain amount of publicity, but that
is a relatively minor part of our studies.
I do not think the Senator from Ohio
is justified in jumping upon the subcom-
mittee with both feet, in connection with
this matter, before we have had an op-
portunity, subsequent to the completion
of our hearings, to study it and prepare
and submit some kind of a report.

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

Mr, FULBRIGHT. I yield for a ques-
tion. I wish to complete my own re-
marks. I am not prepared to make a
speech on the subject.

Mr. BRICKER. My question is this:
Does not the Senafor from Arkansas
understand that I was not talking about
the subcommittee or about the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency; but in
the portion of my remarks which the
Senator has noted in the Recorp, I was
talking about the duty of the Congress
of the United States, not about the sub-
committee or its report. In fact, I think
the Congress of the United States should
act, and act promptly, and act in a
determined way, in regard to the report
of the subcommittee which shows the
corruption I have mentioned.

Had it not been for the report of the
subcommittee and the hearings which
are being held under the able leadership
of its chairman, the distinguished Sen-
ator from Arkansas, there would not be
any material for the Congress to con-
sider.

My point is that it is the duty of the
individual Members of Congress to their
constituents to see to it that the sort of
thing that has been revealed by the
chairman of the subcommittee and his
subcommittee is ended.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I
merely wish to say that I think the
Senator from Ohio has been unduly im-
pressed by some of the instances we
have discussed recenfly. Perhaps he
can say that I have become callous about
such matters, but I do not think so. I
believe it is a matter of putting these
instances in their proper perspective.
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I say now that I do not approve of
the Senator’s proposal to abolish the
RFC. I think the proper procedure is
to improve the RFC.

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

Mr, FULBRIGHT. I shall yield to the
Senator from Missouri in a moment, but
first I wish to make some of my own
points.

The Senator from Ohio had much to
say about the Hoover Commission’s re-
port. A person who had not read that
report could easily gather from the re-
marks of the Senator from Ohio the im-
pression that the Hoover Commission ap-
proved the abolition of the RFC. How-
ever, it did no such thing. The task
force did; but the Hoover Commission,
having that matter clearly before it, did
not recommend the abolition of the RFC.
On the contrary, it recommended its con-
tinuation, but recommended that it be
transferred to the Department of the
Treasury. That recommendation is very
different from the impression, at least,
which is left by the remarks of the Sen-
ator from Ohio. I do not think he in-
tended to do that; but I am sure that
from a casual reading people would
gather the impression that that was the
effect of the report of the Hoover Com-
mission. However, that is not the case
at all.

Again, I say that, by implication, the
Senator from Ohio has left the impres-
sion that our commitiee has been en-
gaged in whitewashing this matter. I
wish to read one paragraph appearing
on page 2405 of yesterday's CONGRES=-
SIONAL RECORD:

The American people will reject any face-
saving reforms. They demand drastic action.
The election in Maryland last year showed
how the people feel about whitewash inves-
tigations.

Mr. President, I do not appreciate those
remarks at all, regardless of the Mary-
land election, with which I have had
nothing whatever to do, not even re-
motely, in either one way or another.
I am not particularly impressed by the
procedures which apparently were fol-
lowed in that case., Nevertheless, the
comparison of our subcommittee with
any committee which the Senator char-
acterizes as having engaged in a white-
wash, I think, is wholly unwarranted.

I merely wish to say that I think this
is a serious matter. I believe the ques-
tion of the ethical standards of conduct
in the Government service is something
which should not be brushed off by a
very sudden move to abolish the RFC.
That is not the way to dispose of this
question.

This question goes much further than
the RFC, which is only one segment of
our Government. To proceed on the
basis of the statement, “We find some-
thing wrong with the RFC, so we will
abolish it,” I think would be an immature
way of handling a problem of this kind.
The same thing might be said of the Bu-
reau of Internal Revenue. As a matter
of fact, some of our inguiries have led
us to the Bureau of Internal Revenue as
possibly being a source of irregularities.
Another investigation has led us to the
Maritime Commission as being a place
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which possibly is subject to irregulari-
ties. Certainly no one would say that
we should abolish either the Maritime
Commission or the Bureau of Internal
Revenue—or, at least, certainly not the
Bureau of Internal Revenue; I will not
go quite that far with respect to the
Maritime Commission.

However, certainly the proper pro-
cedure is to seek to improve the Gov-
ernment service. For instance, some
persons may criticize the Senate, but
that is no reason for abolishing the Sen-
ate.

There is always room for improvement,
I suppose. I am perfectly willing to
work to improve the ethical standards
of the various parts of the executive
branch and all other branches of the
Government as much as anyone else
wishes to.

We have continually been running up
against certain areas in which we have
no right to inject ourselves, such as the
Bureau of Internal Revenue. I shall
make those points at a later time.

At this time I merely wish to say that
I do not appreciate the premature at-
tacks upon the work of the subcommit-
tee. I think we have done a fair job.
Certainly we have spent a great deal of
time on it, and I have spent much of my
time in the course of 2 years on it.

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

Mr. FULBERIGHT. Mr. President, I
promised to yield to the Senator from
Missouri for a question; and I now yield
to him-

Mr. KEM. I thank the Senator.

Before I put my question, I wish to say,
Mr. President, that I think the Senator
from Arkansas and his subcommittee
have done and are doing a fine job, and
I hope they will continue what they are
doing.

When the Senator from Arkansas re-
ferred to the fact that there was some
political move behind the demand for
abolition of the RFC, I wondered whether
the Senator from Arkansas heard the
able address on that subject delivered
yesterday by the distinguished senior
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrpl.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No; I say to the
Senator from Missouri that, unfortu-
nately, I had a committee meeting at
that time, and I did not hear either the
address of the Senator from Virginia or
the address of the Senator from Ohio.
However, the speech of the Senator from
Ohio was called to my attention this
morning,

Mr. KEM. Let me invite the atten-
tion of the Senafor from Arkansas to
the address delivered yesterday by the
Senator from Virginia. It is well worth
reading. It appears on page 2384 of the
ConNGRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I appreciate the
Senator’s suggestion, and I say to him
that I shall read that address.

Mr. EEM. I should like to ask the
Senator from Arkansas whether he
thinks the distinguished senior Senator
from Virginia was impelled by any
political motives in what he said.

Mr. FULBRIGHT, No; I would nof
attribute that to the Senator from Vir-
ginia. I have not read his speech, but
the senior Senator from Virginia is a
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very distinguished and fine statesman if
the highest order.

Mr. KEM. I should also like to ask
the Senator from Arkansas whether he
thinks the former Chairman of the RFC,
the Honorable Jesse Jones, was impelled
by political motives in the demands he
has frequently made, running back to
last April, for the abolition of the RFC.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No; I do not think
s0. Mr. Jones is not in politics. How-
ever, that does not mean at all that the
present Members of this body, who are
very much interested in politics, may not
be inspired by such motives.

What I had reference to primarily, in
referring to the matter of political mo-
tives, was both the speech in regard to
the abolition of the RFC and the atiempt
to mix up that issue with the efiort to re-
ject Reorganization Plan No. 1.

My own analysis of the sitvation is
that the Repunhlicans, having caucused
and having agieed as a party matter to
destroy the RFC, have agreed to vote to
reject Reorganization Plan No. 1. I
think that is a very unjustified approach
to the matter. They have no assurance
at all that they can destroy the RFC by
abolishing it. In the meantime, if they
have any interest in improving the pub-
lic service, they should permit a reorgan-
ization to occur under that plan. Then
they can approach the matter of aboli-
tion.

Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. KEM, and other
Senators addressed the Chair.

.The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Arkansas yield; and if so,
to whom?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield first to the
Senator from Illinois for a question.

Mr. DOUGLAS, I should like to ask
the Senator from Arkansas whether it is
not a fact that, if the President’s Reor-
ganization Plan No. 1 were rejected, the
result would be that the present 5-man
Board would be continued, and the RFC
would go on?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. That is correct.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not a fact that
the Senator from Arkansas, after study-
ing this subject—and he has studied it
far more than anyone else in this body—
considered that it would be begtter to
concentrate the responsibility upon one
man, so that he could not evade respon-
sibility for decisions, and does not the
Senator also believe that if only one man
were appointed, it would be possible to
get a better type of administrator? 1Is
not that the coneclusion?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. That is correct.
That is the conclusion of the subcom-
mittee, with one exception. There was
but one dissent, that of the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. CapEHART], on that very
proposal.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not a further
fact that the Senator from Arkansas has
supplementary legislation, so that, if Re-
organization Plan No. 1 does go into
effect and the situation is thus improved
with respect to administration, this sup-
plementary legislation will clean up a
great many of the defects which have
been disclosed in the investigation?

Mr., FULBRIGHT. That is correct.
That bill has already been reported to
the full committee. It deals with some
of the matters which the Senator from
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Ohio mentioned in his speech, which
would indicate to me that the Senator
from Ohio has not yet had an oppor-
tunity of reading that bill, which is now
pending before the full committee. I
have reference particularly to the item
with regzard to the method of financing
the RFC.

Mr. LANGER and Mr. CAPEHART ad-
dressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Arkansas yield, and if so,
to whom? '

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield first to the
Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. LANGER. The Senator was not
on the floor yesterday. Is he familiar
with the fact that, when he accuses the
Republican Party of wanting to abolish
the RFC, the bill to abolish it was intro-
duced by a Democrat, the senior Senator
from Virginia?

Mr, FULBRIGHT. I understood the
Senator from Missouri had introduced
the first one. There have been bills all
over the place, with several in the House
of Representatives, but the first one in
the Senate was, I think, introduced by
the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. LANGER. Does the Senator from
Arkansas think it quite fair to brand
every Republican as being opposed to
RFC, when as a matter of fact I rose on
the floor of the Senate yesterday and
promptly said that, as a Republican, I
was certainly going to do all I could to
maintain the RFC?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I may say to the
distinguished Senator from North Da-
kota that, whencver I refer to Repub-
licans, I always have the reservation as
to the Senator from North Dakota, who
is an independent statesman. [Laugh-
ter.] SoI did not intend to impute that
to the Senator from North Dakota,

Mr. McFARLAND. Now, wait,

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Before I wait, and
before I forget it, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert as part of my remarks a
statement entitled “Our Sleepy Guard-
ians,” written by Joseph C. Harsch, in
which Mr. Harsch makes the point quite
well that it is a strange thing that the
Republicans, who are now the opposi-
tion party, but in the Eightieth Con-
gress .were the majority party, drifted
along and never uncovered any of the
matters to which we have been referring,
and now have become so shocked by the
revelation of the misdoings of certain
persons and have become so concerned
about abolishing the RFC. The real
function of the opposition is to keep the
majority in line, to see that the majority
does not permit such wrongdoing as has
been revealed. It makes a very power-
ful argument in favor of the proposition
that the Republicans are quite as much
at fault as are the Democrats in permit-
ting the growth of any such activities in
the Government.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield on that very point for a ques-
tion?

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield first to the
Senator from Illinois for one question,
after which I shall yield to the Senator
from Missouri.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is the Chair
correct that the Senator asked that the
article referred to be printed in the
RECORD?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. That is correct,
Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the request?

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

STATE oF THE NATION—OUR SLEEPY
GUARDIANS
(By Joseph C. Harsch)

An American can only observe ruefully
that the Chinese and the Filipinos who told
us to look to our own household when we
criticized them for graft and corruption
spoke with more justification than we as-
sumed at the time to be the case.

The smell of favoritism and undue politi-
cal influence which has emerged from the
opened lid of the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation is not a pleasant thing. As yet
we do not know the whole story. As yet
we do not know whether the things done are
in actual violation of law or only in that
twilight border line around the law where
shrewd people are able to operate without
breaking the letter of the law. It remains
for a grand jury to decide whether there is
an indictable case. And it remains for a
trial jury to determine the final degree of
guilt,

In the meantime, however, there can be
no doubt that Senator FuLBrIGHT, of
Arkansas has brought to the public gaze a
condition which shows that something is
lacking in Washington’s present standard of
public morals. It may be legal for a Gov-
ernment official to accept the hospitality of
an expensive Miami Beach hotel, but he
would be wiser if he did not. That is pre-
cisely the sort of thing which “Caesar’s wife"”
was expected to avoid. When it is a matter
of public office it is not enough to avoid the
doing of evil. It is also necessary to avoid
the appearance of evil. Whether evil was
done remains to be tested in the courts.
That there has been the appearance of evil
cannot be denied. The Truman administra-
tion has been caught allowing an insuf-
ficiently guarded public money trough to
exist too near to the White House,

If one wishes, one can think of a number
of ameliorating considerations. Mink coats
and free hotel rooms are not on the same
scale as whole oil fields. The loan record of
the RFC has, on the whole, been good. Most
of the loans have been repaid, Neither Con-
gress nor the press has the time to wateh
every agency of Government all the time.
There are too many of them. Every agency
of Government goes through cycles fronr that
of original crusading earnestness in its youth
to laxness and lassitude in its old age. Wash-
ington has been much too busy of late trying
to build the defenses of the free world to be
able to devote the time it should to keeping
up the moral tone of those agencies which
have long since become routine.

There is some merit, or mitigation, in all
these arguments. However, when they have
all been said the fact remains that the RFC
affair has loosed on Washington, and from
Washington, the most unpleasant smell since
the days of the Teapot Dome scandals, There
is no denying or covering up the fact that
it exposes a standard of public morals lower
than it should be, and lower than America
expects of its public servants.

In this reporter’s opinion, the most shock-
ing thing about it is that it remained for a
political maverick to uncover the condition.
Senator FuLBrIGHT is a Democrat, but not a
regular one. He has had differences with the
administration since 1946, But he is not one
of those Democrats who play close to the
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Republicans. Our two regular political parties
have distinguished themselves equally in this
case by their reluctance to make a record of
uncovering the condition. Republicans are
beginning to show some interest now that
Senator FuLeriGHT has turned up what looks
like a public scandal. But not until the
past week did Republicans show themselves
less reluctant than Democrats to get this
whole story out into the open. Partisan
rivalry in protecting public morals can be the
first guardian of those morals. But it takes
a gealous opposition party to keep govern-
ment living in a state-of moral decency.

We have a complaint against the Demo-
crats for maintaining an unguarded money
trough in Washington. We also have a com-
plaint against the Republicans for leaving it
to a Democrat to uncover the condition,
There has been a failure on the part of the
majority party to keep its standard up to a
minimum level of public decency. There has
been a faillure on the part of the opposition
party to perform its traditional policing role.
Senator FULBRIGHT's investigation shows that
we have been let down by both of our great
political parties.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Arkansas yield to the Sen-
ator from Illinois?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield, for one
question.

Mr. DOUGLAS. When the Senator
from Arkansas has said that the Re-
publican Party has not taken the lead
in exposing abuses, but rather, though
he was too modest to say so, himself, it
had been the Senator from Arkansas,
does this perhaps fit into the aphorism
that the general rule by which the RFC
has proceeded is that the Republicans
get the money, and the Democrats get
the blame?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I believe that is a
very good characterization of the situ-
ation. I promised to yield to the Senator
from Missouri.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I should
like to ask the Senator from Arkansas
whether he knows anyone who suggested
the abolition of the RFC prior to the
time it was suggested by the Honorable
Jesse Jones, former Chairman of the
RFC, and a member of the Senator's own
party? I should also like to ask the
question, if the Senator does not impute
political motives to the senior Senator
from Virginia [Mr, Byrp], or to the for-
mer Chairman of the RFC, Mr, Jones,
why does he impute political motives
to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Bricker], or to the junior Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Kem]?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do that from
reading the speech by the Senator from
Ohio. A moment ago I mentioned a few
passages of it in which he, with no jus-
tification, I think, implies we are plan-
ning to stop this inquiry and to white-
wash the whole situation. I can see no
other motive than a political one in such
a statement.

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator from
Indiana, has been on his feet, and I did
not yield to him. I first yield to the
Senator from Indiana.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, Iam
a member of the subcommittee, and I
want to say, so that everyone may hear
me, that I have nothing but praise for
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the method followed by the able Senator
from Arkansas in conducting the work
of the subcommittee. I have at no time
seen anything which would indicate that
he was playing politics in any respect.
He has done a remarkable and an effi-
cient job, he has worked hard, and he
has had an efficient staff. Of course, it is
public knowledge that he and I disagree
on what should happen from this point
on. I think the President's reorganiza-
tion plan and the reorganization plan
of the able senior Senator from Virginia
are designed to eliminate the RFC. I
think they are all premature, including
the able Senator from Missouri and the
able Senator from Ohio, because I feel
that the life of the subcommittee should
be extended, that the Senate should give
it more money so that it may continue
for at least another 90 days or 6 months
studying the problem, before any action
whatever is taken in respect to RFC.

The President, however, as Senators
know, has sent to the Senate a reorgan-
ization plan, To that, I am opposed,
as the able Senator from Arkansas
knows. As the ranking Republican
member of the commitiee, he and I
have worked together perfectly, We
have not disagreed at all, other than on
that one thing.

I should like to suggest to the able
Senator that he submit to the Senate a
request, in the form of a resolution,
that his subcommittee be continued for
another 6 months, and that it be sup-
plied with ample funds properly to in-
vestigate every phase of RFC; at the end
of which time, the Senate could decide
what action should be taken, whether
it should appoint a one-man director,
or whether the RFC should be completely
eliminated.

Mr. McFARLAND and Mr. KEM ad-
dressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Arkansas yield, and, if so,
to whom?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield first to the
majority leader,

Mr. McCFARLAND. Mr. President, the
distinguished Senator from Arkansas has
suggested he would have no objection to
proceeding to an investigation of the
ethical standards of the Senate.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Of the Govern-
ment. I did not say the Senate.

Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator men=
tioned the Senate.

Mr, FULBRIGHT, I included the
Senate.

Mr. MCFARLAND. Very well, includ-
ing the Senate. I regret very much that
a statement of that kind should be made
on the floor of the Senate. I have the
greatest admiration for the distinguished
Senator from Arkansas, but I say to the
Senate and to the world that I know of
no higher ethical standards among any
group of men than are to be found in
the Senate of the United States and in
the Congress. Any suggestion that the
Senate should be investigated, or any
inference that the Congress needs to be
investigated is unfortunate and is to be
regretted. I say this because the people
are looking to us; to their legislative
representatives for leadership.
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Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, if
the Senator will wait a moment, I wish to
put the situation in the proper perspec-
tive. I did not initiate the request for
an extended investigation. All I did
was to announce through the press that
I thought our immediate study had been
completed, and that we knew all we
thought it was necessary to know about
the RFC.

I may remind the Senator that the
question regarding senatorial relation-
ships arose from a request by the Presi-
dent of the United States for all the let-
ters writien by Senators and others, in-
cluding Representatives, to the RFC.
The press, in many cases, then decided
that this matter should be examined,
and that my committee could not pos-
sibly stop without going into all the let-
ters. Isay that it is not the proper func-
tion of a subcommittee on the RFC to
go into those letters at all. It would
leave a very false and misleading im-
pression if all that was done without a
statement of facts in each case to which
the letters related.

I am not the one who is demanding
any such investigation, but I also say
that I do not believe the Senate or any
other body should take the attitude that
it is so perfect that no one dare suggest
that it should be examined. I am per-
fectly willing to have anything I have
done examined into. I do not feel that
the Senate should be so high-minded
that it cannot be investigated.

Mr, McFARLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield so that I may complete
my statement?

Mr, FULBRIGHT. I yield.

Mr., McFARLAND. I do not know
anything about this letter controversy.
If anyone desires to examine my letters
to or from the RFC, he is welcome to go
over to my office and look at them right
now. I am talking about investigating
the ethical standards of the Senate of
the United States, or investigating the
morals of the United States Senate or
of the Congress, I am responsible to my
constituents, and every other Senator is
responsible to his constituents, and our
constituents will do the investigating as
to whether we have proper ethical
standards, They are the ones to whom
we have to answer,

Thus far I have not tried to interfere
with or stop any of the multitude of
Senate investigations now being con-
ducted and I do not know that I shall,
but the time is coming when the Senate
had better become active in consider-
ing and passing legislation, instead of
doing so much investigating.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. Let me complete
my statement. I do not have the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from Arizona does not have the floor,

Mr. McFARLAND, In my judgment,
we had better attend to our own knitting
a little more. If we do not, the people
will attend to us.

Of course we have to have certain in-
vestigations; one of our functions is to
investigate for the purpose of formulat-
ing legislation, Perhaps it should be
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emphasized that is the sole legal purpose
of a congressional committee investiga-
tion. It certainly is not for the pur-
pose of making policemen out of legis-
lators.

However, I understand the object of
the investigation of the subcommittee
under the chairmanship of the distin-
guished Senator from Arkansas was to
determine whether or not there should
be remedial legislation.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. That is correct—
legislation regarding the RFC.

Mr. McFARLAND. Any investigation
of that kind, to determine whether there
should be any legislation, is a proper one
and is within the duty and responsibility
of this body.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I may state to the
Senator that we have already reported
the bill, and it is now merely a matter of
ending up that particular study.

Mr. McFARLAND. I merely wanted
to make it plain that so-far as I am
concerned, so long as I am a Member of
the Senate, I shall oppose any sugges-
tion that the morals or the ethics of the
Senate be investigated, because I believe
them to be as high as those of any group
or body I have ever known.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arkansas yield?

Mr. FULBERIGHT. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Illinois,

Mr. DOUGLAS. About a year ago I
was appointed as a member of the Re-
construction Finance Subcommittee of
the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, and I have been fairly intimately

. connected with that investigation, and

have been able to follow it in detail, to
take a minor part in its conduct, and to
work very closely with the chairman, the
Senator from Arkansas.

In my opinion the Senator from Ar-
kansas has set an example of energy,
honesty, and complete fidelity to duty.
He has given up virtually every other
interest which he has had. He has spent
days and nights, yes, months, at this
work. He has directed a staff of assist-
ants. He has pulled no punches whatso-
ever. He has shielded no one. If there
had been any thought of considering the
purely political effects of the investiga-
tion, there are many witnesses who have
been summoned who would not have
been summoned, and a great many cases
which have been investigated which
would not have been investigated. The
Senator from Arkansas has been com-
pletely impartial and, as a matter of fact,
has leaned over backward in his desire
to be fair.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to coms-
plete my statement, if I may.

We have had in our possession infor-
mation as to facts about certain loans
which might have affected adversely the
opposing political party, Had there
been any desire to smear, the chairman
of the subcommittee would have brought
those loans out into the open. He did
not do so. He leaned over backwards,
as a matter of fact, to protect the mem-
bers of the opposition party who might
have been accused, justly or unjustly,
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of trying to get faveritism in RFC loans,
and he was unsparing in the effort which
he made to see that anyone who was
guilty of unethical conduct, whatever his
connection, should be put on the stand
and interrogated.

Mr, President, I am aware that the
REecorDp is technically correct about the
Senator from Arkansas, but I wish to add
a word from my heart. He has been an
incorruptible and honest investigator,
and I do not want to have even an im-
putation made about his character.

I was very happy yesterday morning
when I read an article in the Baltimore
Sun, which is an extremely reputable
paper, and I should like to read into the
Recorp at this point in my remarks, if I
may, certain comments which John W,
Owens, who wrote the article, made
about the Fulbright inquiry. The arti-
cle, under the headline “The Fulbright
inquiry sets example,” reads as follows:

Senator FULERIGHT'S manner has been as
good as his material.

He has come as near to conducting a con-
gressional investigation in the manner of a
judicial proceeding as any other Senator or
Representative in memory. And he has
proved that his congressional investigation
so conducted can be as effectual as one of
those affairs in which the observer has some
trouble in making out whether the object is
disclosure of relevant facts or accumulation
of sensational headlines. The results of the
Fulbright committee’'s work are as positive—
in the effect on public opinion, and in the
effect on officials charged with enforcing
laws—as hove been the results of work by
any of the investigating committees in which
shouting matches between members of com-
mittees and lawyers were commonplace; in
which bullying of witnesses was common-
place. Everybody in this country who has
bothered to follow the work of the Fulbright
Committee khows that the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation is in need of .overhaul-
ing and ventilating. Everybody who has
followed the committee’s work knows that,
in one way or another, there will be reform
in the organization and the procedure of the
corporation—if it is continued in existence.

Probably such results are surer because of
the manner in which the Fulbright commit-
tee produced material. People’s minds are
not muddled because disapproval of the play
of “influence” is complicated by annoyance
at high-handed methods of inquiry and dis-
closure. There have been few, if any, shout-
ing matches. There has been no evidence
in the news reports of bullying of witnesses,
Senator FULBRIGHT at times seemed to go out
of his way to keep evidence within propor-
tions. He has drawn lines carefully between
illegality and impropriety. On occasion, he
has been at pains to keep “inferences’” from
running wild. In consequence, as the com=-
mittee’s work nears end, people who have
followed the proceedings feel that they have
been locking at facts. They know what they
think about the facts.

Congressional investigations which can be
trusted—trusted on the one hand to bring
out facts and trusted on the other hand to
stick to the facts—are an absolute necessity
in big government as it exists in this country.
The size of government as government calls
for the investigating arm of Congress, in nu-
merous instances, if no more is to be done
than to make sure that normally good man-
agement prevails in day-to-day operation,
But there is much more that calls for con-
gressional investigation as a function in the
operation of government.

Big government today touches the daily
economy of the country in all sorts of regu-
latory ways; and, peyond that, big govern=
ment touches large sections of the economy
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in financial ways.. Big government .bullds
and operates; it loans and it subsidizes—
to the tune of millions which run into bil-
lions, As surely as the sun rises and falls,
there will he men who can see a profit for
themselves in the building and the operating
of big government—in the loaning and the
subsidizing. Times without number, per-
ception of opportunity for profit will be fol-
lowed by legitimate action., But there will
always be men and occasions when percep-
tion of opportunity for profit will result in
intensive search for influence—for the inside
track which will produce indulgent terms.
There will always be occasions when this
demand for influence will result in efforts to
provide a supply of influence.

In the labyrinth of influence which is
thus brought into being, nothing that is
available to the American people remotely
approaches the congressional investigation
as a means of overhauling and ventilating—
nothing approaches the congressional inves-
tigation as a means of turning on light in
a manner which will keep people inside
government and outside government aware
not only of laws, but of proprieties and de-
cencies, And to say that is to say that dig-
nity in the congressional investigation—de-
cency in the investigation—has become a
necessity of good government. For, with-
out dignity and decency, the congressional
investigation may defeat itself.

Mr. FurLerigHT could have made a Roman
holiday of the complex of White House in-
fluence, congressional influence, and plain
smart-fellow influence which has played
around the RFC. Instead, he piled up the
facts and let them speak for themselves. In
so doing, Mr. FurericHT did an exceptional
work of investigation. But he did more. He
set an example.

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I appreciate the
Senator’s reading the article into the
Recorp, and his very kind remarks, At
an appropriate time I shall pay him the
tribute due him for his counsel and sup-
port, without which the committee’s
work could not have been accomplished.
I now yield to the Senator from Minne-
sota.

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, first I
should like to commend the able and cdis-
tinguished chairman of the subcommit-
tee for his fine work. He has done a very
efficient job in reestabliching the confi-
dence of the public in this great legisla-
tive body by the unbiased and impartial
manner in which he has proceeded with
his investigational activities, Does the
Senator think that the investigation
which has been conducted up to now
has rolled the rug all the way back and
exposed all that is under the rug? Some
people seem to think that it has not been
rolled all the way back.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I may say to the
Senator from Minnesota that he has
touched on a subject which I intend to
discuss at some length in the nzar fu-
ture. I cannot go into all of it at this
time, but since the Senator has raised
the question I will say to him that I feel,
insofar as the RFC is concerned and in-
sofar as any constructive suggestions as
to reforming the RFC are concerned, we
have gone as far in our investigation as
we can go, and have uncovered as much
as can be of value to us at this time.

I have no doubt that if we rehired the
staff, which has been dissipated under
the understanding in effect prior to this
sudden great interest in extending the
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investigation, we could make a-new start
and perhaps uncover additional cases of
lawyers getting big fees, and similar
cases. I think it would be repetitious.
So far as the RFC is concerned, I am cer-
tain that we have uncovered all we can.
However, there are other activities of
the Government which our investigation
indicates are implicated. For example,
several cases have been mentioned in
which some of the RFC aspects have led
into the field of internal revenue. We
had such a case only the other day. In
fact, we have had two or three such
cases which led in that direction. I do
not think it is proper for my committee
to go into the Internal Revenue Bureau
and ask officers or employees of the In-
ternal Revenue Bureau if they gave fa-
vorable rulings to certain people, for
example.

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. First I should like
to continue. The same would be true of
the Maritime Commission. We are now
faced with the question of whether we
should demand the names of the stock-
holders of a company which bought
ships from the Maritime Commission,
One stockholder, who was involved in
the RFC investigation, had such a con-
nection, It is a difficult question to de-
cide. I am inclined to think that we
would be going beyond our jurisdiction
if we asked for any such material. If
the Senate or Congress wants to broaden
the inquiry, I am perfectly willing to
go along. I think that our study has
reached the end of its fruitful activity.
I now yield to the Senator from
Minnesota.

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, if the
Senator from Arkansas feels that his
commitiee has gone as far as it can go,
would he recommend any committee
which could go all the way? It is ap-
parent that the investigation should be
continued.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator is

forcing me prematurely to discuss a sub-
ject which I have every intention of dis-
cussing at some length, perhaps next
week. However, I will indicate to the
Senator that there are two ways to pro-
ceed. One is through a standing com-
mittee, which has jurisdiction over the
whole gamut of Government activities,
It is the Committee on Expenditures in
the Executive Departments. A subcom-
mittee of that committee is studying the
subject. That is one approach.
. If it is decided that such an investi-
gation is not sufficient. I think it is at
least worthy of consideration whether
we should have an independent commis-
sion do the work. We have used that
kind of commission in the past. I am
thinking of the Hoover Commission and
the old Wickersham Commission., There
were other similar commissions, whose
names escape me at the moment. I
think good results were obtained in that
way. The scheme has been used in
other parliamentary systems.

I think it would be highly beneficial
to study the question. Therefore, I
must take issue, most respectfully, with
the distinguished majority leader. I do
not wish to have it understood that I am
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above any criticism at all by an impar-
tial commission. I am not above any
study being made of my activities by an
impartial commission. I do mot feel
that I, as a Senator, any institution in
our country, or any democratic system
is above, or should be above, a legiti-
mate, serious inquiry,

Let us consider what has been gdoing
on among college students. This may
be going far afield, but what has been
revealed along that line is an indication
of the feeling of our people. I was
shocked, as I am sure every other Sen-
ator was shocked, at the revelations
which were made in the field of college
basketball. Another investigation is
bringing out the extensive gambling
which is going on in the United States.
I am not sure at all that the public
would not be benefited by a study, con-
ducted on the very highest level by an
independent people, of the general ethi-
cal standards prevailing in our country.
I do not make the suggvastion‘with any
view of centering it on any ind.widusl,_ or
any group, but rather as an examination
of some of the fundamental precepts on
which we have always considered our
country to have been built and as being
‘basic to our philosophy.

Mr. THYE. Mr. Presidenf, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I should like to
yield the floor.

Mr. THYE. I would appreciate if the
Senator would yield for one more gues=
tion before he yields the floor.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield further to
the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. THYE., Mr. President, the Sen=-
ator has referred to what we have seen
happen among college students. Any
feeling that our Government would tol-

erate any shadiness on any level of Gov- *

ernment would naturally reflect itself in
the minds of the youth of the country.
They would naturally feel that if the
Government can do it, they can stoop a
little, too, and possibly benefit just a
little by lending themselves to what is
suggested to them by certain persons.
For that reason it is very important that
we erase any suspicion or doubt that
any Member of Congress had been bene-
fited from any transaction at all on the
part of the RFC.

It is for that reason that I am perfectly
willing that the Senator from Arkansas
continue his splendid work, so that we
may get to the bottom of the whole thing,
If anyone in Congress has been guilty
of exerting undue pressure he should
stand up and answer and account for
his actions, It should be shown how
much he was involved and to what ex-
tent, if any, he benefited.

Mr. President, I say again that the
Senator has done a splendid and com=-
mendable job. I believe the public
would have greater confidence if we
voted additional funds to the subcom-
mittee and authorized it to go about its
job of rolling the rug all the way back,
to see what was swept under it in the
past.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator knows
that an election is coming up.

Mr. THYE. I am to be in that elec-
tion.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I think it would be
impossible for such a matter to be car=-
ried on right up to the time of the elec-
tion, which is apparently the intention of
some people who are supporting such a
procedure. It could not help become in-
volved in a political way. The point
is that a prolongation of this study would
be bound to result in what has been
termed a political Roman holiday, and
I do not think it is wise to do it. If it
is to be investigated it ought to be done
by an impartial commission—certainly a
nonpartisan commission.

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield the floor.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr, President, I
wish word could be sent to the able Sen-
ator from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] to re=
turn to the floor if he is nearby, be-
cause I should like fo clear up some-
thing which the able senior Senator
from Illinois intimated, to the effect that
the able chairman of the subcommittee
had shielded and covered up certain Re-
publicans. I do not believe he intended
to say that, because I am a member of
the committee, and have been a mem-
ber since it was formed. I have seen
no signs to indicate that the able chair-
man, the Senator from Arkansas, had
done any such thing.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not believe
the Senator from Illinois intended to
say that. He has discussed the subject
with me. I agree with the Senator from
Indiana that at least if it was done, it
W:ft done wholly unconsciously on my
part.

Mr. CAPEHART. I cannot let the
statement of the able Senator from Illi-
nois go unchallenged, because it is
made a part of the Recorn. I wish to
say that if the able Senator from Arkan-
sas, the chairman, or the able Senator
from Illinois covered up any Republicans
they certainly did it without my knowl-
edge.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I will say to the
Senator that I did not do it. If it was
done, it was done without my knowledge;
but I do not think it was done.

Mr. CAPEHART. It is my impression
and best knowledge that if it was done
ietagas done without the Senator’s knowl-

e, )

Mr, FULBRIGHT. What I think the
Senator from Illinois meant to say was
that there were opportunities which, if
we had cared to do so, we could have
taken advantage of in an unjustifiable
manner. We might have made a great
deal of the fact that Mr, Gabrielson was
concerned with a certain loan, even
though very remotely. I believe that
what the Senator from Illinois intended
to say was that such a thing could have
been done if we had no sense of re-
straint,

Mr. CAPEHART. I am the one who
brought out the situation to which the
Senator has referred.

Mr, FULERIGHT. Irealize that. The
Senator from Indiana has certainly been
cooperative on the committee. I have
no complaint whatever about the Sena-
5‘.0:; He has done a very conscientious
oh: : ;

Mr. CAPEHART. The Recorp showed
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Dovucras] intimated that the chairman
of the committee had covered up certain
Republicans, and that had he wanted to
do so he could have uncovered them. I
wish to say I do not believe that is true.
I do not believe that the chairman of the
committee covered up any Republicans.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not believe
that the Senator from Illinois intended
to say that. I agree that his remark
might be subject to that interpretation,
but I do not believe that he really in-
tended to say so.

Mr. CAPEHART. I hope the Senator
is correct, and that he did not intend it,
because I am certain that the Senator
from Arkansas did not do any such thing.
If the able Senator from Illincis knows
of any instances in which Republicans
were covered up, I shall have to request—
I was about to use the word “demand”,
but I should not do that—I shall have to
be insistent that we hold hearings and
take up the specific instances in which
Republicans were covered up in the past
by the chairman. I do not believe that
any such thing happened.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not know of
any such instance.

Mr. CAPEHART. Neither do I; but I
did not want the record to go unchal-
lenged.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator vield? .

. Mr. CAPEHART. Iam happy to yield
to the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the
Senator to yield so that I may put a se-
ries of questions to the Senator from Ar-
kansas.

Mr. CAPEHART. Iam happy to yield
for that purpose if I may have unani-
mous consent to do so without losing the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection it is so ordered.

Mr. KEEM. The Senator from Arkan-
sas has cast some reflection on the mo-
tives which impelled certain Members on
this side of the aisle with respect to cer-
tain bills which were introduced with
reference to the abolition of the RFC, I
am sure that the Senator from Arkansas
has not in mind indulging in a hit-and-
run performance. Iam sure that he will
accord me the courtesy of allowing me
to ask certain questions relative to the
statement which he has made.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I am not quite
clear about the Senator’s statement. I
had reference, first and foremost, to the
speech of the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Bricker], which is subject to the inter-

_ pretation, I think, that the committee is

¥

whitewashing certain matters. I believe |
that that speech could be considered to
have political implications. I do not be-
lieve that I questioned the motives of
the Senator from Missouri in introduc-
ing a bill to abolish the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation.

Let me make myself clear. I believe
that the move to defeat Reorganization
Plan No, 1 isin error. I believe that that

‘move is not a clear-cut approach to the

question of abolition. I believe that
there are Members of the other House—
certainly I so understood from the dis-
cussion in the House of Representa-
tives—who were voting to defeat Reor-

that the able Senator from Illinocis [Mr. . ganization Plan No. 1 on the theorv that
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that would contribute toward the aboli-
tion of the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration. I believe that that is a false
approach. I have no objection to any-
one who conscientiously believes that it
ought to be abolished, following the pro-
cedure suggested by the able Senator
from Missouri. That is an outspoken
and plain approach to the matter.

Mr. KEM. I know that the Senator
from Arkansas does not feel, or does not
mean to be understood as saying, that
language has been used by the Senator
from Missouri which is unduly critical of
the operation of RFC.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I am not quite
aware what language the Senator has in
mind.

Mr. KEM. I understood the Senator
. to say that some of us on this side of the
aisle who are interested in introducing
legislation to abolish the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation had used language
unduly or improperly critical of the op-
erations of the RFC. In that connection
I ask the Senator from Arkansas if he
knows of any language in connection
with the operations of the RFC which
has been more critical or more unbridled
than the language used by the former
Chairman of the RFC, Mr. Jesse Jones,
in connection with its recent operations.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No. I believe that
Mr. Jones has been very positive in his
views. What I said with regard to the
political implication was that it seemed
to me a little unbecoming in the mi-
nority party, in view of its record in the
Eightieth Congress, now suddenly to
jump upon the RFC with all four feet,
demanding its abolition. I believe that
the minority ought to be a little more
restrained in its approach, because, after
all, Republican Members studied the
situation. In the first place, they did
not dig up very many things that were
wrong with the RFC. They accepted
testimony from the RFC practically as it
was presented. The minority members
made no move to do anything about the
situation, Now, as soon as we bring out
something derogatory without further
ado, the Republican Members want to
abolish it.

Mr, EEM. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas want us to understand that he
has some private-property rights in the
information which he has elicited as
chairman of the committee?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No. I have no
property rights in such information,
However, I think it is a little precipi-
tous, and not too becoming, for the Re-
publicans to become so interested in view
of the opportunities they have had in
the past.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, let
me answer——

Mr. EEM. Let me finish.

