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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,
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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

AUTHENTICATED
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order that they may be prepared tomeet
their dangerous responsibilities in these
troubled times.

We long for the hour when justice,
righteousness, and peace shall cover the
earth as the waters cover the sea. Dear
God, 1zt Thy kingdom come, Thy will be
done on earth as it is in heaven.

We humbly pray in the name of the
Prince of Peace, Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes=
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate hud passed, with amendments
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, bills of the House of the
following titlcs:

H. R.186. An act allowing the consumer of
gasoline to decuct, for income-tax purposes,
State taxes on gasoline imposed on the
wholesaler and passed on to the consumer;
and

H.R.2339. An act to clarify the immigra-
tion swatus of certain a'iens.

The message also announced that the
Vice President has appointed Mr. JoHN-
sTon of South Carolina and Mr. LANGER
members of the joint select committee on
the part of the Senate, as provided for
in the act of August 5, 1939, entitic. “An
act to provide for the disposition of cer-
tain records of the United States Gov-
ernment,” for the disposition of execu-
tive papers referred to in the report of
the Archivist of the United States num-

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on House Admin=
istrat'on I offer a resolution (H. Res.
163) and ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That, effective from January 3,
1051, the expenses of conducting the studies
and investigations authorized by House Res-
olution 99, Elghty-second Congress, incurred
by the Committee on Agriculture, acting as
a whole or by subcommittee, not to exceed
50,000, including expenditures for the em-
ployment of accountants, experts, investiga=-
tors, attorneys, and clerical, stenographic,
and other assistants, shall be paid out of
the contingent fund of the House, on
vcuchers authorized by such committee,
signed by the chairman of such committee,
and approved by the Committee on House
Administration.

8ec. 2. The cfficial committee reporters may
be used at all hearings helc in the District
of Columbia, if not otherwise officially en=
gaged.

Mr. STANLEY, Mr. Speaker, for the
information of the House may I say that
the subcommittee on accounts had not
taken action on this matier until the
full committee met on yesterday; but a
majority of all of the members that
have been called in reference to this
matter have agreed to reporting this
resolution at this time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resnlution.
The resolution was agreed to.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

TREASURY-POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION
BILL—1953

Mr. GARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
Appropriations may have until midnight
tomorrow night to file a report on the
Treasury-Post Oifice appropriation bill
for 1952.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANFIELD reserved all points of
order on the bill,

SHORTAGE OF BOXCARS IN UPPER MID-

WEST STATES WILL CAUSE LARGE
GRAIN PPOILACE

Mr, AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Speaker, due to the failure of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission to force a
return from the East of tens of thousands
of boxcars to owner railroads in the up-
per Midwest States, it is estimated that
approximately 50,000,000 bushels of high
moisture corn, wheat, and other grains
will be rendered unfit for human or live-
steck consumption when warmer weather
comes this spring. There is a Nation-
wide demand for livestock feed, but box-
cars in sufficient number are not avail-
able to move the grain from the area.
This grain must be used before spoilage
occurs.

Up to 50 percent of the boxcars owned
by certain upper Midwest railroads are
now being used by eastern railroads.
The ICC has the authority to order a re-
turn of these boxcars to move midwestern
grain. Failure of the ICC to take im-
mediate action to order a return of the
boxcars to ownership railroads will be
disastrous.

Grain storage elevators are filled to
capacity, and in the Dakotas and Mon-
tana, wheat from last year’s crop is still
on the ground. All of the stored grain
should be moved to provide storage space
for the 1951 crop.

At least 40,000 boxcars will be needed
in the next 3 weeks in the upper Midwest
States to move the grain and prevent
spoilage. During the past 3 weeks this
area received only 7,350 boxcars.

The responsibility for a return of the
boxcars to midwestern owner railroads
during the present emergency is up to
the Interstate Commerce Commission,
and T insist that the Commission must
take prompt action to provide a return
of these boxcars from eastern points for
the moving of this grain before it spoils.
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Subcommit-
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tee on Intergovernmental Relations of
the Commiftee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments may sit during
today's session of the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee?

There was no objection.

METROPCLITAN POLICE FORCE

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 1488) to
provide compensation for duty volun-
tarily performed on their days off by
officers and members of the Metropolitan
Police force, the United States Park Po-
lice force, and the White House Police
force, with a Senate amendment thereto,
and concur in the Senate amendment,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Page 1, lines 9 and 10, strike out “for each
vacancy existing in the authorized personnel
strength” and insert “For each day a vacancy
exists in the personnel strength for which
funds are appropriated by applicable appro-~
priation acts current in any fiscal year.,"

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, the
amendment adopted by the Senate is
purely a clarifying amendment recom-
mended by the Bureau of the Budget
and the corporation counsel of the Dis-
trict of Columbia and was Crawn up so
that the operation would be on a day-to-
day basis rather than on a weekly or
monthly basis.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from South
Carolina?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was con
curred in. ]

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table. /

BOXCAR SHORTAGE IN THE NORTHWEST

Mr. MANSFIELD., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks and include matters of cor-
respondence.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mon-
tana?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to join with the gentleman
from Minnesota who has addressed the
House on the boxcar shortage in the
Northwest. At the present time a tre-
mendous amount of grain is left in the
State of Montana, and we do not have
boxcars to take care of our harvested
crop. The grain in the Montana store-
houses has been paid for, with the price
based on the old freight rate. Now we
have the ICC allowing the railroads to
increase their freight rates even though
this grain which cannot be moved due
to lack of boxcars was bought under the
old freight rate. I submit, Mr, Speaker,
that something must be done not only
to forestall the imposition of these in-
creased freight rates by the western rail-
roads on the grain operators but also
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to do something to get the boxcars on
the lines to which they belong.

. GENERAL Mirs, INC.,
Great Falls, Mont., March 9, 1951.
Congressman MikKeE MANSFIELD,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D, C.

Dear ConcREssMAN: We would like to join
In with the others in our business who are
requesting that you please contact the ICO
and do everything possible to convince the
ICC that to allow a freight increase on such
a short notice of 1, 2, or 3 days would be
placing a very heavy burden upon the grow=
ers and merchandisers of grain.

As you know, we have a tremendous
amount of grain left in the State of Mon-
tana; in fact, the amount left in the State
is almost as great as the total crop harvested
the previous year. The grain that we have
in our warehouses we have paid for, basing
our price on the old freight rate. If this
proposed freight-rate increase should come
upon us very suddenly, we will be forced to
sell our graln in the terminal markets on
the new rate basis, and consequently take
quite a penalty on every bushel of wheat
that we have on our hands. However, if
there were to he a longer waiting period
before this freight increase went into effect,
it would glve us here in Montana & chance
to move some of our grain out before the
increase goes into effect. I know that you
are well aware of the difficulty in doing this
because of the boxcar shortage, but right
now that would appear to be a problem that
we are going to have with us for a long time.

We will certainly appreciate any influence
or pressure that you can assert on the ICC
to impress upon them  the importance of
this delayed freight increase to the people
of Montana,

Very truly yours,
GENERAL MiLus, Inc.
T. R. ScuLLy.

Grear Faris, MonT., March 14, 1857
Hon. Mixg MANSFIELD,
Member of Congress,
House Office Building,
Washington, D, C.:

We vigorously protest freight increase
granted on 15 days’ notice. We own million
bushels wheat bought on basis of freight .
rates in effect before advance. Have been
practically without cars for loading for the
last 4 months and {freight rate advance
without providing adequate time for a
clearance of stocks of wheat on hand owned
simply means a profit for the rallroads to
which they are not entitled for the reason
that had they furnished adequate equip-
ment this wheat would have moved to termi-
nals as it has in previous years. Effective
date of freight increase should be extended

" until railroads have cleaned up previous ac-
cumulations of wheat by adequate boxcar

supply.
P. R. Trice,
President, Montana Flour Mills Co.