Mr. CAPEHART. Let me answer one
of the statements of the able Senator
from Arkansas. He stated that he was a
little surprised that the Republicans now
want to abolish the RFC because they
did not want to do so in the Eightieth
Congress. Neither the Republicans nor
the members of any other party in Con-
gress knew what was going on in the
RFC, and what has gone on since the
close of the Eightieth Congress. It will
be remembered that there is a great deal
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of information to the effect that Mr.
Dawson, one of the President’s assistants
who has charge of personnel, is very
much involved with the RFC. In fact, it
will be found that most of the skuldug-
gery has occurred in the past 2 years. I
am as confident as that I am standing
here that there is not a single Member
of the Senate on either side of the aisle
who would have voted to continue the
RFC 2 years ago or 4 years ago if he had
known what was going on in the RFC,
and what, in my opinion, is going on at
the moment.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Why did the Re-
publicans not find out what was going on
when they were in charge of the com-
mittees, with all the power to find out?

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

Mr. CAPEHART, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GiL-
LETTE in the chair). The Chair insists
upon some semblance of order.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield for a parlia-
mentary inquiry?

Mr, CAPEHART, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. The rule, as applied
to Members on the other side of the aisle,
has been expanded during various dis-
cugsions and colloquy on the other side.
Should not, Senators whose motives are
impugned have the right to answer some
of the challenges? I am in complete
agreement with the distinguished Pre-
siding Officer with reference to the rules.
I do not believe that this is the time to
relax the rules. But time and time again
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoucLas]
has made a campaign speech against the
Republicans, and the investigations of
the Democrats of themselves, and
blamed the Republicans for it. :

The motives of the distinguished Sen-
ator from Ohio [Mr, Bricker] have been
challenged. The Senator from Missouri
[Mr. KEm] has tried time and time again
to get an opportunity to ask a little
question, and the Senator from Arkansas
has yielded to a number of Senators
other than the Senator from Missouri.
He has yielded to the Senator from Illi-
nois three or four times.

I merely say to the distinguished Pre-
siding Officer, who is a very fair man—
I know him personally—that I would not
want to see him relax the rule now until
several Senators who wish to do so be
given the chance to answer some of the
insinuations that have been made from
the other side of the aisle.

Mr, FULBRIGHT, I yielded to the
Senator-from Missouri [Mr. Egm]. The
Senator from Nebraska is wrong about
that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GIL-
LETTE in the chair). The Chair insists
on order. The Chair rules that the Sen-
ator from Nebraska is not presenting a
proper parliamentary inquiry. .

Mr. WHERRY. Well, it is a pretty
good speech,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair will admit that. The Senator
from Indiana [Mr. CapeHarT] has the
floor.
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Mr. KEEM. Mr. President, will the
Sznator from Indiana yield?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Chair understand that the Senator from
Indiana yields the floor?

Mr. CAPEHART. Yes; I yield the
floox,

Mr, KEM. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri is recognized.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I have asked
for recognition for the purpose of con-
tinuing some inguiries of the Senator
from Arkansas. The Senator from Ar-
kansas has made statements which con-
tain implications with respect to Mem-
bers on this side of the aisle, Suddenly
he owes a great affinity for his seat and,
instead of answering the questions, he
seems to want to close the discussion.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I will say to the
Senator I anr getting old and tired.

Mr. KEM. Ifisearlyin the afternoon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator is admonished that a Senator
who has the floor is not permitted, under
the rule, to ask questions of another
Eenator.

Mr., KEM. I want to continue my
observations, then, Mr. President.

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

Mr. KEM. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. Will the distin-
guished Senator from Missouri ask the
Senator from Arkansas to yield so he
can ask him questions, by unanimous
consent?

Mr. KEM. Certainly.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Very well.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senator
from Arkansas be permitted to resume
the floor and answer some questions that
may be put to him by various Senators
on this side of the aisle.

Mr, FULBRIGHT. Very well,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri asks unanimous
consent that he may be permitted to
ask the Senator from Arkansas certain
questions.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No; to yield to me
the floor. I accept the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair did not put such an interpreta-
tion on it. The Senator from Missouri
asks unanimous consent that, without
losing his rights to the floor, he may be
permitted to interrogate the Senator
from Arkansas.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Reserving the
right to object; the Senator from Mis-
souri did not ask that. I ask the Sena-
tor himself, Did he not ask unanimous
consent to yield the floor to me so that
he could ask me questions?

Mr. KEM. I am sure the Senator
from Arkansas will not want to avail
himself of any technicality to avoid an-
swering the questions the Senator from
Missouri has in mind to ask.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere
objection to the request of the Senator
from Missouri? The Chair hears none.
The Senator from Missouri,
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Mr. KEM. The Senator from Ar-
kansas said that he felt that certain
Members on this side of the aisle had
been unduly critical or unduly severe in
the language that they used in refer-
ence to the operations of the RFC; or
at least I understood him to say so.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. That is correct.

Mr. KEM. I ask him if he knows of
any language more severe than that
imputed recently to Mr. Jesse Jones, who
is reputed to bave said that the rats
have now found the cheese?

My, FULBRIGHT. In fact I think he
said that in a letter to me. Yes, that
is quite correct.

Mr. EEM. Does the Senator recall
any Member on this side of the aisle
using any more critical or more severe
language than that?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No, but I do not
follow the Senator. I did not say that
Senators on the other side of the aisle
had said the worst things that had ever
been said about the RFC. I was com-
plaining about what was said about the
committee of which I have been the
chairman. I do not believe the Senator
followed me.

Mr. KEM. I should like to say to the
Senator from Arkansas that I have not
said anything about the committee or
of the chairman of the committee ex-
cept things that are highly complimens-
tary.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator must
have misunderstood me.

Mr. KEM. But there was an imputa-
tion in what the Senator said that in
introducing a bill for the abolition of the
RFC I was impelled by motives purely
political. Now the Senator from Arkan-
sas made that statement and I want to
continue to interrogate him in regard
to it.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Yes. I will say to
the Senator I do not believe he is cor-
rect. I do not think that is what I
said. If I did I certainly did not have
the Senator from Missouri in mind. I
tried to explain a moment ago that I
think the great desire to continue the
investigation by the subcommittee is very
largely inspired by political motives.
That is not what the Senator now says
I said. In other words, I am frank to
say that I think the great interest on
the part of those who have been most
outspoken about continuing the sub-
committee investigation of the RFC is
largely political. I think they would like
to sec it run until just before the election
in 1952,

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

Mr. KEM. No, Mr. President, I pre-
fer not to yield. I want to ask the Sen-
ator from Arkansas some more ques-
tions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri declines to yield.

Mr. KEM. I should like to invite the
attention of the Senator from Arkansas
to the ConcreEssiONAL REecorp of March
14, page 2384, on which the senior Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Byrp] is re-
corded as referring to the machinations
of the RFC as vandalism. I should like
to ask thes Senator from Arkansas if
he thinks the Senator from Virginia was
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impelled by political motives when he
used that language?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No. I stated a
moment ago that the senior Senator
from Virginia is one of the most high-
minded statesmen I know of. There
happens to be a coincidence in this case.
He is not impelled by political reasons,
but, by a coincidence, his purpose in this
proposed legislation on this subject is
the same as that of other persons. He
has a well-known background on
matters of that kind. We have differed
often. He feels that Government has
often been expanded in places it should
not be. Ihave agresd with him in many
cases, but I happen to think that in the
case of the RFC it has done a great deal
of good, particularly in the less fortu-
nate areas of the United States, in-
cluding the South. I will put it this
way: My State, for example, has bsen a
part of the colonial area of the north-
eastern section of the United States.
We have been exploited for 150 years,
and most of our capital now resides in
Philadelphia, Boston, and New York.
It is very important for us to have ac-
cess to some place where a borrower,
a man who is expanding his business,
can secure a little capital. It is very
difficult to get it in New York.

The senior Senator from Virginia has
a different outlook as to the RFC. It
is not so important to Virginia as it is
to Arkansas. There is mnothing very
serious as to why some of us want to
have a place where our pzople can go in
case they have need for money for in-
dustrial purposes. That is about all.
It is very simple.

Mr. EEM. It may be simple, but it
is difficult to understand——

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Iam not question-
ing th2 Senator’s motives.

Mr. KEM, Why the expressions of the
Senator from Virginia should be con-
sidered high-minded, when the language
to the same effect, used by a Member
on this side of the aisle, should be de-
nounced as political.

Mr. FULBERIGHT. The Senator seems
to be unable to follow my distinction
between those who wish to abolish RFC
and those who wish not only to abolish
the RFC but also to extend the investi-
gation by the subcommittee, and to de-
feat the reorganization plan, It is
the extending of the investigation, the
prospect of a slow but continual revela-
tion of a little dirt, which might have
some bearing upon the next election,
which I say is political. I do not say a
thing about those who merely wish to
abolish the RFC.

Mr. KEEM. Iam glad to hear the Sen-
ator say this. So far as I am personally
concerned I am satisfied by the Senator's
statement. ;

Mr., FULBRIGHT. That is what I
said in the beginning. The Senator mis-
interpreted what I said.

Mr. EEM. 1 yield the floor.

Mr. BRICKER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri has yielded the
floor. The Chair recognizss the Senator
from Ohio.

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Ohio yield to me for a
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moment? I shall not take more than a
minute -of time.

Mr. BRICKER. What is the purpose?

Mr. THYE. The purpose is to make a
brief statement. The able and distin-
guished Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Dovucias] stated that many of us on this
side who have made comment about the
RFC have been politically minded.. Ids-
sire to assure the Senator from Arkansas
that there has been just enough un-
covered so that the publie, the citizens
of this great land, are gravely and greatly
concerned. If, in the event the investi-
gation comes to an end, the public is
going to wonder if it is sought to conceal
anything,

‘We heard last Sunday evening, or the
other evening, reference made to the
fact that vhere were Senators involved.
We heard that statement made over the
network of a national radio hook-up.
The public, listening to the radio hook-
up, is imagining that someone in the
United States Senate and some Memb:rs
ol Congress are involved. Unless the
investization continues, so theot all let-
ters to the RFC and all pressures which
were brought upon the RFC are brought
to light, the public, and more especially
the youth of America, are going to feel
that this body, the greatest legislative
body in the world, is under suspicion.
For that reason, I was not politically
mindad when I said I hoped the Senator
would proceed with the investigation.

I thank the Senator from Ohio for
yielding to me.

Mr. BRICEER. Mr. President, the
charge of politics has been made in this
case. The discussion of the last hour
and one-half was brought about appar-
ently by a speech I made yesterday in the
Senate, advocating the abolition of the
RFC. I have not changed my mind
about that matter for the past 3 years.
My conclusion that the RFC and all
Government direct lending ought to be
abolished is not a sudden conclusion to
which I have come as a result of this
investigation or any of its revelations,

Mr. President, there is some partisan
politics in this matter. I seem to be the
.only one who has not been excused from
it; but if this is politics, it is good politics,
and I accept full responsibility for my
part in it.

However, there is partisan politics in
it, also, as evidenced by the discussion
of a few minutes ago in what the Sena-
tor from Illinois [Mr. Doucras] said. I
took the following off the news ticker,
at 1:15 p. m., a minufe or two aiter he
said it:

Senator Paur H. DoucLas (Democrat, Illi-
nois) sald today that the Senate RFC sub-
committee leaned over backward to pro-
tect Republicans. who might have been
accused of currying favor to obtain Govern-
ment loans for business firms.

That is the first reflection, Mr. Presi-
dent, that has been made upon the in-
tegrity of the chairman of this subcom-
mittee and the investigation which has
been carried on; and it is unfair. It is
not true. At no time did the chairman
of the subcommittee try to protect any
Republicans, and he should not have. If
he had, I would have bezen the first to
object to it.
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. BRICKER. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Does not the Senator
from Ohio think that the Senator from
Illinois ought to be called and chal-
lenged to furnish the names of those
who he said were being protected, in
view of that statement? I ask that
question, He certainly should, I think,

Mr. BRICKER. Certainly he should.
In view of the interpretation which be
placed upon it, which would amount to a
reflection on the distinguished chairman
of the subcommittee, the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. FuLericHT], on whom I
have made no reflection in any way, for
all I have done is to approve what he has
done, I think the Senator from Illinois
should be asked to enlighten us on that

- matter.

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

Mr. BRICKER. I yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. Asa member of the
committee, I wish to say that the able
Senator from Illinois made the state-
ment he made, knowing it would go out
on the ticker and be published in every
newspaper in the United States; and
when he made the statement, he knew
there was no truth in it, because there
is no truth in it. If there is any truth
in it, then he.has indicted the able Sen-
ator from Arkansas, whom he praised
so highly before, because if the able
Senator from Arkansas was a party to
protecting the Republicans in this in-
vestigation, then the Senator from Ar-
kansas ought to be exposed. The fact
is that he was not responsible for it,
because there was no such information;
and I dislike it very, very much.

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

Mr. BRICKER. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I should like to re-
mark that the entire Illinois senatorial
delegation is on the Banking and Cur-
rency Committee, and I should like to
have the Senator designate which Sen-
ator from Illinois is referred to.

Mr. BRICKER. I am glad to do so,
for I named him—Paur H. Doucras. I
read that into the REcorD as it came over
the ticker, and I think that is perfectly
clear.

If there is any assumption that I was
referring to the junior Senator from
Illinois [Mr. DirgsEN], I wish to dissi-
pate that immediately.

Mr. President, reference has been
made to party policy on this side of the
aisle. Yesterday when I made the
speech, I did not know that my party
had taken any policy position at all. I
did not know of it until after my speech
was concluded; and then information
was brought to me on the floor of the
Senate, and I made it a part of the Rec-
ORD.

The charge has been made that the
Republicans are desirous of continuing
this investigation so that they may take
partisan advantage of it. Mr. President,
the only charge of partisan politics,
aside from the reference the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. DoucLAs] has made
in the Senate, the report of which has
gone out over the ticker, was made by
the President of the United States, when

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

he said that the report of the subcom-
mittee was asinine. If it had not been
for that statement by the President, I
doubt that we would have had the reve-
lations which have recently been made
in regard to the RFC. The only good
which could come from such a remark
by the President of the United States is
that the truth has finally been told.

The Senator from Arkansas objects
to the speech I made yesterday. He says
that in that speech I criticized him and
his subcommittee. Mr. President, I said
then, and I repeat, that because of the
work done by the Senator from Arkansas
and his subcommittee, the truth has been
told. I gave him credit for that yester=
day.

However, I say that the record of this
mafter cannot be concluded until Bill
Boyle and Don Dawson come before the
subcommittes and reveal the facts of
their association with the RFC. That
may be partisan polities, but it is honest
government. Time and time again their
names come into all the sordid revela-
tions about Rosenbaum and the fur coat
and Merl Young and the others. Mr.
President, if they are men who should
be in the Government of the United
States, they should be willing and
anxious to come before the subcommittee
and tell what they know about this mat-
ter and reveal the whole truth, so that
the people of the United States will not
look upon this investigation as a partisan
investigation, but will look upon it as an
honest investigation, as it has been.
They should look upon it as their inves-
tigation, and not follow the President of
the United States when he referred to
the report as asinine.

Mr. President, I did not term the sub-
committee a “whitewash committee.” It
has done an excellent job. It has re-
vealed the truth. Ihave had a very smail
part in its work, and I wish to commend
the other members of the subcommittee
for the part they have played. The
American people today would not know
of the sordid transactions which oc-
curred if it had not been for the fine
work done by the Senator from Arkansas
and his subcommittee.

The Senator from Arkansas said he
felt that I was unfair when I said that a
smoke screen is being thrown up by those
who wish to defend the RFC and the
Democratic National Committee and
those who have been unfairly and ille-
gally using the RFC for their own private
profit; and the Senator from Arkansas
said that we should adopt the President’s
reorganization plan in regard to the
RFC. Of course, if we did that, then
the President could say, “We have
cleaned up the mess.”

Mr. President, I wish to say that
would be the wrong way for us to legis=
late; that would be a back-handed proc-
ess of legislating, and I will never vote
again for a reorganization plan of that
kind.

If I were going to support a reorgani-
zation of the RFC, I would vote for the
bill of the Senator from Arkansas.

However, I think the RFC should be
abolished. If it is abolished, I will cer-
tainly vote for the Senator’s bill, rather
than vote for any reorganization plan of
the President, which might be in-
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terpreted by the country, and actually
would be, as a whitewash of all that has
been revealed by the work which has
been done so well by the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr, FuLericHT] and his sub-
committee.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, before
the Senator from Arkansas leaves the
floor—and I know he is anxious to get
away——

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator is
correct.

Mr. WHERRY. Let me say that the
charge of partisan politics certainly is
out of order in respect to this particular
investigation, at least, as well as to some
others.

Yesterday on the floor of the Senate,
when the Senator from Ohio [Mr,
Ericker] was speaking, when he was
near the conclusion of his speech I asked
him what he felt about continuing the
investigation. He replied that he felt
that the investigation should be con-
tinued.

I had a short colloquy with the Sena-
tor. I did so because I am a member of
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration, and happen to be the ranking
minority member of the committee;
hence I help in framing the recom-
mendations of the committee as to ap-
propriations for investigations.

I wish to say to the Senator from
Arkansas that not only once, but sev-
eral times, I have said to him that I
thought he had rendered outstanding
service in the investigation being con-
ducted by his subcommittee.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator has
spoken to me about the matter.

Mr. WHERRY. I wish to read from
yesterday’'s Recorp, prior to this out-
burst today and the charges of the Sen-
ator from Illinois that the subcommittee
had leaned over backward to cover up
some activities of Republicans. This is
what I said yesterday, when the Senator
from Ohio made one of the most force-
ful addresses we have heard on the floor
of the Senate for many, many months.
I said, regarding the question of continu-
ing the subcommittee’s investigation:

Let me say that when that question arose
in the Rules and Administration Commit-
tee, of which I am a minority member, I
asked the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Fur-
BRIGHT]| Wwhether he was going to request
funds with which to continue the investi-

gation. He said that was all he expected to
do then.

In other words, to wind up the affairs
of the committee,

I read further:

I said to him that I thought he was doing
a good job, and that I, for one, would be
glad to vote for any more funds that he
might need in order to continue the investi-
gation.

So far as I am concerned, I want the sub-
committee to continue the investigation and
to do all the investigating that is needed,
and I shall be glad to vote for.all the appro-
priations which may be needed in order to
see that that job is completed.

It might be a little premature. I do
not know all that the committee has
done, but from the speeches made and
the things we have read in the press, 1
wanted my position to be plain and clear,
namely, that I thought the chairman had
done an excellent job, and that I ap-
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proved the appropriations. I told him
then, and I tell him now, as I said yester=
day, before this question ever came up,
I felt that if they needed to continue the
investigation, I, for one, would be glad
to vote for the appropriation, and there
was not one thing said in the Rules and
Administration Committee meeting—
and I certainly did not say it yesterday—
charging any partisan politics in this
matter at all.

. After all, Mr. President, the Republi-
cans cannot be charged with inciting
this, and that is what has been done here
today.

I should merely like to call attention
to the fact, as shown by the Recorp of
January 25, that the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], a Democrat,
opposed the resolution which was report-
ed from the Commitiee on Rules and
Administration by the Senator from Ari-
zona [Mr. HavpEN]l, a Democrat, re-
questing funds for these investigations.
Mr. President, the Democrats are in
power today, as they were in 1950, and
as they were 10 years ago. I shall read
what the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
ELLENDER] said, as shown by the RECOrRD
of January-25. The Senator from Ari-
zona [Mr. HaypeN], chairman, had asked
unanimous consent to continue these in-
vestigations, and had requested approval
of the funds. I quote from page 659:

Mr. Errenper. As I have just pointed out to
the distinguished Senator, in the past 10
years the amounts spent for these purposes
have increased enormously.

The Senator was referring to money
spent for investigations such as the in-
vestigation of the RFC, the crime in-
vestigation, and all the other investiga-
tions which are now being made, for
which resolutions have been submitted
by the chairmen of the different com-
mittees, which committees are controlled
by the majority. Continuing, the Sen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]
said:

Today we are spending 10 times more for
these purposes than we spent 10 years ago.

Last year it amounted to nearly
$2,000,000. Now, this is a Democrat,
complaining of these investigations; but
the investigations were being requested
by the Democrats themselves.

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

Mr. WHERRY. In a moment,

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

Mr. WHERRY. In a moment,

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President,
does the Senator from Nebraska wish to
ask me a question?

Mr. WHERRY. No. I merely wanted
the Senator to remain on the floor, so
that I could read to him what I said
in the REecorp yesterday, before this
blow-up occurred today, when the charge
of politics was made. d

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Sen{ai.tor from Nebraska declines to
yield.

Mr. WHERRY. No, Mr. President, I
yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. All I want to say
for the REcorp is that, when I first went
before the Senate Committee on Rules
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and Administration, the Senator from

Nebraska was very cooperative.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Nebraska has always endeavored to be
cooperative.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not recall
that I brought the Senator from Ne-
braska into this conversation at all, in
any way whatever. He has always been

cooperative with me, not only in regard

to this but in regard to other matters.
My sister is one of the Senator's con-
stituents.

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct—and
I am interested in seeing that good care
is taken of the Senator’s sister in Ne-
braska. [Laughter.]

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Joanson of Colorado in the chair),

Does the Senator from Nebraska yield

to the Senator from Indiana?

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

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that I may be per-.

mitted to ask the senior Senator from
Illinois [Mr. DouerAs] a question.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I may
say I shall be delighted to have the
senior Senator from Indiana ask me a
question. I regret that I was not on
the floor when the Senator asked a ques-
tion earlier, and I hastened to the floor.

Mr. CAPEHART. The question I
want to ask is based on an Associated
Press dispatch, issued at 1:13 p. m. today,
which reads:

Senator Pavn H. Dovcras (Democrat, Illi-

nois), sald today that the Senate RFC sub~
committee leaned over backward to protect

Republicans who might have been accused
of currying favor by obtaining Government

" loans for business firms.

Mr. President, the question I want to
ask the able Senator is, Will he name the
Republicans? Will he tell the world who
they are?

Mr, DOUGLAS. I may say I think
that this report is somewhat inexact. I
should like to see the stenographic copy
of my statement. It was not my inten-
tion to say that we had leaned over back-
ward to cover up for anyone.
it was my intention to say, and I believe
the Recorp will show—that we did not
pursue certain lines of inquiry which, if
carried out, might have reflected upon
certain prominent Republicans, and that
we were very careful not to do that, lest
we be charged with unjustly smearing
leaders in the Republican Party and peo-
ple active in the Republican Party.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, Iask

that the Recorp be read as to exactly
what the able senior Senator from Illi-
nois said. :

The FPRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Nebraska has the floor.

Mr. WHERRY. I yield for that pur-
pose, provided I do not thereby lose the
floor. I wish to finish my remarks.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the Senator
from Indiana wish to address a further
question to me?

Mr, CAPEHART., No. I am now ris-
ing to make a point of order, and to ask
that the Recorp be read, that we may
know exactly what the able Senator from
Illinois said,

oy o o

Idid say— |
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Rec-
orp has been sent for and, when it ar-
rives, it will be read. The Senator from
Nebraska has the floor.

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

. Mr, WHERRY. I am glad to yield.

& Mr. FULBRIGHT. Since the Recorp is

being sent for, I should like to ask that
" the Recorp be read, wherein the Senator
{ from Indiana stated that the Senator
{ from Illinois made the statement know-
* ing it was not true—which I think is a
violation of the rules of the Senate. If
we are going to go back to the Recorp,
I think we ought to have the whole
REecorp.,

Mr. DOUGLAS,
have that, also.

Mr, WHERRY. Does the Senator
make that request?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do.

Mr. WHERRY. I yield for the pur-
pose of the request of the Senator from
Illinois that the Recorp be read—that
i is, the Recorp which will show the obser-
vations made by the Senator from In-
diena relative to the statement of the
Senator from Illinois, to the effect that
he made this statement, knowing it was
untrue, or words to that effect.

Mr. President, while we are getting the
Recorp, I should like to finish, if I may.
I am not particularly anxious to remain
on the floor, but the charge was made,
as I understood—and it was a general
charge—that the Republicans were in-
citing these investigations. Naturally
that charge runs to the leadership and
1o everyone else. I am saying to the
distinguished Senator and to other Mem-
bers of the Senate that these investi-
gations have been initiated by the ma-
Jjority, and this year it took 10 times as
much money as it took 10 years ago, to
make such investigations, Mr, Presi-
dent think of that. I am for them. I
think they are necessary. I want the
world to know that, and I am going to
continue to vote for funds for this pur-
pose, because I think they are needed in
order to make investigations of this kind.
I do not know what the situation will be
in another 2 years, but, if the percentage
continues to rise as it has in the past, we
shall not be prepared to make adequate
appropriations to get the job done which
needs to be done. So I am for the appro-
priations. I am against appropriations
for needless investigations, but in this
particular instance I am for them. I
think the Kefauver committee to investi-

I think we ought to

P—

i gate crime in interstate commerce ought

to continue, if Senators want to know the
truth, aud yet there has been an effort to
discontinue it.

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

Mr. WHERRY. In a moment I will
yield. I think there are other commit-
tees which ought to be conducting inves-
tizations. Recently a charge was made
on the Senate floor by the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. Eastranp]l and by his
colleague [Mr., StEnnis], two of the
finest men I know, men whose integrity
is above question, about dealing out
patronage jobs, selling such jobs in Mis-
sissippi and in other States. That is a
matter which ought to bz investigaled.
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Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. WHERRY. I can think of many
things which might be investigated, and
let me say, as one who is economically
minded, even more 5o, I think, than the
distinguished senior Senator from IHi-
nois, that I am going along with appro-
priations for such investigations. Fur-
thermore, I am going to give credit to
whoever does the investigating, whether
he be a Democrat or a Republican.

Mr. President, I believe the one bhig
issue in the United States today is to
eliminate immorality from Government,
and if it is found in any Federal agen-
cies, it ought to be revealed and elimi-
nated. The Senate of the United States
ought to lead the way. I care not who
may conduct the investigations or
whence he comes, or what his party may
be. If he has the courage to undertake
the work and do a real job of investigat-
ing, I intend to support him, and I shall
vote to appropriate the necessary money.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr, President, a point
of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to in-
quire whether the record of my re-
marks has been obtained?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I have
the floor, and I am not going to yield
for that purpose. It would be necessary
for me to yield for a point of order, and
I am not going to yield for any purpose
TOW.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thought the Sena-
tor wanted to find out what I said.

Mr. WHERRY. I shall be glad fo
-have that information, I may say to the
Senator, when I finish my remarks. I
realize, of course, that perhaps the Sen-
ator does not care to listen to them, but
I wish to make them, anyway.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam always delighted
to listen to a speech by the Senator from
Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator has
raised this point, and we are going to
finish it now. :

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, let
us get the REcorp, so that we may know
what was said.

Mr. WHERRY. Iam going to do that
in my own time.

Mr. President, not long ago I was in
a meeting of the Committee on Appro-
priations, not the Committee on Rules
and Administration, and the members of
the committee were concerned abouf
putting a ceiling on the amount of
money appropriated for the contingent
fund, because they did not want some
of the investigations continued. I shall
not repeat what was said, because I do
not care to violate any confidence, but
I say to the Members of the Senate that
I am one who is now, as I have been all
the time, in favor of getting rid of im-
morality, favoritism, and paternalism in
government. If we need investigating,
let us investigate, and let us keep on ap-
propriating, let us keep on putting men
in charge of the investigations like the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT],
who has done a wonderful job. Let us
back him up, and clean up this thing,
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and bring everything out in the light
so that there will be no dispute.

I was shocked when I heard the Sen-
ator from Illinois say——

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, may
I ask that the statement be read?

Mr. WHERRY. I do not yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask that the state-
ment be read.

Mr. WHERRY. I do not yield. I have
read the statement. I do not care how
the Senator interprets it.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Imerely want to have
it read.

Mr. WHERRY, It does not make any
difference to me. I heard what the Sen-
ator said.

Mr, DOUGLAS. Let us hear it read.

Mr. WHERRY. Have I the floor, Mr.
President?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Nebraska has the floor.

Mr. WHERRY. If there is anyone out
of order it is the Senator from Illinois,
walking up and down the aisles. He
should go to his seat and remain there,
That is what the rules require.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will suspend until order can be
obtained in the Senate.

Mr. WHERRY. I ask that the Senate
may be in order, if I may do so without
losing the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
point of order is well taken. The Senate
must be in order, Senators will resume
their seats.

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

Mr. WHERRY. Not yet.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska has the floor.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I have

concluded my remarks, but I yield to the.

Senator from Indiana, who can read the
record in his statement.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President——

Mr, CAPEHART. Mr. President——

Mr. WHERRY, I yield to the Senator
from Indiana.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For
what purpose does the Senator from
Illinois rise?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I rise
to ask that the record of my remarks,
as officially transcribed, be read to the
Senate——

Mr. WHERRY, I yield to the Senator
from Indiana. :

Mr. DOUGLAS. So that we may know
what the remarks are, and not merely
what other people say they are.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois is nmot in order.
The Senator from Nebraska has yielded
to the Senator from Indiana for a ques-
tion.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
wish to ask the able Senator from
Nebraska whether he knows that the
senior Senator from Illinois made the
following statement on this floor this
morning, according to the Associated
Press, which word has now gone to every
newspaper in the United States which
subscribes to the Associated Press:

Senator Paur H. DovucrLas (Democrat, of
Illinols) said today that the Senate RFC
subcommittee leaned over backward to pro-
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tect. Republicans who might have been ace
cused of currying favor to obtain Govern-
ment loans for husiness firms,

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President——

Mr., CAPEHART, Just a moment. I
should also like to ask whether the able
Senator from Nebraska knows whether
or not, as the Associated Press reported,
the senior Senator from Illinois made
this statement, which has now gone out
over the AP wire:

Dovucras took the floor to laud FursricHT'S
devotion to duty and to state that he pulled
no punches, he shielded no one. Then he
took after the Republicans,

In other words, the guestion is wheth-
er the able Senator from Illinois, after
praising the Senator from Arkansas and
lauding his devotion to duty, saying that
he “pulled no punches; he shielded no
one,” then later in his remarks said, ac-
cording to the Associated Press—and we
shall in a moment read exactly what he
said—"that the Senate RFC subcommit-
tee leaned over backward to protect Re-
publicans who might have been accused
of currying favor to obtain Government
loans for business firms.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I rise
to a question of personal privilege.

Mr. CAPEHART. I ask the Senator
from Illinois to name the Republicans, to
bring forth the record and tell about
whom he was talking when he said that
the committee leaned over backward to
protect someone.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I rise
to a question of personal privilege.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois is not in order. The
Senator from Nebraska has the floor.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I yield
to the Senator from Illinois to read the
record.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I rise
to a question of personal privilege. I
a.sl;;hat the record of my statement be
read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the record.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I also ask that the
statement of the Senator from Indiana
be read.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I have
the floor, and I shall be glad to yield
for that purpose, but I want the Senator
to ask me to yield for that purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will proceed with the record.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Dovcras. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator from Arkansas yield?

Mr. FuLsrIGHT. I yield to the Senator from
Illinois.

Mr. DoucLas. About a year ago I was ap-
pointed as a member of the Reconstruction
Finance Subcommittee of the Committee on
Banking and Currency, and I have been
fairly intimately connected with that inves-
tigation, and have been able to follow it in
detail, to take a minor part in its conduct,
and to work very closely with the chairman,
the Senator from Arkansas,

In my opinion the Senator from Arkansas
has set an example of energy, honesty, and
complete fidelity to duty. - He has given up
virtually every other interest which he has
had. He has spent days and nights, yes,
months, at this work. He has directed a staff
of assistants. He has pulled no punches
whatsoever., He has ghielded no one. If
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there had been any thought of considering
the purely political effects of the investiga-
tion, there are many witnesses who have
been summoned who would not have been
summoned, and a great many cases which
have been investigated which would not
have been Investigated, The Senator from
Arkansas has been completely impartial and,
as a matter of fact, has leaned over back=
ward in his desire to be fair.

Mr. Taye. Mr, President, will the Senator
yleld?

Mr. Doucras, I should like to complete my
statement, if I may.

We have had in our possession information
as to facts about certain loans which might
have affected adversely the opposing politi-
cal party., Had there been any desire to
gmear, the chairman of the subcommittee
would have brought those loans out into
the open. He did not do so. He leaned over
backward, as a matter of fact, to protect the
members of the opposition party who might
have been accused, justly or unjustly, of
trying to get favoritism in RFC loans, and he
was unsparing in the effort which he made
to see that anyone who was gullty of un-
ethical conduct, whatever his connection,
should be put on the stand and interrogated.

Mr. President, I am aware that the RECORD
is technically correct about the Senator from
Arkansas, but I wish to add a word from
my heart. He has been an incorruptible and
honest investigator, and I do not want to
have even an imputation made about his
character.

I was very happy yesterday morning when
I read an article in the Baltimore Sun, which
is an extremely reputable paper, and I should
like to read into the Recorp at this point in
my remarks, if I may, certain comments
which John W. Owens, who wrote the article,
made about the Fulbright inquiry. The
‘ article, under the headline, *The Fulbright
inquiry sets example,” reads as follows:

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the
opinion of the Chair what has been read
covers what was requested.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I sub-

mit——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Nebraska yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I have not had time
to examine the record. I should like to
ask the Senator whether he has cor-
rected the record in any way.

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, I have not seen
the record.

Mr. WHERRY. Did any of the Sena-
tor's clerks or did his administrative as-
sistant correct the record?

Mr. DOUGLAS. No.

Mr. WHERRY. Some corrections
have been made on the transeript. That
is why I propounded the question.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am informed that
my administrative assistant has not
made any changes in the record.

Mr. WHERRY. Has anyone from the
Senator’s office made any?

Mr. DOUGLAS. No one from my of-
fice has made any.

Mr. WHERRY. There are some cor-
rections on the transcript.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Cor-
rections are made by the Official Re-
porters.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, may
we ascertain whether the corrections
were made by the Official Reporters?

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, the
point is that the official report of what
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the Senator from Illinois said, as it has
been read on the floor, corresponds with
what the Associated Press sent out to
the world. What is the argument about?

Mr. WHERRY. I would say that any-
one who interpreted the remarks of the
Senator from Illinois in the way they
have been interpreted by the press was
Jjustified in making such interpretation
of the statement made on the floor by
the Senator.

Mr. CAPEHART. The Senator's re-
marks do not need interpretation. The
press has reported exactly what he said.

Mr, WHERRY. I very much think
50.
Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Nebraska yield to the Sen-
ator from Illinois?

Mr. WHERRY. I shall be very glad
to yield to the Senator from Illinois,

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I
should like to reread the passage which
has been so much questioned, and to ask
whether there is the slightest touch of
impropriety in what I said. I read from
the official record:

We have had in our possession informa-
tion as to facts about certain loans which
might have affected adversely the opposing
political party.

I ask Senators to listen to this part:

Had there been any desire to smear, the
chairman of the subcommittee would have
brought those loans out into the open. He
did not do so. He leaned over backward,
as a matter of fact, to protect the members
of the opposition party who might have been
accused, justly or unjustly, of trying to get
favoritism in RFC loans, and he was un=-
sparing in the eflort which he made to see
that anyone who was guilty of unethical
conduet, whatever his connection, should be
put on the stand and interrogated.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I do
not intend to hold the floor.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thought the Sena-
tor from Nebraska had yielded.

Mr. WHERRY. I had yielded to the
Senator from Illincis. I should like to
yield the floor, if the Senator wishes to
make a speech.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thought the Sena=
tor had yielded.

Mr. WHERRY. Very well.
the Senator. He may proceed.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thought the Sena-
tor had already done so.

Mr. WHERRY. No.
floor.

Mr, DOUGLAS. Mr. President, may I
inquire who has the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska has the floor. He
has yielded to the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, has
the Senator yielded permanently, or is he
going to snatch his gift back at any
moment?

Mr. WHERRY. I shall be glad to do
it any way the Senator wants me to do it.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would be happier if
the Senator were not an Indian-giver,

Mr, WHERRY, IfIfinish my remarks
and sit down the Senator from Illinois
will not have to worry about my snatch-
ing anything back. I wish to say that
certainly the press reports, as they have

I yield to

I still have the

been read on the floor, indict Republi-
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cans with the implication that they have
been ‘“covered up” by the committee.
There is no doubt about the fact that the
report to that effect has gone out all over
the United States. The statement says
that the opposition party might have
been indicted. *“Might have been in-
dicted,” Mr. President. That statement
certainly goes a long way toward in-
dicting members of the Republican
gx;%y for questionable deals with the

I think the question asked by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Indiana is in
order. If there are any Members on this
side of the aisle or on the other side of
the aisle who might be drawn into this
investigation, they ought to be drawn
into it. The investigation ought to con-
tinue, and it ought to wipe the slate clean,
no matter who is involved. That is the
way I feel about it. The Senator from
Illinois, who I think came as close to
violating the personal rule of the Senate
as anyone could without doing it, should
bend over backward to make the RECORD
clear that he is not accusing Republican
Senators. He owes it to the ethics and
integrity of Senators of the United States
to do so.

I wish again to thank the Senator
from Chio [Mr. BrickER], able states-
man that he is, in whom I have the ut-
most confidence, for one of the finest ad-
dresses that has ever been made on the
floor of the Senate.

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

Mr, WHERRY. I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator yields for a question.

Mr. CAPEHART. Ifhasbeen called to
my attention that the press release——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Nebraska yields only for a
question.

Mr. WHERRY. I yield for a question.

Mr. CAPEHART. Does the Senator
from Nebraska know that the press re-
lease, which I said was an Associated
Press release, was actually a United
Press release?

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator
for making the correction for me.

Before yielding the floor, I wish to say
again that I compliment the Senator
from Arkansas for the very fine work he
has done. In line with the statements
which have been made today from this
side of the aisle I hope he will continue
the job to its completion. I believe it
goes even further than merely recom-
mending legislation. With the innuen-
does and interpretations which have
gone out over the press wires today,
I think it behooves the committee to
clear up any implied indictment of the
Republican leadership, or of any mem-
ber of the opposition who has not been
drawn into the investigation. I think
if the committee has any information
that Republican members are in-
volved they should be asked to testi-
fy before the committee, along with
other persons, to see if anyone in
the legislative branch has been guilty of
favoritism, paternalism, or anything
else, in the granting of loans by the RFC.
I want to say to the junior Senator from
Arkansas that the junior Senator from
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Nebraska intended no partisanship in
the statement he made. :

If it had not been for the general
charge with respect to the Republican
leadership I would not have taken the
floor.

I feel it is absolutely necessary that
immorality be driven out of all Govern=
ment agencies, as it should be driven
from any other place, and I hope the
investigation will be continued. I shall
be glad to vote for additional appropria-
tions of money for the subcommittee, so
that it may continue its work and finish
with its investigations of the charges
and indictments which have been made,
not only before the committee, but in
the press.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, may
I inquire whether the Senator from N2~
braska has really yielded the floor?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, is that
question addressed to me? %

Mr. DOUGLAS. It was addressed to
the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois has the floor.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, we °

are making a mountain out of a mole-
hill. I read from the official record:

He—

The chairman—

leaned over backwards, as a matter of fact,
to protect the members of the opposition
party who might have been accused, justly
or unjustly.

Mr. President, I stand on that state-
ment. I am proud that my colleague
from frkansas is a man who gives a
proper break to the opposition. Such
practice is not always observed in the
game of politics. Frequently the pro-
cedure is to smear one’s cpponent and
to cover up for oneself.

The Senator from Arkansas has not
covered up for anyone. Certain lines of
inquiry mright have been pursued, which
might have subjected some of the lead-
ing members of the opposition party to
severe criticism, and a politically minded
chairman would have done it. However,
the chairman of the committee is not
that type of politically minded Senator.
He has been trying to see that justice
was done.

1 do not like to make charges on the
floor of the Senate. I do not like to
attack people on the floor of the Senate.
I do not think that in the 2 years I have
been a Member of the Senate I have ever
said an unkind word abo-t any other
Senator. Idonotintend todoso. Since
the Senator from Indiana and the Sen-
ator from Nebraska have been pressing
me about certain cases I may say that I
have been extremely dubious about the
loan of $18,500,000 which was made to
the company of which Mr. Guy George
Gabrielson is now president, The com-
pany which got the loan of $18,500,000 is
owned by a group of oil companies whose
assets in the ageregate probably run close
to a billion dollars, They had ample re-
sources to finance the developments of
the company of which Mr, Gabrielson
is now president, without running to the
RFC for funds. However, they did go
to the RFC for funds. Had the chair-
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man of the committee and the Demo-
cratic members of the committee been
politically minded, it would not have
been too difficult to put this case over a
barrel.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam glad to yield for
a gqu-ction to the eminently fair-minded
Senator from Oregon.

Mr. CORDON. If the investigations
of the committee indicated that there
was available or could be made available
any evidence indicating undue influence
or illegal practices with reference to
that particular loan, was it not the duty
of the committee to look into it?

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I say that I do
not think we have unearthed any illegal
practices. We have detected impropri-
eties. That is what we have heen
pursuing.

In view of limits imposed by the size
of our staffl and the time available for
this investigation, the number of cases
we could choose to investigate was of
necessity, limited. We tried to shy away
from the investigation of any case with
respect to which we might be accused
of being politically biased. So we did
not push the Carthage Hydrocol case as
completely as we otherwise would, had
we had more time or resources. May I
say that even with the necessary time
and resources, had we had a politically
minded chairman or a politically minded
committee, we might have concentrated
our efforts on this case, but we chose
to pass it over.

In any case, I believe that the major
oil companies which owned Carthage
Hydrocol should not have gone to the

' RFC for a loan.

In this eonnection, I wish to pay trib-
ute to the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Carenartl]. I wish to give him more
credit than he has apparently given to
me. I want to say that in the hearings
of our subcommitte it was the Senator
from Indiana who carried out the most
rigorous cross-examination with respect
to this loan, and who expressed himself
against it. I pay tribute to the Senator
from Indiana because he did that.

But it is also true that the chairman
of the committee, Senator FuLBRIGHT,
did not trot forward the Carthage
Hydrocol case, with Mr. George Gabriel-
son as a central figure, for investigation.
That is all T said,

It is an extraordinary situation——

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

Mr. DOUGLAS.
finish my sentence.

It is an extraordinary situation when
the chairman of the committee, who
pushes an investigation with complete
fidelity, is criticized because he leans

No; I should like to

- over backward—or because I say he leans

over backward—in the desire to be fair,

I remind the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. WaERRY] and the Senator from
Indiana [Mr, CareHART] that we should
thank God that there are still people in
the United States who follow those tac-
ties, even though the Senator from Ne-
braska and the Senator from Indiana
may not believe it.
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Mr. CAPEHART and Mr. WHERRY
addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Illinois yield; and if so,
to whom?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will yield to either
one of these Heavenly Twins., [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
have a question to propound to the Sen-
ator from Illinois. In one breath, the
Senator says, as reported in the press:

DovagLas took the floor to laud FuLBrRIGHT'S
devotion to duty and to state that e pulled
no punches; he shielded no one. Then he
took after Republicans.

I read further from the press ticker
sheet:

SBenator Pavr H. Dovcras said today that
the Senate RFC subcommittee leaned over
backwards to protect Republicans who might
have been accused of currying favor to ob-
tain Goverament loans for business,

The able Senator talked completely
around the bush, as he is now doing,.
The question I ain putting to him is this:
Who were the Republicans whom the
Senator from Arkansas leaned over
backward to cover up? If the Senator
wants to put this debate on the basis of
“all holy,” let us put it on that -basis.
Let us quit intimating that some Mem-
bers on fhe Republican side were
shielded, because the Senator knows
that they were not,

A moment ago the able chairman of
the committee——

Mr. DOUGLAS. Has the Senator
from Indiana completed his question?

Mr. CAPEHART. I want the Senator
from Illinocis to name the Republicans
with respect to whom the chairman
of the committee leaned over back-
ward, because the Senator intimated
that there were such. The statement
has gone out to the world this afterncon
that there were such Republicans. Let
us name them. I challenge the Senator
to name them. T challenge him to call
a meecting of the committee tomorrow
and name those about whom he is talk-
ing, because the Senator was speaking
in the plural. He was not merely talk-
ing about the so-called Gabrielson case.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois has the floor,

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from
Indiana has, upon occasion, reminded
me that my past occupation was that of
a teacher. I am very proud of that oc-
cupation.. One of the many good les-
sons one learns from that occupation
is to consult sources and not to depend
exclusively on secondary evidence such
as press reports which, however, accurate
they may be in the main, are sometimes
defective in individual instances.

What I said was that the chairman of
the subcommittee “leaned over back-
ward, as a matter of fact, to protect the
members of the opposition party who
might have been accused, justly or un-
justly, of trying to get favoritism in RFC
loans.” !

There. is nothing wrong with that
statement. It is exactly what a scrupu-
lous and honorable man would do; and I
am surprised that there should be any
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criticism of me for making that state-
ment,

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

Mr. DOUGLAS, 1 yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. The Senator just
quoted his own words. He said “mem-
bers.” That means more than one. I
challenge the Senator to name the mem-
bers. He evidently has someone in
mind, or he would not have made the
statement. Tell the Senate and tell the
world who the Republicans are with re=-
spect to whom the able Senator from
Arkansas and the Senator from Illinois
leaned over backward to protect.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, there
is always a certain advantage in a gen-
eral statement which is true without
arousing personal passions by mention-
ing individuals. We all know that.

I may say that in addition to the Car-
thage Hydrocol loan, I have been ex-
tremely critical of the Texmass loan, a
loan of something more than $10,000,000.
A large portion of this loan was used, not
to develop oil properties—and I do not
believe that any of it should have been
used to develop the oil properties in ques-
tion—but was used to help bail out three
groups, namely, the John Hancock Life
Insurance Co. of Boston, the Massa-
chusetts Mutual Co., and a group of Bos-
ton investors organized into a peculiar
kind of investment group, whose names
read like a list of the bluebloods of
Boston. I do not believe that very many
Democrats could be found in that list.
In fact, it reads to me like a list of mem-~
bers of the most exclusive Boston clubs.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me finish. The
percentage of Democrats in that group
is very small. We did not direct our
investigation at the Boston end of the
Texmass affair. We directed our in-
vestigation at the Texas end of the Tex=
mass affair.

I may say that the term “Texmass” is
an abbreviation of “Texas” and “Massa-
chusetts,” indicating the combination
of Texas oil and brains, the Massachu=
setts money.

We concentrated the investigation at
the Texas end, which happens to be
the Democratic end. If the Senator from
Nebraska or the Senator from Indiana
wants to have the investigation directed
at the Massachusetts end, I think the
Senator from Arkansas is willing to ob-
lige him., If that matter is gone into,
I think the situation will be shown to
be extraordinary.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President——

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I finish?

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

° Mr. DOUGLAS. No. I am going to
finish my statement.

I think it will be extraordinary to find
men who are opposed to any Govern-
ment participation in business or any
Government participation in financing,
coming down here to Washington, not
with a tin eup, but with a bushel basket,
and having large amounts of money
poured into it in order that there may
be relief for the wealthy Bostonians who
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live on Beacon Hill, vote the Republican
ticket, and damn the Democrats every
time they have a chance.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Isee my good friend,
the junior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Longe] in the Chamber. I do not
include him in that list. He is one of
the finest Members of the Senate. Ihope
he will not take offense at my statement.

May I say to him that I was drawn into
this by inadvertence. I did not want to
discuss the Boston connection, but these
two experts in psychological warfare got
me into it.

Mr. WHERRY and Mr. CAPEHART
addressed the Chair.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iyield for a question,

Mr, LODGE rose.

Mr. DOUGLAS. First let me yield to
my good friend the Senator from Massa-
chusetts, who, I hasten to say, is not on
this list, and has nothing whatsoever to
do with the transaction. He is one cf
the finest Members of the Senate.

Mr. LODGE. I thank the Senator
from Illinois. I am glad to have this
opportunity to say that I have no con-
nection whatever with the activities of
which the Senator spsaks. I know noth-
ing whatever about their merits. I hope
the situation will be investigated, let
the chips fall where they may.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is exactly what
I would expect the Senator from Massa-
chusetts to say. It isin keeping with his
whole character.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS.
tion?

Mr. CAPEHART. Are we to under-
stand that the Republicans about whom
the Senator was talking were the John
Hancock Life Insurance Co., the Massa-
chusetts Mutual Co., and certain blue
bloods from Boston? What other Re-
publicans were involved?

Mr. DOUGLAS, I think I have fur-
nished a sufficient field of inquiry for
the talents of the Senator from Indiana,

Mr. CAPEHART. The able Senator
from Illinois made the charge that Re-
publicans were covered up i21 the investi-
gation by the able Senator from Arkan=
sas, the chairman of the committee,

Mr, DOUGLAS. Mr, President——

Mr. CAPEHART. That is a serious
charge,

Mr. DOUGLAS. Wait a minute.

Mr. CAPEHART, I demand that the
Senator prove it. I demand that the
committee meet tomorrow, and that the
Senator prove his statement, because so
far as I am concerned, if he does not
prove it, it is an untruth. 5

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I call
the attention of the Senate and of the
Senator from Indiana to the fact that
the words “to cover up” did not appear
in any portion of my remarks. This is
a wholly gratuitous insertion which
someone—and I think perhaps the Sen-
ator from Indiana may have been an
innocent victim—made in his version
of what I said, The record does not

I yield for a ques-
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show any use of the verb “to cover up.”
It does show as follows:

He leaned over backwards, as a matter of
fact, to protect the Members of the opposi-
tion party who might have been accused,
justly or unjustly, of trying to get favoritism
in RFC loans.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President——

Mr. DOUGLAS. I decline to yield.

We are in an extraordinary position,
When we are unfair we are attacked,.
and when we lean over backwards, in
an effort to be fair, we are attacked as
being unfair.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall be glad to
yield to the “dart thrower"” from Ne-
braska.

Mr. WHERRY. I would rather speak
as one of the heavenly twins, if the Sen-
ator does not mind.

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I say to my
friend from Nebraska that he grew up
in Nebraska and there saw the Co-
manches circle and close in on the
trains of prairie wagons and thus he
became accustomed to the method of
closing in on a man by shouting at
him?

Mr, WHERRY. Shouting?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. I thought I used a
very modulated voice.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall be glad to
yield for a question.

Mr. WHERRY. In a very modulated
voice, I would suggest that we get down
to facts. Instead of making speeches,
let us get down to what has been asked
by the Senator from Indiana. Is it not
a fact that even on the Senator’s own
testimony he used the word “break” in
his remarks, and that he referred to his
giving a break to the opposition?

Mr. DOUGLAS. That was a collo-
quialism.

Mr, WHERRY. All right. If the
Senator will permit me: What was the
break? All I am interested in is: What
did the Senator do to cover up or give
a break?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Not “cover up.”

Mr. WHERRY. Just a minute. The
Senator wants to be fair to the “heavenly
twin.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask
the Senator this question. If the Sen-
ator says it was not to cover up what
was the break the Senator gave the
Republicans?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me so I may have
an opportunity to give certain illus-
trations?

Mr. WHERRY. I think the Senator
from Illinois ought to answer the gues--
tion, and I will tell why I think he should.
I believe he is a fair-minded man, at least
he says he wants to be, with his collo-
quial expressions. I think if a “break”
is given to a person, that it is just the
same as covering up for a person.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Oh, no.

Mr. WHERRY. What I want to know,
and what the Senator from Indiana
wants to know is: Who got the “break”?
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Who are the committee “covering up”?
Who are they, whether they are Repub-
licans or Democrats? We are entitled
to know who they are. A serious charge
has been made. I am not throwing any
darts. I may not be expressing myself
in the best of “heavenly” language, but
I am speaking in the old Midwestern
fashion. I want to know who is being
“covered up” or what is being done for
any person.

Mr. DOUGLAS. In order to keep the
Recorp straight I will say I have never
used the words “cover up.”

I now yield to the Senator from Ar-
kansas.

Mr. CAPEHART. The Senator used
the words “to protect.” Now, who is
being protected?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
Jornson of Colorado in the chair). The
Senator from Indiana is out of order.
The Senator from Illinois has the floor.

Mr, DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous con-
sent that I may yield the floor tempo-
rarily to the Sznator from Arkansas to
present some illustrations of this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the unanimous-consent re-
quest? The Chair hears none, and it is
50 ordered.

Mr. FULBERIGHT. Mr. President, I
desire to address myself to the inguiry
of the Senator from Nebraska about
“giving a break.” First I should like to
preface it by saying that I think the
report: of the committee may have dealt
with some distinctions that have been
perhaps too subtle for some people quite
to follow. We made distinctions between
improper and illegal conduct.

I think in the statement made by the
Senator from Illinois there are perhaps
some nuances of meaning that are diffi-
cult to follow. He was not saying and
he did not mean to say “cover up” in
the language used.

The Senator from Nebraska refers to
“a break.” I will give one illustration
of a break which I think is a legitimate
illustration of that very thing, with re-
gard to the Gabrielson matter. This is
the actual truth of that matter. When
we came to the hearing on the question
of the Carthage-Hydrocol loan the staff
had briefed the chairman, and I think
some of the other members. This was
done last summer. I knew from the in-
formation supplied me by the staffi—Mr.
Herz in particular—that Mr. Gabrielson
was a prominent member in that organi-
gation. I think he was president of it
ur its attorney. We were not at that
time concerned about undue influence.
I disapproved of the loan on the ground
already stated by the Senator from Illi-
nois. But I ccnsider it a break that I
did not lead off with Mr. Gabrielson; that
I permitted the Senator from Indiana,
a Republican member, and I think the
only Republican member present, to de-
velop it himself. I permitted him to de-
velop the fact that Mr. Gabrielson was
there, and he was given every opportu-
nity to express his indignation at the
participation in RFC lending by such an
organization. I consider that a break.

We could have headlined the matter;
I could have taken over as chairman and
made it appear as if all the Republicans
were greatly surprised and chagrined.
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I consider that a legitimate break, be-
cause we were not seeking to make a par-
tisan hearing out of it. That is an illus-
tration of what I call a “break.” We
were not covering up anything. I think
it was a break to permit a Republican
minority member to take advantage of
that situation, and it reflected credit on
him. I think it reflected credit on the
subcommittee.

Mr. WHERRY. So long as the Senator
from Arkansas addressed his remarks to
me, I should like to ask him, outside of
the Gabrielson incident, which he
denies——

Mr, FULERIGHT. What does the Sen-
ator mean “denies™? i

Mr. WHERRY. That he had anything
to do with this loan. :

Mr. FULBRIGHT. He does not deny
that. We never accused him of using
undue influence,

Mr. WHERRY. BPBut outside of this
man Gabrielson, does the Senator have
any Republicans in mind to whom the
commitiee gave a break or covered up, or
whatever language the Senator may
wish to use

Mr, DOUGLAS.
up for anybedy.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not consider
that a cover up for anybody. I stated
that a moment ago.

Mr. WHERRY.
name them?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No; I do not con-
sider that we covered up for any Re-
publican.

Mr. WHERRY. Can the Senator
name anyone to whom a break was
given?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Yes. I think it
was a break to the Senator from In-
diana, and the whole Republican mem-
bership of the subcommittee.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
mean the committee covered up some-
thing?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I shall refer to
the Texmass case; before I mention
that, I will say I do not think the Sen-
ator understands what either the Sena-
tor from Illinois or I have in mind when
I say we did not take full advantage of
all the possibilities involved in the hear-
ing. There is a misapprehension here
respecting the use of the words. I
think all the Senator from Illinois in-
tended to say was that the committee
had not undertaken to make political
capital out of these hearings. That is
about all it comes to.

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

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Yes, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY., Here is the press re-
lease——m

Mr: FULBRIGHT. We are not re-
sponsible for the press release. We will
deal with the record as the reporter
made it.

Mr. Y. Let me ask the Sen-
ator a question. The press release states
that—

Benator Pavr H. Dovaras, Democrat, of
Illinois, said today that the Senate RFC
subcommittee leaned backward to protect
Republicans who mlght have been accused

of currylng favor to obtain Government
loans for business firms.

We did not cover

Can the Senator
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If the Senator is asked this question:
Is that statement true; what would he
say about it? That question will be
asked the Senator by the press. Would
the Senator say that it is true?

I will read it again, because I want to
emphasize it:

Senator Paur H. Doucras, Demccrat, of
Illinois, sald today that the Senate RFC
subcommittee leaned over backward to pro-
tect Republicans who might have been ac=
cused of currying favor to obtain Govern-
ment loans for business firms.

Will the Senator say that statement
is true? Will the Senator say it is un-
true? As to this statement will the Sen-
ator say it is true or untrue?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. First, I would say
it is not a correct representation of what
the Senator from Illinois said.

Mr. WHERRY. No; but the Senator is
fair-minded. What would the Senator
say about this statement?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I would say that
it is not true.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator says that
it is not true.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Wait a minute,
There are two points I am trying to
make. The first is that it is not in ac-
cord with the full statement of the Sen-
ator from Illinois. In the second place,
I think it is subject to an erroneous in-
ference because it does not carry the
words “justly or unjustly” which were
used by the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
think it is true?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I think it is sub-
ject to misrepresentation by reasonable
men,

Mr. WHERRY. Is it true, I ask the
Senator. It is either true or not true.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I would say that
it was not said on the floor of the Sen-
ate. In that sense it is certainly not
true. I think the Senator or, if the Sen-
ator prefers the term, “heavenly twin,”
made a mountain out of a molehill.

Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator yield
further?

Mr, FULBRIGHT. Not at this mo-

ment.
Mr. President, will

Mr. CAPEHART.
the Senator yield? ,

Mr. WHERRY. A mountain has been
made out of a molehill by the Senator
from Illinois in charging a “cover-up”
for Republicans.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Oh, no. If the
Senator made any charge it was that I
did the covering up, and I know the
Senator had no intention of saying that
I covered up anybody. What he was in-
tending to say and trying to emphasize
was that this hearing had been conduct-
ed in an eminently fair manner, with-
out an attempt to take political advan-
tage of the position of the minority.
That is certainly all he was trying to do.

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

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

Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator an-
swer the question of the Senator from
Nebraska, It is a very simple question,
phrased in very simple language.

Mr. FULBRIGHT, Very well.
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Mr. WHERRY. Would the Senator
say that that statement as carried over
the press, was true or untrue? Answer
it “Yes” or “No.” [Laughter.] The
Senator is very fair-minded,

Mr. FULBRIGHT. No.

Mr. WHERRY, No. Very well
not true.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shoula like to
point out that the statement printed in
the press was not the precise statement
that was made on the floor.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, who
has the floor? .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois now has the floor.

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 yield to the Sena-
tor from Indiana for a guestion.

Mr. CAPEHART. I should like to
make a hrief statement, if the Senator
will yield.

- Mr. DOUGLAS. Iyield for a question,
not for a statement.

Mr. CAPEHART. My question is—
and I address my question to the able
Senator from Illinois—is it not a fact
that the chairman of the subcommittee
and the committee itself, did a fair, im-
partial job; that they did not cover up
anybody or try to protect anybody; that
they have done an honest job right up
to this very minute, and thet at no time
did they in any way try to defend or try
to protect or cover up anybhody? Is that
not the history of the committee and its
chairman?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Since I am a mems=-
ber of the subcommittee, and the Sena-
tor from Indiana has just paid tribute
to the committee, and therefore has paid
tribute to me—and I now want to thank
him for his generosity. [Laughter.]

Mr. MALONE. Mr,. President——

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I did
not hear the answer to the question.

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is unbecoming
for anyone to pin flowers upon himself,
but since it has been done, I will say
I think it is true. The chairman of the
committee, the members of the commit-
tee, including the members on the Demo-
cratic side, have been eminently fair in
this matter. I thank the Senator from
Indiana very much.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for one other ques-
tion?

It is

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does

the Senator from Illinois yield to the
Senator from Indiana?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield for a ques-
tion.

Mr. CAPEHART. I have not had
years of experience in training boys in
the University of Chicago, so I simply
do not understand the reference to col-
loguialisms and “heavenly twins” and
so on. I apologize by reason of not hav-
ing had that experience.

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from
Indiana does very well. There is no
need to apologize. [Laughter.]

Mr. CAPEHART. What I want to ask
the Senator from Illinois is this: Did he
read the dispatch which was sent out by
the United Press, the UP, knowing that
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it would be published in all the news-
papers, or many of them, in the United
States; and was the chairman not justi-
fied in calling the matter to the atten-
tion of the Senator from Illinois in order
that he might correct the record him-
self?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would have pre-
ferred it if the Senator from Indiana
had first consulted the actual text of
the record to find out what I actually
said, and if he had then talked to me,
we could have made a joint statement
indicating that the press report was not
precisely in conformity with the full of-
ficial record.

Mr. CAPEHART. I should like to call
attention to the fact that the Senator
from Illinois left the floor, and returned
only a few minutes ago.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I had gone to lunch,
for I did not realize that these fireworks
had started. Hereafter I shall keep a
sandwich in the cloakroom. [Laughter.]

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield briefly?

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 yield.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Actually, if there
is any reflection arising out of the re-
marks of the Senator from Illinois, I
should think it would be on the chair-
man of the subcommittee for having
countenanced any “covering up.”

Mr. DOUGLAS., But I did not say
that.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I know the Sena-
tor did not, and I know he did not in-
tend his remarks to be interpreted in
that way. So I do not see what the Sen-
ator from Indiana was so excited about.

Mr. CAPEHART,. Then what did the
Senator from Illinois intend by the
statement?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. He intended to
emphasize the fact that the committee
*had been impartial and fair in the way
it conducted its investigations. That is
all he intended.

Mr. CAPEHART. No; he intended
that what actually did happen would
happen, namely, that the statement
that Republicans had been covered up,
would be sent all over the world. I will
stand on that statement until the Sena-
tor from Illinois says it is not what he
intended.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwasgoing todo that.
Mr. President, I protest having the Sen-
ator from Indiana read that intent into
my statement and action. That was not
my purpose in any way. My sole purpose
was to defend the integrity of the chair-
man and the subcommittee, which, al-
though not directly attacked, had been
somewhat blurred by imputation. That
was my sole purpose. I now wish to
assure the Senator from Indiana that
was my purpose, my sole purpose, and
nothing but my purpose.

Mr. President, I do not wish to take my
seat until I give my friends on the other
side of the aisle an opportunity to ask
questions,

Mr, WELKER. Mr, President, will the
Senator from Illinois yield to me?

Mr, DOUGLAS. I yield.

Mr. WELEER. The Senator from Il=
linois brought into the debate a loan
made to Carthage Hydrocol, Inc. Does
the Senator know whether, when that
loan was made, Mr., Gabrielson was
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chairman or president of Carthage Hy-
drocol, Inc., or whether he was chairman
of the Republican National Committee?

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is my understand-
ing that at the time when the loan was
made, he was neither president nor
chairman of the Republican National
Committee. I think that is true—at least
at the time of the first of the three
loans. There were two subsequent loans,

Mr. WELKER. Was he at any time,
when any of the three loans were made,
president of Carthage Hydrocol, Inc.?

Mr. DOUGLAS. When Mr. Gunder-
son, a former member of the RFC, was
queried on this loan, he replied—hear-
ings, page 441—“Mr. Gabrielson was
originally the attorney.” Later he be-
came the president. I regret that I do
not follow the affairs of the Republican
Party as closely as I should for I do not
know when he became Chairman of that
party.

Mr. WELKER. Perhaps I can ac-
quaint the Senator with the facts in that
matter,

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me ask when Mr.
Gabrielson became Chairman of the Re-
publican National Committee.

Mr. WELKER. Mr. Gabrielson be-
came Chairman of the Republican Na-
tional Committee on the fourth day of
August 1949,

I say to the Senator from Illinois, for
his information, that the last install-
ment of the loan to Carthage Hydrocol,
Inc., was made on April 25, 1949,

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was very careful
to keep Mr. Gabrielson’s name out of
this matter, until the questioning began.

Mr. WELEER. But the Senator from
Illinois did name Mr, Gabrielson, did he
not?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I said I thought the
loan to the Carthage Hydrocol Com-
pany, of which Mr. Gabrielson became
president and before that the attorney,
should not have been made, and that the
subsequent loans should not have been
made.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.

Mr. WELKER. Is the Senator from
Illinois familiar with the subcommittee
hearings under date of July 10, 1950, on
page 440, when a former RFC director,
Mr. Harvey Gunderson, testified as fol-
lows:

I had never talked to Mr. Gabrielson, and
I know of no one in the RFC who had ever
talked with him, until after the loan was
made, at which time he was elected presi=
dent of the company.

In that connection, Mr., Gabrielson
has issued a statement from which I
read the following:

Mr. Gunderson’s testimony further makes
it clear that the loan was negotiated by Mr.

‘P. C. (Doble) Keith, an outstanding chemical-

engineer, through Mr. Jesse Jones, former
Federal loan administrator. I have heen Mr.
Keith's attorney for many years.

Because of its value to national defense
and the development of natural resources,
the loan was endorsed by the Secretary of
the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and
the Secretary of the Interior.

Is the Senator from Illinois familiar
with that testimony?
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, in a general
way. Let me say that the attention of
the press was called to that testimony
at the time. We never have charged Mr.
Gabrielson with doing anything wrong.

What I did point out was that we did
not push the investigation of this loan.
If this line of investigation had been car-
ried out further, it would have shown,
I think, that the loan should not have
been made, and by imputation, such an
investigation might have reflected on Mr,
Gabrielson, who subsequently became
chairman of the Republican National
Committee.

My point is that we have been scru-
pulous in trying to protect Mr. Gabriel-
son, but now apparently we are being
attacked because we are trying to be
scrupulous.

Mr. WELEER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further, and then I shall
be through. ,

Mr, DOUGLAS, T yield.

Mr. WELEER. I am sure the Senator
from Illinois realizes that I am not at-
tacking him. I am confused, as the
Senator from Illinois is.

Let me ask why the Senator from Illi-
nois mentioned the name of Mr. Gabriel-
son and why the Senator from Illinois
used the words that he was “giving a
break to some Republicans,” if there
were no malintent on the part of Mr,
Gabrielson or on the part of any other
Republican the Senator can name?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me say to the
Senator from Idaho that I did not want
to bring Mr. Gabrielson’s name into this
matter. It was under very severe pres-
sure from the Senator from Indiana [Mr,
CareHART] and the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. WEERrY] that I even men-
tioned the name of the company. The
REecorp of today's debate will, I am sure,
make this quite clear.

I do think that if there had been a
disposition on the part of the chairman
of the subcommittee or the subcommit-
tee itself to probe the Carthage Hydrocol
loan rather severely, it could have been
shown that this was a loan which should
not have been made in the public in-
terest, but that the financing should
have come from the huge oil companies
which owned Carthage Hydrocol. On
the other hand, the subcommittee could
have attacked the company for getting
large hand-outs from the RFC. But we
serupulously tied our hands behind our
backs on this matter.

Mr. WELKER. Let me say to the
Senator from Illinois that I appreciate
the faet that neither the Republican nor
the Democratic Party—no political
party—has-a monopoly on honesty. I
wish to say to the Senator from Illinois
and to the chairman of the subcommit-
tee, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
FuLericHT], who is my close personal
friend, that I appreciate the Senator's
reference. However, as a freshman
Member of this body, I say we should
not let this investigation cease now. On
the contrary, let us go to the bottom of
all this matter, and let us be accurate
when we accuse anyone of engaging in
fraud by the misuse of the money of the
American people.

I say to the Senator that even if all
the chips fall on this side of the aisle,
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he will be doing a great thing for the
people of the United States if he proves
his case and proves any malfeasance,
either on the part of the Republican
Party or on the part of the Democratic
Party

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I
think that in the heat of the debate,
the Senator from Idaho put words into
my mouth and thoughts into my mind
which I did not utter or which were not
in my head. I have not charged any
Republican with malfeasance. I mere-
ly said that there were certain loans
which, if the committee had thoroughly
investigated them, might by imputa-
tion have reflected upon the Republi-
can Party, but that we were careful not
to go into those loans, lest we be ac-
cused of unfairness and political par-
tisanship. ¢

If the Senator from Idaho will read
the Recorp tomorrow, when all of us
are in a calmer mood, I think he will
see that those have been not only my
words but my intentions.

Mr. WELEER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for an observation?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly,

Mr. WELKER. I am certainly not

angry. I heard the Senator from Illi-
nois bring the name of Mr. Gabrielson
into this debate.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did so under ques-
tioning from the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. CarerarT] and the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY].

Mr. WELKER. Naturally the Sena-
tor would want me to do what I could
to keep the REecorp straight. If Mr.
Gabrielson was not even connected with
the Corporation at that time, we cer-
tainly should defend him on that basis.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; and I
thank the Senator from Idaho. <

Mr. President, if there are no fur-
ther questions, I yield the floor.

Mr. WELKER subsequently said: Mr,
President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed at. this point in the Recorbp,
in connection with the matter which has
been under discussion, a statement issued
by Mr. Gabrielson, chairman of the Re-
publican National Committee.

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

STaTEMENT BY GUY GEORGE GABRIELSON,
CHAIRMAN OF THE REPUBLICAN NATIONAL
COMMITTEE
Let Representative Hays clean up his own

party, and his own-national committee, be-

fore he tries to talk about something which
he knows nothing about. Hls statement on
the House floor today was an unmitigated lie.

The hearings of the Fulbright subcom-
mittee show that the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation loan to Carthage Hydrocol, Inc.,
was negotiated before I became president of

e, and before I became chairman of
the Republican National Committee,

The printed hearings of the subcommittee
show, on page 440, that under questioning of
Senator FuLerIGHT on July 10, 1950, a former
RFC Director, Mr. Harvey Gunderson, testi-
fied as follows:

*“I had never talked to Mr. Gabrielson, and

* I know of no one in the RFC who had ever

talked with him, until after the loan was
made, at which time he was elected president
of the company.”

Mr. Gunderson’s testimony further makes
it clear that the loan was negotiated by Mr.
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P. C. (Dobie) Keith, an cutstanding chemical
engineer, through Mr, Jesse Jones, former
Federal loan administrator. I have been Mr,
Keith’'s attorney for many years.

Because of its value to national defense
and the development of natural resources,
the loan was endorsed by the Secretary of
the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the
Secretary of the Interior.

The record shows that I have no financial
interest in Carthage Hydrocol, and that the
only compensation I have received has been
for my services as president and counsel.

The last installment of the loan to Car-
thage Hydrocol was made, April 25, 1949. I
became chairman of the Republican National
Committee August 4, 1949. These facts are
all a matter of record, and were available to
Congressman HAys.

“1 can only conclude that this deliberate
smear is an attempt to divert attention from
the raseality rampant in Washington under
the administration of the political party to
which Mr. Hays is affiliated. And no amount
of misrepresentation or mud-throwing will
deter me from continuing to urge that we
turn these rascals out in 1852,

Mr. McCLELLAN obtained the floor.

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

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
wish to call attention to one matter.
Earlier I spoke about investigations. I
should like to call the attention of the
Senate to the fact that we have now
spent almost 3 hours of valuable time
in talking about an investigation. But
we have now before us for consideration
a bill which was introduced by eight
distinguished Democratic Senators and
six distinguished Republican Senators, if
I can still count, after listening to the
colloquy which has occurred here on the
fioor of the Senate. Apparently, at least
16 Members of this body regard that
legislation as being important, deserv-
ing of consideration and action. I
merely wish to reiterate that the time
has come when we should spend more
time on legislation if we are to do what
is expected of us. I say that in all
kindness.

One investigating committee alcne
has spent a quarter of a million dollars
upon an investigation within the last
year, which is a considerable sum of
money for one committee to spend.

We have before us a bill which in-
volves health. The Senators who have
sponsored the bill thought it was im-
portant to the health of the country.
I see the distinguished Senator from
California [Mr. Ewowranp] on the
floor. He is one of the co-authors of
this bill.

I hope this body will not resolve itself
into a group of policemen to such an ex-
tent that some will suggest we should
wear uniforms. On the contrary, I
hope that we can get down to the seri-
ous consideration of proposed legisla-
tion, and can spend a little time in legis-
Jating. I say that in the utmost friend-
liness and sincerity.

ORGANIZATION OF EXECUTIVE BRANCH
OF GOVERNMENT

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, out
of order, I ask unanimous consent to
introduce for appropriate reference
seven bills and to submit a concurrent
resolution, which I send to the desk.
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All these measures are intended to carry
out the recommendations of the Hoover
Commission. There are approximately
10 or 11 other bills which also will be in-
troduced by other Senators in this con-
nection. A number of other Senators
have joined with me in sponsoring these
bills. I shall not take the time to read
their names or to insert them into the
ReEecorp, for they will appear on the bills
when printed.

I should like to say, Mr. President,
that I am introducing these measures by
request. With many of them I am in
general agreement as to their objec-
.tives. However, in introducing or sub-
mitting these measures, and in the other
bills which will be introduced by other
Members to carry into effect the recom=
mendations of the Hoover Commission—
and I believe that these measures cover
all the recommendations of the Hoover
Commission—we reserve the right to
amend the bills, eliminate from them
provisions which may be objectionable,
or, if they cannot be revised sufficiently,
to oppose them outright.

Qur purpose in introducing all these
bills is to get before the Congress all
the proposals of the Hoover Commission,
in order that the Congress may have an
opportunity to study them, to the end
that there may be enacted into law all
the recommendations which are found
to be advisable, which have merit, and
which we think would carry out the gen-
eral objectives of bringing about greater
efficiency and economy in government.

Mr. President, I ask that the bills be
appropriately referred.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the bills and concurrent reso-
lution will be received and appropriately
referred.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
McCARTHY, Mr. O'CoNOR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. Tart, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr, SALTON=-
STALL, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
Lopge, Mr. Ives, Mr, KEFAUVER, Mr.
Durr, Mr. BENTON, and Mr. DIRK«

SEN) :

S.1134. A bill to establish principles and
policies to govern generally the management
of the executive branch of the Government
in accordance with recommendations of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive De=
partments.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
McCARTHY, Mr. AIKeN, Mr, Tarr, Mr.
FercusoN, Mr. Lopge, Mr. Ives, Mr.
HumpPHREY, Mr. ExFAuver, Mr. BEN-
ToN, Mr. DUFF, Mr, SALTONSTALL, and
Mr. DIRKSEN) :

S.1135. A bill to provide a recruivment
procedure for the competitive civil service in
order to insure selection of personnel on the
basis of open competition and merit, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
McCarTHY, Mr. O'CoNoOR, Mr, AIKEN,
Mr. Tarr, Mr. FERGUsON, Mr. SmITH
of New Jersey, Mr. Looce, Mr. Ives,
Mr. HuMPHREY, Mr. DovucLas, Mr.
LEHMAN, Mr. BENTON, Mr. Durr, Mr,
DirgsEN, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

S.1136. A bill to place in the Administra-
tor of General Services responsibility for co=
ordination of certain miscellaneous activities
in the District of Columbia in accordance
with a recommendation of the Commission
on Organization of the Executive Branch of
the Government; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments.
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By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
McCarTHY, Mr. O'CoNoR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr, Byrp, Mr. TaPr, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. SmrtH of New Jersey, Mr. Hum-
PHREY, Mr. Doucras, Mr., LobGe, Mr.
Ives, Mr. LEaMAN, Mr. BENTON, Mr,
DuFF, Mr. DIRKSEN, and Mr. SALTON=-
STALL) :

5.1137. A bill to provide for the separa-
tion of subsidy from air-mail pay in accord-
ance with recommendations of the Commis-
sion on Organization of the Executive Branch
of the Government; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr,
McCARTHY, Mr, O'CoNoR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. TaFr, Mr. FERGUSON, and Mr,
BENTON) :

8.1138. A bill creating a Veterans' Insur=
ance Corporatfon in the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration to exercise all of the functions with
respect to Government life insurance and
national service life insurance; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Ey Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
McCarTHY, Mr. O'CoNoR, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. TAFT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. BENTON,
Mr. SyITH of New Jersey, Mr, LopGE,
Mr. Ives, Mr. DuFF, Mr. DIRKsSEN, and
Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

5.1130. A bill making certain changes in
laws applicable to regulatory agencies of the
Government so as to eflectuate the recom-
mendations regarding regulatory agencies
made by the Commission on Organization of
the Executive Branch of the Government; to
the Committee on Expenditures in the Ex-
ecutive Departments.

By Mr. McCLELLAN (for himself, Mr.
Fercuson, Mr. Lobce, and Mr. BEN-
TON) :

5. 1140. A bill to establish and to consoli-
date certain hospital, medical, and public

‘health functions of the Government in a

Department of Health; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments.

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
19) submitted by Mr. McCLELLAN (for
himself, Mr. McCarTHY, Mr. O'CONOR,
Mr. ATKEN, Mr. TaFT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.
Ives, Mr. Lobce, Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr.
DoucGras, Mr. LEaman, Mr. BENTON, Mr,
Durr, and Mr. DIRKSEN) , was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations, as
follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That the Sec-
retary of State is requested to submit to the
Congress within 80 days after the adoption
of this resolution a plan for amalgamation
of the personnel of the permanent State De-
partment established in Washington and
the personnel of the Foreign Service into a
single foreign affairs career service, adminis-
tered separately from the general civil serv=
ice, and obligated to serve at home or over-
seas, as recommended by the Commission
on Organization of the Executive Branch of
the Government,

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr, President, in line
with the statements just made by the
senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
McCrELLAN], the chairman of the com-
mittee, I am sending to the desk seven
reorganization bills for appropriate
reference. These bills were drafted by
the Citizens Committee for the Hoover
Report. They are a part of the program
just outlined by the Senator from
Arkansas, chairman of the Committee
on Expenditures in the Executive De-
partments, and are designed to carry out
through legislative enactment the
recommendations made by the Hoover
Commission which have not yet been ap-
proved by Congress,
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I am glad to cooperate in this non-

‘partisan approach to assure the full con-
sideration of all the recommendations

made by the Hoover Commission. At the
same time, I, as the Senator from Arkan-
sas has stated, am doing so under the
reservation that I do not wholly approve
in advance of every provision contained
in these bills, and reserve the right to
offer perfecting amendments, or should
the facts developed in committee so war-
rant, to oppose certain parts of this pro-
gram, even including some of the bills
I am sponsoring.