GrEAT Farvs, MonT.,, March 14, 1951.
Hon., Mike MANSFIELD,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.!

Is it true ICC released order railroads in-
crease freight rate 2 percent western terri-
tory and 2 percent between territories or 4
percent to us to be made effective 15 days?
We, our producers, and grain trade protest
this as unjust discrimination against our
higher freight-rate territory. Advise collect
if protest would now do any good. Boxcars
still unavailable here. Suggest somebody
attempt to equalize this economy so our
State gets break,

GREELY ELEvaTOR CO.
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GrEAT FaLns, MowT.,, March 14, 1951.
Hon, MIKE MANSFIELD,
United States Representative,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:
The ICC has granted an increase in freight
rates.. We have 1,000,000 bushels of grain
on hand bought on Minneapolis market less
freight. Railroads have mnot furnished
equipment to enable us to move this wheat
at the present rate. We will now be penal-
ized on the basis of the new rate. Urge you
to do everything possible to postpone the
increase on grains until the railroads fur-
nish equipment and we are able to move this
grain.
ToMm McCABE,
Montana Flour Mills Co.

GRrEAT FarLs, MoNT.,, March 15, 1951.
Hon. M1k MaNSFIELD,
Member of Congress,
House Office Building,

Washington, D. C.:
We vigorously protest freight increase
granted on 15 days' notice. We own million
bushels wheat bought on basis of freight
rates in effect hefore advance. Have been
practically without cars for loading for the
last 4 months and freight rate advance with-
out providing adequate time for a clearance
of stocks of wheat on hand owned, simply
means a profit for the railroads to which
they are not entitled for the reason that had
they furnished adequate equipment this
wheat would have moved to terminals as it
has In previous years. Effective date of
freight increase should be extended until
railroads have cleaned up previous aceumu-
lations of wheat by adequate boxcar supply.

RoeerT Huss,
Manager, Montana Elevator Co.

SOVIET PROPAGANDA

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from West
Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMSAY, Mr. Speaker, I hold in
my hand three snapshots of Soviet
propaganda in the Soviet sector of Ber-
lin. These pictures were taken last
November by a friend and constituent,
I only wish it were possible to have them
reprinted in the Recorp for all to see. I
have them with me and I shall be glad
to show them to Members.

Two of them are apparently two sides
of a sign at the border of the eastern
sector. One side, announcing that one
is entering into the Soviet sector of Ber-
lin, contains a legend which is trans-
lated into “Beginning of democratic sec-
tor of Berlin.” The reverse side legend is
translated into “Ending of democratic
sector of Berlin.”

A third snapshot is of a sign inside
the Soviet sector, which says “Americans,
g0 home.”

My friend wrote me:

I do not know if you have ever visited Ber=
lin, however, the difference between our sec-
tor and theirs is like day and night, In con=
trast to our area, they are not doing any re-
construction, the few stores in existence have
very little merchandise, the people are poorly
clothed, there are long queues for food items,
very few bicycles or automobiles, ete.

A tour of thelr sector impresses one again
of what a truly wonderful system of life and
government that we, as American citizens,
possess.
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Mr. Speaker, I hope the people run-
ning our Voice of America program are
placing great emphasis on this difference
between the two sectors. I hope Mem-
bers will bear in mind the subtle propa-
ganda of the Russians when we vote on
appropriations for the Voice. This is an
area where we cannot economize,

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. McKINNON asked and was given
bermission to address the House today
for 10 minutes, following any special or-
ders heretofore entered,

GUARDING THE STATE OF TEXAS

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my remarks and include extra-
neous matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I am placing in the Recorp today a house
concurrent resolution adopted by the
Texas Legislature, It, in effect, says:

Resolved, That the Congress of the United
States of America and the President be re-
spectiully petitioned and requested to im-
mediately provide an adequate system of
defense, Including detection devices and air-
craft of the latest and most effective type
and design to properly guard the State of
Texas, particularly the area or belt thereof
100 miles wide along the coast of the Gulf
of Mexico from the Sabine River to the Rio
Grande.

I call particular attention to the 100-
mile belt referred to because that belt
is adjacent to the tidelands that the
Federal Government has stolen from the
State of Texas, and it occurs to me that
since the Federal Government has stolen
these tidelands from Texas, it should
certainly be its obligation to defend them
as requested in this resolution. And
while defenses are being prepared in this
respect, I might further suggest that
such defenses be set up on behalf of
Texas, not only against alien enemy at-
tacks, but against further encroach-
ments by the Federal Government,

House Concurrent Resolution 33

Whereas this Nation is engaged in the
mighty task of preparing for defense against
aggressor nations wearing the yoke of com=
munism; and

Whereas the State of Texas produces, re-
fines, and processes a lavge percentage of the
crude petroleum, natural gas, and other
minerals vital to the defense of the Western
Hemisphere, and manufactures vast amounts
of chemicals, synthetic rubber and its com-
ponents, magnesium, aluminum, paper, and
thousands of other products and eight man-
ufactures essential to the preservation of the
principles of Americanism and the American
way of life; and

Whereas proper and adequate devices and
equipment to guard these weapons in the
arsenal of defense are of great national and
international importance; and

Whereas the need for the development and
maintenance of a system for detecting and
repelling any threat of attack in order to in-
sure the continued availability of these re-
sources for use in holding aggressor nations
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in check to prevent full-scale war ls ex-
tremely urgent: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the house of representatives
(the Senate of Texas concurring), That the
Congress of the United States of America
and the President be respectfully petitioned
and requested to immediately provide an
adequate system of defense, including de-
tection devices and aircraft of the latest
and most effective type and design to prop-
erly guard the State of Texas, particularly
the area or belt thereof 100 miles wide along
the coast of the Gulf of Mexico from the
Sabine River to the Rio Grande; and be It
further

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the house
of representatives be directed to send copies
of this resolution to the President and Vice
President of the United States, the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, each Mem-=
ber of the Senate and House of Representa=
tives, each member of the Senate and House
of Representatives from the State of Texas,
and the Secretary of Defense,

BEN RAMSEY,
President of the Senate.
ReuUBeN E. SENTERFITT,
Speaker of the House,

ARMED SERVICES REGULATIONS

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Alabama?

There was no objection.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire
to call the attention of the House to what
I consider to be a most.inhumane prac-
tice on the part of the military, namely,
that of refusing to return soldiers from
overseas to attend the funeral or burial
of a loved one when the military situa-
tion will justify as much.

I realize, of course, that it is not pos-
sible to return the soldier in every in=
stance. He might be so situated that he
could not be flown or otherwise trans-
ported back. But, in many, many cases,
the military could return him without
injury to the service,

As I understand the rules, the military
will return a soldier or airman where
there is a serious illness of a loved one,
or where it is necessary for the soldier
to return in order to help settle the
estate of the deceased. But there is no
consideration for the serviceman who
has a death in his family if there are no
complications in the estate. His trip
home for the funeral is ruled out.

But, Mr. Speaker, an attempt to ex-
plain such rules to a father who wants
a son to be returned for the burial of the
son’s mother is most difficult, and the
rules themselves, under such circum-
stances, do not make sense to the ag-
grieved family.

Among others, I have in mind a spe-
cific case in which an attempt was made
to secure the return of a soldier from a
hospital in Tokyo where he was recuper-
ating from a wound received in Korea.
The request for his return was filed dur-
ing the lifetime of the soldier’s mother.
The military turned the request down,
I assume because it did not specifically
state that the mother would soon die of
the illness she then had.

A few days later, the mother did die,
and the request for the son's return was
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again made, and again refused by the
military.

Now this particular soldier, as I have
said, was recuperating from a wound he
had received in Korea. The cast, bind-
ing up his foot, had been removed. He
was able to walk and leave the hospital.
With the transportation available be-
tween this country and Japan he might
well have been brought back for his
mother's funeral. This was his second
war; he was an overseas veteran of World
War IL.

It seems, that out of the least bit of
consideration for humanity, this soldier
who has fought twice on the battlefield
for his country, might have been allowed
to come home to his family in their hour
of grief.

Therefore, when it is in the realm of
possibility, and this specific case clearly
was, why should a soldier be deprived of
the right of returning home for the fu-
neral of someone in his immediate
family.

If the proposal seems insignificant,
then ponder a moment the effects of the
situation on the soldier’s morale, which is
such a vital component of a good sol-
dier’s make-up.

I am today introducing a bill fo pro-
vide for the return of these servicemen
from overseas in the event of & death in
their immediate family when the mili-
tary situation will justify it and trans-
portation is available.

I hope the Armed Services Committee
of the House will carefully consider this
bill and report it favorably to the House,
and that the House will pass it.

Today, more than ever before, in this
seemingly endless battle, we need the
high morale of our servicemen and the
good will of their families. The passage
of this bill is important at this time.

NEEDS OF THE AMERICAN SCHOOLS

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from West
Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Speaker, I have
asked for this time for the express pur-
pose of calling the attention of my col-
leagues to a report of the Advisory Coun-
cil to the Federal Commissioner of Edu-
cation, which is the result of a recent sur-
vey indicating that the needs of Amer-
ican schools for the next 10 years for
facilities alone will reach the tremendous
sum of $14,000,000,000.

I am well aware, Mr. Speaker, of the
problems facing our Nation today. My
only thought and my only purpose in
making this 1-minute speech this morn-
ing is to appeal to my colleagues that
we do not forget the greatest asset in
America, our boys and girls.

MEMBERS QUALIFYING TO VOTE IN THE
HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend my remarks.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan., Mr.
Speaker, yesterday when Members were
qualifying to vote on H. R. 142, and
whether or not they qualified would have
made no difference in the result, because
there were not 218 affirmative votes on
the fioor, I made an inquiry as to the
qualifications which must be met before
a Member was entitled to vote. My un-
derstanding is that the Speaker at that
time said that that question had not been
raised in 38 years.

I do not find anything in the REcorp
about that this morning, neither my in-
quiry nor the reply of the Speaker. I
want to say here and now that I, myself,
raised that question more than once dur-
ing the last 10 years, and I intend to raise
it hereafter. One reason is that when
our guests sitting in the gallery see Mem-
bers that come in and qualify, sometimes
they then inquire as to what the quali-
fications are. That situation raises a
question as to whether we should con-
tinue the rule or whether it should be
observed. I did not, it is not my purpose
to question the veracity of any Member.
But it will not add to the respect in which
the House should be held if Members
come in in groups, each announce he was
present, listening, but did not hear his
name called.

One in the gallery might get the idea
too many of us were inattentive, are hard
of hearing.

Yesterday after that point was raised a
Member of this House came to me and
asked what a Member must do or how he
might qualify. I told him, and he then
said that he was down in the restaurant
eating, and that had he known the rule
he would not have qualified, and he asked
if he should not correct the RECORD.

The votes of those who qualified did
not affect the result, for there were not
at the time a constitutional majority,
that is, 218 aye votes, available.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMED FORCES
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House

for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, one of
the most important elements in the
maintenance of high morale among
Armed Forces personnel is a well regu-
lated and fair promotion system. Off-
cers and enlisted men alike very properly
have ambition to achieve higher rank.
Just as a proper system encourages high
morale, likewise there is nothing which
quicker destroys that morale than a feel-
ing that promotions come about on some
basis other than merit.

I am extremely anxious not to do an
injustice to anyone. The promotion list
which the President has sent up to Con-
gress for confirmation may be entirely
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in order. Prominent on it, however, ap-
pears the name of the President's per-
sonal physician, Brig. Gen. Wallace H,
Graham, whom he seeks to make a major
general.

It seems pertinent to point out that
the head of the entire Medical Service
of the Army, the Surgeon General, holds
the rank of major general. Perhaps it is
necessary to have another major general
in the Medical Service, but certainly
that question should be canvassed.

It is my sincere hope that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the other
body, in serutinizing this promotion list,
will carefully examine two questions.

The first is the manner in which the
list was prepared. Did the recommen-
dation for the promotion of General
Graham come from the Defense Depart-
ment in the first instance, or was an-
other list sent to the White House which
omitted his name, and then the list re-
turned to the Defense Department, after
which a second one was sent up, includ-
ing his name?

The second, and perhaps more im-
portant question is the connection which
General Graham had with speculation
in the commodity exchanges in late 1947
and 1948.

It will be remembered that in early
October of 1947, the President went on
the radio and explained to the American
people that the reason why food prices
were so high, was the speculation which
was being carried on in the commodity
markets. He denounced gambling on
the grain exchanges and the greed of
speculators,

Following that, through congression-
al action, the Agriculture Department
was finally compelled to make public the
names of these traders. O:2 this list was
included the name of General Graham,
as one who had been active in trading
in the commodity markets.

On January 13, 1948, he appeared be-
fore a subcommittee of the other body
and submitted a long statement. He ad-
mitted the transactions, but said that a
broker had made all the arrangements
for him and that he did not fully com-
prehend the significance of what he was
doing.

He gave his net profit in the transac-
tions for the year 1947 as $6,165.25, a
tidy sum, but not a significant figure
compared to the profits of some of the
other administration insiders whose
names appeared on the same list,

General Graham contended that he
had never obtained any inside informa-
tion to assist him in his transactions, He
said that when the President made his
radio speech, he immediately got out of
wheat. It developed, however, that he
at once went into cotton and lard. His
explanation was that he thought the
President was only talking about wheat
and was only condemning speculation in
that particular commodity. He seemed
not to realize that cotton and lard and
other products were also “commodities.”

The President’s reaction to General
Graham’s explanation was typical. De-
spite his earlier castigation of those who
trafficked in commodities, he said that
General Graham had not violated any
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law. Probably that is true. This is the
same reaction which the President
voiced when recent revelations were
made regarding the RFC transactions of
White House cronies,

The professional gualifications of Gen-
eral Graham may be of the highest. I
am completely without knowledge re-
garding that subject. There might be a
question raised whether anyone who is
designated to hold the rank of major
general in any branch of the service
ought to know what a commodity is.

Certainly it seems in order to request
that the Armed Services Committee of
the other body conduct a proper hearing,
at which this aspirant for another star
be invited to appear to justify this pro-
motion. Other officers and enlisted men
in the armed services on duty both in
}his country and overseas will expect no
€ss,

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr, MEADER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 20
minutes today, following the legislative
program and the conclusion of special
orders heretofore entered.

Mr. GROSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 4 min-
utes today, following the legislative pro-
gram and the conclusion of special
orders heretofore entered.

TRANSFER OF SPECIAL ORDER
Mr. REES of Kansas asked and was

given permission to have his special
order of today follow that of the gentle-

woman from New York [Mrs. ST
GEORGE].
RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE CORPORA-

TION

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. Speaker, I am to-
day introducing a bill providing for the
liguidation of the Reconstruction Fi-
nance Corporation by June 30, 1951, and
the winding up of its cffairs. I hope ac-
tion may be taken promptly as I, like
many others, believe it has outlived its
usefulness,

THE FOREIGN SERVICE

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and revise and extend my
remarks. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr, BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
I called the attention of the Members of
the House of Representatives to the fact
that Dean Acheson, Secretary of State,
was expected to release a directive to-
morrow, Friday, March 16, which, in my
opinion, would be most devastating to
the morale of members of our Foreign
Service. My remarks on the subject may
be found on page 2436 of the CoNGRES-
sIoNAL REcorp of March 14.
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In carefully reading the debates in the
House and Senate, and particularly the
hearings before the Committee on For-
eign Affairs of the House of Representa-
tives on H. R. 3559, Eighty-first session,
which eventually became Public Law 73,
I do not believe in fairness to the testi-
mony that Dean Acheson has a right to
bring about an amalgamation of the
State Department and the Foreign Serv-
ice without first submitting the plan to
the Congress.