The main objective in this coordinated
effort by 20 Senators is to insure that all
recommendations of the Hoover Com-
mission not yet fully activated will be
given consideration by the appropriate
committees of Congress. It has been
estimated that 50 percent of the ap-
proximately 300 recommendations made
by the Hoover Commission have already
been activated. While I realize that the
remaining 50 percent are those which
have met the most opposition, I never-
theless am glad to associate myself in

‘this effort to assure such consideration,

and will do whatever I can, as chairman
of the Subcommittee on Reorganization
of the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments, to have con-
sideration given those provisions carry-
ing out the recommendations.

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, With-
out objection, the bills will be received
and appropriately referred.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr,
MeCaArTHY, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. TarT,
Mr. FeErGUsoN, Mr., SMITH of New
Jersey, Mr. LopGe, Mr. HUMPHREY,
Mr. LEEMAN, Mr. IvEs, Mr. DOUGLAS,
Mr. BENTON, Mr. DUFF, Mr. DIRKSEN,
and Mr. SALTONSTALL) @

S.1141. A bill to expand the activities of
the Department of Commerce in accordance
with the recommendations of the Commis-
slon on Organization of the Executive
Branch of the Government; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCartHY, Mr. TaFT, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. Lobge, Mr. BENTON, Mr. DUFF,
and Mr. DOUGLAS) :

S.1142. A bill to expand the activities of
the Department of Labor in accordance with
recommendations of the Commission on Or-
ganization of the Executive Branch of the
Government; to the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
McCARTHY, Mr. AIKEN, Mr., TarT,
Mr, FErRGUsON, Mr. Lopce, Mr. Hum- _
PHREY, Mr. BEnTON, Mr. DUFF, and
Mr. DIRESEN) :

S.1143. A bill to effectuate recommenda=
tions relating to the Department of the In-
terior of the Commission on Organization
of the Executive Branch of the Government;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr, Mc-
CARTHY, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. Tarr, Mr.
FErcUsON, Mr. SmiTe of New Jersey,
Mr. Lopge, Mr, HUMPHREY, Mr. BEN-
TON, Mr. DUFF, Mr. DIRKSEN, and Mr,
SALTONSTALL) :

5.1144. A bill to provide for the creation
of a Board of Analysis for Engineering and
Architectural Projects and Drainage Area Ad-
visory Commissions, in accordance with rec-
ommendations of the Committee on Organi-
zation of the Executive Branch of the Gov-
ernment; to the Committee on Public Works,
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By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr. Mc-
CaArRTHY, Mr, TAFT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr,
Lobgg, Mr, Ives, Mr, EENTON, and Mr.
SALTONSTALL) &

B.1145. A bill to establish a Department of
‘Bocial Security and Education in accordance
with the recommendations of the Commis=
sion on Organization of the Executive Branch
of the Government; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments,

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr. Mc-
CarTHY, Mr. Aixen, Mr. Tart, Mr.
Fercusow, Mr. Byro, Mr. BMITH of
New Jersey, Mr. LopGe, Mr. IvEs, Mr.,
TrYE, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr. DOUGLAS,
Mr. LEgMaN, Mr, BENTON, Mr. DUFF,
Mr. DirxseEN, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) 2

8. 1146. A bill to establish a temporary Na-
tional Commission on Intergovernmental Re-
lations; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. O'CONOR (for himself, Mr.
AIKEN, Mr. Tarr, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr,
Byep, Mr. LopGe, Mr. DoucLas, Iir,
BeEnTON, Mr. Durr, Mr. DWORSHAK,
Mr. DizgeEN,-and Mr, SALTONSTALL) :

8. 1147. A bill to provide for the transfer of
the Displaced Persons Commission and the
War Claims Commission to the Department
of State, in accordance with a recommenda-
tion of the Commission on Organization of
the Executive Branch of the Government; to
the Committee on Expenditures in the Exec-
utive Departments.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself and several of my col-
leagues, whose names appear on the bills,
I introduce for appropriate reference
two bills, which are in effect companion
bills to the ones just offered by the Sen-
ator from Arksnsas, and which are in-
tended to put the recommendations of
the Hoover Commission before the Sen-
ate for action. The bills I am intro-
ducing provide for the reorganization of
the Department of Agriculture, the
making of certain changes in the law
applicable to the Post Office Dezpart-
ment, and o on.

As the Senator from Arkansas has
gaid, in introdueing thece bills we do
not say they are perfect in every way.
‘We reserve the right to support amend-
ments and to cfler amendments, and in
some cases, even to oppose the hill itself,
if it later appears that it is unadvisable
to enact it. However, it appears fo us
that all the recommendations of the
Hoover Commission, based upon about
18 months’ work by the Commission,
under the direction of the Congress,
should be submitted to the Congress for
action, one way or another. So I am
glad to join with the Senator from Ar-
kansas and oth:r Senators in seeing to
it that all these proposals are placed
kefore t2e Senate for appropriate refer-
ence and action by this body.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the bills will be received and
appropriately referred.

By Mr. AIETN (for himself, Mr. Mc-
CarTrmy, Mr. Tarr, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. HumpHREY, Mr. LopGe, Mr. BenN-
ToN, Mr. Durr, Mr. DmEsSEN, Mr,
Ives, and Mr. SALTONSTALL) :

8.1148. A bill making various changes in
laws applicable to the Post Office Dzpart-
ment in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Commission on Crganization of
the Executive Eranch of the Government; to
g 'Cammltm cn Post Ciice and Civil

Vic2.
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By Mr, AIEEN (for himself, Mr,
O’'ConoRr, Mr. McCarTHY, Mr, TarT,
Mr., FerousoN, Mr. S8murH of New
JERSEY, Mr, LopcE, Mr. DouGLAs, Mr,
BEnTON, Mr. Durr, Mr. DRxsen,

Mr. SavTonNsTALL, and Mr, Ives):
B.1149. A bill to provide for the reorgani-
zation of the Department of Agriculture in
accordance with the recommendations of the
Commission on Organization of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com=-
mitiee on Expenditures in the Ezecutive

Departments.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
wish to send to the desk a bill, and ask
for its appropriate reference, The bill
is sponscred by several of my colleagues
and myself. It is a bill to provide for
the reorganization of the Depertment of
the Treasury, in accordance with the
racommendations of the Commission on
Reorganization of the Executive Branch
of the Governmert.

This, Mr. President, is one of the sev-
eral bills referred to by the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Executive Departments, the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL-
1aN], the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
O’'Conor], and the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. Amxen]. I wish to join in
furtherance of the spirit which they have
shown, the spirit of having presented to
the Congress all propoesals of the Hoover
Commission, for consideration by the
several committees. I recognize that on
many of these bills there will be differ-
ences of opinion, and I, too, along with
my colleagues reserve the right, despite
cosponsorship and sponsorship of pro-
posed legislation, either to vote to amend,
to alter, or even to oppose these measures
in committee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the bill will be received,
out of order, and appropriately referred.

By Mr. HUMPHREY (for himself, Mr,
McCarRTHY, Mr. TAFT, Mr. FERGUSON,
Mr. Lobse, Mr., IVEs, Mr, BENTON,
Mr. Durr, Mr. DIREEN, and Mr.
BALTONSTALL) :

8. 1150. A bill to provide for the reorgan-
fzation of the Department of the Treasury
in accordance with recommendations of the
Commission on Organlzauon of the Execu-
tive Branch of the Government; to the Com-
mittee cn Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, on
behalf of the senior Senator from Ohio
[Mr., Tarr], the junior Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. BEnToN], and myself,
I ask unanimous consent to introduce
for appropriate reference a bill provid-
ing for the recrganization of the Vet-
erans’ Administration.

This bill would provide for the reor-
ganization of the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration in accordance with the recom-
mendations of the Commission on Or-
ganization of the Executive Branch of
the Government. This is one of the 19
bills which, with a concurrent resolu-
tion, are being introduced in the Senate
today to implement the recammenda-
tions of the Hoover Commission.

I have joined in the sponsorship of
each of these 20 measures. I have done
so in the full realization that some of
the measures may prove controversial
and that full study of each by the ap-
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rropriate cominittees of the Senate is
essential. I may even say that I would
place the bill I have just introduced
in the category of those measures which
are controversial and which will require
fullest study.

My purpose in joining in the blanket
sponsorship of each of these measures
is to demonstrate my wholehearted sup-
port for the Hoover Commission and my
personal determination that its objec-
tives shall be accomplished. In order
that its objectives may be accomplished
it is necessary that its recommendations
which require legislative implementation
be laid before the Congress.

Congress, in its wisdom and in the
light of all the facts which its com-
mittees will now be charged with de-
veloping, may wish to revise some of
these recommendations. That is only
as it should be. Like other Senators
who have sponsored some of these meas-
ures, I reserve to myself the right to

any of these proposals or even
to vote against them as the full facts
are developed in Congress. :

But before any of that Congressional
screening of these proposals is possible
it is necessary that they be placed be-
fore the Congress. It is therefore a very
important thing that we are doing today
in carrying forward the objectives of the
Hoover Commission, and I am person-
ally gratifieq to be able to participate.

I do this as a public service because
of the official distinguished character of
the Hoover Commission.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the bill introduced by the
Senator from Michigan will be received
and appropriately referred.

The bill (8. 1151) to provide for the
reorganization of the Veterans’ Admin-
istration in accordance with the recom-
mendations of the Commission on Or-
ganization of the Executive Branch of
the Government, introduced by Mr,
Fercuson (for himself and other Sena-
tors), was received, read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Depart-
ments.

Mr. SALTONSTALL., Mryr. President, I
have listened to the statement of the
Senator from Michigan with regard to
the bills which have been introduced and
designed to cover the recommendations
of the Hoover Commission, I should like
to add my name to various of these bills,
with the same understanding and the
same support that the Senator from
Michigan has so well expressed. I hope
the Senate may take action upon many
of them

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres-
ident, I was called to the telephone. I
should like to say merely a word or two
in connection with the hills introduced
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc-
CrLErLrLan] and other Senators to effectu-
ate the recommendations of the Hoover
Commission.

I am glad to join with a large and
distinguished bipartisan group of my
colleagues in helping to bring before the
Senate bills embodying the remaining
half of the recommendations of the Hoo-
ver Commission for Federal efficiency
and economy. It is, of course, particu-
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larly fitting that this largest single pro-
gram of reorganization legislation ever
presented to the Congress should be in-
troduced on March 15—the deadline for
our income-tax payments,

I would like to make it clear that I am
not giving my unqualified personal sup-
port to all of these bills or their specific
provisions., No legislative program of
such magnitude can be considered to be
incapable of improvement after com-
mittee hearings and study. I therefore
reserve the right to support amendments
or even to oppose some of these measures
outright. The important and essential
objective is to make sure that each of
these proposals receives the most care-
ful consideration and study during the
present session of Congress, Never be-
fore has the need for economy and effi-
ciency in the Federal Government been
as great,

Some of these measures will be re-
ferred to the Senate Labor and Public
Welfare Committee, or the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee, on both of
which I serve. Because I desire to give
these bills the most objective considera-
tion possible in committee, I have not
formally sponsored any of this group.
I shall, of course, give all of the remain-
ing bills my most sympathetic and care-
ful study, and I am cosponsoring eight
which deal with subjects with which I
am relatively familiar. This includes
measures dealing with the following:

General management of the executive
branch. ’

Office of General Services—supply ac=
tivities.

Separation of subsidy from compen-
sation paid to airlines for carrying the
mail.

Department of Agriculture.

Department of Commerce.

Regulatory commissions.

Creation of an impartial board of
analysis for engineering and architec-
tural projects.

Overseas administration; Federal-
State relations; Federal research.

CONDUCT OF THE WAR IN EKOREA AS
AFFECTED BY THE THIRTY-EIGHTH
PARALLEL—INTERVIEW WITH GEN.
DOUGLAS MAcARTHUR

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, a
very significant statement was printed
today in the Washington News. If was
an interview given by Douglas Mac-
Arthur, with Hugh Baillie, president of
the United Press. It isa relatively short
statement, and I should like to read it
to the Senate, after which I should like
to offer some very brief comments upon
it. The article reads:

(By Hugh Baillle, president of the United
Press)

New Yorx, March 15.—Gen. Douglas Mac-
Arthur sald today UN troops must continue
their war of maneuver in Eorea because
there are no natural defenses near the
thirty-eighth parallel to hold against the
Chinese Communists.

The number of UN troops it would take to
hold the parallel, General MacArthur said,
would be sufficient to drive the Chinese Com-~
munists back across the Yalu River bound-
ary with Manchuria and to hold the line
there.
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The supreme commander told me in re-
sponse to a single question I asked him by
cable:

“How many troops would be required to
hold the thirty-eighth parallel inviolate?"”

General MacArthur's reply is quoted
as follows:

As I have on several occasions pointed out,
the conditions under which we are conduct-
ing military operations in Korea do not favor
in engaging in positional warfare on any line
across the peninsula.

Specifically with reference to the thirty-
eighth parallel, there are no natural defense
features anywhere near its immediate
proximity.

The terrain is such that to establish a con-
ventional defense system in reasonable depth
would require such a sizable force that if
we had It, and could logistically maintain
it, we would be able to drive the Chinese
Communists back across the Yalu, hold that
river as our future main line of defense, and
proceed to the accomplishment of our mis-
sion in the unification of Kora,

Under the realities existing, however, we
can and will, unless the situation is radically
altered, continue our campaign of maneuver
as the best means to neutralize the military
disadvantage under which we fight and keep
the enemy engaged where it best serves our
own military purposes.

Such a point of engagement will of neces-
sity be a fluctuating variable, dependent
upon the shifting relative strengths of the
forces committed and will constantly move
up or down,

The problem involved requires much more
fundamental decisions than are within my
authority or responsibility to make as the
military commander—decisions which must
not ignore the heavy cost in Allied blood
which a protracted and indecisive campaign
would entail.

That is the end of the article and the
end of the quotation from General Mac=-
rthur's reply. At this time, Mr. Presi-
dent, I merely wish to point out that one
of the handicaps under which the United
Nations forces have been operating in
Korea has been the strict limitation that
they must not proceed, for either tactical
or reconnaissance purposes, north of the
Yalu River. When I was in Korea last
year responsible miiltary, naval, and air
officials indicated to me they did not be-
lieve that in the entire history of our
country we had forced our military com-
manders to operate under such severe
restrictions, which in fact endanger the
whole strategic concept of the war in
that area of the world.

Secondly, Mr. President, what con-
cerns me is that I think General Mac-
Arthur has very clearly, not only in this
statement, but in a prior one, pointed
out that with the forces at his disposal,
in view of the aspect of the Eorean fight-
ing which had developed with the move=
ment of hundreds of thousands of Chi-
neses Communists into Korea, the whole
situation in that area has changed.
Following the Inchon landings, when the
back of the North Korean resistance was
broken, the United Nations forces pro-
ceeded under their directives, and not in
violation of them, to move toward the
Yalu River line. It was in October that
the Chinese Communists began to cross
the Yalu River in force and to make

their full weight felt in the Korean oper=

ation. In view of this aspect of the sit-
uation there were not sufficient forces at
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the disposal of General MacArthur to
continue to carry out the original UN
directive, which was the unification of
the entire country of Korea.

From a miiltary point of view we must
depend upon the judgment of our mili-
tary commanders. General MacArthur
has very clearly pointed out that he does
not, under present circumstances, have
sufficient forces either to go to the Yalu
River, or, indeed, to hold a particular
line, be it at the thirty-eighth parallel,
the thirty-ninth parallel, or any other
fixed position. I think it is one thing
for us realistically to face that problem,
but it is an ertirely different situation
for either the United Nations or for
our Government to tie the hands of the
commander a second time and tell him
that he may not tactically cross the
thirty-eighth parallel.

I have been in that area of Korea, and
it is quite possible that 15 miles, 30 miles,
or 50 miles north of the thirty-eighth
parallel there may be a far better de-
fense position than at the parallel it-
self. I think even more important than
that is the fact that once we acknowl-
edge that we will not cross the thirty-
eighth parallel we give de facto recogni-
tion to the Communist regime of North
Korea all over again. We would do so
after considerable blood has been shed
by United Nations forces, of which most
are United States forces and forces of
our ally, the Republic of Korea. If we
do that, it is my judgment that we can
never bring about a stabilized condition
in Korea. In my opinion, Korea can-
not exist as an independent entity if
divided at the thirty-eighth parallel.

The Republic of Korea, which came
into being under the auspices of the
United Nations and under the auspices
of the United States, contains about 30,-
000,000 people south of the thirty-eighth
parallel. However, most of its industrial
strength and most of its hydroelectric
power is located morth of the thirty-
eighth parallel. It would be very diffi-
cult for the country economically to
exist divided at that unnatural line.

More important than that, Mr. Presi-
dent, if the United Nations or the United
States acknowledges again the de facto
control of North Korea by the Commu-
nists, we shall be constantly faced with
the same type of threat which finally
resulted in the attack on the 25th day
of June of last year. The Communist
forces in Korea would rebuild their
forces. They would get equipment from
the Chinese Communists. They would
get equipment from the Soviet Union.
When we had withdrawn the United
Nations forces, or a large part of them,
and when we felt that peace had come
to that troubled area of the world, they
would be prepared to embark once again
in an aggression against the Republic
of Korea.

Mr. President, I think we must con-
stantly keep in mind that by this kind
of de facto recognition of the Commu-
nist regime, the North Korean aggressor

~would go completely unpunished. Fur-

thermore, it would free the Chinese Com-
munists to move against the island of
Formosa or against Indochina. In my
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judgment, we would make a very great
mistake if for a temporary armed truce
in Korea we were to free the Chinese
Communists so that they could move
their equipment and the forces which
they now have in Korea south again, in
order to move against Indochina, Siam,
and Burma. If they did not move in
that direction, they would ke free to
move against the island of Formosa.
Practically all of our responsible com-
manders have stated that the loss of
Formosa to unfriendly hands—and Com-
munists would be unfriendly—would
menace the entire American defense
position which runs from Japan through
Okinawa to the Philippines.

There has been much discussion at
Lake Success. All of us hope that peace
can be brought to this troubled world,
both in the Far East and in Europe.
However, I submit it must not be a
peace at any price. It must be a peace
with honor. The American people
should be frankly told on just what basis
we or the United Nations are prepared
to negotiate a peace in Korea. Certainly
everyone would welcome a cessation of
hostilities in that area of the world.
The Chinese Communists have it in their

hands to bring hostilities to an end.

They can do it by withdrawing their
aggressor forces to a point north of the
Yalu River. There is not a single mem-
ber of the United Nations who has now
or has had at any time any intention of
moving troops of the United Nations
beyond the Yalu River into Manchuria,

If the Communists want an honorable
peace they can secure it by taking the
Chinese aggressor forces ouf of Korea.
If we should permit a status quo to de-
velop, in which the North Korean Com-
munists could replace their forces and
equipment north of the thirty-eighth
parallel, and leave them free to move
into other sections of the world, we would
be buying a very short peace, on the
basis of a far eastern Munich. I doubt
that a peace bought under such circum-
stances would last the year that the Mu-
nich peace settlement lasted.

Mr, President, we should be informed
by the Government of the United States
and by the United Nations whether or
not any move is now being made in the
United Nations whereby a dickering
would be undertaken with the Chinese
Communist aggressor, and hope held out
to him that if he ceases his operations
at the thirty-eighth parallel, we will wel-

come him into the United Nations. We

are entitled to have that information.
The Senate of the United States by unan-
imous vote expressed its conviction that
the Chinese Communists should not be
admitted to the United Nations. Is that
a part of a deal which is now being made?

Mr. President, we should be informed
as to whether or not there is a possibility
that part of the bait being held out is
the surrender of the island of Formosa
into the hands of the Chinese Commu-
nists. Is that a part of a deal which
would be considered? If not, the Ameri-
can Government and the United Nations
should frankly say so. Eight million free
human beings are involved on the island
of Formosa. More than 600,000 non-
Communist troops are involved on the
island of Formosa. That is a larger non-
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Communist ferce than exists in all the
other nations of Asia put together.

I think it is time now for the Govern-
ment of the United States to begin to
disclose to the American people just what
help we propose to give to the Republic
of China, now on Formosa. All the re-
ports coming from inside China indicate
that there is great unrest, that the farm-
ers are unhappy about the seizures of
their grain, that businessmen have been
destroyed, and that workers are out of
work. There is great unrest south of
the Yanetze River. Yet at a time when
the Chinese Communists forces are in
contest with the United Nations forces
in Eorea, when we have an opportunity
to bring to our side of the picture liter-
ally millions of Chinese guerrillas who
are non-Communists, this Government
still imposes & blockade which prevents
the Republic of China from equipping
the non-Communist forces on the main-
land of China. I think it is time for us
realistically to face this issue.

On two different occasions the Con-
gress of the United States has provided
appropriations—§75,000,000 in the first
arms-implementation bill, and $75,000,-
000 in the second arms-implementation
bill—for the aid of the Republic of
China and the area in the immediate
vicinity. Yet I say on my responsibil-
ity as a United States Senator that a
relatively inconsequential amount of aid
has been given to the Republic of China
to date out of either of those appropri-
ations.

Mr. President, the typhoon weather
has about passed in the Straits of For-
mosa. Within the period of the next 30
to 60 days it would be possible, if they
determined to make an amphibious as-
sault on Formosa, for the Chinese Com-
munists to begin their operations. In
view of the notice which has been served
on the Government of the United States
by its responsible commanders, that the
loss of Formosa would be detrimental
to the security of this country, I hope
that we are not again to be faced with
the situation of too little and too late.
The time when arms and equipment
should have been sent to the Republic
of China and the non-Communists on
Formosa has been during the period of
the past several months. If we con-
tinue to delay we may find that the as~
sault has started, that the equipment is
not there, and that it will again be said,
;‘We are very sorry, but we started too

a .l’

PUBLIC-HEALTH ASSISTANCE TO STATES

The Senate resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (S. 445) to amend the
Public Health Service Act to authorize
assistance to States and their subdivi-
sions in the development and mainte-
nance of local public-health units, and
for other purposes.

Mr. HILL, Mr. President, the pend-
ing bill, Senate bill 445, is entitled a
bill to amend the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to authorize assistance to States
and their subdivisions in the develop-
ment and maintenance of local public-
health units, and for other purposes.

The bill was originally introduced in
the Eightieth Congress by the distin-

guished senior Senator from Massachu- _

“ food-handling establishments.
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setts [Mr. SavronsTaLL]l, Today he is
one of the cosponsors of the pending
bill. In fact, the bill is now under the
cosponsorship of the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr., SaLToNsTALL], the Sen-
ator from Oregon [Mr. Corbonl], the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoucLas], the
late Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Chap-
man, the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. Smitr], the Senator from Minne-
sota [Mr. HompHREY ], the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. MALonE], the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Kerauver], the Senator
from California [Mr., Knowranpl, the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. A1xen], the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. TarTl, the Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. NeeLyl,
the Senator from New York [Mr. LEH-
MmaN], the Senator from Montana [Mr,
MurraY], and the Senator from Ala-
bama.

A similar bill was reported unani-
mously by the Senate Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare during the last
Congress, and it was passed by the Sen-
ate unanimously. TUnfortunately it did
not receive action in the House. The bill
is before the Senate today after having
been carefully considered by a subcom-
mittee of the Senate Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare, composed of the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. TaFr], the Sen-
ator from Illinois [Mr. DoucLas], the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH],
and the Senator from Alabama. The
subcommittee spent many hours—yes;
many weeks—in going over the bill with
a fine-tooth comb in an endeavor to
draft the best legislation to meet any
need which the subcommittee felt com-
pelling, and with respect to which the
full committee concurred.

The local public-health unit is perhaps
best summarized in a very brief state-
ment before the committee by Surgeon
General Scheele, of the United States
Public Health Service. I quote General
Scheele:

The local health unit is a team of trained
public-health workers employed by the com-
munity to protect and promote the health of
all the people; to guard every family against
communicable diseases and insanitary con-
ditions; and to cooperate with the local
physicians, dentists, and hospitals for better
health throughout the community.

The success of the team depends upon
effective leadership and upon the continuity
of its efforts. A local health unit—in the
modern sense—is directed by & medical
health officer, a physician, who is employed
full time on that job, His staff always in-
cludes public-health nurses and sanitation
personnel. It may also include laboratory
technicians, health educators, public-health
dentists and dental hyglenists, nutritionists,
medical social workers, and so on.

Some of the basic duties of a local health
unit are familiar to all of us. The local
health unit is the official organization
through which a community protects its
water, milk, and food supplies; maintains
sanitary conditions in the schools, restau-
rants, hotels, factories, swimming pools, and
It collects
and analyzes community-health statistics as
& basis for planned lmprovement of the
health of the publie, and it stimulates citi-
zen participation in community-health pro-
grams, The unit is responsible for commu-
nicable-disease control, including promotion
of programs for immunization against such
diseases as smallpoz, diphtheria, and whoop-
ing cough. It provides many laboratory
eervices for local physicians, either in its own
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facllities or through. the public-health lab-
oratory of the State. It is responsible for
tuberculosis control and venereal-disease
control, for maternal- and child-health serv=
ices—indeed, for any other special program
which the State and the community wish to
operate on a community-wide basis for the
benefit of the people.

The local public-health unit in any
area or community where it exists, as
the definition of Surgeon General
Scheele so well indicates, is a basic per-
manent organization upon which the
particular community depends for the
control of communicable diseases and
for over-all protection of the health of
the people. It is obvious that the de-
velopment of basic public-health services
is a national concern requiring national
action. It is an indisputable fact that
disease has no respect for the political
boundaries of State and local subdivi-
sions. No one State or locality anywhere
can expect to be safe from preventable
diseases until all States are sufficiently
covered by up-to-date, adequate, full-
time public-health units.

This is the situation, whether we are
concarned with the health emergencies
of peace or with the possible catastro-
phes of war. That fact was recognized
by the Hoover Commission in a declara-
tion to which I call attention. The
Hoover Commission declared itself
strongly in favor of a bill sueh as the bill
now pending before the Senate. I read
from page 132 of the Hoover Commis-
sion report of January 1948 on public
welfare. The report states:

The extension of full-time, well-organized
local health units throughout the rural
areas is fundamental, and there is little
question in the minds of those familiar with
the development of such units that some
Federal subsidy is necessary to stimulate
their extension, to provide the entire popu-
lation with basic health services.

Today there are more than 1,300
counties, containing approximately 40,-
000,000 people, who are without full-time
publie-health services. Moreover, of the
1,734 counties covered by full-time local
health services, only 769 meet the mini-
mum approved standards as to the num-~
ber of public-health physicians. Only
148 meet the standards for the number
of public-health nurses; and only 956
meet the standards for sanitary person-
nel. It is therefore apparent that a very
large number of the full-time local
health organizations now operating re-
quire expansion in staff and activities to
assure even minimum standards of
operation.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield for a ques-
tion at that point?

Mr, HILL. I yield to the distinguished
Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Isitnota
fact that what we are trying to do by the
bill is to extend throughout the country
the excellent types of public-health
services which have been tried and
proved in various sections of the
country?

Mr, HILL. The Senator is exacfly
correct. What we seek to do is to ex-
tend the health services which have
proved of such great benefit in certain
sections and certain counties. The
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Senator from New Jersey is one of the
authors of the bill. He labored long in
the subcommittee to bring forth the best
possible bill. He well knows that the
bill does not take the Federal Govern-
ment into any new field. We are not
going into any activity or program in
which we are not now engaged. All the
bill does is to augment and strengthen
the program in which the Federal Gov-
ernment is now engaged, by endeavoring
to bring the same local public-health
services to more counties and communi-
ties throughout the country.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Will the
Senator yield to me for one more ques-
tion?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Is it not
the whole purpose of the local public-
health unit to work in the field of pre-
ventive medicine, which is so much
needed in order to take care of people
in the most effective way?

Mr. HILI. The Senator is exactly
correct. Since he raised the question I
shall read from testimony given before
the subcommittee. The bill is limited
entirely to the field of preventive medi-
cine, to keep our people from becoming
sick, to keep them from becoming dis-
eased, to protect their health. I think
it is generally conceded that there is no
greater authority on the subject of
health, and particularly the health of
the people as a whole, which is dealt
with in the field of public health, as we
know it, than Dr. Haven Emerson, of the
Naiional Advisory Committee on Local
Health Units of the State of New York.
He is also a member of the Board of
Health of the City of New York. He
made a significant statement before the
subcommittee, which I am sure the Sen-
ator will recall. I read from page 84 of
the hearings of the subcommittee:

In fact, I believe a widely held professional
opinion is to the effect that when the logical,
practical, and Nation-wide eflects of the
Hospital Survey and Construction Act and of
the bill 8. 522 before you here—

He was speaking of the bill then under
consideration. The bill now before the
Senate is Senate bill 445. I continue to
read—
if enacted into law, are thoughtfully observed
over a decade, there will be a diminution in
the clamor for elaborate, costly, and revolu=
tionary proposals for medical care and ulti-
mately a cessation of demand for any kind
of compulsory federally controlled system of
sickness insurance.

In other words, as the Senator from
New Jersey has said, the bill not only
deals with preventive medicine, but in
the opinion of Dr. Emerson and of other
distinguished authorities on health in
this country, the very passage of the
bill will do much to remove many of the
demands now being made for some form
of curative medicine that many per-
sons do not favor at this time,

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the Serator yield?

Mr, HILL., I yield.

Mr, SMITH of New Jersey. The Sen-
ator has just answered the question I
was going to ask him. The question is
whether this bill and the excellent hos-
pital bill of which the Senator from
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Alabama was one of the authors, the
Hill-Burton bill, together, do not lay the
foundation for meeting health needs, in-
cluding the needs iu the field of preven-
tive medicine the Senator mentioned;
and will not the result be that there will
be a decrease in the demands the Sen-
ator speaks of for some kind of new-
fangled plan of socialized medicine, or
something of that sort.

Mr. HILL. That is exactly the opinion
of Dr. Emerson and of others,

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank
the Senator.

Mr. LEHMAN, Mr. President, will the

‘Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr., LEHMAN. The distinguished
Senator from Alabama has already
stated that the bill does not provide for
the undertaking of any new activities on
a Federal level. Is it not a fact that
really what the bill would do is to bring
together under one coordinated plan the
activities of the States and their local
health units?

Mr. HILL. The Senator is exactly
correct. The bill follows the pattern set
by the Hospital Construction and Survey
Act in that it provides that each State
shall make plans for public-health ac-
tivities at the State level and at the level
of public-health units. What the bill
does is to provide assistance for carry-
ing forward these State plans just as we
have provided assistance for carrying
forward State plans under the Hospital
Construction and Survey Act.

Mr, President, I think one of the best
summarizations of the services of some
of the local public-health units was given
to the subcommittee by Dr. Vlado A.
Getting, commissioner of public health
of the Commmonwealth of Massachusetts,
who in testifying as the representative
for the Association of State and Terri-
torial Health Officers, stated that local
health units are responsibl: for provid-
ing or seeking adequate provision for
the following basic public-health serv-
ices for the citizens they serve:

1. Vital statistics: People need and can
obtain coples or certified coples of birth and
death certificates which are frequently nec-
essary for entrance to school, for obtaining
work, for entering the Armed Forces, or for
collecting insurance, for settling estates, etc.

2. The control and prevention of the com=
municable diseases, including the acute
communicable diseases, the venereal diseases,
tuberculosis, malaria, hookworm, etc., and
protection against those diseases for which
protective measures have been found effec-
tive.

3. Environmental sanitation: The people
have a right to expect an adequate, safe,
potable water supply, an adequate, clean,
safely pasteurized milk supply, the super-
vision of foods and food handling, including
instruction in personal hygiene and the hy«
glene of food handling, a safe method of
excreta disposal, the health aspects of hous-
ing, the control and supervision of swimming
pools and bathing areas, insect and rodent
control, proper sanitation of schools, a pro=
gram of accident prevention, and a coopera=-
tive effort with industry to assure the health
protection of workers.

4. Laboratory services providing aids to
the diagnosis of disease and the examina-
tion of water, milk, and other foods.

5. The protection of maternal and child
health should be provided through the pre-
natal, parturient and postnatal periods and
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the infant, preschool and school age. Ade-
quate hospital, medical, and nursing serv=-
ices should be locally available and if not
availeble, they should be actively sought by
the local health unit.

6. Control and prevention of chronic dis-
eases: The development of educational and
disgnostic programs for the prevention, ar-
rest, amelioration, and cure of chronic dis-
eases and their complication.

7. Health education: The people have the
right to expect their health department to
be a source of authentic information on gen«
erally accepted procedures for health pro-
tection and the maintenance of optimal
health.

Mr. President, it is evident that these
functions of local public-health service
units are of fundamental importance in
peacetime. Butf the danger that con-
fronts us, the shadow that is this hour
cast over us, the uncertainty as to what
may come to our country, makes these
units, and their installation and their
augmentation and their strengthening
all the more important, because the
funections and duties of these units would
be vastly increased and would be im-
mensely more important in the event of a
catastrophe, an attack, or the bombing
of one of our cities or communities.

Under our civil-defense plan we find
the following provisions with reference
to this guestion:

The civil-defense health service should
plan and train in peacetime against emer-
gencies in timeof war. ®* * * The health
service should be an extension of existing
services rather than a separately adminis-
tered organization which inevitably would
duplicate the work of, and compete with, ex-
isting health agencies.

I emphasize that statement, Mr. Presi-
dent. We are going to have this health
protection under our civil-defense pro-
gram, and unless we are wise enough to
pass a bill such as that now pending un-
der which existing agencies, the United
States Public Health Service and the
local public-health units which we now
have will be used, we will find that we will
be forced to set up, under the defense
program, duplicating agencies which will
make for conflict of authority, and no
doubt result in waste and uneconomic
operation.

The civil-defense-program provision
continues: -

The local health officer should be in charge
of the local civil-defense health service.

In other words, Mr. President, if we
are to have a civil-defense program in
the United States for the protection of
our people, it is necessary to have the
local health officer in charge of these
defense services—not tomorrow or next
year or 5 years or 10 years hence, but
now.

The provision continues:

The health officer may find it necessary to
deputize sufficient persons in the professional
and technical fields to supplement his
permanent stafl in order to direct the various
activities for which he is responsible during
an ‘emergency.

In other words, he needs not only to ke
on hand himself, but to ke able to pro-
ceed to have an organization set up to
meet an emergency.

In that conrection, Mr. President,
there came to each of us, a day or two
ago, a bulletin published by the Civil
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Defense Administration. The bulletin is
entitled “Here Is What You Should
Know About Biological Warfare.” On
page 19 of the bulletin there appears a
corroboration of what I have just been
saying. I quote mow from the bulletin:

The health-service divislons of our local
civil-defense organizations, working with our
peacetime health-safety systems, will form
the backbone of our community defenses
against blological warfare.

The same thing might be said about
any radioactivity warfare or any atomic-
bomb warfare.

I read further from the bulletin:

Health officers, veterinarians, and plant
specialists already are being instructed in
bliological-warfare defense. Thelr Job will be
to spot the attack, pin it down, and stamp
it out.

8o, Mr. President, we need these
health officers now, and that is one of
the main purposes of this bill.

It has long been apparent that if we
lack local public-health units, the con-
trol of special fields of disease cannot be
adequately developed. Undoubtedly to-
day there is a great waste of money and
effort and there is inefficient operation
because of the lack of the local health
units which we should have in our strug-
gle to promote the control of cancer,
mental disease, heart disease, infantile
paralysis, tuberculosis, and syphilis.

In that connection I should like to
read briefly from the testimony of Dr.
James E. Perkins, managing director of
the National Tuberculosis Association.
Dr. Perkins testified before the subcom-
mittee, as follows:

"The National Tuberculosis Association has
long held the opinion that effective tuber-
culosis control can be achieved only if there
are adequately staffed and adequately
financed full-time local health services.

Mr. President, in this country there
are thousands of persons who today are
suffering from tuberculosis, and there
are other thousands who are dying from
tuberculosis. Yei we know that tuber-
culosis can be controlled and can be pre-
vented. However, as Dr. Perkins says,
if we are to do the job, if we are to wipe
out the disecase of tuberculosis, as we
can and as we should, we must have
these local public-health units.

I read further from the testimony of
Dr. Perkins:

We know enough about tuberculosis today
to rid our Nation of this disease if there were
loeal health officers and public nurses in the
field to follow up each case and assure
treatment.

The chief field of our association—

In other words, the chief field of the
National Tuberculosis Association—
is educational. But education falls down
if there are no X-ray machines and other
facllities, if there are not enough people in
the local health agencies to actually do the
work.

Mr, President, it is not necessary for
me to reiterate—because I said it in my
answer to the distinguished Senator
from New Jersey—that this bill deals
with the field of preventive medicine, and
not at all with the field of curative
medicine.

I have averted to the fact that in this
bill we would follow the principle of
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matching and of using the State plans.
Each State would have its gwn plan; and
the Federal Government would simply
come up to the State line and would give
to each State the assistance it needs to
carry out its plan. The Federal aid
would be given on a matching basis and
on the basis of three factors which would
be used in determining how much would
go to any particular State: The factor
of the need as shown by the per capita
income; the factor of population; and
the factor of the special health needs in
any particular State.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for an observation?

Mr. HIII,. I yield.

Mr. STENNIS. I should like to state
to the Senator from Alabama, who has
mentioned the local health units, that I
remember that when I was a very small
boy a Dr. Henry Boswell came to my
home town, a very small town in Mis-
sissippi, on a privately endowed 60-
month-period local health investigation.
Many persons were affected with tuber-
culosis, and the local doctors could do
little about it. In the health work in
that local community Dr. Boswell re-
ceived the inspiration of l.aving a tuber-
cular sanitarium. Under his fine lead-
ership the State later established a fine
institution, and he now has a national
reputation. His record of service inthat
institution has continued for more than
40 years, during whicli he has done res-
markable work. It all goes back, as the
Senator has said, to the local health
units.

I am encouraged that the Senator
from Alabama has a plan whereby the
local health units will find cases of dis-
ease, and will find them in time. The
great man I have mentioned, Dr. Henry
Boswell, began that work in 1910; and
his original inspiration has been devel-
oped by him into a lifetime of service
which can be extended to all the people.

Mr, HILL. I wish to thank my friend,
the distinguished Senator from Missis-
sippi, for his contribution and for the
example he has cited in regard to the
work which ean be done.

Mr. President, what we seek to do by
means of this bill is to carry on such
work throughout the United States, for
the benefit of all our people. .