The men in the State Department who
have been pushing this amalgamation
very strenuously have taken the attitude
that Public Law 73 gives them the au-
thority to put this integration into ef-
fect without submitting it to the Con-
gress. The provision under which they
proposed to bypass the Congress is what
I termed in my remarks of yesterday as a
“sneaker,”

Let me read you the testimony which
Mr. John Peurifoy gave before the House
Committee on Foreign Affairs on April
27, 1949 in connection with H, R. 3559,
which became Public Law 73:

Mrs. DoucLas. You have two separate peo-
ple who work overseas; one under civil serv=
ice and one——

Mr. PeEUrRIFOY. No. Almost all overseas are
Foreign Service. In Washington you have
two sets,

Mrs. DoucLas. I see. So the amalgamation
would take place here?

Mr. PEURIFOY. That is correct. On point
2, which Mr. Vorys talked about—the so-
called amalagamation of the two into one
service—but I am not sure that is the right
thing to do. I do not propose to move into
this by a stroke of a pen. We propose to
establish a small group of people as a com-
mittee to take a look at it. I am very much
interested in seeing that the career principle
is protected.

If we blanket in the State Department em-
ployees, I want to know what employees are
going to go into the Foreign Affairs Service,
and how would they get in? Those are ques-
tions that have to be answered. I do not
have the answers, I think this is a process
that will take 3 or 4 or 5 years.

There is another factor. I think the other
agencies in Washington, and the Civil Serv-
ice Commission, probably would object very
much to establishing the State Department
as a separate agency operating under a spe-
cial legislation which may give its employees
higher salaries or allowances when they serve
abroad.
thing to do, but the Hoover Commission did
make that recommendation. This is a long--
range matter, this so-called amalgamation,
and it cannot be done abruptly, overnight.

It was not brought out yesterday as the
Secretary did not get to mention this, but I
can tell you, sir, the Secretary agrees with
every word I just said. This cannot be done
until it has been thoroughly explored, and
it is a long-range thing.

Mr, Merrow. Would this piece of legisla-
tion carry the power to effect that?

Mr. Peuriroy. No, sir, I would have to
come to Congress and ask for authorization to
do that.”

Mr. Speaker, that is the testimony of
Mr. John E. Peurifoy, who was then As-
sistant Secretary of State for Adminis-
tration, and a man who is probably more
responsible than anyone else for drawing
the chart to bring about the amalgama-
tion—or perhaps I should moie properly
say—the emasculation of the Foreign
Service,

I am not sure at all it is the right .
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Yesterday, and again today, I attempt-
ed to obtain permission to appear before
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, of
which the gentleman from West Virginia
[Mr. Keg] is chairman, and the subcom-~
mittee of the Department of State, of
which the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. CHATHAM] is chairman, in
c-der to apprise them of what has been
taking place. Unfortunately, both of
these men were out of town. Confrontad
with the situation of not being able to
obtain a hearing on such short notice, I
sent the following telegrem to Dean
Acheson, Secretary of State, and to Col.
Carlisle Humelsine, Deputy Under Sec-
retary of State:

Respectfully request you withhold lssu-
ance of amalgamation State Department and
Foreign Service personnel directive proposed
for release March 16 until congressional
committees have opportunity to study ef=-
fects. Please advise,

I was very gratified to receive a tele-
gram from Colonel Humelsine which I
interpret to mean that the directive to
bring about the so-called amalgamation
will be withheld until Congress can pass
on the merits of the program. Colonel
Humelsine's message as follows:

In reply to your telegrams to Secretary and
me. As I advised you in previous conver-
sation, Department does not and never did
have any intention of releasing any material
on personnel subject until consultation held
with appropriate committees of House and
Senate.

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as all plans
on reorganization are submitted to the
Committees on Expenditures in the Ex-
ecutive Departments, it is my interpre-
tation and understanding that this plan
of reorganization of the State Depart-
ment and our Foreign Service will be
submitted to the Committees on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Depart-
ments in both Houses of Congress. I
shall ask the chairman of these com-
mittees to permit me to testify at the
hearings as a witness.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Illinois has expired.

AIR FORCE CADETS

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL Mr.
Speaker, unless the Air Force lowers its
requirements of 2 years of college for an
air cadet, we are going to create a caste
system in the Armed Forces which will
be a serious thing as it affects our na-
tional defense. We will also jeopardize
the building up of the greatest Air Force
the world has ever seen.

During World War II I fought to see
that the bars were let down so that tlL.ou-
sands of young men who did not have
the money to go to college would be able
to become air cadets and fighter pilots.
There is no reason why, if a young man
possess alertness, intelligence, and
vigilance and a quick, keen eye that he

~cannot become an Air Force cadet.
There is no reason in the world why the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

bars shoula be up so that the great ma-
jority of young men who aspire to be Air
Force pilots cannot qualify. I think the
bars should be let down immediately.

Why deprive any young American of
realizing his fondest dream, that of being
a fighter pilot and serving his eountry in
the way he most prefers, just because he
does not have a higher education out of
books?

Therefors, I insist upon immediate
consideration of H. R. 1717, directing the
Secretary of Defense to accept candi-
dates for training as aviation cadets
regardless of whether or not they possess
college credits.

The SPEAEER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

THE KCREAN WAR

Mr. HARVEY. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Indiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. HARVEY. Mr. Speaker, during
the past several months we have been
receiving many discouraging reports
from the Korean war. I have a state-
ment here which is part of a letter I re-
ceived from a young man who is a trans-
Pacific flier, and as such is in very close
touch with the situation in the Far East,
He is a very trusted friend of mine, and
for that reason I am not going to give
his name. He says:

Looks as if all my trips for a while will be
to the Far East. Went as far as Singapore
this last trip. Things look better in Asia now
than they have in the past 2 years. The
Chinese are very much surprised that a
small handful of poorly trained Americans

have kicked the life cut of the best field
army that China had.

TAFT SAYS IRELAND PROFITING BY THE
AMERICAN AID PROGRAM

Mr, HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
want to read a bulletin which came over
the wire just a few minutes ago. I have
no unfavorable comment about it, but
with the approach of St. Patrick's Day I
thought the Members might be inter-
ested. It states:

NEw Yorx.—William H, Taft, of Ohio, flew
home today from Ireland, where he is an
ECA staff member and said the American
aid is boosting the Irish standard of
living. Taft arrived at LaGuardia Airport
en route to Chicago where he will make a
St. Patrick's Day speech before the Irish Fel-
lowship Club.

I thought you also might like to know
that he is the son of a very prominent
Ohio member of the other branch of
Congress.

DEFENSE HOUSING

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent to address the House for

1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks,

MARCH 15

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois? _

There was no objection.

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, in my judg-
ment, the two most vital defense projects
under way in the United Statss today
are located at Savannah River, S.C., and
Paducah, Ky. There, with maximum
speed and the highest sense of urgency,
we are constructing new atomic energy
facilities necessary to prevent war and
essential to the preservation of the
United States and the free world. The
bill which the House declined to act on
yesterday, the Defense Housing Act, Mr.
Speaker, bears directly upon these two
atomic projects. What action we even-~
tually take in the House can determine
whether the Savannah River and Pa-
ducah construction effort will go forward
at top speed or whether it will lag be-
hind and falter to the peril of the United
States.

It will come as no surprise to the Mem-
bers of this House to hear me say that
the Soviet Union now possesses some
atomic bombs. The Soviet Union pos-
sesses atomic reactors. The Soviet Union
has plunged into the atomic energy busi-
ness with great resources and hard-driv-
ing determination. They mean to chal-
lenge our lead in the atomic energy field.
Nothing must be permitted to prevent us
from keeping that lead and increasing it.