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

Mr. HILL. Iyield to the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts. I believe
he had to go to the telephone, and I am
not sure he was on the floor at the time
when I stated that he was the original
author of this bill, having introduced it
in the Congress. I am delighted to yield
now to my distinguished friend, who has
such great interest in this bill, and who
understands so fully the compelling need
for its enactment.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, Ithank my col-
league from Alabama. I think this is
the third bill on this subject on which he
and I have joined.

I should like to ask this question: Has
the Senator already stated the cost, or
does he intend to state it?

Mr, HILL. I wascoming to that point
immediately. I was about to say that
I asked the Bureau of the Budget to
give me an estimate of the cost of this
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bill, if it should be enacted into law.
The estimate was between $15,000,000
and $20,000,000.

I may say that so far as cost is con-
cerned, there are fo be several checks
on it. In the first place, as the bill pro-
vides, the funds provided must be
matched by the State or the local sub-
division. In other words, if the State or
the local subdivision does not provide
its share of the funds, then of course no
Federal funds will be used in the par-
ticular State or local subdivision.

In the second place, there is a limita-
tion of $1.50 per person, in an area served
by a local unit, for Federal expenditure
in one particular year, That, of course,
leads me to the committee of which the
distinguished Senator from Massachu-
setts is such an able Member, the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. The Senator
knows that appropriations are very care-
fully considered by that committee.
Many times we do not appropriate the
full amount we might appropriate, as
authorized by law. I have in mind par-
ticularly the Federal funds for vocational
education. Senators will recall that to-
day under the vocational education law
there is an authorization of appropria-
tions to the extent of a little more than
$29 000,000, yet the Congress has never
seen fit to appropriate more than $19,-
000,000. There is today an authoriza-
tion under the Hospital Construction
Survey Act, of $150,000,000. This year,
as the distinguished Senator, chairman
of the subcommittee of the Commitiee
on Appropriations, which handles that
particular appropriation, well knows, the
Congress appropriated only $85,000,000.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield for another ques-
tion?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, Is it not true
that the public-health commissions of
the various States are strongly behind
this bill? In other words, do they not
believe that it is not a deprivation of
their powers in any way or a usurpation
of their powers by the Federal Govern-
ment, but a definite extension of their
fields in the respective States, which will
be under their jurisdiction, with suitable
plans, to be approved by the Federal
Government?

Mr. HILL. The Senator is entirely
correct. I know of no group, I know of
no organization, which more strongly
advocates the passage of this bill than
the public health officials of the several
States. They know full well their need
of the assistance which this bill would
provide.

I had adverted earlier to the fact that
their spokesman before the committee
was the distinguished commissioner of
the Massachusetts Department of Public
Health, Dr. Getting, and I quoted rather
extensively from his summation of the
purposes of and needs for this proposed
legislation.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. IfImay askone
more question, I did not hear the Senator
attempt to say—and I am glad he did
not—that this bill was specifically in aid
of our defense program at the present
time. We cannot justify it on that
ground, but we can justify it on the

ground that it will make a larger number

. gencies in time of war, * * *
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of young boys healthy and fine physical
specimens, and enable them to be more
useful in the service of their country than
they can be at the present time.

Mr. HILL. I can justify it certainly
on the ground to which the Senator has
adverted, in connection with the general
strength of American men and women,
who must be the supporters of the Na-
tion and maintain it in time of emer-
gency and of attack.

But T may say to my distinguished
friend that I think our civil defense pro-
gram also justifies this bill. Earlier I
adverted to a provision in the civil de-
fense program which emphasizes this
thought. I read from that provision:

The civil defense health services should
plan and train in peacetime against emer-
The health
service should be an extension of existing
services rather than a separately admin-
istered organization which inevitably would
duplicate the work of, and compete with,
existing health agencies. The local health
officer should be in charge of the local civil
defense health service.

What we do in this bill ties in directly
with our civil defense program, and, in
fact, does the work far better and in a
much more economical way than would
be possible under that program, if we
were to set up separate health services
and activities.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for one observation?

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

Mr. HILL. I yield first to the Senator
from Massachusetts, after which I shall
yield to my friend from New York.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. Is it not a fair
statement that those of us who, in this
difficult time, when we must concentrate
on the defense program, do not want to
start new programs, need not be worried
about voting for this bill, for the reason
that it is an extension of an existing
health program, and is not the creation
of something new? It .is rather de-
signed to make the present program
more practical and more helpful in a
larger number of areas than is now
possible.

Mr. HILL. The Senator is entirely
correct. This is not the starting of a new
program. It is not putting the Federal
Government into a fleld in which it is
not today operating. It is merely the
augmentation and strengthening of an
existing program, to which the Federal
Government has long been a party.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, I thank the
Senator.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for an observation?

Mr. HILL. I am glad to yield to my
distinguished friend from New York.

Mr. LEHMAN. While my own State
of New York will not, of course, by the
provisions of this bill, profit as much as
will certain other States, largely because
of the formula set forth in the bill, never-
theless I am sure that the people of New
York are willing to share their good for=-
tune with other States of the Union and
are willing to bear their fair share.

I have seen how cooperation between
the larger units of Government and the
local units works in praetice. During the
years when I was Governor of my State,

2475

we brought into much greater effective-
ness the coordination between the State
and local units. The State, of course,
had concerned itself with health prob-
lems for a great many years, and there
were certain local units which were op-
erating; but, during the years from 1928
to the present time, we have coordinated
those efforts, and it has been of the ut-
most profit to the people of the State and
of the local communities. It has not
only immediately raised health stand-
ards in communities, but it has made
their people conscious of Federal thera-
peutic practices, conscious of the ad-
vantage of diagnosis in tae early stages,
and many other things of that sort.

I believe that this measure, particu-
larly in view of the fact that it does not
provide any new standards, but simply
leads to a coordination, so that all the
States can avail themselves of the pro-
visions of the hill and thereby make it
possible to develop health standards and
health activities in their loecalities, is of
the utmost importance to the people of
the State and of the country.

Mr. HILL. IMr. President, I wish to
thank the distinguished Senator from
New York for his very fine statement in
behalf of the bill. I am sure we all
recognize that no Member of this body
speaks with greater authority on this
subject, or has had a more intimate in-
sight and knowledge of the purposes of
this bill and of the results which will
come from its operation, than our dis-
tinguished friend, who served with such
distinction as the Governor of our great”
Empire State of New York.

Mr., LEHMAN. I thank the Senator.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this bill
really is sponsored by the National Con-
gress of Parents and Teachers, the
mothers and fathers whose children are
in school. They know what the bill
means. They know what it means to
have a Public Health doctor or a Public
Health nurse available to make an in-
spection of the school, to make sure that
their children are carrying on their
work, not only in a happy environment
but in one which is sanitary and health-
ful. Therefore, the main sponsor of this
bill is the National Congress of Parents
and Teachers, with its 6,000,000 members
throughout the 48 States.

Mr. SALTONSTALL., Mr. President,
will the Senator yield for one more ques-
tion?

Mr, HILL. T yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Perhaps the
Senator has covered this point, but I did
not hear him do so. There is today a
great shortage of doctors. If this bill be-
comes law and is administered in a prac-
tical, thoughtful, and efficient way, it
will help to alleviate the situation
created by a shortage in the supply of
doctors, will it not?

Mr. HILL. It certainly will. Insofar
as it reduces sickness and prevents dis-
ease, there will be a smaller demand for
doctors, and, therefore, we shall help
meet what is now an acute shortage of
doctors.

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr, President, will
the Senator yield? :

Mr. HILL. I shall yield in a moment.
I was going to call attention to a few of
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the many organizations that are sup-
porting this bill. If there is any organi-
zation which is against the bill, I do not
know of it. As we know, the American
Medical Association does not favor all
the health bills introduced in the Con-
gress, but it is on record as favoring the
objectives of this bill. The association
might not have written it exactly as we
did. They might desire certain changes
here and there, but they favor the ob-

~ jectives of the bill, and they are not seek-
ing to prevent its passage by the Senate.
The fact of the matter is that their
representative, Dr. James R. Miller, a
member of the board of trustees of the
American Medical Association, testifying
before the committee, on May 10, 1849,
stated:

We, the American Medical Association,
have long believed that the existence of ef«-
fective and properly operated public-health
units is basic to the maintenance and im-
provement to the health of our people.
Recognition of this conviction was reflected
in action taken by the association as early
as 1883 when a report was made at our
annual meeting for that- year covering a
survey conducted to ascertain what States
and counties had at that time health depart-
ments.

In 1942 the house of delegates of the
AMA adopted the following resolution:

Resolved, That the trustees of the Ameri-
can Medical Association be urged to use all
appropriate resources and influences of the
association to the end that, at the earliest
possible date, complete coverage of the
Nation’s areas and population by local,
. county, district, or regional full-time modern
health services be achieved.

On January 22, 1951, not long ago,
there was a joint meeting of the legisla-
tive committee and the executive com-
mittee of the board of trustees of the
American Medical Association. AsI say,
if they were writing the bill, they might
not write it exactly line for line as re-
ported by the subcommittee and, later,
by the full committee; but they are not
opposing the bill. They favor the ob-
Jectives of the bill.

I now yield to the Senator from Min-
nesota.

Mr. HUMPHREY, Is it not true that
one of the possibilities under the pro-
posed legislation is the improvement. of
the program, for example, of industrial

 accident prevention?

Mr, HILL. The Senator is entirely
correct. That is one of the objectives of
the bill,

Mr. HUMPHREY, It has relationship
particularly in a period of high produc-
tivity, such as incident in this period to
our defense program, not only to the
everyday problems of the American so-
ciety, but, in particular, to the emergency
and to the defense program which is now
under way.

There is one other point about the bill
in which I was interested, and which
I wanted to call to the Senator’'s atten-
tion, for any comment he might care to
make. This bill, as has been stated, is
an amendment to other public-health
legislation.

Mr. HILL. It is an amendment to the
basic Public Hezaltk Act.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I understand from
the hearings and the testimony that the
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bill will provide a sort of minimum basic
program throughout the country.

Mr, HILL. The Senator is entirely
correct.

Mr. HUMPHREY. There are great
areas which are, we might say, blind
spots, in the sense that they do not have
any kind of public local health service.

Mr. HILL. The Senator is correct.
There is no question that there are many
areas which do not have any services at
all, and there are also many areas which
have very inadequate services.

Mr. HUMPHREY. One other obser-
vation I should like to make is that,
from my understanding of the bill, it
would not necessarily mean a great in-
crease in personnel on Government pay-
rolls, I think we ought to make note of
that fact. Actually, people who are pres-
ently employed will merely take on new
jobs, new functions, and new services.
Of course, there will be some increases,
where there is no personnel at all.

Mr. HILL. There will be some in-
crease, I may say to the Senafor, but
not any large increase. As a matter of
faet, the medical personnel presently
available is so limited as to make it
difficult to have any very great increase
in such personnel.

Mr. HUMPHREY. But, as the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts pointed out a
moment ago, this proposed legislation,
if passed by the two Houses, signed by
the President, and placed in effect, will
have the effect in various ecommunities
of relieving some of the problems caused
by the lack of surgeons, doctors, nurses,
and other medical personnel.

Mr,. HILL. The Senator is correct.

Mr. HUMPHREY. The better our
Public Health Service, which is preven-
tive medicine in a sense, the less need
for curative medicine. Surely, this is a
time when the preventive aspects of the
medical field should be emphasized.

Mr. HILL. The Senator is absolutely
correct, I know the study and thought
he has given to the subject, and the
many contributions which he has made,

Mr. President, I hope we can pass the
bill this afterncon. I conclude my re-
marks by naming a few of the organiza-
tions which appeared before the commit-
tee urging the passage of the bill. Ihave
already adverted to the National Cen-
gress of Parents and Teachers. I men-
tion now the Association of State and
Territorial Health Officers, the Amer-
ican Hospital Association, the National
Tuberculosis Association, the National
Foundation for Infantile Paralysis, the
National Society for the Prevention of
Blindness, the American Social Hygiene
Association, the National Health Coun-
cil, the American Public Health Asso-
ciation, the American Farm Bureau Fed-
eration, the General Federation of Wom-
en’s Clubs, the American Art Associa-
tion, the General Assembly of the State
of Georgia, the YMCA International
Council, and the National Grange.

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

Mr. HILL. I yield to the distinguished
Senator from Kansas,

Mr., CARLSON. The State of Eansas
has had most efficient cooperation from
the Bureau of Public Health. "We have
a State board of health, and also local

MARCH 15

units. I appreciate the fact that we do
not have a local unit in every county of
the State. One reason for it is that it
would be impossible to get the nurses,
who are usually the ones who fill the
local health unit administrative posi-
tions. Has the committee given "any
thought to getting additional nurses or
health directors?

Mr, HILL. There isa bill on the calen-
dar, Senate bhill 337, which the commit-
tee has reported, the purpose of which
is to help train more doctors, nurses,
and medical technicians.

Mr. CARLSON. That is one of the
problems we have been confronted with
in the Middle West. My State has taken
steps to work out a program which would
greatly increase the capacity of the
State medical school at Kansas Uni-
versity,. We have established clinical
schools to develop a program of health.
It has been one of our problems, and I
am glad to hear the statement of the
Senator from Alabama, -

Mr, HILL. I thank the Senator. As
a former distinguished governor of his
State he is familiar with the problem
and knows the need for meeting it. I
appreciate particularly his calling atten-
tion to the need for additional nurses,
I hope the Senator will find time to
look at the bill to which I have referred,
It is on the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the committee
amendment on page 186, line 19,

Mr. HILL. Mr, President, there is an-
other committee amendment. It is on
page 16, line 21, to strike out “1850,”
and to insert in lieu thereof “1951,".

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend-
ment has not been reported by the com-
mittee. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendment on page 18,
line 19.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll.

The roll was called, and the following

Senators answered to their names:
Aiken Green Maybank
Anderson Hayden Millikin
Bennett Hendrickson  Monroney
g::wn Hennings Morse
wster Hick r Mundt
Bricker Hin ks
Butler, Nebr, Hoey Neely
Byrd Holland Nixon
Cain Hum O'Conor
Capehart Ives
Carlson Jenner Robertson
Case Johnson, Colo. Russell
CC.}nvez t.s i!;ohnstun, 8. C. EBaltonstall
emen em Schoeppel
Connally Smathers
Cordon EKnowland Emith, Maine
Dirksen Langer Bmith, N. J
Douglas Bmith, N. C.
Duff Lodge 8
Dworshak McCarran Taft
Ecton McCarthy Thye
Ellender McClellan Watking
Ferguson McFarland Welker
Flanders McEellar Wherry
Frear McMahon Wiley
Fulbright Magnuson ‘Williams
George Maione
Gillette Martin

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum
is present.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I feel
a little apologetic for raising my voice at
this hour of the afternoon on so simple
an issue as Federal economy. I feel,
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however, that it must be done. I realize
that an appeal for economy is old-
fashioned. I know it is not nearly so
dramatic as to talk anout troops to Eu-
rope or the raseality of the RFC, but I
feel we are faced by an economic issue,
and that someone has to address himself
to it. So the junior Senator from IIli-
nois undertakes that humble task, be-
cause there is involved a little more than
meets the eye.

My very good and eloquent friend from
Alabama [Mr. Hin] said a little while
dgo that he called up the Bureau of the
Budget with respect to the bill now under
consideration and that he was advised
that the cost would be $15,000,000 or
$20,000,000. I do not dispute that figure.
* Por aught I know, it may be correct. But
I know what the testimony showed as
to the bill, and I think the Senate ought
to know about it.

I read from the testimony given on the
-bill on May 10 and 11, 1949, when the
bill was pending in the Eighty-first Con-
gress. There were no hearings on it in
the Eighty-second Congress. This testi-
mony will be found on page 45 of the
hearings. The senior Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr. DoucrLas] was addressing a
question to Dr. Scheele, as follows:

So with $80,000,000 of Federal money, you
would have $160,000,000 of State and local
money, or a total of $240,000,000. -

That referred to $160,000,000 out of
State and local treasuries, which, as we
know, have no money except as they
siphon it out of the pockets of the tax-
_payers, The Federal Government has no
money except as it borrows or it obtains
it from the taxpayers. So the bill will,
when it is finally translated into action
in the corners of the country, cost John
Q. Taxpayer $240,000,000 a year.

Mr. President, I am not unmindful of
the fact that the American Public Health
Association and many other associations
have endorsed the bill, or at least they
have not opposed it. Endorsements and
sponsorships can be secured for anything
that calls for a give-away program. I
remember some years ago when the for-
mer mayor of Chicago was assassinated
in Florida. Somebody, as a canard pre-
pared some kind of a resolution or peti-
tion whose purpose was to provide a
medal or an award to the assassin, and
secured 300 or 400 signatures. No one
ever bothered to ask what was in it.

The people back home do not know
what is in this proposed legislation. It
is so easy for those who professionally
and officially represent various groups to
call us off the floor, and in the gilt and
gold ornate reception room talk to us
about such bills as this. But I think the
time has come for John Q. Taxpayer to
. have a voice, because if he discovers that
it is going to be costly, he will, in the
light of what has happened to our econ-
omy, certainly want his publicly elected
respresentatives to stand up and be
counted when we appropriate money
from the Public Treasury.

There is here evidently more involved
than in so many loan cases. But oh,
how difficult it is to get a respectable
hearing, as a matter of fact, to ascer-
tain what is involved. So at this late
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hour in the afternoon, I feel the neces-
sity for saying something for the tax-
payers of the country, and for what is
involved in the proposal before the
Benate.

I say to my friend the Senator from
Alabama that I have not the slightest
doubt that the bill, if enacted, will be of
good service. I have no doubt that peo-
ple will like it when it is put into effect.
They always do. I remember what the
distinguished former Secretary of State,
the Honorable Cordell Hull, said to me
when I was a young Representative years
ago. He put his arm around my shoul-
der at the Mayflower Hotel when we
were talking about subsidies from the
Federal Treasury and said, “My boy, you
will find that at first the people will
rather demur at the idea. Later on they
will expect it, and finally they will de-
mand it.”

Mr. President, there is being set in
motion now a program to reach into
every county in the United States of
America, and even that will not be the
end. My good friend the Senator from
Alabama read from the testimony of
Dr. Emerson a statement which indi-
cated that if the proposed legislation
were enacted it would minimize the pres-
sure of the whole controversial question
of socialized medicine,

In my considered judgment, it will not
do anything of the kind. It will augment
the pressure, for in proportion as people
learn to get more and more free things
from the Federal and State treasuries, it
will break down their resistance; and if
they think somefne else is going to pay
the bill, they will be on hand with their
requests. -

So we are initiating a program which,
according to the testimony in the
Eighty-first Congress, finally will take
$240,000,000 a year out of the pockets of
the taxpayers, either through the in-
strumentalities of the States or through
the instrumentality of the Federal Gov-
ernment,

Mr, President, today people are alert
to the question of economy. Someone
identified with a small-business organi=
zation telephoned my office yesterday
and said, “How much of your mail ad-
dresses itself to economy?” We made a
little sampling. My mail now runs ap-
proximately 1,500 or sometimes 2,000
first-class letters a day. - One-third of
the mail identifies itself with the issue
of economy and taxation and spending,
and there is a reason for it.

This is a red letter day in the calendar;
today is the 15th day of March 1951, I
see in the newspapers pictures of great
queues of people gathering at the offices
of the collectors of internal revenue,
What for? To make their peace with
Uncle Sam; and, Mr. President, making
peace with the tax gatherers today is
a far more costly proceeding than it
ever was before. If we impose upon the
people of this country the taxes contem-
plated in the President’s message, there
is going to be more and more demurring,
and the people will wonder what kind of
stewards we are.

So we have to think a litfle bit not
only about the desirability of these pro-
grams—of course, nearly everything that
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presents itself is desirable—but about the
cost, as well, particularly in a period of
emergency.

Is there anything of an emergency na-
ture about this measure, Mr. President?
First of all, standards will have to be set
up in connection with the program called

* for by this measure. The standards will

have to be approved by the Surgeon
General, and subsequently the money
will be disbursed. It is entirely likely
that the tension and the emergency
could pass away before this bill could be
expressed in the form of effective action
in the remote corners of the country,
certainly, and very likely in a good many
other corners of the country, as well.
There is no showing that this is an emer-
gency bill; at least, I have not seen such
a showing, But it is so felicitous and it
is so easy today to tie everything into
the defense picture.

In the first place, I do not like the
fantastic language of this bill. There is
something fascinating about legislative
language, Mr, President. I can get the
biggest thrill out of it, and then I won-
der what its implications are. I wonder
whether we have sufficient time in a busy
day to spell out all the facets of the lan-
guage in the bills which come here for
our attention.

Let us examine this bill for a moment.
We find that, in the beginning, it says:

The Congress hereby finds and declares
that—

Mr. President, that is one of those
wonderful phrases. It is like the phrase
that appears in every appropriation bill
with which I am familiar, I used to sit
back and chuckle a little bit in the Ap-
propriations Committee because at a
time when I knew we were busted, when
I knew we had a deficit, and when I knew -
that in order to obtain money, our Gov-
ernment had to borrow, we were still
sitting there and having to work with an
appropriation bill which said:

There is hereby appropriated out of the
Treasury from funds not otherwise appro-
priated—

And that was said at a time when there
were no funds actually in the Treasury,
as we would have found if we had cast a
balance sheet and had paid the bills.

So in this bill we find one of those
happy phrases.

What does the Congress find and de-
clare in this measure, Mr. President?
No wonder the courts today say there is

‘no such thing as legislative intent.

Great lawyer that the Senator from
Georgia [Mr, Georcel is—and I have
great respect for him—I doubt if he
could determine the legislative intent in
this instance. I must say that I am fas-
cinated by some of the court decisions
and some of the interpretations the law -
school professors make, for in them we
find the statement that *‘legislative in-
tent’ is a fiction;” and so it is held that
it is for the Court to say what was in the
mind of Congress. It is no wonder, Mr.
President, that the courts do that today,
because I myself sometimes wonder what
the legislative intent is;
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But in this bill we, as a solemn, delib-
erative body, begin by saying:

The Congress— s

And that includes every one of us col-
lectively and severally—
hereby finds and declares that—

(1) adequate protection of the Nation's .

health is essential to the security and well-
being of our country and cannot be achieved
unless public health services are available in
every locality through adequately staffed and
properly equipped local public health units,

Mr. President, I shall not quarrel with
the objective. I only say that I grew up
in a small town, and did not know what
a public health officer was. I came
through the measles, diphtheria, and all
the contagious diseases to which childish
flesh is heir. I am not quarreling with
the objective; but it seems to me that
is very extravagant language to use—
when it is said in the bill that the security
and well-being of our country cannot be
achieved otherwise.

Then in the bill the Congress further
declares:

(2) at present more than 40,000,000 per=
sons in the United States live in areas not
served by local public health units, and
less than 10,000,000 persons live in areas
served by units which meet minimum public
health standards.

Mr. President, that may be, and it may
be desirable to achieve that objective.

Then we find the following statement
in the hill:

(b) It is therefore the policy of the Con-
gress, and the purpose of this act, in the
promotion of the general welfare and in
the interest of national security—

That is what this bill says. However,
there is no showing that this program
will get started while the tensions con-
tinue upon us. It may take guite a long
time before the program provided by this
bill can begin before we can tool up
and set up the instrumentalities for
which provision is made, particularly in
the remote corners of the country.

So, Mr, President, the achievement of
all these glorious and fine objectives “to
assist the States through the measures
provided for in this act in developing
and maintaining local public-health
units,” and so forth, is going to be real-
ized from now on.

So it is proposed that we set in motion
a program which will be something more
than what my distinguished friend the
Senator from New York [Mr. LEEMaN]
said when he said, “This is coordination.”

I say to my friend this is an expan-
sion; and if we are going to expand every
desirable thing that has been authorized,
I do not know where we are going to get
the money.

Let me admonish my colleagues—and
certainly I do not do so in a captious or
patronizing spirit, for I feel very humble
about it, but I cherish a sense of alarm
about the solvency of our country at a
time like this—let all of us be aware of
the fever, as it were, the inflationary
fires, as it were, I ask my colleagues to
examine their mail and see what it
shows.

Today I had fo send to the OPS to get
a better statement than I could contrive
about the prices which are going up not-
withstanding a great galaxy of pzople
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who have issued a variety of directives.
Prices are going up. Why? First, be-
cause there is goodness knows how much
money in the country today, and there
will be more money in proportion as
we spend on Federal programs and en-
hance the flexibility of bank credit and
make it possible for people to spend
more and more. We are not going to
put any cap sheaf on it by means of
controls, for controls are only a sec-
ondary remedy. Mind you, Mr. Presi-
dent, when we impose controls and at
the same time continue to shovel coal
into the fire pot under the boiler, the re-
sult will be that we will blow up the
boiler before we get through. That is
what I sense with a feeling of alarm
about what is going on in the country
today. We do not serve our country, of
course, by adding to the expenditures.

When I submitted myself to the elec-
torate last year, and sensed a great wave
of reaction—as I am sure was the ex-
perience of all my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle who also submitted
themselves to the electorate last year—
I thought that surely there was a great
feeling of alarm in the country. It is
apparent among the humble people who
now are preparing their tax returns,
and who find that, with a modest in-
come of $2,000, they may have to pay
Uncle Sam as much as $400 out of that
modest stipend before they can get “off
the hook.”

Mr. President, are we going to im-
prove that situation or ameliorate the
inflationary fever by authorizing more
and more expenditurés and by pouring
more and more money into the eco-
nomic bloodstream of the country? I
doubt it very much.

It is rather singular to me to note
the vitality of bills which have in them
a lot of “give away.” The Members of
the Senate will remember that this bill
came before the Senate Monday after-
noon. I rose at that time and ob-
jected; I thought that if no one else
would object, I would object; and I did.
I made a few observations of sorts,
bearing generally upon - this theme,
That was on Monday, and this is Thurs-
day afternoon. However, like the cat
with nine lives, the bill is back upon
this floor now. I did not anticipate
that it would be here this afternoon,
and I had scant opportunity to go back
and refresh myself on the testimony
and on the hearings regarding this mat-
ter. However, whenever there is free
money for the States, whenever there is
a hand-out and a give-away, such bills
have an astonishing amount of vitality,
How quickly they come back.

Mr. President, we are familiar with
the purposes of the bill. I shall not
weary the Senate at this hour in the
afternoon by describing them in detail.
The bill calls for the setting up of
health units in the respective communi-
ties. However, I believe I shall allude
to one item which came up in connec-
tion with an inquiry made by the Sena-
tor from Minnesota [Mr. HuMPHREY].
I do not know whether I understood him
correctly, but I understood him to say

‘that one of the purposes of the bill is to

stimulate or improve the program of
industrial-accident prevention.
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Is that a correct statement of what
the Senator from Minnesota said?

Mr. HUMPHREY., That is correct.

Mr, DIRESEN. In response to that, I
can say only that on page 6 of the bill,
where it defines the types of services
which shall be considered public health
services, the bill recites:

The diagnosis and prevention of disease,
the control of communicable disease, health

education, demonstrations, sanitation, wital
statistics—

And this is a good one— i
the training of personnel for State and local
public health work, and other aspects of
preventive medicine, but shall not include
medical, dental, or nursing care except in
the diagnosis or prevention of disease or
the control of communicable disease or the -
promotion, establishment, or maintenance of
industrial accident prevention programs.

Is the junior Senator from Illinois in
error, or is the Senator from Minnesota
in error, and is the error concurred in—
if it is error—by the Senator from Ala-
bama? I am only interested in having
the Senate adequately and properly ad-
vised as to what is in this bill. What
will it do? How much will it cost? Who
will pay the bill? What will it do to the
solvency and the economy of the United
States? 1

Mr. HUMPHREY rose. J
° Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to my friend
from Minnesota for a question.

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator from
Minnesota was merely referring to the
preventive medical care aspects of this
bill. There are two types of medicine—
preventive medicine and curative medi-
cine. He felt that this bill, as it applied
to the local jurisdictions of government,
in the local public health work, would
do much to aid the industrial economy,
particularly in the case of industrial
plants, by combatting industrial disease
and industrial accidents, and by the kind
of work which can be done by the local
public health officer. I think the point
which the Senator from Illinois has in
mind is, that there are other measures
before the Congress, outlining a broad
program of industrial-accident preven-
tion. Those measures are to be acted
upon separately. This bill does not au=
thorize a full-scale industrial-accident-
prevention program, but certainly it does
not in any way prevent loeal public
health officers from caring for the health
and welfare of people who may work in
industrial plants.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I may have misin-
terpreted and completely misunderstood
my friend from Minnesota, and certainly
I would do him no injustice or injury in
that respect; but I got the clear and dis-
tinet impression that this bill was de-
signed to stimulate accident-prevention
programs; and there is a specific ex=
ception in the bill. /

I may say to the Senate that if it
should vote down this bill—and it should
vote it down in this period of strain upon
the finances of the Government, when
no represenfation as to its emergent
character has been made which in my
judgment is persuasive—such action
would not preclude the Governmenft
from rendering services of the kind pro-
posed. In the Seventy-eighth Congress
we passed Public Law 410, I was there
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when it was passed. In section 314 of
that bill provision is made for grants
and services to States. It contains the
language, “To enable the Surgeon Gen-
eral to assist, through grants,” and so
forth, a varied line of services, in an
amount not to exceed $20,000,000. That
power is in existence today; it can be
exercised; and in my judgment it is
equal to mearly every emergency situ-
ation which ean arise, But is this body
now, without adequate debate, in my
judgment, going to authorize an ex-
penditure which will place a burden of
$80,000,000 on the Federal Treasury and
$160,000,000 on the local treasuries, be-
fore we get through?

Something was said to the effect that
the enactment of this bill would not
greatly expand personnel. Mr. Presi-
dent, I can only say to my senatorial
colleagues, I wonder what the money is
to be used for? Obviously, there are
going to be some facilities. Obviously
there are going to be some appliances.
Obviously there is going to be the need
of light, heat, and power. Obviously, we
are going to have to locate the person-
nel somewhere. Obviously there are
going to be paper clips, rubber bands,
some waste paper, paper tabs, and that
sort of thing. But in essence, very much
of the money will be devoted to personal
services and to traveling expenses from
one area to another, and this will be
done at a time when the emergency
agencies of the Federal Government are
increasing in number by leaps and
bounds.

Where do we finally stop? I ask it in
all humility. Consider the $17,500,000,-
000 budget. It does not tell the whole
story. I know about the unliquidated
authorizations, which are always made
in prior years, for which money must
be appropriated. That is one of the
artful dodges in the appropriations
procedure. We pass an authorization
bill, which it is said will cost only
$3,000,000 for the blueprints in the first
year. The next year it will be $10,-
000,000; the nmext year, $50,000,000; the
next year, $100,000,000. That is the way
those things climb. So, in addition to
-what the eyes see, there are unliquidated
authorizations for which there will be
requests for appropriations; and there
will be added supplementary and de-
ficiency appropriation bills, and all the
rest of the things that come along.

The President wants $97,500,000 for
the Voice of America. M, good friend
from Connecticut [Mr. BENToN] and I,
over the years, when he was at the other
end of the Avenue, used to confer. He
would come, gracious, kindly, gentle,
able gentleman that he is, to visit with
me at length regarding the Voice of
America. We used to have little group
meetings to see what might be done
about it, in order to carry the story of
America on the air lanes into the inner-
most recesses of the Soviet Union, in
the hope that some day confrition and a
chastened heart might ease the tension
of the world. It was a modest program
then. I think the initial request was
for $10,000,000. Now there is a request
for $97,500,000. My, how Topsy has
grown.
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There comes a deficiency bill for
$1,400,000,000 for a variety of purposes.
We are nowhere near June 30, when the
fiscal year comes to an end, and I have
an idea, if I can correctly interpret the
charitable impulses and the generous
instinets of the gentleman who is the
boss of the Budget Bureau—I am refer-
ring to the President—that we have not
seen the last of the supplemental defi-
ciency appropriation bills which will be
sent to the first session of the Eighty-
second Congress. No; there will be a
good many more, and it will be interest-
ing to see what the total summaries of
the budget figure will be when, at long
last, we wind up our labors, some time
late on the night of June 30, perhaps
pushing back the clock, and the busy
clerks in the Appropriations Committees
draw the line and find out what an ag-
gregate burden has been placed upon
the people o America. Are they not en-
titled to the greatest diligence and devo-
tion upon the part of their elected rep-
resentatives in both bodies, in the hope
that wherever we can we should save
some money, that wherever we can we
shall keep the inflationary forces to a
minimum; and that wherever possible,
when we resolve between the indispensa-
bles and the things that are desirable, we
shall be on the side only of those things
which are imperative, in the hope that
the taxpayers may get a break?

Mr, President, I could suggest pro-
grams gaiore, programs which are very
desirable; but is its desirability the only
criterion for a program in an hour of
emergency? Unless all signs fail, there
will be tremendous amounts estimated
and requested for all security and de-
fense purposes.

I know how easy it is to say, “Oh, it is-

only $20,000,000,” or “it is only $80,000,-
000,” or “it is only $240,000,000 a year
that will be taken out of the pockets of
the taxpayer.” But where will it finally
stop? I do not know. An old man once
taught me what a million is. He said,
“Look at your watch, and watch the
second hand. You can see it every sec-
ond, every minute, every day, every night,
every week, every month, every year—
and in 3 years it would go around 1,000,-
000 times.” How much is that in terms
of do‘l_lars? I do not know.

Frankly, I have been engaged in the
business of working in the field of ap-
propriations for a good many years, and
I have now no adequate, finite con-
cept of $1,000,000 or $1,600,000,000; and
I doubt whether even the members of the
Budget Bureau have. I am confident
that the President of the United States
has no adequate concept of $1,000,000,-
000, because he would not use the term
so easily, and he would not, with such
felicity, send us these estimates, in the
face of the kind of budget which con-
fronts us at the present time.

To summarize, Mr. President, I do not
believe a case has been shown. There is
at the present time no emergency quality
about this bill, It is going to take a
while to carry out the program. It is
desirable, but it is not absolutely impera-
tive. It is going to add to the bigness
of Government; and, goodness knows, it
is big enough in its civil dimensions to-
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day. I have forgotten how many ci-
vilian employees the Government has,
but I saw the last estimate, I think, by
my friend the Senafor from Virginia
[Mr. Byrpl, who, by the way, has ren-
dered a great serviee to the country by
keeping the people advised about the
proportions of the Federal payroll. I
suppose, however, that, as of now, the
civilian complement must be about 2,-
200,000. That is a large number of peo-
ple. This bill is going to add to it. Do we
have to do it now, desirable as it is, and
add to bigness, when there has been no
justification and no showing that this
bill comes in an emergency category?

Mr, LANGER rose.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Did my friend wish
me to yield?

Mr. LANGER. I want the floor when
the Senator gets through.

Mr. DIRESEN. I desire to refer to
one other thing. My friend may com-
fortably repose in his easy chair for a
few moments, for it will take about 10
minutes.

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator,
but I fear that someone else might get
the floor. I want to answer my distin-
guished friend from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is quite all right.

I make this point with respect to this
bill. It is said this is probably going to
serve as a damper upon the pressures,
with which we have become familiar, to
socialize the healing arts. My own no-
tion is that this bill is going to energize
those pressures. As I think of socialism,
I think in terms of control. It is un-
necessary to socialize a country by tak-
ing it over and making it the property
of the Federal Government. That is
done through the instrumentality of con-
trol. Laski, the great exponent and in-
terpreter of socialism in Great Britain,
demonstrates that fact very forcibly in
a book which came from the press not
long ago. Mr. President, control is the
back door. Where are the controls in
this bill? Simply this. Standards are
set up and, it is said to *he States, “You
comply, or you will get no money. If
you comply, you will get money.” So
each State can become a mendicant and
say, “We will do what you want us to
do, in the hope that under this formula
we shall receive a granf-in-aid for this
pm'pﬂse."

Mr. President, we are building up this
pyramid of control. The bhill is nothing
more than one of the rocks in the struc-
ture. It is on that basis, I say, we are
going to energize the pressure force and
then we shall have to deal with the de-
mand or proposal to socialize the healing
arts of the country.

I do not want to appear captious about
it. Isee the problem as best I can. I see
it particularly from the standpoint, I say
to my good friend from North Dakota,
of economy. Oh, yes; I know all about
the conditions that prevail. I under-
stand them. I also understand the de-
sirability of economy, At long last all
Senators, on both sides of the aisle, will
have to deal with the fundamental ques-
tion of how much we can spend, not-
withstanding the eredit of the country,
notwithstanding the fact that we have a
greater industrial plaat today than we
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ever had before, notwithstanding the
fact that we have generated a national
income which comes close to two hun-
dred and seventy-five and perhaps three
hundred billion dollars a year. I under=-
stand the bill. I also understand the
demands which are being made today by
the humble people who carry the dinner
bucket to the factory, whom the tax load
is beginning to squeeze.

People who carry their dinner buckets
into the factories are beginning to write
about it. They are becoming conscious
of the fact that every dollar that is taken
out of their pockets by the tax collector
is one dollar they cannot spend for
themselves as they will, where they will,
how they will, without dictation from
the State and Federal Governments,

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

Mr., DIRKSEN. 1 yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the Sen-
ator think that it would be better for
the Senate on this problem, as on simi-
lar problems, to postpone action until
we have enacted a tax bill, so that we
may see how much we shall have to
increase taxes in order to pay for our
existing programs?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I think it would be
a sensible thing to do. Mr. President,
I am not insensible to the fact that there
will not be money available for this pro-
gram. However, we have the problem
of planning the budget. After all, there
are only one of two things we can do.
Of course, if we could find the open
sesame we could perhaps get ourselves
out of the present difficulty. We must
either find the taxes, or diminish spend-
ing by the Federal Government. In my
judgment it is just as simple and just
as orthodox as that. The program may
be desirable, but in an hour of emer-
gency, when it looks as if such a heavy
burden is going to be imposed on our
people, the least we can do is exercise
some caution and defer it until we can
see whether or not we are going to make
ends meet, or whether we are going to
use vast quantities of red ink to foot
up the budget totals at the end of the
next fiscal year. By that I mean the
fiseal year of 1952.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. Iyield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senafor from
Tllinois referred to the alternative of
using vast quantities of red ink. That
means nothing more than devaluating
the American dollar still more, does it
not?

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is correct, and
it is a matter that certainly ought to
give us some concern today. The first
thing I want to allude to in that con-
nection is that there seems to be a rather
interesting flight of gold from the coun-
try. I admit that I am not a monetary
expert. I remember that my good
friend, Representative Findley Gray, of
Indiana, who was a member of the House
Committee on Banking and Currency,
started to make a speech on the floor of
the House by saying, “Mr. Speaker, there
are 13 monetary experts in the United
States, and I am not one of them.” So
he proceeded to give a money speech. He
was talking about gold. I am not a
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monetary expert. However, reports in-
dicate that there is a flight of gold from
the country. Some people who are try-
ing to get a little money out of the In-
ternational Bank are willing to take it in
currency other than American dollars,
What does that mean? Is the Ameri-
can dollar beginning to get a little soft,
comparsd with other currencies? If it.
is, I do not think we have to look very
far for the reason. Therefore I have
become concerned about the solvency of
the country, because it affects everyone,
young and old, rich and poor, rural and
urban, in all the corners of the earth.