This summer, 6,000 construction work-
ers will be needed at Savannah River,
and a year and a half later this numher
will increase to 36,000. At Paducah, Ky.,
the need for construction workers is even
more immediate—10,000 by the summer
of this year. You cannot build atomic
plants without many thousands of con-
struction personnel, and you cannot se-
cure the construction personnel unless
they are housed—unless they have a
place to live. It is here that the bill we
should have considered yesterday im-
pacts so directly and heavily upon na-

_tional defense.

Let me urge the membership of the
House to sét aside partisan politics and

.concentrate on our national security, I

hope the House will promptly reconsider
its unfortunate action of yesterday.

PROGRAM FOR WEEK OF MARCH 19

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute to ask the
distinguished majority leader as to the
program for next week,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusefts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Monday, the
Consent Calendar will be called, and I
understand there are 18 bills on the Con-
sent Calendar,

If a rule is reported out making in
order the 90-day extension of the Rent
Control Act that also will be ealled up on
Monday. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, MarTin] and I have agreed

' .that if there should be a roll call it will

go over until Tuesday. This, of course,
could only be done by unanimous con-
sent, but I imagine nobody will object;
nobody ever has; but should there be a
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roll call on it, although I know of no
desire on the part of anyone to have a
roll call, it will go over until Tuesday.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I un-
derstand this is simply a 90-day exten-
sion of the act in order that the Congress
may have a chance to study its renewal.

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman
is correct. If it does not come up on
Monday then it will come up some day
next week.

Tuesday: The Private Calendar will
be called on Tuesday. I understand
there are 46 bills on the Private Calen-
dar,

The Treasury-Post Office appropria=
tion bill will come up on Tuesday.

Wednesday and Thursday are unde-
termined.

Mr. VINSON. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
yield.

Mr. VINSON. I think it is in order to
make a statement with reference to the
draft bill, as all Members are deeply con-
cerned about it and wish to know when
it will be called up. The Armed Services
Committee will finish consideration of
that bill this afternoon. I will promptly
report it to the House and ask for a rule.
I am hoping the rule may be granted be-
fore we take the Easter recess and that
the bill will be made in order for con-
sideration on April 3. So I want to
assure the membership that there will
be no effort on the part of the Armed
Services Committee to present the hill
before April 3 for general debate.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Will
the gentleman inform the House as to
what his request will be for general de-
bate under the rule?

Mr, VINSON. I will consult with the
minority members of the committee.
Running through my own mind I would
say at least 3 days’ general debate. If
that is not enough we will ask for a
longer time.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. That
would mean we could not finish general
debate until Friday after we come back
and, therefore, we would start to read
the bill for amendment the following
week?

Mr. VINSON. I think the sensible
thing to do is to try to adopt the rule
before the Easter recess, then have it
understood that the rule will become
effective on April 3 with the chairman
calling the bill up.

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman
means try to have the Rules Committee
report out a rule, not for the House to
adopt the rule?

Mr. VINSON. I am hoping that the
House can adopt the rule before the
Easter recess.

Mr. MARTIN of Masschusetts. I
think that might be a little difficult, not
that there would be any opposition to
the consideration of the rule. I do be-
lieve it would be of great benefit if we
did not have that rule come up next
week.

Mr. VINSON. Ithink the membership
can understand that it will not be called
up for debate until after the recess.

Mr. McCORMACK. In line with this
colloquy which is very informative to the
House, I may say that of course the bill
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will not come up until after the Easter
recess, and that includes also the rule,
In other words, when the rule comes up
for consideration there will be continuity

_of debate if the rule is adopted.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I do
not think any great length of time will be
consumed in adopting the rule when we
come back because, after all, we know
we have to deal with the subject.

Mr. McCORMACK. Wednesday and
Thursday of next week is undetermined.
I have no knowledge of what length of
time will be agreed upon for general de-
bate for the Treasury-Post Office ap-
propriation bill; but assuming that either
Wednesday or Thursday or both of those
days are open I know of no legislation
that will come up on those days. Cer-
tainly I would not permit anything that
might be of a controversial nature to
come up. It is my opinion that after
disposition by the House of the rent
control extension bill and the Treasury-
Post Office appropriation bill there will
be no other legislation programed and
none considered except that which may
be screened by the leadership to come
up by the unanimous-consent procedure.
In other words, there will be no further
program.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
thank the gentleman and I sincerely
hope he will have a very nice celebration
in his district.

Mr. McCORMACK. 1 appreciate the
gentleman’s remarks. March 17, as we
all know, is a very important day. It is
St. Patrick’s birthday, a saint who has
wielded the greatest influence possible

for countless of centuries and will for-

countless of centuries on the mind and
spirit of human beings. The spiritual
influence that we all know which came
from him is tremendous, it is construc-
tive, and it is of great value, not only to
the generations of the past but to the
present generation and to future gen-
erations,

In connection with the celebration, it
is the one hundred and seventy-fifth
anniversary of the evacuation of Boston
by the British. Dorchester Heights,
whieh is located in my distriet, was forti-
fied by Washington and the Continental
Army. While that was a bloodless
battle, it was one of the most important
events of the Revolutionary War be-
cause it was the first time that the Con-
tinental forces up to that time had
obtained a victory over the British. It
electrified the people of the then 13
Colonies. It increased and strength-
ened their morale for resistance and is
considered by historians as one of the
most mportant events that happened
not only in the history of our own coun-
try, but in the history of all time.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, McCORMACK, The gentleman
coming from the South, and Dorchester
Heights being located in South Boston,
I know he will make a contribution that
will occupy a fitting place in the
RECORD.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi.
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Mr. RANKIN. One incident that at-
tracted the youths’ attention to the
17th of March, when I was a boy, was
when Bob Fitzsimmons knocked out Jim
Corbett, and became the world's
champion boxer on March 17, 1897.

Mr. McCORMACK. With all due re-
spect to the gentleman from Mississippi,
he overlooks other important events
that happened on that date. Three
other important events took place: One,
the birth of St. Patrick; second, the
evacuation of Boston by the British;
and, third, the late President Franklin
Delano Roosevelt and Mrs. Roosevelt
were married years ago on that date.

EXTENSION OF RENT CONTROL

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Rules may have until midnight
Saturday night to file a report in con-
nection with House Joint Resolution 196,
extension of rent control.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDER

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentlewoman from
New York [Mrs. St. GEORGE] is recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

HIGH COST OF LIVING

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr, Speaker, I
yield to the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Mrs, BoLTon].

Mrs, BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
behalf of the housewives in my district
and all the other housewives in the
country. Today is income-tax day—a
day that tries women'’s souls, We are not
complaining about paying our proper
share of the cost of government. We are
proud to be citizens of the United States
and to carry out the responsibilities that
go with citizenship.

But we are also wives and mothers,
and we have obligations to our families.
We must feed and clothe our children.
We must see that they receive medical
attention and good educations.. We must

. perform the scores of other duties that

are part of managing a household.
But today, Mr. Speaker, the women
of America are finding it more and more

" difficult to live up to their responsibilities

to their families. They are being
squeezed between inflation on one side
and taxes on the other. They are suffer-
ing and their children are suffering.
Many of the every-day necessities of life
have been priced beyond the reach of the
average housewife. Yes, I mean that
many mothers are unable to buy the
milk, the meat, the fresh vegetables, and
many other foods their children need.
That is because today’s dollar is a 50-
cent: dollar. It is half money and half
water. And everybody knows what water
will buy—plenty of nothing,

I often think back to the days follow-
ing World War I, when a housewife
knew that a dollar was worth a dollar.
In those days a housewife could almost
fill her larder with a $5 bill.

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?
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Mrs. BOLTON. I will be most happy
to yield to the gentlewoman from
Illinois,

Mrs. CHURCH. If I could have some
help to lift this basket on the table.

Mr. Speaker, I have a particular and
peculiar personal interest in the 1919
basket, so heavy that one woman could
not carry it home, with what a $5 bill
could buy. My interest is personal and
compelling now as then, because 1919
was the day and the date on which I
started housekeeping. Had we not been
able to buy that much for $5 there would
have been no new home and no house-
keeping.

May I just point out briefly what that
basket contains: A can of beans, a can
of peas, 5 pounds of flour, a pound of
butter, a pound of prunes, a dozen eggs,
a pound of coffee, a loaf of bread, 2
quarts of milk, a can of corn, 5 pounds

of potatoes, 2 pounds of sugar, and 3

pounds of steak.

Mrs. BOLTON. I thank the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Illinois for
this splendid contribution.

Mrs. HARDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs, BOLTON. I am most happy to
yield to the gentlewoman from Indiana,
who will also need a great deal of help
to lift her basket.

Mrs. HARDEN. Would the gentle-
woman care to see what a $5 bill would
buy 10 years later, in 1929?

Mrs. BOLTON. Indeed; yes.

Mrs. HARDEN, My basket contains
all of the items mentioned by the gentle-
woman from Illinois, and also includes
a pound of bacon and a box of gumdrops.
I shudder to think what this basket of
food would cost today.

Mrs, BOLTON. I do, indeed, thank
the gentlewoman from Indiana.

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, will the gentlewoman from
Ohio yield?

Mrs. BOLTON. Indeed; yes. I yield
with great pleasure to the gentlewoman
from Michigan, who is a good, strong,
husky gal who can lift her basket, the
biggest one of the lot.

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, by a strange coincidence I, too,
have brought a basket to the floor of the
House. It shows what the housewife
could have bought in 1939 for $5. It con-
tains all of the items that have hereto-
fore been mentioned plus three other
items: A head of lettuce, a pound of
green string beans, and a jar of peanut
butter. It is quite an array of groceries,
is it not? It makes my mouth water. I
am just as hungry as I can be right this
minute.

Mrs. BOLTON. We thank the gentle-
woman very much for this reminder of
happier days.

Mrs. ST, GEORGE. Mr, Speaker, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. BOLTON. With sorrow I yield
to the gentlewoman from New York.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I have absolutely
no trouble in carrying my basket. This
is what $5 in 1951 will purchase: I have
here one dozen eggs, 3 pounds of steak—

still have that—2 quarts of milk, and

pound of butter. If these prices go on,
this pound of butter will soon be a pound
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of oleomargarine, and I think some of
my colleagues know how I feel on that.

Today is income-tax day, a day that
the housewives of America observe by
carrying home these half-empty market
baskets.

We are not asking for anything ex-
traordinary. We do not expect platinum
minks or vacations in Miami, but we
would like to be able to feed our families
properly and wholesomely, as we did in
these days that we have gone back to so
briefly, and that we do look back to with
a certain amount of nostalgia.

Last October personal income taxes
went up on an average of 13 percent.
That was a pay cut. But the whole an-
swer of this administration to all these
higher prices and higher taxes is a pay
cut and yet another pay cut.

In the past year alone we had many
disguised pay cuts besides the one I have
just mentioned, and then we are told
that we have price control, yet the cost
of living has gone up 8 percent since
the start of the Korean war, We are
supposed again, I say, to have price con-
trol, yet Mr. DiSalle, the so-called Price
Stabilizer, says prices will go up another

* 6 percent by early summer,

One of my colleagues who was sitting
beside us when we brought in these
baskets said, “You had better hurry with
this program or prices will be up so far
that you will have to change that 1951
basket again;” and I think that is very
true.

The real tragedy is that the condition
I have described has been brought on
largely br the policies of the Truman
administration. This administration
has deliberately sponsored inflation. It
has refused to cut nonessential spending.
It has encouraged a huge expansion in
the volume of credit in the banking sys-
tem. This administration has been feed«
ing the fires of inflation while it has been
going through the motions of treating
the symptoms through so-called price
confrol.

We, the women of America, want our
market basket to look like the one of
1929 or 1939. Then we will go back to
a situation where we will be able to
take care of our families as they have
a right to be taken care of, and not have
this ridiculously great expense for this
small amount of high protein food.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. 1 yield to my
distinguished colleague.

Mr. HALLECEK. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend the gentlewoman from New York
and her four colleagues of the fair sex,
of whom we are most proud, for offering
this very graphic illustration of what
has been happening to the value of the
dollar. In my opinion, the preservation
of the value of the dollar is one of the
most important considerations before
the country at this time, Certainly
these illustrations should indicate to
anyone just what is happening to us. It
shows what is happening to the earn-
ings and savings of all the people who
have bought life insurance and who have

‘paid on social security' and who have

bought bonds, both Government bonds
and other bonds. It shows what is hap-
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pening to people whose investments and
savings are represented in dollar value.
Certainly this presentation should indi-
cate to all of us the absolute necessity of
doing everything we can to keep the
cost of Government within reasonable
bounds. )

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I thank the gen-
tleman for his contribution.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, will the
lady yield?

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I am happy to
yield to my colleague, the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. In response to the
statement of the distinguished gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. HaLLEck] I call
attention to the fact that nothing is
being done to check the inflation of the
currency. That is what is bringing about
this advance in prices. On January 1,
1919, we had $5,951,368,126 in circulation.
I am quoting the figures given in the
official records of the Treasury Depart-
ment. Today we have—or did have on
January 31, 1951—$27,480,000,000 in cir-
culation, of which $22,811,000,000 were
Federal Reserve notes. On January 1,
1919, we had only $2,630,000,000 of Fed-
eral Reserve notes out. There is where
inflation is taking place, or, I should say,
being promoted. The Federal Reserve
banks have inflated the amount of Fed-
eral Reserve notes in circulation by
i,gi:g:tt $20,000,000,000 since January 1,

It is time the Committee on Banking
and Currency got busy and brought in
a bill to stabilize the currency within
certain limits. If that is not done, this
country will probably be wrecked sooner
or later, as a result.

Prices in a free economy are governhed
by two things: The volume of the Na-
tion’s currency multiplied by the velocity
of its circulation.

Fixing prices, without stabilizing the
currency, will merely drive goods into
the black market and probably bring on
a financial catastrophe from which this
country might never recover.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. ST. GEORGE, I yield.

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
commend the gentlewoman and her col-
leagues for the very fine demonstration
that they have made. I would suggest
that the masculine Members of the
House give a demonstration of what is
happening to the price of clothing.

Mr. RANKIN. The men pay the bills,
I can assure the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I thank the gen-
tlewoman, and I want to thank her also
for letting us take this time ahead of
her, because I am afraid if we had waited
much longer some of this New Deal
milk might have curdled.

Mr. RANKIN, May I also congratu-
late you ladies for bringing this so forei-
bly before the Congress because it turns
the spotlight on the real trouble, and
that is the inflation of the currency
through the Federal Reserve System.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Again I thank
the gentleman, he has given us the real
reason why our $5 only purchases this
little basket of groceries, which I am so
easily swinging around on my arm.
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Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. 1 yield,

Mr. RHODES. In 1932, we can all re-
call that $5 would have purchased a hig
basketful of groceries, but then it was
very difficult for the people to get the $5.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. That is also true,
but may I point out, too, that under the
OPA $5 would purchase a big basketful
of groceries, but you could not purchase
them. You see there are two sides to
every question.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

EVACUATION DAY AT EOSTON

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr, PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, next Sat-
urday afternoon in South Boston there
will be enough Irishmen gathered, of
sterling American patriotism and per-

suasion, to fight and seitle almost any .

war. The occasion will be festive, but
the spirit animating the gathering will
be sincere and serious. Make no doubt
that these good Americans of Irish ex-
traction will have a very fine purpose
in mind. »

On March 17 the good Americans of
Boston will celebrate a dual holiday—the
one hundred and seventy-fifth anniver-
sary of the date the British evacuated
Boston and the birthday of the great
immortal Irish patriot and spiritual
leader, St. Patrick. It will be recognized,
therefore, that the day will be given to
patriotic and religious observances even
as men, women, and children of all ages
and all races join with their Irish breth-
ren in hailing the great St. Patrick and
commemorating the departure of the
British from Boston. I venture to state
that there is no place in the whole world
where noteworthy American patriotism
and honest religious fervor combine more
sincerely and lustily to acknowledge and
celebrate truly significant historic events.