I simply say today with respect to this
bill that there is a little more to it than
meets the eye. My friend from Ala-
bama said that now it will cost $15,-
000,000 or $20,000,000. The whole story
is that when the program is articulated
it will be $80,000,000 out of the Federal
Treasury, and $160,000,000 out of local
treasuries, or a $240,000,000 burden on
the taxpayers of America, in addition to
the burdens they already carry.

Mr. President, before I yield the floor
I should like to say to my very good
friend from North Dakota that while we
were visiting together a little while ago
he said, “Well, if you are going to throw
it to the east and west and spend it for
people everywhere, let's spend a little on
our own people.” I recognize the logic
of his position. However, I have a bet-
ter answer. I think we had better start
to cut down on the aid programs to
everyone under the sun. Such programs
only add to the danger with which
America is confronted at the present
time. Long before anyone in this body
or anyone in the other body was saying
very much about the Marshall plan my
distinguished colleague from Illinois and
I were on a platform at Quiney, Ill., and
I said, “I think the time has come now
to put the knife in, and put it in deep.”

I shall be as charitable as I know how
to be. I shall be as equitable and as
decent as T know how to be. Ishall beall
that to my own people, and then I shall
try to keep faith with them by saying,
“Since we deny it to you, we will deny it
to others also.”

I am not in favor of cutting on roads,
for example, and saying to the American
people, “You must embrace the gaogpel of
austerity. You must sacrifice.” I do
not think we can say it with good grace,
when we are lolling around in the sun-
shine in sport shirts. Under such cir-
cumstances it is rather funny to say to
people they must be austere and must
make sacrifices. First let us do a little
sacrificing and practice a little austerity
in government. Let us first meet the
challenge of austerity. One way to do it
by making sure that we do not spend and
authorize over our heads, and thus
jeopardize the fiscal integrity and sol-
veney of this country.

Mr. President, that is all I have to say.
It is a very simple story. Economy is
old-fashioned. It reminds me of the
sweet young mother who called the doc-
tor to come and attend her baby. Finally
the doctor said, “Well, my dear, just give
the baby some castor oil.”

She was a rather arty person, and she

-said, “Doctor; castor oil is so old-fash-

ioned.”
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The kindly doctor said, “I know, my

%Iear. but babies are old-fashioned things,
oo-"

Mr. President, economy is an old-fash-
ioned thing. It savors of horse and
buggy days. I am only too glad, how-
ever, to say a few kind words in behalf
of economy, for in economy, in frugality,
and in the thrift of our Government I
think we shall ultimately find ourselves
and our salvation.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I am
very much surprised by my distinguished
friend from Illinois. I am surprised to
hear him make the argument he has
made. For 4 years I was president of
the board of health of my State. I met
with members of the board of health
from other States, among them the great
State of Illinois. I do not know whether
my distinguished friend is familiar with
the fact that it was the State of Illinois
and the city of Chicago which in my
opinion did the finest job of stamping out
communicable diseases of any State and
certainly of any city in the entire United
States.

He talks about economy. Today in
Chicago they are tearing down three
solid blocks of buildings. Why? To
build the Cook County Hospital. They
have appropriated $80,000,000 for the
work. The State of Illinois is a rich
State. Ithasanenormous income.

I want to take my friend to some coun-
ties, such as Sioux County in North Da-
kota, where there is not even a doctor.
The county is so poor that in ordinary
times not even one doctor will locate
there, Does the Senator think that
health education is not needed there?
If hog cholera breaks out in Pennsyl-
vania, Ohio, Illinois, or North Dakota,
they will rush out hog specialists and
veterinarians to stamp out hog cholera.
Bangs disease comes along and they send
for the best experts from all over the
country. They even get the experts from
Brazil, as they did a short time ago. It
seems that we think more in this coun-
try of preventive medicine for the hogs
than we do of human beings, especially
little children,

I remember when we had before the
Senate the loan to England of $3,750,-
000,000. Senators who were on the
floor may remember that I offered a
substitute. It was voted down. It dealt
with good roads and schoolhouses.
Former Senator Lucas of Illinois was the
majority leader. When I offered an
amendment providing for a urinalysis to
be made of every man, woman, and child
in the country who desired it, he ridi-
culed the idea, not knowing that the
Rockefeller Foundation for 25 years had
been advocating that very thing.

Mr. President, a short time ago in the
city of Washington we had a free heart
clinic. A little while later we had a
free chest clinic. A little later we had
a free diabetes clinic. That shows that
the doctors and nurses of the country
are cooperating in every possible way.

Consider for a moment diabetes. This
is the first time that we have ever had a
National Diabetes Week. What hap-
pened? The doctors who were in au-
thority estimated that there were in the
United States 800,000 diabeties. What
did the result of the clinics show? It
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showed that we had more than 2,000,000.
Diahetes Week resulted in the discovery
of 1 200,000 people who did not know
they had diabetes until after Diabetes
Week. If we had had the health educa-
tion provided for in this bill, what would
have happened? If we had followed the
recommendation of the Rockefeller
Foundation, it would have meant that
every man, woman, or child who desired
to send in a sample of urine would have
had a free analysis made. The re-
sult would have been that for the trifling
sum of 215 cents three diseases could
have been detected. By spending $2.50
the doctors could detect 23 diseases.

‘Why should not a man or a woman, or
a family living 40 or 50 miles out in the
country, in a county which has no doc-
tor, or in a county where sometimes for
weeks the people do not get their mail,
have the right to send specimens in to
some county health authority, partly
supported by the United States Govern-
ment? As I remember the statistics, in
the last war 688,000 boys were turned
down because they could not pass the
health tests provided for the Army, the
Navy, and other forces.

Mr. President, it can be readily seen
that for the trifling sum of 215 cents,
as the Rockefeller Foundation says, three
diseases can be detected by analysis. By
spending $2.50 they can detect 23 dis-
eases. Is not that more important than
appropriating money for the control of
Bang's disease or hog cholera?

So I say to my friend from Illinois,
for whom I have the greatest admira-
tion, that there is nothing new about
this proposal. It is said that the situa-
tion is not emergent. There has been
an emergency for scores of years in this
country. Hundreds of thousands of peo-
ple are lying in their graves because they
did not have a urinalysis. I remember
trying a case at Carson, N. Dak. The
foreman of the jury weighed about 220
pounds. He was an outstanding farmer
of that community. Two months later
he died in diabetic coma. He never
knew that he had diabetes.

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

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. First, I would say to
my friend from North Dakota that we
have any number of such statutes on
the books today, notably one we enacted
ir. the Seventy-eighth Congress, Public
Law 410, which authorizes the Surgeon
General to train health personnel and
to conduet demonstrations, with author-
ity to spend to the extent of $20,000,000.
We have a variety of services under the
Social Security Act. States participate
in a great deal of this kind of activity.
Must the entire load be on the Federal
Government? Must we build up a bu-
reaucracy at a time when there is an
emergent situation on the outside?

The thing is as long as it is- broad.
The Senator will not get much of an
argument from me. I have not passed
on the desirability or undesirability of
these things. I do not measure them in
comparative terms, as against Bang's
disease and the other diseases, because
when all is said and done, if in connec-
tion with the agricultural program we
do not control such things as Bang's
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disease, contagious abortion, and tu-
berculosis in cattle, and integrate such
controls into the health program, ob-
viously we might as well forget about
trying to maintain the health of the
Nation. We cannot pour tubercular milk
into a country or feed the people with
animals which are diseased and accom-
plish anything in the fleld of publie
health. But we have kept these pro-
grams within bounds, as a matter of fact.
During a time of emergency, there is
always the question of keeping a pro-
gram within bounds.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I am
delighted to yield to my distinguished
friend. I suppose he, like every other
Member of this body, has received let-
ters from young men in his State plead-
ing for an opportunity to get into a
school of medicine. At North Dakota
University only 28 doctors a year can be
educated. Citizens have come forward
and said, “If you will take my boy into
medical school, I will gladly help the
University of North Dakota with a con-
tribution toward an endowment fund.”

In my office today there are at least
10 appeals from boys—not all North
Dakota boys; some are from New York
and some are from other States—who
are endeavoring to get into medical
school. If my distinguished friend from
Illinois can find a place where those 10
boys can get into medical school, I wish
he would name the school.

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

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I am glad that my
friend from North Dakota asked me
about that. I have listened to a great
deal of this discussion. On Monday I
objected to a bill to provide subsidies to
schools, up to $500, particularly schools
of medicine, dentistry, and osteopathy.
At long last the Federal Government,
through the back door, is going to get
its hands upon the secondary institu-
tions,

This is a question which has never
been answered. It is said, “We will pro-
vide the buildings. Just get the money
and you can get the students.” What I
want to know is, where is it proposed to
get the professors of physiology, histol-
ogy, surgery, anatomy, and all the rest?
A professor is not made overnight.
Certainly we are not going to “sic” an
amateur professor onto a group of medi-
cal students, and subsequently turn
them out at standards well below the
traditional standards of America.

Mr. LANGER. It is evident that my
distinguished friend has not even read
the bill.

Mr. DIRESEN. It is not in this bill,

Mr. LANGER. It is in the bill, on
page 17, line 3.

Mr. DIRKSEN, This bhill does not
provide for schooling.

Mr. LANGER. The bill, if enacted,
would “set forth a program for estab-
lishing and maintaining adequate State
public health services, including pro-
grams in mental health.”

Mr. DIRKSEN. Certainly,

Mr. LANGER. Manifestly we can-
not establish such services without doe-
tors. We must have doctors, and we
must have nurses.
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Mr. DIRKSEN. I should like to have
my friend from North Dakota show me
a line in the bill which calls for the edu-
cation of doctors.

Mr. LANGER. Of course the dis-
tinguished Senator knows that the bill
does not mention doctors, and for a very
good reason. If it mentioned a doctor,
my friend would be here screaming,
“Socialized medicine!” However, I call
attention to the very words which the
Senator himself read a few moments
ago, on page 6, line 17, showing that
this money would be used for health
education.

The doctors estimated that there
were 800,000 diabetics. During Dia-
betes Week it was discovered that there
were 1,200,000 more. I say that that
is one step toward health education. If
we had had such a service 20 years ago,
thousands of people would not be lying
under the sod now.

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

Mr. LANGER. Just a moment, and
then I shall be glad to yield.

Some of the very finest work along this
line has been done by the Benevolent
and Protective Order of Elks. They
have gone into State after State. I sug-
gest to my distinguished friend that he
consult Jim Farley, who has had a great
deal to do with that kind of work, as
head of the Order of Elks. In his own
State of Illinois the Senator can go to
the head of the Benevolent and Pro-
tective Order of Elks, which has a com-
mittee working on this identical prob-
lem. He will receive an education
which will stand him in good stead. I
can assure him that he will find, by
looking up past records, that there have
been cases of little children 10 or 11
years old with ossified bones, whose en-
tire bodies could be lifted by taking hold
of one arm. Such cases were dis-
covered by the EIks in going over the
country. This work is all voluntary.
The Shriners have done a magnificent
job. It has been voluntary, but the
work has not been integrated, as it
would be under the terms of this bill.

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

Mr. LANGER. I yield to the Senator
from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. May I ask the Sen-
ator a personal question? Is he a mem-
ber of the Elks?

Mr. LANGER. It happens that I am;
but perhaps not of the same order as
that to which the Senator from Illinois
belongs. I happen to be an honorary
member of the colored Elks. [Laughter.]

Mr. DIRKSEN. Will the Senator
from North Dakota yield further?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. DIRESEN. I have been a mem-
ber of the Protective and Benevolent
Order of Elks for a good many years,
and I think I am entirely familiar with
the programs they carry on in the field
of health and medical aid to crippled
children. But I want to keep the
record straight, Mr. President. There
is not a line in the bill providing for the
education of a medical student. If my
friend can find any, I am willing to eat
that page of the bill.
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Mr., LANGER. I call to the attention
of the Senate the fact that the bill does
provide for health education, and in my
opinion nothing can be more imporfant
than such education, for which I fought
at the time the British loan bill, against
which I voted, was under consideration.
I may say to my friend from Illinois
that at the very time he may have sup-
ported the Marshall plan, if he sup-
ported it while he was a Member of Con-
gress, I was speaking against it and
voting against it, and I have been
against it all the time. I have not voted
for a single dollar to ke paid out of
the United States Treasury to any for-
eign country.

. Mr. DIRKSEN. I will shake hands
with my friend from North Dakota, be-
cause I voted against the British loan
also. I took the Marshall plan on faith.
I accepted the extravagant averments
which were made at the time, but I am
not going to do it again, I am going to
vote with my eyes open.

Mr. LANGER. I am glad to hear the
Senator say that he will keep his eyes
open in connection with any further pro-
posals under the Marshall plan, and I
hope he will keep his eyes open when
he comes to vote on the pending bill.

EOREA

Mr. CAIN. Mr, President, the junior
Senator from Washington wishe: to ad-
dress himeself to the question of Korea
and to make a reasonable suggestion
about that blood-drenched and sad situ-
ation.

On November 28, 1950, in speaking for
many Americans who cannot speak on
this floor for themselves, I spoke to the
Scenate about Korea and about Gen.
Douglas MacArthur. What I said can be
found in volume 96, part 12, pages 15939,
15940, and 15941 of the CONGRESSIONAL
REecorp. On that occasion I probably
consumed about 15 minutes of the Sen-
ate’s time. Because I shall now speak
on the same subject and for identical
reasons I shall detain the Senate but a
very few minutes.

In recent weeks the Senate of the
United States has been deeply and seri-
ously preoccupied with the manpower
bill and with the so-called great debate
which revolves around the monumental
question of whether American forces
shall be committed in peacetime to an
international army and whether the pol-
icy decision involved shall be made by the
Executive, or by the Congress, or by both
branches of the Government working in
concert with each other. In grappling
with both of these complicated issues
the Senate has been endeavoring to work
out the best possible security system for
America.

The Senate has already taken affirma-
tive action on the manpower bill. We can
therefore forget this question for the
time being. The troops to Europe issue
has not reached the floor of the Senate.
In my opinion we can safely defer action
on that question in favor of working for
victory and peace in Korea. As matters
stand in Korea today we are headed
neither for victory nor for peace.

On November 28 Gen, Douglas MacAr-
thur accused Communist China of hurl-
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ing more than 200,000 troops against the
collapsing allied line in Korea “in an en-
tirely new war.” He said China's full-
scale .intervention posed issues heyond
his authority and asked the United Na-
tions what they wanted to do about it.

General MacArthur made this decla-
ration 3'5 months ago. He placed the
need for affirmative policy action
squarely in the laps of the United Na-
tions. That was 3% months ago.
What, I must ask, has the United Na-
tions done in the last 315 months?

Have they given to General MacAr-
thur the authority to destroy the enemy
wherever he may find them? Have they
demanded greater personnel and equip-
ment contributions from those many na-
tions whieh resolved in June of 1950 to
stop the aggressor? The United Nations
have done no such thing. Have they
recognized that the Chinese Communists
are currently endeavoring to build up
and prepare for a large-scale spring of-
fensive? Because of what the United
Nations has not done in the last 3'%
months I have no reason to believe that
the United Nations is endeavoring to
satisfy the requirements which any
large-scale offensive by the enemy will
force upon our armies in the field.

General MacArthur advised America
and the United Nations 3, months ago
that victory on the battlefield could
never be reached unless the United Na-
tions provided him with greater person-
nel strength and with the authority to
destroy the enemy’s ahility to destroy us.

After advising all of us of what must
be done if we ever expect to reach a
decision on the battlefield General Mac-
Arthur returned to his work of doing a
magnificent job with the limited forces
at his command. After the Chinese
Communists in November created an
entirely new war our allied forces suf-
fered one reverse after another. Before
thz impetus of that November offensive
could he stopped and contained our
forces were driven back to the vicinity
of the beachheads we had occupied last
June. Inrecent weeks our side has been
suceessful in a tactical sense. We have
taken the initiative from the enemy and
have regained a portion of the territory
we were driven from in the early days of
the winter., We are now again  ap-
proaching the thirty-eighth parallel
from the south. During the course of
every recent day enemy losses have been
far greater than our own. Within the
limits of a totally impossible situation
the United Nations forces are doing well,

On Wednesday, March 7, General Mac-
Arthur was moved again to speak of the
future. He said in language we can all
understand that this accordion war of
ours can go on practically forever with-
out reaching a decision. He said that
every foot of the progress we make in
these days of our success on the battle-
field is a move in the direction of en-
countering the same catastrophe which
overwhelmed our forces last November.
He said that we had been successful in
the southern part of Korea because we
had room in which to maneuver; be-
cause the enemy was working on an over-
extended suply line; and, because our air
power had scores and scores of targets at
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which to strike. General MacArthur
told us that as we move forward we
shorten the enemy’'s supply lines, we
restrict our freedom of movement, and
we reduce the number of targets and ob-
jectives“a’ which our air power can
strike.

Mr. President, what is there for the
Senate to do about Eorea? Isthereany-
thing we can do to be of assistance to
General MacArthur and to every man
under his command? One of two things
I can think of doing is to go on sending
General MacArthur replacements for
those young men who are being killed
and wounded and captured every day.
Since the day the war began, and with-
out reference to the gallant efforts and
losses made and suffered by the South
Koreans, America has contributed 90
percent of the fighting forces and suf-
fered 90 percent of the casualties. As
matters stand we not only can, but we
must order more and more brave and tal-
ented young Americans to take the places
in Korea of those who have not got any-
thing more to give. This prospect has as
its only reward a full measure of grief
and sorrow for every American.

General MacArthur has done every-
thing he can do. He told us 3% months
ago what he needed to reach a military
decision. This has been denied him.
In the future General MacArthur can
only tell us what he has twice stated
before. As of this minute General Maec-
Arthur is as tragic a figure as is to be
found in all history. He is required 7
days out of every week .o send his men
forth to die without offering to those
who fight the prospect of eventual vic-
tory. No less tragic figure than General
MacArthur is every human being under
his command. For them there is little
ahead but frustration and futility.

Mr. President, it has been time for a
long time to reach an understanding
with the United Nations. General Mac-
Arthur has tried and failed to secure
this understanding. We in Congress
may fail but we ought to determine to
try to reach that understanding.

On February 1 the General Assembly
of the United Nations created a Sanc-
tions Committee and condemned Pei-
ping for aggression in Korea. It is to
this Sanctions Committee that we in
America must probably look for action.
Ernest A. Gross is our American repre-
sentative on the Sanctions Committee,
What does Mr. Gross have in mind for
our future?

Under a Lake Success date line of
March 7, the New York Times referred
to Mr. Gross. It quoted him as saying
that within a few days the United States
will present to the Sanctions Committee
some of its own ideas for steps that
could be taken against the aggressor.

The Times article went on to say this:

The plan to consider new efforts to in-
crease contributions of United Nations
members to the international army in Ko-
rea, Mr., Gross declared, was made before
General MacArthur's warning today of an
indefinite stalemate.

So far, 13 members of the United Na-
tions—

Thirteen members of the fifty-odd who
signed a resolution and pledged them-
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selves to stop the aggressor back in June
of 1950—

have sent military units ranging from 50
men to 22,000 to fight alongside United States
and hkepublic of Korea forces. Several coun=-
tries have indicated they would step up their
aid, but diplomats here—

Referring to Lake Success—
predicted that there would be no great rush
of new assistance as the result of General
MacArthur's warning or of any decision of
the sanctions committee,

Selim Sarper of Turkey, which has sent
5,500 men to Korea and has seen her troops
sufier heavy casualties, sald today that mem-
hers af the United Nations certainly “ought™
to contribute more. The trouble, he indi-
cated, is that many members of the United
Natlons have security interests and commit-
ments in other parts of the world and can-
not see their way clear to releasing more men
for Eorea.

Mr. President, let me interpolate to
say this about Turkey: What Turkey has
done in Korea ought to make a score of
nations I could name totally ashamed of
themselves. Turkey had less reason to
participate in the war in Eorea than a
score of nations I could mention, Tur-
key sits right on the boundary of Russia.
Turkey had a right to say, “Our national
interest is here. Our fear of the Soviet
is supreme. We are not, nor have we
been permitted to become, a member of
the Atlantic Pact, and therefore we have
no deep-seated obligation to the nations
which are fighting in Korea.”

Mr. President, Turkey said no such
thing. Turkey has sent to Eorea some
of the finest fighting men this world has
ever known. If every nation among the
53 nations which in June 1950 signed the
resolution calling for the stopping of the
ageressor had done what Turkey has
done, the war already would be over,
At least, there is sound reason to support
this contention.

Let me suggest at this peint, and I
think I am correct as to this, that if to-
day there was in the Western World any
tangible and real unity which was re-
fiected in a unified “ball team™ and ma-
jor contribution from all the free na-
tions to the United Nations effort in
Korea, that unity would be more effee-
tive than any atom bomhbh which could be
dropped upon the Kremlin. We are
having our monumental and inexcusable
troubles in Eorea because we do not have
enough Turks, or because we do not have
enough allies who are motivated by the
understanding and the courage and the
willingness to participate that the Turks
have so clearly demonstrated by their
actions and their blood and their sacri-
fices. One does not need to be an Ameri-
can to get excited over the Turks. All
one has to be is a human being.

Let me say to my distinguished friend,
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Swurrrl, who is a very thoughtful mem-
ber of the Foreign Relations Committee,
and who thinks as deeply oxn this subject
as I do and as almost every other Sena-
tor does, that if we had in Eorea tenight
contributions equal to those made by
Turkey, from some of our Atlantic Pact
friends—and I hold all of them in high
regard—there would be no necessity for
a Member of the United States Senate
to say that unless policy decisions are
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soon arrived at, we shall be fichting in a
field of such frustration that from now
on nothing can happen but the slaugh-
tering of additional Americans. Mr.
President, I enjoy having this brief
chance to speak a word of appreciation
of the very gallant Turks who rose in the
face of an aggressor on their own bound-
aries, and went off to work and fight in
Eorea for the United Nations and for
freedom everywhere.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. CAIN. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I wish to
take this opportunity to express my ap-
preciation of the wonderful contribution
which has been made by the Turks, and
I should like to ask the Senator from
Washington if he agrees with me that
unless the other nations who are mem-
bers of the United Nations do not im-
mediately move to impose sanctions pro-
vided for under the Charter against the
aggressors who are defying the United
Nations, the very future of the United
Nations will be in grave jeopardy.

Mr. CAIN. I agree with the Senator
from New Jersey, and in this connec-
tion I repeat what some of us have
been saying for a long time—that unless
a way is found for us to obtain more
help from the other Members of the
United Nations, from the rest of the free
world, not only is the United Nations’
effort in Eorea likely to be meaningless,
but it is likely that freedom will be in
jeopardy everywhere on the face of the
earth.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I agree
with the Senator, and I join him in that
statement.

Mr, CAIN. Mr. President, I am glad
to have this opportunity to associate
myself with the views of the distin-
guished Senator from New Jersey.

I now continue reading from the ar-
ticle in the New York Times:

United Nations delegates for the most part
saw almost no

The Senator from New Jersey will be
interested in this, in relation to what he
has just said—
of the organization’s agreeing to what they
considered an implied request In the Mac-
Arthur statement—authorization to attack
the source of the enemy's supplies in Eorea.

Mr. Gross said the United States delegation
had no instructions now to try to extend the
scope of General MacArthur's authority to
include action outside Eorea. The General
Assembly resalution of February 1, setting up
the sanctions committee and condemning
Pelping for aggression in Korea, he added, did
not imply permission to carry the war to
Chinese territory. .

The United States delegate shied away
from further comment on General MacAr-
thur’s statement except to say that the
United Nations commander was not making
recommendations but giving an analysis,
Any recommendations from the Unified Com-
mand to the United Nations, he declared,
would be made by the United States Govern-
ment itself.

That is the end of the quotation from
the New York Times.

Mryr. President, permit me to repeat the
last sentence of the New York Times
story which credits to Mr. Gross the dec-
laration that any recommendations from
the Unified Command to the United Na-
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tions would be made by the United States
Government. In that sentence, for the
first time in a long time I see some hope.
Now we are told that it is up to the Gov-
ernment of the United States to make
recommendations to the United Nations.
I had not been aware of that before, so
far as General MacArthur was con-
cerned. I suppose I am naive in these
matters; I am inclined to take toco much
for granted. I had assumed, from the
time when Gea. Douglas MacArthur
became Supreme Commander, that when
he made a declaration, an observation
or some recommendations, he did so in
his role of Supreme Commander of an
international army to the United Na-
tions in Lake Success. However, Mr.
Gross, our official United States delezate
to the Sanctions Committee, says that is
not the case. He says that any recom-
mendations to the United Nations affect-
ing Gen. Douglas MacArthur must come
through the United States Government.

Mr. President, if it is up to our Gov-
ernment to make recommendations to
the United Nations, we might all join
together to see that recommendations
are considered and submitted to the
United Nations without delay.

Gen. Dwight Eisenhower has been
named as the supreme commander for
an international army in Europe. Be-
fore he undertook his duties, he went to

- Europe to evaluate the European situa-

tion. He wanted to determine the char-
acter of contributions to be made to the
international army by every Atlantic
Pact nation. He wanted to determine
what America’s contribution to that
international army ought to be. After
his inspection trip he returned to Amer-
iea to diseuss his findings and his recom-
mendations with the administration and
with the Congress and with the Ameri-
can people. Although the Congress has
as yet taken no pgsitive action, it has
been and is, through the appropriate
committees of the Congress, giving se-
rious consideration to General Eisen-
hower’s report.

The only difference between General
Eisenhower and General MacArthur is
that the former has been charged with a

with the even graver responsibility for
winning the war in which he and his
men are engaged. If it was proper—as
I believed it was—to reguire General
Eisenhower to talk with the Congress
about the future before steps were taken
to meet the future, it is just as proper,
and the need is much more pressing, for
General MacArthur to talk with the
Congress, the administration, and the
American people about the present and
the steps which must be taken now to
secure victory in Korea.

If General MacArthur will come to us
and tell us what he needs, I am satisfied
that the Congress can prevail upon the
administration to submit to the United
Nations, and to press for action on them,
the recommendations for what General
MacArthur needs to meet his require-
ments.

General MacArthur is the commander
of a United Naticns army, but he is an
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American, as are most of the men in his
army. General MacArthur knows what
these men need to give them the best
chance to live, We owe if to these men
to give them every opportunity for sur-
vival. Let us get together with Gen.
Douglas MacArthur and work as a team
for the best way out of the prevailing
situation, which is completely intoler-
able.

Mr. President, I have been sitting
along with other Senators, for weeks,
on the troops-to-Europe question. Near-
ly every witness maintains that America
must provide forces to the Atlantiec Pact
army, in order that the morale of Europe
may be improved and then maintained.
I think there is something to be said in
support of this contention, but I am
totally and completely unimpressed by
it, for as long as we continue to be en-
gaged in a war in Korea, which is not go-
ing anywhere I want the nations in Eu-
rope to work and fight, first, with the
United States of America and with the
South Koreans, in Korea, before the
United States makes additional sacrifices
to stimulate Europe’s morale for the fu-
ture.

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

Mr. CAIN. I shall certainly yield in
a moment. TUntil we reach a decision in
Korea, no living man can foresee what

the future holds for any of us in Europe.

or elsewhere. Iam now pleased to yield
to the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. In other words, what
the distinguished Senator is saying is
that morale building is really a two-way
street, and that the people of the United
States of America would like to see the
countries of the North Atlantic Pact fur-
nisi their fair share of troops in Korea
and start fighting there, if they want the
morale of the United States to be built
up to help them in their countries. Is
that not correct?

Mr. CAIN. I think the Senator has
stated his own position clearly and well;
and that position, in parf, is my own.
I feel that we should settle one thing
at a time. I am absolutely convinced
that what the Kremlin most fears is
unity among free people. That unity is
being tested, and it has failed dismally,
and this sad fact has been true in Korea
tor the last 8 months. It is not a case
of being bold—I think it but common
sense to suggest that we ought to build
the unity, about which we talk so much
with reference to the future of Europe,
in the cross fires of murder and slaugh-
ter and bloodshed in Korea; and if we
can survive that test, then we shall have
much less concern for the future of
Europe and other parts of the world.

Mr. WHERRY. .I thank the Senator.

Mr, CAIN. Let me add this: I
am anticipating the springtime. The
weather is getting better here. We can-
not forget what happened last winter,
when, as the result of our successes in
going north in Korea, we put ourselves
under the floodgates of the Communists,
and, when the floodgates were opened,
we found ourselves driven back to the
south and those bridgeheads we first
fought from last June. I think I have
said it somewhere in this statement, but
I want to say again that every inch of
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progress that is made in EKorea by Gen.
Matthew Ridgway, the Eighth Army
commander, who is Gen. Douglas Mac-
Arthur's field commander, is an inch in
the direction of another catastrophe.
The answer to that catastrophe does not
lie on the field of battle, but at Lake
Success. If the United Nations at Lake
Success permits our unified forces to go
up to the Yalu River again without at
the same time providing Douglas Mac-
Arthur with authority to protect him-
self and his men, our American and
allied friends will face only the annihila-
tion to which they exposed themselves,
and which in part they suffered, last
November.

That brings me back to my contention
that freedomis being held in the balance
and in jeopardy in Korea, and all I am
asking is that those in Western Europe
for whom we have done so much, will
stand up now with everything they have
at their command, to put out the fire
which they said last June should be ex-
tinguished by everyone at the earliest
possible moment. No one has ever heard
the junior Senator from Washington say
he was opposed to contributing four
ground divisions to General Eisenhower's
Atlantic Pact army abroad. I do not
think that happens to be the question.
They can have four divisions, and if they
need them, so far as I am concerned,
they can have more; but no divisions, by
way of contrast to Korea, are needed
anywhere today throughout this world,
except in Korea. I think we had better
get them there, and get them soon.

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

Mr. CAIN. I am glad to yield.

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has
aroused a very interesting line of
thought. If we send divisions into Eu-
rope, and the Korean matter is still un-
resolved, there is a possibility that hordes
of Chinese Reds or Manchurians may fall
upon our troops in Korea. What then?
What would be the situation?

Mr. CAIN. The situation would be
but a continuation, though I think a
more serious one, of the one which in-
volved the United Nations forces in
Korea last November. We only saved
ourselves at that time by the skin of
our teeth, and because the enemy had to
overextend their supply line, and be-
cause they did not have any air power.

Mr. GEORGE. But they may have
air power,

Mr. CAIN. That is correct.

Mr. GEORGE. If there is an intent
and purpose on the part of Russia to
move aggressively in Western Europe,
she certainly might provide air power
and submarine power in' order to keep
up the fight in Korea.

Mr. CAIN, That is correct. I think
the question is deserving of our best
thought, I may say to the distinguished
senior Senator from Georgia, and I am
pleased to have him suggest that there
is some substance in this chain of
though which I am trying to express.

Mr. GEORGE. Of course, like other
Americans, I am hoping the Korean af-
fair will be resolved, but it has not been
to date; and.so long as it is unresolved,
we might be deliberately walking into
a fight on two opposite sides of the globe.
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Mr. CAIN. We are faced with many
seemingly insoluble questions in these
days, I do not know what is going to
happen to Europe, because that lies in
the future. I know what has happened
and what is happening in Korea. No
one will begrudge me this particular
comment. The man who is Gen. Douglas
MacArthur's field commander, Matthew
Bunker Ridgway, is the officer whom I
was so highly privileged to have served
in a minor capacity for approximately 3
years during the late war. That is to
say, I read the newspapers more closely
than many other Americans, because so
many of my close friends are in Korea.
In the late war, General Ridgway had
a general staff, which had a chief of
staff and five assistant chiefs of staff on
it. I wasone of those in that lesser cate-
gory. I saw the mother of one of those
staff officers recently here in Washing-
ton. She stated that she had but re-
cently heard from her son, Col. Day
Searles. His father was well known to
Senators who have been here for some
years—Major General Searles. General
Ridgway, Day Searles writes to his
mother, has surrounding him now, with
few execptions, all of the men who did
anything and everything we could to
serve him when he was corps commander
of ‘the only airborne infantry corps in
the United States Army during World
War II. I sometimes wish in these days
that I was not now one of those excep-
tions. But the point involved is that, as
I have read the papers within the past
several days, our people are moving
rapidly forward, and they cannot find
the enemy. I read a statement which
was quoted somewhere today, giving
credit to General Ridgway, who is
highly intelligent, as . well as being a
brave-hearted human being, in which
he said to his forward units, “Be care-
ful not to extend yourselves too rap-
idly.” All he meant was that, as the
enemy retreats, for reasons which do not
seem to be apparent, one logical assump-
tion is that the purpose is to draw us in,
that they are sucking us northward, be-
cause they know, on the basis of the pres-
ent tactical situation, that all they have
to do is to entice us across the thirty-
eighth parallel and get us up under the
¥Yalu River, and then let those floodgates
go, and a few thousand more Americans,
together with some brave Frenchmen
and Turks and other people, will die, too.
So General MacArthur has twice asked
the United Nations, “What do you want
to do about Korea? Do you want to per-
mit me to fight, or do you not? Just tell
me what you want. But until you do,
because my life has been devoted to the
military, I shall ecarry out the UN or-
ders, and I shall keep on going forward
as best I can, meanwhile losing Ameri-
cans and other allied troops.” There is
no way to win a decisive victory in the
absence of having the weapons with
which to wage total war, in days such as
the present.

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

Mr. CAIN. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. In view of the ques-
tion asked by the distinguished Senator
from Georgia, and of the Senator’s be-
ing a very active member of the Armed
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Services Committee, I should like to ask
him, “Where will the troops come from
to take care of the Korean situation,
and also become a part of the inter-
national army in Western Europe?
Where are they to come from?”

Mr. CAIN. I can give the Senator a
factual answer to the question. We are
going to have, in due time, a military
strength in this country, as the Sen-
ator well knows, of approximately 3,-
500,000 to 4,000,000 men. When those
men have been trained in their respec-
tive branches, the Army, the Navy, and
the Air Force, there will be among the
ground forces in this country more than
a score of what we assume will be
battle-worthy divisions. From that
score or more divisions the four divi-
sions in prospect for Europe can be
safely sent. Others from that score or
more can be sent off to Korea. The
point that I am making is that the war
in Eorea did not start out nor should
it have been permitted to become so
largely an American operation. Itisan
operation of the free nations of the
world.

My contention is that we ought to
give consideration now, not to troops
for Europe, but to troops from Europe
to Korea. Therein, I think, lies the
best answer—and there may be other
answers that I do not know—tio the
future peace of the world. If we are
driven out of Korea, or if we win the war
in Korea without having had a full con-
tribution by all of the many nations that
signed the aggressor resolution in 1950,
we shall not have convinced the Krem-
lin that the free world means business,
I am willing to agree that under condi-
tions I do not foresee that we might win
the war somehow in Korea. But be-
ware. As an American, I will deny that
America out of its own resources can
win a dozen Koreas. If this Korean fire
is put out, the fire of aggression may
spring up somewhere else. Unless free
people everywhere are determined im-
mediately to spring up and quench the
fire, freedom is headed in the direction
of liquidation, That is why we need
in Korea today the very best in men,
resources, and leadership which every
free nation has at its command.

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

Mr. CAIN. Certainly.

Mr. WHERRY. If the Congress of the
United States finally determines to send
four divisions or six divisions into an
international army in Europe and the
situation in Eorea does not improve, and
there is an attack in Alaska, where will
we get the troops?

Mr. CAIN. The more trouble we have
in more places at the same time the more
difficult it is to get a sufficient number
of troops to handle such given situa-

tions.

Mr. Y. Is it not likely that
it would happen? The Senator is a
member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee.

Mr. CAIN. No, sir; I would not say
it is likely. I would say it is possible.

Mr. WHERRY. Very well; I accept
the correction.

Mr. CAIN. We are trying to be as
objective in our thinking as it is hu-
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manly possible to be, because we are
dealing with large and difficult subjects.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senafor yield further?

Mr. CAIN. Certainly.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator be-
lieve that if we should assign these
troops to a European army and trouble
should come in Alaska we would have
a right to take the troops from Western
Europe and send them to Alaska after
they have once been consigned to an
international army i Europe?

Mr. CAIN. I cannot answer that
question.

Mr. WHERRY. It is not a bad ques-
tion.

Mr., CAIN. No. I shall study it over
the week end.

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

Mr. CAIN. I may say to my good
friend from Massachusetts that I have
only two more paragraphs to read in my
prepared address, which I thought were
very important at the time I wrote them,
because I believed in them. I still and
will continue to believe in them. I think
there is justification for giving consider-
ation to the recommendation I mentioned
at the outset. I would urge the Presi-
dent of the United States, our Command-
er in Chief, to bring Douglas MacArthur
back to us, so that we might have a bet-
ter chance to understand where we are
going, which not a single person in this
room or in our country understands to-
night; so that we might better under-
stand what General MacArthur needs
and so that we might agree together on
8 course of action which would achieve
our objectives.

Mr. President, if we in the Senate and
if America needs any great compelling
reason for seeking a Korean solution at
the earliest possible minute it is simply
this: When Gen. Douglas MacArthur
first uttered his words of wisdom and
warning on November 20, 1950, American
casualties totaled 31,028. On the occa-
sion when Gen. Douglas MacArthur ut-
tered those same words of warning and
wisdom on Marech 7, 1951, American
casualties totaled 52,448. A little earlier
in the afternoon I got the latest casualty
list, as of March 14, yesterday, the year
being 1951. The total now is 54,648.

' Between those two warnings of Gen.
Douglas MacArthur, which every Senator
had a chance to listen to and think about
and act on, as had Mr. Gross, Secretary
of State Acheson, and the President of
the United States, wherever he may be
tonight, 21,420 Americans were killed,
wounded, or reported as being missing in
action. Mr. President, our dead, our
wounded, our men missing in battle have
spoken tragically and eloguently. It is
for me and everyone else te do their best
to speak for them in their absence on the
floor of the Senate. When shall we give
heed to the casualty lists? When shall
we face reality, as every man in Eorea
has to face reality, whether he wishes to
do so or not? When will we as a Nation
seek a solufion to the contradictions, the
obstacles, and the frustrations which en-
gulf our fighting men and our Nation
and freedom everywhere today?
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TWO-TEEM LIMITATION—NEVADA THIR-
TY-SIXTH STATE TO RATIFY J

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, it was
especially fitting that the State of Ne-
vada should put the twenty-second
amendment into the United States Con-
stitution. This amendment, limiting
the President to two terms, carries out
the intent of the founding fathers; and
Nevada, the last frontier State, has the
honor of being the State to return the
United States to the fundamental prin-
ciples of a truly representative form of
government.

The people of he great State of Ne-
vada are the last people who would sub-
mit to a totalitarian rule, which is
bound to come from an unlimited tenure
in the White House. Nevadans believe
in freedom of the individual, and free-
dom disappears under totalitarianism.