The occasion affords us another op-
portunity to appraise our present cir-
cumstances in the world. The patriots
who drove the British from Boston
were believers in individual freedom just
as followers of St. Patrick are champions
of the independence and dignity of man.
Neither one of these groups ever com-
promised the ideals of democracy nor
were they ever willing to submit to the
lash of dictatorship and the tyranny of
the totalitarian way of life, These peo-
ple were not willing to put the burden of
defending the Nation upon 18-year-old
youths and they were unalteringly op-
posed to regimenting permanently their
educational, family, and social institu-
tions in order to provide for the common
defense.

We are told that things have changed.
But human nature has not changed and
the universal concept of freedom has
not changed. The urgency of protecting
our free way of life, they did so much
to shape, has not changed. We can
profit greatly by their example of devo-
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tion to fundamental truths. If we re-
capture the rectitude, the zeal, the stern
devotion of the New England Yankee to
genuine democratic principles, if we can
embrace the passionate loyalty of Irish-
men of all generations to the tenets of
human liberty, the integrity and safety
of the Nation will be guaranteed.

The Nation will act wisely in this crisis,
if it will but turn for guidance and direc-
tion to the ideals of St. Patrick and
the principles of the early American
founders.

March 17 is in truth a great day for
the Irish. It symbolizes the triumphs of
that great race over the forces of bar-
barism and ignorance and retrogression.
It commemorates the name of an unsel-
fish man, an unsurpassed spiritual lead-
er, who led a valiant people into the
ways of Christianity, progress, and peace.
It marks a striking vietory over sordid
materialism, the exaltation of the hu-
man spirit, and the liberation of the
human soul from the bondage of god-
lessness.

Take them together, the ideals of St.
Patrick and the principles of the early
patriots, follow them inflexibly in this
crisis, cling to them tenaciously, in the
time to come, hold fast to the truths
they illustrate, and we need have no
fear of Russia, totalitarianism, regimen-
tation, or dictatorship. If we but exert
th: will to embrace and follow these
precepts without equivocation and with-
out compromise, America will overcome
all obstacles, all threats to its freedom,
and all schemes against its security.

Let us rejoice in the great deliverer,
St. Patrick, whose birthday is synony-
mouz with one of the stirring events that
led to American independence. If we, of
this zeneration, catch his spirit and the
spirit of the early American patriots, we
will be inspired and strengthened to pre-
serve our great heritage of freedom.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MitcHELL). Under the previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mrs. RoGErs] is recognized
for 60 minutes.

THE NEW AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, in taking this time today to
address you on American foreign policy,
I am completely sensitive of the fact I
do not come hefore you as one who pro-
fesses to know all of the answers to the
important issues on which so much now
depends. The many years I have served
my country, however, together with the
years of my continuous service in Con-
gress, during the whole of which I have
been particularly interested in our rela-
tions with the rest of the world, appears
to warrant this expression -of my views.
As most of you know, I served on the
Foreign Affairs Committee for many
years.

A number of the great issues of Amer-
ican foreign policy have occurred dur-
ing the period of my association with
Congress. Many of the great decisions
have been made during this time. On
different occasions I have seen the United
States of America standing at the cross-
roads, trying to determine the right way
to go. Eevery time we have faced a great
decision of foreign policy, involving the
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future existence of our country, many
urged a certain path as the only way.
Others just as forcefully said that way
is wrong but this is the right road. Still
others, urged the Nation to follow their
advice and their recommendations. All
were sincere, wise, and loyal statesmen.,
In the end and as we now look back on
those great decisions, it appears that
America chose the right way. Certainly
this is evidence of the integrity, wisdom,
and courage of the Members of Congress
in times past, who had the responsibility
of charting the right course for the Na-
tion. Just as in those fateful times, I
believe this Congress will reach the right
conclusions regarding issues of the
moment, and will guide the destiny of
our country so well, that in the sunshine
of future peace, the Members who will
be here then, as well as the people they
represent, will approve our decisions and
respect our courage and statesmanship.

America was enjoying peace and
prosperity in the beautiful spring of 1913
when my husband and I came to Wash-
ington for the opening session of the
Sixty-third Congress. The Taft admin-
istration was just closing and the Wilson
administration just beginning, NoMem-
ber of the present United States Senate
was a Member of the Senate then, and
only five Miembers of the House, in this
Eighty-second Congress, were Members
at that time. They are in the order of
seniority, the distinguished chairman of
the Rules Committee, the distinguished
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, our distinguished Speaker who
has served in this high office longer than
any other American, the distinguished
chairman of the Interstate and Foreign
Commerce Committee and the distin-
guished dean of the delegation from the
State of Michigan. Washington was a
beautiful city in that early spring. No
world wars had taken place. There
were no temporary war buildings then
interfering with the wide vistas. Once
in a while, Members then had a little
time for horse-back riding or a game
of golf. It was both thrilling and a
high honor to be in Congress. I think
it still is.

Peaceful America, in a peaceful world
was not to be the way of destiny for long,
however. One quiet dawn in early July
of 1914, a little over a year later, the
German Kaiser, in his high pointed steel
helmet, astride his spirited horse rode
across the Belgium frontier. When the
German Army invaded Belgium that
eventful day, little did anyone in the
peaceful cities, villages, and farms of
America comprehend the full meaning *
and realize this was the beginning of
a challenge to their freedom which they
would have to gallantly meet 3 years
later. Little did the husky young men
of America, sense that in less than 3
years they would be storming the
trenches of that German Army in far
off France and Belgium. As one New
England Yankee said: “Why we don't
need tc worry about that war, it’s t'other
side of Portland.”

In 1917, the war came to America.
Our country had been vary patient with
Germany and tried every way to avoid
being involved, just as the peace-hope-
ful America of today is very patient with
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Communist Russia. In this connection
I respectfully reguest you to give very
close attention to the following lan-
guage:

Mr. Chairman, whatever the verdict of
history may be, I am satisfled that it will
acquit this Covernment and the American
people of the charge that they acted with
rashness or precipitation. As I review in
my own mind the dastardly career of this
enemy (Germany), in its relation with the
United States, I confess myself amaged at
the moderation and forbearance of the
United States. I doubt if there ever has
been in the history of the world a case
where so much patience has been exhibited
by one nation toward another.

The United States today is doing the in-
evitable thing. It 1s taking up arms against
the pirate and the desperado of nations
which is running amuck. It is because we
are lovers of peace that we are forced to
take this step. Only thus can an enduring
peace be achieved. Mr, Chairman, in enter-
ing upon this conflict we are fighting the
battle of democracy against autoeracy, of
liberty sgainst despotism, of freedom against
enslavement, of civilization against bar-
barism,

These words were spoken in the well
of this House on April 5, 1917, by my dis-
tincuished predecessor, the Honorable
John Jacob Rogers. They were care-
fully considered then and are as appli-
cable to the present crisis as they were
on that historic day 34 years ago. If he
were here, he would have said them
again. I am proud I have the honor to
say them for him.

We have been patient with Commu-
nist Russia, We are still willing to take
any honorable step that will evolve a
lasting peace. We here in America have
closed no doors. We have not con-
structed an iron curtain. But the rulers
in the Eremlin have. They have placed
so many obstacles in the path of peace
that we are reaching a point of fatigue
in hurdling over them. The hurdle race
is now over.