Nevada was the thirty-sixth State to
be admitted to the Union, on October
31, 1864. It is well for it to be the thirty-
sixth and deciding State to ratify this
important amendment. But beyond
that, the people of Nevada stand for
those wholesome American traits of
freedom of enterprise which unfortu-
nately have been discouraged by the so-
cialistic and totalitarian rule which
started with the first violation of the
two-term-limit tradition.

All of our present troubles stem from
that violation. It is going to take this
country many years to recover from the
harm done. The twenty-second amend-
ment is of course the right start.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp as a
part of my remarks at this point press
dispatches dealing with the ratification
of the constitutional amendment.

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

[From the Reno kvelgl}g Gazette of March 1,
1951]
MALONE PLEASED AS AMENDMENT IS RATIFIED

Speaking of the twenty-second amend-
ment, ratified by the vote of the Nevada
legislature Monday, Senator Georce W.
MaronE, of Nevada, sald in Washington today
that it was especially fitting that the State
of Nevada, the thirty-sixth State to be ad-

mitted to the Union, should be the thirty-
sixth and deciding State to ratify this
amendment.

“This amendment,” the Nevada Senator
said, “carries out the intent of our founding
fathers, and Nevada has the honor of being
the State to return the United States to the
fundamental principles of a ftruly repre-
sentative form of government.”

Continuing, Senator Marone sald: “The
pecple of Nevada are the last people who
should submit to totalitarian rule, which is
bound to come from an unlimited tenure in
the White House. HNevadans believe in free-
dom of the individual, and freedom disap~-
pears under totalitarianism.

“Nevada people stand for those wholesome
American traits of freedom and enterprise
which unfortunately have been discouraged
by the soclalistic and totalltarian rule which
started with the first violation of the two-
term-limit tradition.

“All of our present troubles start from this
violation. It is golng to take this country
many years to recover from the harm done.
The twenty-second amendment is the right
start.

“Several of our Presidents have observed
that any President, efter being in office for
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8 years, could perpetuate himself in power
indefinitely, through the political machine
built by hundreds and thousands of Presi-
dential appointments and favors. These
Presidents, recognizing the great danger to
the country in this very thing, chose to
observe the precedent set by George Wash-
ington. The tradition was tossed out the
window when the Communists and Social-
ists who had taken over in Washington in-
fluenced Roosevelt to seek a third and then a
fourth term.”

[From the Nevada State J urnal of February
28, 1951]

MALONE PRAISES ACTION AT CARSON

Senator GeEorce W. MALONE in Washington
yesterday praised the action of his home State
legislature in becoming the thirty-sixth leg-
islature to ratify the two-term amendment.

He said in a statement that “Nevada, the
last frontier State, has the honor of being
the State to return the United States to the
fundamental principles of a truly represent-
ative form of government.”

He added that “totalitarian rule * * *
is bound to come from an unlimited tenure
in the White House.”

“Nevada people,” he sald, “stand for those
wholesome American traits of freedom and
enterprise which unfortunately have been
discouraged by the socialistic and totall-
tarian rule which started with the first vio-
lation of the two-term limit tradition.”

Maro~E said that President Roosevelt was
influenced to seek a third and fourth term
by the “Communists and Soclialists who had
taken over in Washington.”

[From the Nevada State Journal of February
27, 1851]

Nevapa Vore CHanNcEs CONSTITUTION OF
UNITED STATEs—SILVER STATE EECOMES
THIzTY-SI:TH TOo RATIFY LAw LIMITING
PRESIDENTIAL TERMS

(By Robert Bennyhoff)

CarRsoN CiTy, February 26, —Nevada, the
thirty-sixth State to be admitied to the
Union, today became the thirty-sixth State
to ratify the constitutional amendment lim-
iting Presidents to two terms.

At 4:30 p. m., the Nevada senate voted
16 to 1 to pass the resolution ratifying the
twenty-second amendment. Earlier in the
day, the assembly adopted the same resolu-
tion by a vote of 29 to 12, including nine
Democrats.

Governor Charles Russell, a Republican
who took office January 1, said he would
immediately notify Wayne Grover, Chief Ar-

chivist of the United States, that Nevada,

had become the thirty-sixth State to ratify
the twenty-second amendment, putting it in
effect.

WAITED 3 HOURS

The Nevada Senate had waited for more
than 3 hours for word from Utah, which only
a few minutes earlier had become the thirty-
fifth State to ratify the amendment.

Lt. Gov. CUff Jones, of Las Vegas, pre-
siding officer of the senate, telephoned the
president of the Utah Senate early in the
afternoon and was told the measure was to
be voted on shortly. Jones was told the
State of Utah would be happy to let Ne=
vada become the thirty-sixth ratifying State.

The senate then recessed and when in-
formed by United Press of the Utah ratifica-
tion by a vote of 14 to 8, went immediately
into session.

Five minutes later, the senate voted 16 to
1 to approve the amendment limiting the
presidents to two terms in office.

Until the last day or so, ratification of the
twenty-second amendment had been re-
garded by many Nevada lawmakers as part of
& State political issue. The Democrats, who
hold a slim majority in the asssmbly, at one
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time caucused and pledged all party mem-
bers to vote against ratification.

However, after an appeal from the floor by
Don Crawford, a Democratic rancher, that
“this matter is too vital for partisan politics,”
the Democrats held another caucus today
and released the pledges.

Nine Democrats joined 20 Republicans in
approving ratification and the measure was
sent to the senate, I

SENATE ACTS SWIFTLY

The upper chamber, where Republicans
hold a 11-to-6 majority, acted swiftly and
without debate.

John E. Robbins, Elko Damocrat and dean
of the senate, moved that the ratification
measure be made an emergency measure and
that all legislative rules be suspended.

“There seems to have been some stigma
of partisan politics connected with this meas-
ure,” Robbins said. “To me, there is no
politics involved.

“As a Democrat active in party affairs in
the State of Nevada for more than 40 years,
I would like to remove the stigma of politics
by urging adoption of this measure.”

A. V. Tallman, a Winnemucca rancher and
majority leader in the senate, sald Republi-
cans were very pleased with Robbins' atti-
tude and described the impending passage
of the bill as “momentous.”

The ratification was approved by a margin
of 16 to 1 on the roll call minutes later. The
single dissenting vote was cast by Harry
Wiley, an Esmeralda mining man, who said
he was opposed to the twenty-second amend-
ment on principle.

In the assembly the roll call was as follows:

For ratification: Blum, Boak, Buol, Byers,
Capurro, Carville, Chapman, Coulthard,
Crawford, Fairchild, Folsom, Francovich,
Frazier, Hawes, Hendel, Humphrey, Jepson,
Keough, Leavitt, McElroy, Ogee, Primeaux,
Ramsey, Rowntree, Slattery, Turner, Walters,
Warner, and Whitacre.

Against ratification: Anderson, Barr,
Bastian, Christensen, Englestead, Hawkins,
Houssels, McCuiston, Melody, Olson, Smith,
and Swackhamer.

Not voting: Higgins,

Absent: Seevers.

TRUMAN GETS LasT SHOT AT THREE TERMS—
AMENDMENT DOES NorT AFFECT PRESENT IN-
CUMBENT

WasHINGTON, February 26.—Final adoption
of the twenty-second amendment through
action of the Nevada Legislature left Presi-
dent Truman today as the last man who can
aspire to more than two terms in the Na-
tion's biggest job.

But if he has the desire—and can get the
votes—he can legally match the record of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, only man in American
political history to break the two-term
tradition.

The new constitutional amendment origi-
nated with the Republicans, to whom Mr.
Roosevelt handed four successive beatings,
but had Democratic help in the final drive
that put it over.

The twenty-second amendment declares
that hereafter no person can be elected to
more than two full terms as President of the
United States.

It also says that any person who serves
more than two years of a predecessor's un=
expired term, as did Mr. Truman, can run
only once in his own right.

Mr. Truman is specifically exempted, how-
ever. The limitation does not apply to him
because he was in the job when the propo-
sition was submitted to the States for their
approval.

Even though he served more than 3 years
of Roosevelt’s fourth term, and was elected
on his own in 1948, Mr. Truman can run
again In 1952 if he desires. He could keep
on running as long as he lives.
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Some politicilans believe, though, that
ratification presents an ethical obstacle to
his seeking another term on the basis that
it reflects widespread feeling that more than
elght years is too long for any man.

If Mr. Truman should run, and be elected,
in 1852 it would give him almost 12 full
years in the job. Mr. Roosevelt had served
three full terms and two months and 23 days
of his fourth when he died. .

It was Mr, Roosevelt’s breaking of the two-
term tradition which prompted Republican
sponsorship of the new amendment to the
Constitution.

The Republicans moved in fast when they
got control of the Eightieth Congress in 1947
after so many Roosevelt-dominated years out
of power.

[From the New York Journal-American of
February 28, 1951]
DEMOCRATS AND GOP HAmL BAN oN THIRD
TERM
(By Kent Hunter)

WASHINGTON, February 28.—Republicans
and Democrats in both House and Senate
today halled ratifieation of the twenty-
second amendment, limiting the presidency
to two terms, as “the people's recapture of
the Americanism of George Washington.”

Senator MaroNE (Republican, Nevada),

whose State was the thirty-sixth to ratify
and so put the amendment automatically
into the Constitution, said on the Senate
floor:
. "This amendment carries out the intent
of the founding fathers. Nevada, the last
frontier State, has the honor of providing
the final ratification to bring back the
fundamental pinciples of truly representa-
tive government.”

Guy Gabrlelson, Republican National Com-
mittee chairman, said:

“Nevada's action ends the myth of the
indispensable man. Roosevelt broke the
precedent on the ground that he was needed
to carry on the war. We will not be in a
war in 1952 unless Truman gets us into it.”

Representative MAsow (Republican, Ill-
nois) told the House:

“If this amendment had been passed 20
years ago we would not have sent a sick
President to Yalta to barter away America’s
future. We would not have permitted com-
munism to infiltrate our National Govern-
ment, We would not have had to stage the
Berlin airlift, face a crippling national debt,
be in actual war in Korea and facing war in
Europe, or be tied down at home by controls
and the other trappings of soclalism.”

Representative RANKIN (Democrat, Missis=-
sippl) declared:

“The plea that any man is indispensable
in America is silly. America is strong be-
cause America always developed strong men
to lead us, without setting up a royal politi-
cal family or permitting delusions of gran-
deur to nurture the ego of any man.”

[From the Elmira (N. Y.) Star-Gazette of
February 27, 1951]
Two-TeErM PRESIDENTIAL LimitT BEcOMES Law;
RATIFIED BY THIRTY-SIXTH STATE

‘WasHINGTON.—From now on, no President
of the United States—except for Harry Tru-
man—may be elected to more than two
terms.

And under the twenty-second amendment
to the Constitution, which for all practical
purposes became law last might, no man or
woman may serve more than 10 years in the
White House.

The amendment, while limiting future
Presidents to two elective terms, allows a
person who has served 2 years or less of an
unexpired term to be elected twice on his
own .

As President at the time the amendment
was approved by the Republican-controlled
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Eightieth Congress, Mr. Truman was Spe-
cifically exempted.

Thus he would be permitted to run for a
second full term in 18952 even though his
White House tenure would then fall within
the ban set out in the new amendment. He
has not sald whether he will run.

Utah and Nevada Legislatures acted in
quick successlon last night to approve the
amendment. Nevada completed action at
7:30 p. m. (eastern standard time), becoming
the thirty-sixth State to ratify the amend-
ment,

The Constitution requires that amend-
ments to it be ratified by three-fourths of the
States—or 36 at present—to become law. A
two-thirds majority in Congress is required
to submit amendments to the States.

The new amendment could be repealed by
the same procedure, of course, just as the
eighteenth (prohibition) amendment was
repealed by the twenty-first. It was ratified
December 5, 1933,

Nevada legislators had stood by to grab
for their State the honor of being the thirty-
sixth State to ratify the new amendment.
Minutes after learning that Utah had ap-
proved, Nevada Senators voted 16 to 1 for
ratification. The assembly had approved
earlier 20 to 12.

At least two other States were also near
ratification votes—Minnesota and Maryland.
The Minnesota Legislature had suspended
the rules to schedule a vote this afternoon
in the hope of becoming the thirty-sixth and
deciding State to act.

The amendment has been before the States
since March 1947,

After an initial spurt of ratification votes,
interest in the proposal apparently lagged
and only 24 States had acted favorably by
the start of this year.

Then came another rush, bringing ap-
proval by legislatures of a dozen States with-
in the past few weeks.

The amendment when proposed was gen=
erally regarded as a rebuke to the late Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt, who won four terms
in the White House. He thus broke a two-
term precedent set by George Washington,
who declined to run for @ third term,

James A. Farley, who split with Mr. Roose-
velt over the third term, said he was gratified
that the amendment had been ratified. In
& statement issued in New York, Farley re-
called he had been the subject of rather
harsh criticism when he opposed the third
term.

New York State ratified the amendment in
1948, the nineteenth State to take such
action.

[From the New ¥York Daily Mirror of
February 27, 1951]
Two-TERM LiMIT MADE Law BY THIRTY-SIXTH
Srate O. K,

Carson City, NEv., February 26.—Nevada
today became the thirty-sixth and last need-
ed to ratify the twenty-second amendment
to the United States Constitution limiting
the President to two terms.

The amendment now automatically be-
comes part of the Constitution.

The Nevada Senate acted on the proposal
16 to 1, minutes after learning that the Utah
Senate had done likewise to make that State
the thirty-fifth to approve the amendment.

United States Presidents by custom have
served but two terms, with the exception of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, Democrat, who was
elected four times.

The new amendment does not affect Presi-
dent Truman. He still may seek another
term since the Eightieth Congress, which
originally proposed the amendment, ex-
cepted the Presidential office holder at that
time—Truman.

The proposal cleared the Nevada Assembly
29 to 12 early in the afterncon despite a
Democratic majority.
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The Benate withheld action through the
afternoon until it was advised about 4: 30
p. m. (Pacific standard time) (7:30 p. m.
eastern standard time) of the Utah Senate
action.

The final action of this State followed
within 10 minutes.

—

[From the Washington Times-Herald of
February 27, 1851]

UniTED STATES VOTES TWO-TEEM LIMIT ON
PRESIDENCY—NEVADA THIRTY-SIXTH STATE
To Acr; H, T. EXEMPT
Carson CITY, NEV.,, February 26.—Nevada,

the thirty-sixth State in the Union, today

becaine the thirty-sixth and last State
needed to ratify the twenty-second amend-

ment to the United States Constitution lim-

iting the President to two terms.

The amendment now automatically be=
comes part of the Constitution.

. The Nevada Senate acted on the proposal

16-1, minutes after learning that the Utah

senate had done likewise to make that State

the thirty-fifth to approve the amendment.

United States Presidents by custom have
served but two terms, with the exception of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, who was elected four
times.

The new amendment does not affect Presi-
dent Truman, He still ray seek another
term since the Eightieth Congress, which
originally proposed the amendment, excepted
the Presidential officeholder at that time—
Mr, Truman,

The proposal cleared the Nevada Assembly
20-12 early in the afternoon despite a Dem-
ocratic majority.

The senate withheld action through the
afternoon until it was advised of the Utah
Senate action.

The final action of this State followed
within 10 minutes.

MARYLAND HOUSE ADDS VOICE TO RATIFICATION
CHORUS A
AwnwaroLis, Mp.,, February 26.—The house
of delegates voted 84-27 tonight to ratify
the constitutional amendment limiting the
President to two terms in the White House.
However, the question had become aca-
demic less than two hours before, when Ne-
vada's endorsement made it a part of the
Constitution.
The amendment now goes to the State
senate,
[From the Washington Times-Herald of
February 27, 1851]
HARRY TRUMAN CaAN RUN AGAIN AND AGAIN
Ir He Icnores SpmmiT oF NEw Law

Final eadoption of the twenty-second
amendment left President Truman yesterday
as the last man who can aspire to more than
two terms in the Nation’'s biggest job.

But if he has the desire—and can get the
votes—he can legally match the record of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, only man in American
political history to break the two-term
tradition.

The new constitutional amendment orig-
inated with the Republicans, to whom Mr.
Roosevelt handed four successive beatings,
but they had Democratic help in the final
drive that put it over.

The twenty-second amendment declares
that hereafter no person can be elected to
more than two full terms as President of
the United States.

It also says that any person who serves
more than 2 years of a predecessor's un-
expired term, as did Mr. Truman, can run
only once in his own right.

Mr. Truman is specifically exempted, how=

ever. The limitation does not apply to him
because he was in the job when the propo-
sition was submitted to the States for their
approval.

Even though he served more than 3 years
of Roosevelt’s fourth term, and was elected
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on his own in 1948, Mr. Truman can run
again in 1952 if he desires. He could keep
on running as long as he lives.

Some politicians believe, though, that rati-
fication presents an ethical obstacle to his
seeking another term on the basis that it
reflects widespread feeling that more than
8 years is too long for any man.

If Mr. Truman should run, and be elected,
in 1952 it would give him almost 12 full yeais
in the job. Mr. Roosevelt had served three
full terms and 2 months and 23 days of his
fourth when he died.

It was Mr. Roosevelt’s breaking of the two-
term tradition which prompted Republican
sponsorship of the new amendment to the
Constitution.

The Republicans moved in fast when they
got control of the Eightieth Congress in 1947
after so many Roosevelt-dominated years out
of power.

The proposition was sponsored by Rep-
resentative Michener, Republican, of Michi-
gan, who then was chairman of the House
Judiciary Committee and since has retired
from Congress. It sped through the House
and Senate as one of the first major meas-
ures approved that session.

On March 26, 1947, it was submitted to the
States for their ratification.

The Republicans ha¢ some help, partic-
ularly from anti-Roosevelt Southern Demo=
crats, in pushing it through Congress.

Some anti-Roosevelt and anti-Truman sen=
timent also was credited with glving ratifica-
tion a lift in some of tae southern legisla=-
tures.

For example, among the 12 States which
ratified the amendment this year were
Arkansas, New Mexico, Georgia, Tennessee,
Texas, and North Carolina.

Other ratifications this year were voted by
Indiana, Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah,
and finally, Nevada.

The 12 ratifications this year which put
the amendment over the top were exceeded
only by 1847, when the issue was first pre-
sented. There were 18 ratifications in the
first few months. Then it slowed down.
There were 3 in 1948, 2 in 1949, and only 1,
Louisiana, in 1850.

When Congress submitted the amendment
in 1947, the States had 7 years to decide—
until March 26, 1954,

TEXT OF AMENDMENT

Here is the text of the twenty-second
amendment:

“No person shall be elected to the Office
of the President more than twice, and no per-
son who has held the office of President, or
acted as President, for more than 2 years
of a term to which some other person was
elected President shall be elected to the office
of the President more than once. But this
article shall not apply to any person holding
the office of President when this article was
proposed by the Congress, and shall not pre-
vent any person who may be holding the
office of President, or acting as President,
during the term within which this article
becomes operative from holding the office of
President or acting as President during the
remainder of such term."

[From the Washington Evening Star of
February 27, 1951]

PRESIDENTS SUCCEEDING TRUMAN LIMITED TO
10 YEARs TN OFFICE—AMENDMENT FOR TwWoO
ELECTION TERMS RATIFIED AS UTAH AND
Nevapa TAKE QUICK ACTION
From now on no President of the United

States—except for Harry Truman—may be

elected to more than two terms.

Under the twenty-second amendment to
the Constitution, which for all practical pur-
poses became law last night, no man or wom=-
an may serve more than 10 years in the
White House.

The emendment, while limiting future
Presidents to two elective terms, allows a
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person who has served 2 years or less of an
unexpired term to be elected twice on his
own.

As President at the time the amendment
was approved by the Republican-controlled
Eightieth Congress, Mr. Truman was specifi-
cally exempted.

Thus he would be permitted to run for a
second full term in 1952 even though his
White House tenure would then fall within
the ban set out in the new amendment. He
has not said whether he will run.

Utah and Nevada Legislatures acted in
quick succession last night to approve the
amendment. Nevada completed action at
7:30 p. m., becoming the thirty-sixth State
to ratify the amendment.

The Constitution requires that amend-
ments be ratified by three-fourths of the
States—36 at present—to become law. A
two-thirds majority in Congress is required
to submit amendments to the States.

Nevada legislators had stood by to grab
for their State the honor of being the
thirty-sixth State to ratify the new amend-
ment. Minutes after learning that Utah
had approved, Nevada Senators voted 16 to 1
for ratification, The Assembly had ap-
proved earlier, 29 to 12.

At least two other States also were near
ratification votes—Maryland and Minne-
sota. The Maryland House approved the
amendment by an 84-t0-27 vote yesterday,
leaving the Senate to act. The Minnesota
Legislature had suspended the rules to
schedule a vote this afternoon in the hope
of becoming the thirty-sixth and deciding
Btate to act.

The amendment has been before the States
since March 1947,

After an initial spurt of ratification votes,
interest in the proposal apparently lagged
and only 24 States had acted favorably by
the start of this year.

RUSH IN RECENT WEEKS

Then came another rush, bringing approval
by legislatures of a dozen States within the
past few weeks. i

When it submitted the amendment to the
States, Congress provided that to be effective
it had to be ratified by the required number
within 7 years, or before March 26, 1954.

The amendment when proposed was gen=
erally regarded as a rebuke to the late Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt, who won four terms
in the White House. He thus broke a two=-
term precedent set by George Washington,
who declined to run for a third term.

James A. Farley, who split with Mr,
Roosevelt over the third term, saild he was
gratified that the amendment had been
ratified.

In a statement issued in New York Mr.
Farley recalled he had been the subject of
rather harsh criticism when he opposed the
third term.

“T held this view because it was my inner
conviction that the Presidency should be
limited to two terms and that it was so in-
tended by the founding fathers although
they did not put it into law,” Mr. Farley said.

FEW FORMALITIES REMAIN

He supported Mr. Roosevelt in 1932 and
1936 and then resigned as Democratic Na-
tional Committee chairman. Mr. Farley also
served as Postmaster General in the Roose-
velt Cabinet in the early New Deal years.

Actually a few formalities still remain to
be carried out.

After the ratification documents are
slgned In the final States to act, State offi-
cials must notify the Federal Government
in the person of General Services Adminis-
trator Jess Larson, who has supervision over
the archives.

He will then formally proclaim the amend-
ment as a portion of the Nation's basic law,

The 36 States which ratified the amend-
ment, by years, were:

1947: Maine, Michigan, Jowa, Kansas, New
Hampshire, Oregon, Illinois, Delaware, Ver=-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

mont, California, New Jersey, Wisconsin,
Ohio, Colorado, Pennsylvania, Nebraska, Mis-
souri, Connecticut.

1948: New York, Virginia, Mississippi.

1949: North Dakota, South Dakota.

1950: Louisiana.

1951: Indiana, Montana, Idaho, New Mex-
ico, Wyoming, Arkansas, Georgia, Tennessee,
Texas, North Carolina, Utah, Nevada.

Mr. MALONE. Mr, President, several
of our Presidents have observed that any
President, after being in office 8 years,
could perpetuate himself in power indefi-
nitely, through the political machine
built up by hundreds and thousands of
Presidential appointments and favors.
These Presidents, recognizing the great
danger to the country in such a situation,
chose to observe the precedent set by
George Washington. The tradition was
tossed out the window when the Coma
munists and Socialists who had taken
over in Washington influenced Roosevelt
to seek a third, then a fourth, term.

Mr. President, I desire now to address
myself to another subject.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Nevada has the floor.

LABOR AND SMALL BUSINESS VERSUS
FREE TRADE

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, the
workingmen, the small businesses, and
industrial enterprises of America are be-
ing destroyed through the State Depart-
ment's one economic world program
advanced under the 1934 Trade Agree-
ments Act, as extended.

To prevent the completion of this pro-
gram through the adoption of the trade
treaties currently being completed at
Torquay, England, lowering the tariffs
and import fees on a “free trade” basis,
the President’s authority to enter into
such agreements should be terminated

forthwith.

The 1934 Trade Agreements Act, the
so-called reciprocal trade act, which ex-
pires on June 12, 1951, should in no event
be extended, because it would continue in
jeopardy the jobs and investments of the
people of the United States.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have several press dispatches
printed at this point in my remarks.

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

[From the Washington Times-Herald of

March 15, 1951]
MALONE LASHES AT PLAN To EXTEND
RECIPROCAL TRADE

A bill to permit Congress to recover its
constitutional authority over regulation of
foreign trade through imposition of tariff
and import fees was introduced in the Senate
yesterday hy Senator MaLoNE, Republican, of
Nevada.

The Senator charged the State Depart-
ment is moving the United States into an
economic one-world by selling out American
workers and investors under international
trade schemes.

HEARINGS ON EXTENSION

MaroNE called for an end to the Trade
Agreements Act of 1934 on June 30. The
Senate Finance Committee is holding hear-
ings on extension of the act.

Although the committee is expected to
support a State Department request for ex-
tension, the possibility of a filibuster hung
over the Senate,

Senators from industrial States are con-
sidering an effort to talk the program to
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death. These Include Senators WELKER, Re-
publican, of Idaho; Cain, Republicon, of
Washington; Kem, Republican, of Missouri;
JENNER, Republican, of Indiana; MARTIN,
Republican, of Pennsylvania; BuTLer, Re-
publican, of Nebraska; and CAPEHART, Re-
publican, of Indiana,

CHEAP LABOR IS CITED

The administration program is to be at-
tacked on the ground that it will lower the
living standards of American workers by per-
mitting foreign nations to divide up world
markets and flood this country with products
of cheap labor.

“If the State Department has its way, im-
port fees will be reduced to a point where
American industry cannot survive,” MALONE
told the Senate committee,

“American wages will come down to com-
pete with the low wages in foreign countries.
Our American system will be discredited and
the Communists here and abroad will have
achieved their goal.

“Extension vitally affects every man,
woman, and child in America, but the public
does not know what is about to happen to
them because the one-economic-worlders are
putting through the final phase of the free-
trade program under cover of war,

HELD UP BY THE WAR

Ironically, our economy fis held up now
only by the war emergency and deficit
financing. Many people do not understand
the tariff question, but they understand
things to eat, things to wear. These would
be taken away from them and their stand-
ard of living leveled downward by the eco-
nomic-one-worlders. :

“When the present lowering of import fees
passes a rapldly approaching point, our
American wage standard and high standard
of living will come to a violent and untimely
end. There is no need for political one world
if our State Department gets us into an
economic one world.”

SLAVE LABOR PRODUCTS NOTED

MaLoNE charged the administration is now
desperately striving to hide the plight of
workers hit by importation of the products
of slave labor abroad. He named the textile,
watch, hat, shoe, and other industries.

“Despite all this,” he said, “the State De-
partment boys are now making a reckless
division of our markets with the low-wage
nations of the world, selecting the industries
that are to be permitted to survive a while
longer and those to be sacrificed to build up
sweatshops in Europe and Asia, discrediting
American enterprise, and advancing the
socialistic one-economic-world philosophy.”

[From Nevada State Labor News of March 8,
1951]

MALONE CLAIMS TRADE ACT ATMED AT LABOR

“A shotgun is leveled at the head of every
working man and woman of my State of
Nevada,” Senator GEORGE W. MaLONE said to-
day, “and when it goes off it will be too late
to wonder what happened.”

The Nevada Senator made thls statement
in his testimony this morning before the
Senate Finance Committee in opposition to
H. R. 1612, a bill to extend the Trade Agree-
ments Act of 1934.

Senator MaLoNE said: “It is the shotgun
of free trade in the nervous hands of an
inept State Department. Some people call
it ‘reciprocal trade' as & catch phrase, while
there is nothing reciprocal about it.

“If the State Department has its way, im-
port fees will be reduced to the point where
American industry cannot survive, American
wages will come down to compete with the
low wages in foreign countries, our American
system will be discredited, and the Commu-
nists, here and abroad, will have achieved
their goal.

“Extension of the 1934 Trade Agreements.
Act, removing the floor from under wages and
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investments, vitally affects every man, wom-
an, and child in America, but the public
dees not know what is about to happen to
them because the one-economic-worlders are
putting through the final phase of the free-
trade program under cover of war. Ironical-
1y, our economy is held up now only by means
of the war emergency and deficit financing.”

[From the Reno Evening Gazette of March
1, 1951]
FrExisLE IMPORT BILL INTEODUCED

Senator MarLonNE, Republican, of Nevada,
long an outspoken opponent of the adminis-
tration’s reciprocal trade agreements pro-
gram, has introduced a bill to replace it with
a system of flexible import fees.

Under his measure, which he previously
has advocated, this country's tariff rates
would be adjusted to wage and living stand=-
ards in other nations.

MavoNE told the Senate his bill would es-
tablish an American market for the goods of
every nation in the world on the basis of fair
and reasonable competition.

[From the Pioche Record of March 1, 1951]
MaArLoNE INTRODUCES ImPoRT FEES BILL
WasHINGTON, D. C.—Senator GEORGE Ma-

LONE, Republican, of Nevada, today intro-

duced in the Senate a bill providing fur flex-

ible import fees to take the place of the Trade

Agreements Act, which expires in June of

this year.

[From the Humboldt Star of March 1, 1851]

MaroNE PROPOSES FEES ON IMPORTS
WasHINGTON, February 28.—Senator GEORGE

W. MaLong, Republican, Nevada, has intro-

duced a bill to provide import fees to take

the place of the Reciprocal Trade Agreements

Act which expires in June this year.
MaroNE said the reciprocal trade program

committed “crimes against the workers and

investors of America.”

[From the Elko Free Press of February 28,
1951]
MaLoNE INTRODUCES IMrPORT FEE BILL

WasHINGTON, February 28.—Senator GEORGE
W. MaroNE, Republican, Nevada, has intro-
duced a bill to provide import fees to take
the place of the Reciprocal Trade Agreements
Act which expires in June this year.

MaroNe said the reciprocal trade program
committed “crimes against the workers and
investors of America.”

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, Senate
bill 1122, now before the Committee on
Finance, would forthwith terminate the
President’s authority to continue the
administration's free-trade program
through further trade agreements un-
der the 1934 Trade Agreements Act.

Senate bill 1040, also before the Com-
mittee on Finance, would broaden and
make available the escape clause follow-
‘ing the expiration of the 1934 Trade
Agreements Act.

Senate bill 981, referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance, would amend the
flexible-import-fee section, section 330,
of the 1930 Tariff Act, turn the long-
experienced Tariff Commission into a
foreign-trade authority, since it more
nearly represents the job to be done, and
establish markets for foreign nations’
goods on the principle of fair and rea-
sonable competition.

To prevent the continuing transfer of
American jobs and investments to for-
eiga soil under the One-Economic-World
program of the State Department, Con-
gress should recover its constitutional
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responsibility to regulate foreign com-
merce through allowing the 1934 Trade
Agreements Act to expire on June 12,
1951, and stop this vicious and unwar-
ranted attack upon the national eco-
nomic structure.

PUBLIC HEALTH ASSISTANCE TO STATES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (8. 445) to amend the Public
Eealth Service Act to authorize assist-
ance to States and their subdivisions in
the development and maintenance of lo-
cal public health units, and for other

purposes.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE FRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I

ask unanimous consent that the sugges--

tion of the absence of a quorum may be
withdrawn and that the order for the
call of the roll may be rescinded.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I ask unanimous
consent that beginning tomorrow at 12
o'clock, debate on the pending bill shall
be limited to 1% hours, to be divided
equally between the proponents and the
oppcnents, with only germane amend-
ments to be offered; and that at the end
of said period of 1% hours, debate on
each amendment shall be limited to 10
minutes to be divided equally between
the proponents and the opponents.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, reserv-
in; the right to object—and I do not
wish in any way to interfere with the
attempt of the majority leader to obtain
a limitation on debate—let me say that,
as I understand, the proposed limita-
tion is not in regard to the final vote on
the bill, but is in regard to debate on
the bill. Is that correct?

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY. I further understand
that it is proposed that beginning at 12
o'clock, debate on the bill shall proceed
until 1:30.

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY, And that as to any
amendments which may be offered——

Mr. McFARLAND. Any amendments
which may be offered must be germane.
No amendment which is not germane
may be offered, under the unanimous-
consent proposal. It is also proposed
that, as to any amendments which are
offered, debate on them shall be limited
to 10 minutes on each amendment.

Mr. WHERRY. Would the Senator be
willing to propose that the limitation be
10 minutes to each side on each amend-
ni1ent, rather than 5 minutes to each
side?

Mr. McFARLAND. 1 thought that 5
minutes to each side on each amend-
ment would be sufficient; but I shall pro-
pose that the limitation be 10 minutes
to each side on each amendment, if the
Senator from Nebraska wishes to have
that arrangement made,

Mr. WHERRY. Let me make sure
that I am not mistaken in my under-
standing of the unanimous-consent pro-
posal. I understand that the proposal
is that the debate be limited to one hour
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and one-half—which would be until 1:2
tomorrow.

Mr. McFARLAND. I should like to
have the limitation provide for only 1
hour of debate on the hill itself, if that
would be agreeable.

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to have
the majority leader proposz that the
debate on the bill continue until 2
o'clock, because there are several Sena-
tors whom we should like to have here
for the debate. |

Mr. McFARLAND. The debate on
the amendments will take until 2 o'clock,
under the proposal I have made.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the unanimous-
consent proposal include a provision in
regard to motions which may be made?

Mr. McFARLAND. I now include in
the proposal a provision that motions
be placed in the same category with
amendments which may be offered.

Mr, WHERRY. 1 shall agree to this:
that we limit debate on the bill to the
period between 12 o’clock and 2 o'clock,
and thereafter allow 20 minutes on each
amendment or on each motion—so the
debate will not be protracted—and that
the final vote be taken thereafter.

Mr. McFARLAND. I wish very much
to make sure that sufficient time is pro-
vided for anotker matter. It has heen
announced that tomorrow we would take
up the resolution dealing with the ques-
tion of sending troops to Europe, and
that the distinguished Senator from
Texas [Mr, CoNnaLLy] would make his
address on that subject. So I should
like to make sure that we complete ac-
tion on the pending bill in sufficient time
to permit that to be done. Therefore,
I would not wish to have the vote on this
measure taken at a late hour tomorrow.

Would the Senator be willing to have
1 hour and 40 minutes allowed for de-
bate on the bill? Thereafter, the de-
bate on one amendment would take up
until 2 o'clock.

Mr. WHERRY. Suppose we make it
2 o'clock, and that will give any Mem-
ber an opportunity thereafter to speak
on the amendments, with 10 minutes to
be allowed for the debate on each
amendment—5 minutes to each side;
and we can limit debate on motions in
the same way.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, in
order that there may be no misunder-
standing, let me say that the proposal
is that the debate on ihe bill shall be
limited to 2 hours.

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct.

Mr, McFARLAND. With 1 hour of the
time to be in charge of the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. Hiir], and the other hour
to be in charge of the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. DirgseN]; anc. that debate
on any amendments or motions which
may be offered shall be limited to 10
minutes each, with that time to be
divided equally between the 3enator of-
fering the motion or the amendment
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
Hirl.

Mr. WHERRY. That is all right.

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

Mr, McFARLAND, I yield.
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Mr. LANGER. Suppose the debate
ends before 2 o'clock. Under the pro-
posal, will it be possible for a vote to
be taken at 1:30 or at 1 oclock?

Mr. WHERRY. 'No; that is the very
reason why I wish to have the proposal
provide for debate on the bill until 2
o'clock, because I know there are sev-
eral Senators who wish to be present,
and to whom we shall have to get word.

The proposal as now framed will pro-
vide sufficient time, so that no Senator
could complain that he did not have an
opportunity to get in on the quorum call.

The unanimous-consent agreement
relates, not to the vote on the bill, but
to a limitation on debate on the bill
and on amendments or motions which
may be offered thereto.

I wish to tell the majority leader that
I think the agreement is a good thing.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
has already announced that the agree-
ment has been entered.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is there no assur-
ance that the vote will be taken imme-
diately after 2 o'clock?

Mr. McFARLAND. The vote would
have to come after the period of time
provided in the agreement as the limi-
tation on debate.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes. In other
words, at the conclusion of debate on
the bill and on the amendments or mo-
tions, we shall have a vote, and shall not
simply be sitting around here. Is that
correct?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be the
duty of the Chair to put the question,
after debate has been concluded under
the provisions of the unanimous-consent
agreement.

Mr. WHERRY. Yes.

Mr, McFARLAND., Mr. President, I
wish to say that a limitation on debate
is better than a limitation in regard to
the time for voting, because in the case
of the former, there is a better attend-
ance of Senators on the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
did not understand who was to control
the time.

Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator from
- Alabama [Mr. HiL] is to control the
time for the proponents and the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. DirkseN] for the op-
ponents.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
so understands.

The unanimous-consent agreement, as
subsequently reduced to writing, is as
follows:

Ordered, That on the calendar day of Fri-
day, March 16, 1951, between the hours of 12
o’clock noon and 2 p. m,, debate on the hill
(S. 445) to amend the Public Health Service
Act to authorize assistance to States and
their subdivisions in the clevelopment and
maintenance of local public-health units,
and for other purposes, be egually divided
between those favoring and those oppos-
ing the said bill, and controlled, respectively,
hy Mr. HioL and Mr. DIRKSEN: Prwided, That
debate on any amendment or motion pro-
posed or made after said hour of 2 p. m. shall
be limited to not exceeding 10 minutes, to
be equ:\lly divided between the proposer
thereof and Mr. Hiur: Frovided further, That
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no amendment shall be received that is not
germane to the subject matter of the said
bill.

PEANUT MARKETING QUOTAS AND
ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the unfin-
ished business be temporarily laid aside
and that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill 2615, known as
the peanut bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will read the bill by title.

The LEcisLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R,
2615) to amend the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Act of 1938, as amended.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, what
is the object of the request?

Mr, McFARLAND, The object of it
is to satisfy the Senator from North
Carolina,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I shall
be perfectly agreeable, if the majority
leader will ask unanimous consent to
make House bill 2615 the order of busi-
ness as soon as the pending bill shall
have been disposed of.

Mr. McFARLAND. No; I cannot do
that.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator con-
template there is to be debate on the
peanut bill?

Mr. HOEY. No; there is unanimous
agreement on the part of everyone,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I deep-
1y regret that I shall have to object to
the unanimous-consent request. I should
like to comply with the wishes of the
distinguished Senator from North Caro-
lina, who is always most fair.

Mr. HOEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a moment?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. HOEY. This is the situation:
This bill was unanimously reported from
the Committee on Agriculture; it is rec-
ommended by the people of all the peanut
producing States; it is recommended by
the Farm Bureau Federation, and there
has been no objection from any source
that I know of. If it would precipitate
extended discussion, I would not ask for
its consideration.

Mr. WHERRY. I should very much
appreciate it if the distinguished major-
ity leader would ask unanimous consent
that, after the pending bill is disposed
of, the peanut bill be considered. I
should then be willing to agree to it.

Mr. McFARLAND. No, I cannot do
that, unless the distinguished Senator
from Texas is not ready to proceed with
his bill.

Mr. WHERRY. I do not see how the
majority leader can request a limitation
of debate on one measure, and then ask
unanimous consent for the consideration
of some other measure.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, if
the Senator from Nebraska will yield, let
me state the situation which confronts
Virginia, North Carolina, and other pea-
nut-producing States. The planting
season is approaching.

Mr. WHERRY. I understand.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Time is of the
essence, and we do not think there will
be any objection to this bill. We have no
desire to debate it, and we are hoping
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that we may pass it by unanimous con-
sent. If we cannoft——

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

Mr. McCFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I cannot see how the
Senator can be sure there will he no ob-
jection, even though there be unanimous
consent. We had a long controversy
about peanuts. The Senator is thinking
in terms of the producers. We must
think a little of the salters, also, and of
the peanut manufacturing industry. In
the case of some of our large industries,
peanuts are almost blocked out of the
market.

Mr. ROBERTSON. This bill will pro-
tect the salters and manufacturers, be-
cause there is a shortage of the edible
peanuts they handle. They want this
bill, because it will give the Secretary of
Agriculture authority to allot acreage for
edible peanuts equal to the present de-
mand. We have been importing peanuts
from China and other countries.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Notwithstanding the
acreage extension, a price is made which
puts our people out of business,

Mr. ROBERTSON. It does not affect
them in the least.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I cannot agree to the
request, and shall have to object.

Mr. McFARLAND, If there is to be
objection, there is no need of discussing
the matter further.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
majority leader yield?

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr., WHERRY. Why does not the
Senator from North Carolina work on
this matter until tomorrow noon, and
then, if the differences can be ironed
out, perhaps no one will object to the bill
and it can be passed without consuming
much time.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the
Senate adjourn until 12 o'clock noon
tomorrow.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
suggests to the Senator from Arizona
that an adjournment would require a
morning hour.

Mr. McFARLAND. The time is di-
vided, anyway, so it would make no dif-
ference.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Very well.
The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Arizona fo adjourn.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, before
the Chair puts the question——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion
is not debatable.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. I wish to inquire
whether that does not conflict with the’
division of time, under the limitation of
debate agreement.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is
advised that, under the circumstances,
the unanimous-consent agreement hav-
ing been entered into, it would take effect
immediately at 12 noon, whether there
be an adjournment or a recess,

Mr. McFARLAND. That is my reason
for moving to adjourn,
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Arizona insist upon the
motion to adjourn?

Mr, McFARLAND. Yes,
dent; I insist upon it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on the motion of the Senator from
Arizona.

The motion was agreed fo; and (at 6
o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until tomorrow, Friday,
March 16, 1951, at 12 o’clock meridian.

Mr. Presi-

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 15, 1951:
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Chauncey F. Tramutolo, of California, to
be United States attorney for the northern
district of California, vice Frank J. Hennessy,
term expired.

IN THE ARMY

The following-named officers for appoint=
ment, by transfer, In the Judge Advocate
General’s Corps, Regular Army of the United
States:

Major James Kenneth Gaynor, IEZZER
United States Army.

Major Samuel Mason Hogan, ESE=d,
United States Army.

The followlng-named officers for promotion
in the Regular Army of the United States,
under the provisions of sections 502 and 510
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947. Those
officers whose names are preceded by the
symbol (X ) are subject to physical examina-
tion required by law. All others have been
examined and found physically qualified for
promotion.

To be colonels

Joseph Daniel Alexander, BEE==31
Robert Campbell Aloe,
Kenneth Charles Barnes,
Raymond Earle Bell, E
Earl Clarence Berggulst,
Joy Roosevelt Bogue,
Leon Augustus Brock
Lawton Butler,
Max Nathaniel Clizon,
Robert Emmett Coffey,
Joseph Lawrence Dark,
Barney Avant Daughtry,
Calvin Arthur Loy Dickey,
Paul Alfred Disney, E
John William Donnell
* Ralph Edwin Doty, E
George Arthur Duerr,
Richard Ford Ebbs,
% Willlam Elwood Ela,
Maxwell Emerson,
Hugh Everett, Jr.,
Charles Boal Ewing,
Joseph George Felber,
Samuel Wallace Fisk,
Floyd BSebastain Fix,
Nelson Irving Fooks,
Louls Howard Foote,
Delbert Bliss Freeman,
Philip DeWitt Ginder,
George Alphonsus Gould,
Carl Sherman Graybeal,
Jack Henry Griffith,
‘Woodson Finch Hock:
John Joseph Holst, E
George Millen Jarvis 3d,
Vernon Raymond Johnson,
X Howell Hopson Jordan,
John Prame Eaylor,
Rosewell Howard Eing,
Earl Frederick Klinck, ey
¥ Walter Armin Linn, E
Carl Elliott Lundquist,
Jaclk Darremoore Mage,
John Philip Maher, Jr.,
George Christian Masters
¥ Willis Small Matthews

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

¥ C en Clovis McBride,
Harry Ellery McKinney,
Glenn Stephens Meader,
Guy Stanley Meloy, Jr,
Martin Joseph Morin,

Forest Sheldon Rittgers,
Littleton Adams Roberts

Andrew William Roth,
Arthur Roth,
Bradford Torrey S
Antulio Segarra,

Warren Stokes Shelor,
X Robert Frederick Sink,
Terence John Smith,
Sidney Stanley Sogard, :
Edward Prederick Stanford-Blunden,
Paymund Gregory Stanton,
¥ Richard Don Stevens
Frederick Streicher,

Fulton G. Thompson

Fred Leroy Thorpe,
Roy Clifton Ulmer, i

harles Somerville Ware,

Roland Stuart Watts,
Elmer Matthew Wehb,
Stuart Marvin Welsh
Willard White,
Benjamin Whitehouse,

¥ Calvin Louis Whittle,
Cyril Edward Willlam
Joy Thomas Wrean, E
Lowell Allen Yost,
Norman Edgar Youngblood,
Ralph Wise Zwicker, EE

The fellowing-named omcers for promotion
in the Regular Army of the Unlted States,
under the prov’eions of sections 502 and 509
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947. All
officers are subject to physical examination
required by law.

To be lieutenant colonels
Ambelten Mangles .ﬂhrens
James Ernest Akans,
David Charles A.lexander, T, EE3
Chester Fuller Allen, EEssssd.

Harry Auspitz, Jr., Beeesd.
Elverson Earl Baker,
Samuel Edward Baker,
Robert Seney Ballagh,
Curtis Moultry Banks,
Troy Alton Barker,
George William Barry,
George Quincy Bass,
William Howard Bates,
Edwin Le Page Beauchamp, EEsod.
Vancel Ritson Beck,
Paul Ernest Bellamy,
Thomas Willlam Bender,
Ernest August Benser,
John Alvin Bergmann,
Louis Benjamin Besbeck
Arthur Terry Bill,
William Henry Bllilnga,
Arnold David Blair,
Robert Eelly Blair, w.

Francis Richard Blankenship, EE=zd.
Eugene Victor Blaser,
Joseph Stanley Bochnowski,
Angelo Domenic Bollero,
Cecil Hamilton Bolton
Mervin C. Bowers, :
John Edward Boyce, EE=ssd.
Lawreace Lewis Boyd,
John Martin Bradley, Jr
James Orsen Branch,
James Dudley Clark Breckenridge, EESEis]
William Arthur Briggs,
Courtland Forrest Brittain,
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William Thomas Brogan,
Harry Elmer Brown, Jr.,
Maskell Edward Brown,
Elbridge Leroy Brubaker,
John Chester Bucher
Oscar Charles Buser,
Howard Cooper Bush,
James Jenkins Butler,
Paul Patrick Byrne,
Willlam M. Campbell, s
James Cantey, E=ad.
Eugene Jackson Carson,
James Willard Caughron,
Fitzhugh Horton Chandler,
Rubert Daniel Chapman,
Werlen Franklin Cheney,
Lee Dake Chilson,
Luigi Francis Claps,
Harold Frederick Clark,
Rhoman Edward Clem
John Rodgers Clifton,
Glenn Leonard Clinebell,

James Chapman Coleman, .'.lr E=3
John Joseph Conners, F.
Dave John Cook, E :
Harold Llewellyn Corey,
Gordon Douglas Cornell,
Harper Brown Cowles,
Stuart Meredith Cox,
Weldon William Cox,
Jack Oliver Cromwell,

PFrank John Culley,
Edwin Paul Curtin,

John Hamilton Davin
John Frank Day, Jr.,
Edwin Augustus Deagle
Nelson Isaac Decker,

Carl Noble DeVaney,
James Harold Dicks,
Forrest Vinyard Diehil,
James Reid Dorman, J
Robert Earl Dorsey,
Jay Wesley Doverspike,
Donald George Dow,
Paul Alton Dresser,
Gilbert Proctor Dubia,
Samuel Hardy Duerson,
William Perl Dunn,
John Irving Haumerson Ea!es.
Gail Addison Eaton,

Theodore Hadrick Ebbert
Leonard Earle Echols,

Willlamm Henry Edwards,
Gustaf Adolph Engstrom,
Jack Martin Ernst m

Merwin Bishop Forbes,
Forrest Hall Forcum,

John Edward Frick, E
Blaire Aloysius Froehle,
Wilton George Gaefe,
James Ansel Gaston
John David George,
Michael Peter Georges,
Leon David Gladding,
George Robert Glen,
Jay Theodore Glen,
Hugo George Goetz, Jr.,
Oscar Glenn Goodhand, Jr
Mason French Goodloe,
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Edwin William Grenelle,
William Theodore Grenier,

Wayne Hardman,
James Edward Harper, Jr.,
imer .iarvey Harrelson,
Kenneth Grant Harrison,
Harry Louis Hart,
Ira Winfield Hart,
Thomas Gordon Harton,
Robert Hawley Hayden,
George Heck,
Neil Frederick Hein.
Willlam Perry Henderson,
Harlan William Hendrick,
Clarence Philip Hendricks,
Buie Hess,
Elmer Robinson Higgin
Roger Elsbree Higgins,
Donald Stock Himes,
Daniel Light Hine,
Clifford Cecil Hines,
Robert Edwin Hisle,
Adrian Leonard Hoebeke,
Ervin Daniel Karl Hoehne,
Stuart Sheets Hoff
Leo Vincent Holly, E
Lund Foster Hood,
John Presley Horton,
Russell Hawkins Horton,
William Clifton Howell, Jr.,
Frank Richards Hubbard, Jr.,
Donald Kenneth Hughes,
Robert Ervin Huneycutt,
Lewis Andrew Hunt,
Richard Martin Hurst,
Asbury Haines Jackson,
‘William Freebairn Jackson,
George William James,
Arthu: Blanchard Jefl
John Jay Jewett,
Albert Morse Johnson,
Bertram Howard Johnson,
Bruce Holley Johnson, E£
Leonard Marshall Johnson,
Milton LaFayette Johnson,
Raymond Lee Johnson,
William Griffith Johnson
Argyle Phillips Jones,
Edmund Hawley Jones,
Edward Murthas Jones,
Thornton Eugene Jones,
Charles Edward Kabrich

Gerald Cornelius Kelleher,
Frederick Thomas Kent, Jr
Truman Harry Eern.
Lewis Henry Keyes,
Thomas Tallant EKilday,
Stewart Hood Enowlton,
John Frederick Kuster
Joe Calvin Lambert,
Danna Lee Lane,
Thomas Marvin Larner,
John EKershaw Lee, Jr
Royal Leonard Leidy,
Beverly Matthews Leigh, Jr w
Donald Lester Lewis,
George Glover Lewis,
Donald Dominic Limoncelli, .
John Boynton Lininge 3
Lafar Lipscomb, Jr.,
William Aubrey Locke,
Edwin Ripley Lodge,
Homer Edwin Long, i
Terrance Marshall Longacre, EEsaed.
Emil Albert Lucke,
Regis Whitlo Luke,
Raymond Cad Luna,

Edward Reeves Maddox,
Oscar Jackson Magee,
Edward Joseph Maguire,
Pasquale Pietro Maior
Lloyd Lale Malen,
Charles Frank Mallalieu,

John Schaeffer Mansfield,
Harrison Moore Markley,

John Thomas Massingale,
Don Snowden Mathews,

Robert John McBride,
Ernest Edward McClish,
William Harold McCreary,
William John McDonald,
Alexander Thomas McElro
Arvine Walter McElroy,
John Patrick McGovern,
Glenn Joseph McGowan,
Thomas Martin McGrail,
Donald Anthony McGuire,
James Bernard McNall
Adam Watts Meetze,
Merle Leroy Mennie,
Anthony Gaul Merritt,
Lyndon Willilam Merry,

Arles Henry Miller,
Eugene Edward Mill
James Roy Miller,
Leland Veeder Miller,
Charles Arthur Minot,
Willard Winfield Mize,
Clewis Clayton Moffett,
Elmore Patrick Moore,
Lowrey Robert Moore,

Seaborn Hawes Mosely,
Robert McFarland Mouk,

Carroll Conrad Mullen,
Jack Reeves Murphy,
William John Murphy,
Roy Alexander Murray, Jr.,
Shelly Prusher Myers, Jr.
James Richard Nagel,
Samuel Snelson, Neill,
Herbert Lincoln Nelson,
Ralph Earle Nelson,
Erman Milford Newman,
Glenn E. Nida, EEEEEY.
Clifton Frank Nooncaster,
George Edward Norton, Jr,
James Doyle Nut,
Curtiss Welt Oakes,
Lenn:rt Yngve Ohlsson,
Harllee Royall O'Neal,
Larr - James O'Neil,
John Thomas O’'Neill,
Guy Anthony Orsino,
Raymond Leo Orton,
Eric Robert Osborne,
Hugh Painter Osborne,
Dallas Buford Pack,
Brookman Renninger Painter,
George Edward Painter,
Thomas Richardson Palmerlee,
Ernest Courtland Parks, J
Robert Clayton Parry,
Franklin Riley Patterson,
Harold John Pearson,
Edward I'rancis Penaat,
Gines Perez,
John Lewis Peyton,
Joseph Forrest Phillips,
Stanley Walden Philllps
Benjamin Henry Pochyla,
Leon Oscar Pond, E
John Paul Powhida,
Warren Karl Pratt,
Lee Huse Pray,
Walter Johnston Prestnn. Jr., B
William Jennings Pritchard, i

Daniel Aubrey Ranney

Edward Louis Rehmann,
Harold Russell Reifsnyder
Vernon William Rice, EE
Joseph Marshall Richardson,
Walter Roy Ridlehuber,
John Ravmond Riley,
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Cornelius James Rinker,
Donsald Peter Rinque,
Stanley Oliver Rishoi,
Emanuel Martin Robertso
Thomas Bradley Roelofs,
Robert Louis Roper,
Clarence Edwin Routh,
Charles Fredrick Ryan,
John Louis Ryan, Jr., k
Victor Morgan Ryan,
Thomas Anthony Sabatelli, Eiaesd.
John Shaw Sabine
Ralph Saenz, k
Donald Angus Sanders,
Ramon Antonio Sandin,
David Gustive Schepp,

Walter Arthur Shaw,
Burdwell Hoyt Shipe,
John James Shoemaker,
Joseph Anthony Sivigny
Halbert Jennings Slagle,
Stanley Woodard Smiley,
Dana Emerson Smith,
James Bradley Smith
Joseph Victor Smith,
Merwin Howard Smith,
William Anderson Smith,
Yenne Earl Snider,
James Porter Snooks, Jr
Marvin Henry Snyder,
Edward Joseph Soares,
Otto Frederick Sonneman, Jr.,
William Russell Spillman,
Russell Gilbert Spinney,
James Marshall Sprake,
Monas Nathan Squires,
Albert Tyra Stafford,
Charles Abner Stanley,
Joseph Edward Stann
Henry John Stark,
Alfred Ludman Stevens,
Stanley Llewellyn Stewart
Henry Marx Stiebel,
Frank Laron Street, 8
James Patterson Streetma
George Taft Stump,
Duff Walker Sudduth,
John Joseph Sullivan, Jr.,
Rohert Nelson Swartz,
Robert Watson Sylvester,
Glenn Roy Taylor,
Richard Stacus Tennant,
Evert Spencer Thomas, Jr.,
William Ralph Thomas,
Richard Bohrer Thrift,
Martin George Tieman, J
Marvin Leroy Tjostem,
Harry Edmund Trail,
Merrill LeRoy Tribe,
James Robert Troth,
James Richard Truden,
Gerald Franklin True,
John Ralph Turner, g
Vincent Usera,
Bruce Hudson Vail,
William Harry Van Dine,
Constantine Vardas,
Lewis Gabriel Villere,
Osmyn Arsene Vinin
Henry von Kolnitz,
John George Wagner,
Eurt Ladislaus Walitschek,
Ivan Orville Walt, E
Frederick George Ward,
William Albert Warner,
Carl Augustus Weaver,
Robert Lee Webb
Clark Webber,
Arthur Augustus Weinland
Leonard Edward Wellendorf,
Edward Langley White,
James Russell Whitehead
Ray William Whitson,
George Lewis Willey, E
Byron Edward Williams,
John Andrew Williams,
William Howard Willoughby,
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Charles Augustus Wingo,
Bernard Wobbeking,
Donald Jackson Woolley,
Clari M. Worthy, EEiaasd.
Thomas Ralph Yancey,
Harold Ralph Yeager
Harvey James Yost,
Charlie Lemon Young,
SBtanley Archer Young,
Gus Spiece Zinnecker,

To be majors

Norman Duncan Aboosh
George Edward Albert,
Joseph Logsdon Albert,
Tyrus Raymond Ambron,
Burton Staley Andrews,
Edward Berrl Armstrong,

John Claude Bartholet,
Charles Prindle Bartow,

Robert Sharp Bary, Eioesy.
Fountain Fox Beattle, Jr.

Ralph George Beion,
Robert Joseph Bird,
Daniel Nestor Black,
George Warren "lack,
John Hustler Blair 3d
Allan Louis Bogardus
Cornel! Dent Booth,
Charles Bless Boswell
Plerre Donald Boy, E
Stuart Frederick Brady,
Patrick James Brennan,
Benjamine Marvin Brothers
Richard Kinnicutt Brown,
Shannon Delos Brown,
Paul Egbert Bruehl,
Albert Vietor Bruni, [
Btockton Donald Bru
Darrell H. Burnett,
Bterling Champ Bush,
Robert Ellis Butts, E
Willlam Hendric Byrd, Jr.,
Charles Thomas Campbell,
Jack Young Canon,
Georg: Watson Carter, Jr
Charles Carroll Case, Jr
Charles Wilbur Casey,
Andrew Cella,
Francis Alonzo Chamblin,
Andrew Roy Cheek, E
Charles Vinyard Christianson, JEZESE
Jemes Paul Clark, HEEIE
George Challen Clowes,
Martin Holmes Colley,
Sidney Loyd Cone,
Sherman Dell Cosgrove,
Frederic Morris Cramer,
Alfred Holder Crawford, Jr
Lucian Capers Croft, E
Samuel Mathew Cromwell,
Robert Lee Crouch, Jr.,
Albert Willits Crowell,
Ernest Cralg Dameron,
Glen Ercil Daugherty,
Henry Emil Davidson, Jr.,
John Henry Donaldson, Jr
Maxim James Dowd,
Daonald Ephriam Downard
Leland Rodman Drake, E
Leonard Drazen,
Edward Francis Dudley,
Chesley Folsom Durgin,
Kenneth Elmer Eckland
Eric Ray Edgerton, e
Dale Laverne Etka,
Lynn Dillon Fargo,
James Edward Fel
Paul Edward Fives,

Clayton Thomas Fry,
Edward Alexander Galt,
Dale Martin Garvey,
Robert Dean George,
Charl~s Howard Gibbs,
Michael Paul Glerlak
William David Gnau,

Barney Golden,

Willlam Van Nostrand Grace,
Thomas Aloysius Graham, Jr
Daniel Griswold Grandin,
Orlando Lee Greening,
Harry Atkinson Greer,
Edgar Theodore Guenther,
Thorvald Jorgen Guerdrum,
Walter Joseph Haberer, Jr.,
McLean Ilampton,
Robert David Hand
Joseph Eldon Hanks, HE
Ellwocd Frederick Hanson,
Burrell Currv Hassett, Jr.,
Henry Clement Hatchell
John Joseph Hayes
Curtis Everett Healton,
Joseph Miller Heiser, Jr,,
James Thomas Hennessey,
Mahlon D. Hickman,
William Thomas Hillis,
Homer Clair Hinckley,
Carroll Broadus Hodges,
Julian Touis Hogan, [JE
Charles Henderson Hollis,
William Webster Holmes,
Arthur Emil Holf,
Werner Ioltz,
Isaac Hoppenstein, EEased.
Harry Douglas Hoskirs, Jr., Eiaeed.
Hotenel James Huff, -
Willlam MeCaw Hughes,
George Harry Huppert, Jr
Fred Raymond Huston, E
Richard Eenneth Hutson,
Willlam Henry Innes,
Robert James Jackson,
Jerome Sydney Jefferds,
Paul Richard Jefirey,
Park Trammell Jenkins,
James Monroe Johnson,
Gordon Cowley Jones,
George Juskalian,
Joseph Gabriel Eatin,
Fred Willlam Eellner,
Harold Leon Eelly, Jr.
Ralph Robert EKenigson,
Justus Crawford Kennedy,
Carl Vivian Kling,
Darce Ronald Enight,
Henry Simon EKostanski,
Eugene Claire Kreighbaum,
Chearles John Kronke, Jr.
John Charles Eulp, Jr
Gerald August Lake,
William Sylvanus La Mee 3d, [E=iaeq.
Douglas Harvey Lane,
Charles Ellis Lawrence,
Gerald Preston Lerner,
Elias Frederic Liakos,
Francis Stone Livermore,
Jorge Jose Lluy,
Floyd Eenneth Long,
James Bradfoot Lyle,
Myron MeClure,
George McCutchen,
Walter BEen McEenzile, K
John Eenneth McWilliams,
John Edward MacDonough,
Howard William Martens
Talbert Iredell Martin
Arlo Willis Mitchell,
Paul Hugh Mize,
Robert Everett Moore,
Emil Lawrence Mosheim,
John Cummings Motter,
William David Mouchet,
Glen Avery Mounsey,
John Michael Mullen,
Perry Arthur Munro,
Bertram Isaac Nash,
Morris John Naudts,
Lloyd Stanley Nelson,
Howard Ellis Nestlerode, Jr., EEEe,
Robert Stanton Nlccolls,
Samuel Eeywood Oakley,
Francls William O'Brien,
EHugh Rowe O'Farrell, By

Lewis Boice O'Hara, @

Robert John Cleland Osborne,

Bill Woodrow Paden, E=weey. =3

Anthony Emil Papa,
Norman Cordrey Pardue,
William Gray Patterson,
Thurston Tyler Paul, Jr.
Leslie Maurice Payne,
Earl George Peacock,
James Leland Pence,
Fred Emerson Perry,

Martin Charles Pertl,
Clifton Allen Peters,
George Henry Plerre, Jr..
Roy Frederick Pillle,
David Burnett Price,
Richard Thomas Pullen, Jr
Hugh Francis Queenin
Bruce Warner Reagan,
Charles Lee Redman, Jr.,
Arthur Watkin Reese,
William Francis Register, J
Maurice James Reynolds,
Dan Earl Riggs, 2
Charles Edward Ronan,
Eric Armand Rundquist, [
Hugh Middieton Rutledg

oseph Samuel Ryan,
Reuben Nathan Salada,
Robert Eeith Saxe,
Herman Albert Schmidt,
William Patrick Scholl, Jr.,
James Franklin Schoonover,
Emmett Gilliam Scott
John Bennett Scott,
Eugene Thomas Seaburn
Earl Irving Seekins,
Lachlan MacLean Sinclair
Charles Spencer Skiliman,
Harry Anthony Slad,

Warren Atticus Thrasher,
John Walker Tomlin, Jr.,
Ian Frederick Turner,
Roman Irodian Ulans,
Robert Ellis Vandenberg,
Herman Heinricik Von Benge,
Arthur Dalton von Rohr,
Jack Kenneth Walker,
Eenneth Willlam Wallace

Carl George Witte,
Vincent Michael Witter,
Willlam Lunsford Wyatt,
John White Yow,
Richard Francis Zeoll,

To be captains
Edwin Carl Adams,
Robert Howard Allan,
Edward Paul Anderson,
Robert Louis Andreoli,
James Leander Atkins,

John Samuel Benner, Jr.,
Robert William Betchtel
Eugene Holt Bishop,
Wayne Austin Blair,
Stewart Penfcld Blake
Frame John Bowers, J
Ben /illiam Bradley,
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Willlam Holman Brandenburg,
Gustav Joseph Braun, Jr.,
William Henry BErinnon,

Robert Leonard Bryan,
Robert Hazlett Bullard,
Frederick Richards Burnet,
Robert Charles Canham,
James Edward Carson,
June Crawford Caton,
John Joy Christensen
Robert Lee Cody,

Laurence LeRoy Dantzer,
Howard Nelson Darling
William Andrus Davis,

Carl Ray Duncan,
Leo Elzear Dupont,
Lawrence Jack Evans, Jr
Charles Robert Fish,
Edward Thomas Flash,
John William Gephart,
William Frederick Graves,
Richard Edwin Guthrie,
Herbert Raymond Haar, Jr
William Charles Hacker,
Harry Barnell Hardy,
John William Harrop,
William Joseph Heaser, Jr.
Willlam Warren Henderson, 3d,
John Quint Henion, B

Merle Lee Hite,

Thomas Henry Hoy,
Orville. Roy Hughes
David Boyd Humphrey,
Dean Edward Hutter
Charles Grimes Ives,
‘Warren Harding Jepson,
Clyde Alden Joslyn, E
Hermann Eugene Kessler, Jr., w.
Richard Koczak, .

Henry Richard Lema,

Robert Walston LeMay, Jr., w.
C. J. LeVan, E==22d
Roger Carl Loving,
Thomas Argyle Lowe,
John Gerard Lownds,
Billy Murray McCormac,
Thomas Joseph McDonald,
Thomas Joseph McDonald, Jr.,
Chester M. McKeen, Jr.,
David Ray McNaught
Ralph Eugene Main,
William Clarence Malkemes,
Daniel Valentine Matto, Jr.,
Robert George Metz, 5
Charles Ernest Miles, Jr., g
Dewey Franklin Louis Moser,
Felix Ray Moss, Ezzzad
Willlam Francis Mullen,

James Vincent O'E-ien,
Gregory L. Olney,
Lloyd Allen Osborne,
Burton Fisher Parker
Leonard Farrel Parks,
John Arthur Pedlar,
Eugene Miles Perry, Jr
J. Coulson Phillips,
Gene Meredith Powell,
James Francis Powers, E
Walter Edward Rafert,
William Francis Rapson
John Edson Roach,
Max Malcholm Rule,
Charles McCall Shadle,
Benjamin Stump Silver,
George Lane Simpson, Jr.,
George Townsend Singley, Jr,,
Harry Charles Slawson,
Glen Woodard Smith, Jr.,
Jeffrey Greenwood Smith
Ray Hosley Smith, RS
Judson Cauthen Spence, Sr., B

Cyril Branston Bpicer, Jr.,
Lester Owen Styve,
Roy Morris Taylor, Jr.
Thomas Elton Terry,
Jay Parsons Thomas,
Edmund Grover Thompson,
Alan Ross Toffler,
Oscar Chapman Torbett
Jack LeMaster Treadwell,
Robert Ebb Trigg, E
William Franecis Usher
Dean Van Lydegraf,
Wendell Wood Vance,
Charles Page Wallen 5th,
Howard Walter Weinberger,
Cecll Ward White, @
Bruce McKay Whitesides,
Richard Eeith Williams,
Richard Albert Wise, E
Erik Faddersboll Yde,

JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel
Herber Carlton Leney, EEieed.
To be majors

Virgil Maurice McElroy ;
Rodham Carroll Routledge, pessesd B
To be captains
William Avory Bland Addison,
Farrell Baldwin Anderson,
Francis Howard Anderso
Victor Don Baughman,
Richard Reeve Baxter,
Earl McGinnis Bradley,
Henry BertranJ Cabell,
Clement Egan Carney,
Fred Albert Chalupsky,
Daniel Joseph Costello,

George Charles Eblen,
Rober’ Bernard Ellert,
John Spencer Folawn,

Lawrence Patrick Hansen,
Edward William Haughne:
Dugald Walker Hudson,
Joseph Monahan Kelly,
Winchester EKelso, Jr
Paul John Eovar, k
William Walter Eramer,
Marvin Gerald Krieger,
Robert Martin Lathrop,
Charles William Levy,

Carl Grady Moore,
Henry John Olk, Jr
Donald Sylvester O'Neil
Leonard Petkoff, k=
Arthur David Porcella,
Donald Vergne Potter,
Joseph Prentis Ramsay,
Houston Chapman Reynolds,
Abraham Richard Richstel
Merle Cox Rideout, Jr.,
Harry Jefferson Salsbury, Jr.,

James Spaulding Talbot,
Clayton Briggs Tasker,
William Charles Viuet, Jr,, w
Robert Kean Weaver,
Thomas Maslin Wells, Jr.,
Lawrence Harvey Williams,
Carl Emil Winkler,
John Prancis Wolf,
Willard Wellman Young, ke«

The following-named officers for promotlon
in the Regular Army of the United States,
under the provisions of sections 502 and 509
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1847. Those
officers whose names are preceded by the
symbol ( %) are subject to physical examina~-
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tion required by law. All others have bzen
examined and found physically qualified for
promotion.

VETERINARY CORPS
To be Iieu,tenant colonels

X Mervyn Benson Starnes,

To be major
Conley Gordon Isenberg, EEseed.

The following-named officers for promotion
in the Regular Army of the United States,
under the provisions of sections 502 and 509
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947. Those
officers whose names are preceded by the
symbol () have been examined for physi-
cal fitness and found physically qualified for
promotion. All others are subject to physical
examination required by law.

MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS

To be lieutenant colonels

Ralph W. Bunn, %
Rex Pendry Clayton,
Harvey Winser Coddington, Ezssad.
Gunnar Harald Hage, IIE=3E
Thomas Raymond Jones,
Raymond John Karpen,
Ludwig Roland Euhn
Richard Henry Orth,
Reginald Roderick Quarton, Eiaasd.
Henry Dale Roth, Ezzeed.
Leslie Grant Tennies, EEeee=d

To be majors
Herman Schnor Andersen, B
Edward Joseph Anderson, Jr.,
Hampton Lee Antley, E
Paul Franklin Austin,
Thomas Ellsworth Baker,
Jerome Nicholas Brandt,
George Bradley Curtis,
Rudolph Paul Czaja
James Owen Darling
Chester Hoag Davis,
William Emory Gott,
George Arthur Gruver,

Jack Houser, geees
Willard Wallace Jame
Hubert Silas Kirksey,
Ralph George LeMoon,
Ivan Luther Nedds,
Arion Bernard Nibbelink
Vernon Stell Oettinger,
William Adolphus Rawlins,
Robert Ryer 3d, E

Marlo Ernest Smith,
Joseph Nicholas Stabile,
Fred Worley Sweet, Jr.,
Victor Bunch Taylor,
Howard Francis Vire,

Stanley Edgar Butler,
Lynn Ross Cheezum,
Carroll Eugene Clutter,
Wade Hampton Dexter,

Charles Albert Layman,
John William Wiscarson,

CHAPLAINS

To be lieutenant colonels
X Stephen Henry Stolz,
¥ Albert Ambrose Knier,

To be majors

X George Anthony Lehman
Francis Leon Sampson,
¥ Alexander Jefferson Turner, 2§

The following-named officers for promo=
tion in the Regular Army of the United
States, under the provisions of section 107
of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1847, as
amended by section 3, Public Law 514,
Elghty-first Congress, approved May 16, 1950.
All officers are subject to physical examina-
tion required by law.
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ARMY NURSE CORPS
To be lieutenant colonels

Elizabeth Georgia Mixson, E==.
Ada Miriam Simpson,
Genevieve Marian Smith,
Welma Grace Wiehe,
Theresa Anne Wilson,
Kathryn Grace Witter,
To be majors
Helen Mae Abramoska,
Carrie Elizabeth Barrett,
Irene Caroline Blochberger
Ellzabeth Louise Breitung,
Mary Katherine Cu
Eileen Fitzgerald,
Kathryn Dollason Hannigan,
Margaret Harper, EEad.
Lucy Evelyn Jacobson,
Georgia Elizabeth Lessley
Elizabeth Ella Mettie,
Helen Elizabeth Miller,
Laura M. Mosley, E
Dorothy Jane Odell,
Bertha Estelle Pollard,
Miriam Claire Schaupp,
Vera Fern shaw, IEEl
Hazel Irene Snowden, [E=3

Dorothy A. Tessen,

Nora M. Tobin, &
To be captains

Imogene Anderson,

Dorothy Evelyn Baltzo,

Phyllis Doris Barsh,

Goldie Leonia-Bodson, %

Edith Josephine Bonnet,

Nelle Bradshaw, i3sss.

Mary Norma andoﬁ

Glenna Mae Briley,

Ann Catherine Browning

Edna Marie Brownins'

Roberta Broyles, I
Catharine Aline Burgmeier, B3

Ruth Bustraan, @
Lacadia Mary Clarke, |E==3
Marie Cole.@.

Mildred Pierce Coleman, EEss3]
Kathleen Marie Dean, E
Glenice Hilda Dearborn,
Helen Juanita Donnelly,

Barbara Elizabeth Earle,
Claudia Lou Fore,

Dale Arrie Hawkins,
Barbara Mae Hogan,

Mary Elizabeth Eeefe,
Thelma Jeannette Kiltz,
Jean Barbara Koziol,

Grace Josephine Mach,
Mary Magdalene Matlavage,
Annie Belle Maynard,

Agnes McMahon,
Hazel Moore Meeks,
Catherine Alice Mera
Pattie Gibbs Morris, E
Emma Elearor Ozuna,
Susie Winifred Page,
Mary Ann Petrick,
Martha Anne Puckett,
Carolyn Bergeron Rahm,
Helen Joan Rakita,
Lucille Leona Resler,
Elizabeth Catherine Richard,
Bernadine Mary Rosenbaum,
Grace Lucille Sears, EZS5sg
Frieda Seldman, WS
Jacqueline Biack mer Sharpe, W
Lilamae Smith, EEEed

Ruth Elizabeth Smith E=3
Virginia Louise Smith NEZEN
Agatha Bertha Spaeth
Sylvia Mildred Stivlen
Faye Rita Sullivan,
Sara Allen Tapp,

Bernadine Rosenbaum Temple, B3

Virginia Maxine Tolar,
XCVII—157
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Bernice Eulalia Tyo,
Johanna Helen White,
Jeraldine York,
Thelma Mary Zeller, EE=5.
WOMEN'S MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS
To be major
Helen Rita Sheehan, EZJ
To be captains
Mildred Jane Anderson
Myrtle May Bates
Marcel Binning,
Anna Theresa DeNegrl, lE
Jean Marguerite Hawkins,
Fuchsia Lucille Johnson,
Mary Lipscomb, w
Althea LaRaut Luttre!
Leila Frances MllIer,
Inez Moffitt,
Elizabeth Marie Nachod, B
Jennie Farnsworth Quam, IEZEE
Margaret Elleen Radke, EZSzesd.
Mada Steele, s
Annabel Watkins, I3
To be first lieutenant
Lottie Vera Blanton, ==
The following-named officers for promo-
tion in the Regular Army of the United
States, under the provisions of sections 502
and 508 of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947,
Those officers whose names are preceded by
the symbol () have been examined for
physical fitness and found physically quali-
fied for promotion. All others are subject to
physical examination required by law.

To be first lieutenants

Albert Mellen Avery, Jr.,
Richard Absolam Bailey,

Peter Ben Bennett,
Bent Egon Berner,

Karl Heinz Borcheller,
Robert Eugene Bundy,

Martin Joseph Burke, Jr.,
Sherman Kennedy Burke,

Raymond Lee CalI
Herbert Truman Casey, Jr. "

Frank William Clayton,
¥ Archie Ernest Conn, Jr.,

Floyd Grelg Craft, E
William Holmer Crane,

Galen Laverne Curry,
David Nicholas Dalton,
Ralph Joseph Davis,
* Leonard Pete Dileanis,
Bernard Joseph Dolan, Jr.,
Richard Edward Donahue,
Harry Anthony Dragotta,
Warren Stewart Ducote,

Benedict Louis Freund,
Joseph Mitchell Gay, Jr.,
Joseph Grezaffi,

James Alexander Grimsley, Jr., B3
Roy Arthur Hagen,
John Davis Hale, Jr.,
Walter R. Harrison, Jr.,
John Edward Jessup, Jr.,
Philip Everett Karl, Jr.,
Pierre Patrick Kirby,
John Henry Klein, Jr.,
Eenneth Mortner Kone,
Frederick Charles Krause,
Joseph Henry London,
Frank Phillip Lovett, Jr.,
James Robert Lukens,
Donald LeClear Lynes,

Mgrritt Porter Martin,
Frank Alfred Merigold,
X Walter Paul Meyer, E
Henry Donald Mitman,
Russell Eugene Moore,
Willlam Lade Mundie,
Dorward Weston Ogden, Jr., X
Tillman Clinton Oliver, Eiasd.
Brian Boru O'Neill,
Jack Grover Penick,

John William Reynolds,
X Howard Fred Robinson,

Wadie Jerome Rountree,
Jay Vincent Russell, Jr

Richard Tarlton Smock,
Americo W. Spigarelli,
Roderick Alexander Stame:
Charles Beman Stevenson,
Virgil Mansel Stone,

Leslie J. Swope, BE
John Kefauver Tate, k

Donal Christopher Wells,
Willilam Monitor Whitesel, [
Charles Burton Wild, Jr.
William- Vernon Young,

WITHDRAWAL
Executive nomination withdrawn from
the Senate March 15, 1951:
POSTMASTER

Norbert F. Kalkowski to be postmaster at
Ashton in the State of Nebraska.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

TaURSDAY, MarcH 15, 1951

The Heuse met at 12 o’clock noon.

Rev. Bruce Hays Price, D. D., LL. D,,
First Baptist Church, Newsport News,
Va., offered the following prayer:

Eternal and merciful God, in the spirit
of gratitude we praise Thee for the ma-
terial blessings Thou hast showered upon
this, our great Nation. But more than
this, we praise Thee for the spiritual
blessings we have received, and the free-
dom we enjoy in this “land of the free
and the home of the brave.”

We pray that our people may be bound
together by cords of love through an
understanding and an appreciation of
each other. And may we always place
the welfare of all our citizens above
party, creed, and race. Guard our coun-
try from enemies abroad, and from those
at home who would sell their birthright
for a “mess of pottage.” Our Heavenly
Father, let Thy protecting arm be around
those who defend us in our armed serv-
ices. Give comfort to our homes in
which the family circles have been
broken during these anxious days.

Most Holy One, bless all those who are
in places of leadership and authority
among us, May they look to Thee in
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