Then came Hitler and his Nazi con-
quest of Western Europe. Very few
Americans doubted the challenge to
their freedom when Hitler marched into
Austria and Poland. Many hoped
America would not be brought in and
urged against our being involved, but
Pearl Harbor ended those hopes.
America again chose the right road and
met the challenge and ground to defeat
those aggressors who were determined to
end the free way of life in the world.

Again I shall appreciate your atfen-
tion to the following language:

I love America, and I want America and

. &8l11 that America stands for to prevall. To
prevall we must strive against war and its
total devastation. To prevail we must bulld
our defenses so strong that we are not de-
pendent on any other country. To prevail
we must have faith and confidence in our
own defenses and in our own Government.
To prevall we must value freedom more than
things mortal. To prevall we must keep the
Stars and Stripes at the top of the mast.
To prevall we must march forward as a Na-
tion, united and unafraid.

The words you have just listened to
are mine. I said them in a speech on
the floor of this House in the early after-
noon of March 11, 1941. Hitler then was
at the peak of his march to conquer the
free world, just as Stalin is at his peak in
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his attempt to conquer and communize
the world today. These words of mine
were true then. They are just as true
this very afternoon.

‘KOREA

There is not anything to be gained at
this time by any mention of the blunders
of foreign policy which preceded the in-
vasion of EKorea last June. They are
well known. I have outlined them on
other occasions, I do believe the situa-
tion which led to the Communist inva-
sion of South Korea could have been pre-
vented. Korea is a tragedy. In smol-
dering ruins today, Korea represents a
bloody monumnent to blunder and
stupidity.

We are now commmitted in this no-
man’s land to the important job of se-
curing a satisfactory conclusion. Every
effort must be made to bring this about.
The United Nations must face realities.
It is impossible to win any conflict in
these times, unless the enemy’s sources
of supplies are destroyed. To deny this
military axiom or necessity, to the forces
of the United Nations is the same as
ordering them to march into the valley
of death. No army and no soldier
should be forced to fight with their
hands tied behind their back. I fully
comprehend there are important mat-
ters to consider in this preblem. The
fact is, however, thousands of lives hinge
on this decision. The lives of thousands
of American sgldiers and marines must
be given every pessible protection. Their
lives are not expendable. Their lives are
just as valuable as yours and mine. Al-
ready the refusal to permit the bombing
and destroying of the supply bases of
the enemy has cost heavily in American
casualties. This situation cannot con-
tinue, If it is the judgment of General
MacArthur and General Ridgway that
these bases must be destroyed, then they
should receive orders to proceed from
the United Nations. This is primarily
a military decision, not a political one.
Battles must not be lost and victories
dissipated by academic political argu-
ments, and the luxury of international
polities, 7,000 miles away. If this power
is not to be given by the United Nations,
then they are fully and completely re-
sponsible to find a better solution.

American soldiers and marines and
sailors and airmen have fought heroi-
cally and valiantly in Korea. I have
seen many of these men in the military
hospitals. I have talked with them and
intend to fight with all my energy, to
see that they are cared for adequately
and properly. I respect them and re-
spect their families for their spirit and
determination. Many of the men in
these hospitals today are there because
of a failure of a close coordination of
our foreign policy under the Department
of State with our military policy under
the Department of Defense.

In our military hospitals are many
men, the victims, not of enemy gunfire
but of subzero freezing weather. Twen-
ty-five and thirty degrees below zero is
severely cold weather, however, this
winter is not the first in Korea for these
subfreezing tempervatures. These win-
ters are conmon in Korea, These tem-
peratures occur every year. The re-
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sponsible officers in the Pentagon did
not know this, however, for th-re was
no subzero clothing and equipment for
our men in Korea, except that which
was collected together at the last minute
and sent over. Some of this was usable
and some was not, however at best it
was inadequate and insufficient. As a
result many of our men were frozen.
Because of this failure to have the proper
clothing for this severe freezing tem-
perature, they are losing their hands and
feet, their arms and legs. Some of them
are quadruple amputees. What a hor-
rible tragedy—a tragedy which need not
have occurred.

Those officers responsible in the Pen-
tagon had 5 months to prepare for this
severe winter after the Communist in-
vasion of Korea lacst June. They failed.
Eecause they failed, hundreds and hun-
dreds of men must finish out their lives
greatly handicapped. There are hun-
dreds and hundreds who did not survive
the bitter cold. Their lives already are
finished. In my long experience, ex-
tending through World Wars I and II,
I have never known a more tragic mal-
feasance of duty. The responsible offi-
cers certainly should be relieved and cer-
tainly they have conclusively shown
they are not qualified for any military
promotions to higher rank and more re-
sponsible duties. These perilous times
require alert, quick-thinking, quick-act-
ing*ofiicers, not any suffering from the
mental and physical sluggishness caused
by Pentagon fever.

At this time, I believe there should
he a careful reexamination of the ob-
jective of the United Nations in regard
to Eorea. It should be determined
whether this objective is of sufficient
merit and necessity to require the men,
equipment, and man-hours necessary
for its successful accomplishment.
Strong conclusions should be resolved to
support this decision. Men are hzgin-
ning to question why they are ordered to
risk their lives in Korea. Some of them
were told last week by General Ridgway,
that there was no geographical objective,
but that the purpose of his offensive was
to kill the most Communists at the least
cost. Is it possible that any intelligent
American soldier would have received
any satisfaction or inspiration from this
statement of objective? It seems to me,
the responsible officials in the United
Nations should define the objective in
Eorea, and those charged with conduct-
ing military operations should keep their
eyes on the targets. KEorea is no little
political game for the men involved. It
is total war for them. It is serious busi-
ness. Is this business necessary? If it
is, then it should be successfully con-
cluded as quickly as possible by bringing
to bear all of the might and power neces=
sary to destroy the enemy.

TUSE OF CHINESE NATIONALIST TROOPS TO

BUPPORT OPERATIONS IN EKOREA

Since the invasion of South Korea last
June by the Communist forces of North
Korea many prominent officials in the
United States and member countries of
the United Nations have recommended
the employmsent of the Chinese Nation-
alist armies, now stationed on the island
of Formosa, to support the operations of
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the troops of the United Nations engaged
in the Korean campaign. After the Chi-
nese Communist armies of Mao Tse-tung
came to the support of the North Ko-
rean Communists, unofficially as volun-
teers, many statesmen strongly urged
the use of the Chinese Nationalist forces.
As a result of this contention many citi-
zens of the United States, particularly
mothers and fathers of sons either in
Korea or eligible to go, were in agree-
ment. It is very understandable for all
of us to be-in favor of a course of action
which might relieve the strain, tension,
and responsibility of our own American
troops. Many of us held the view that
some member countries of the United
Nations did not contribute their full
share. Since Nationalist China was a
member of the United Nations, it ap-
peared reasonable and just to use tle
Chinese Nationalist troops under the
leadership of Chiang Kai-shek. This
was particularly a widely held conclu-
sion after the Chinese Communists came
into the war in Korea. The employment
of the Nationalist troops was even more
strongly urged after the United Nations
officially named Communist China an
aggressor in Korea.

Unfortunately the use of the Chinese
Nationalist armies involved some very
complicated problems. They were both
military and political. As usual there
were and still are emphatic differences
of opinion regarding the correct solu-
tion on the part of those officials hav-
ing the responsibility of making the de-
cisions. No specific decision actually
ever has been officially announced to-
gether with the analysis and reasons to
back it up by any responsible repre-
sentative or official of the United Na-
tions or any of the member countries,
including the United States. As a re-
sult the American people are confused
and eannot comprehend this situation,
I believe the mothers and fathers of our
country are entitled to some explana-
tion. I shall state my views in accord
with the best information I can ob-
tain.

THE MILITARY PROBLEM

If the Nationalist armies were to be
employed there is a question as to
whether they should be used on the
mainland of China in establishing a sec-~
ond front or used in Korea in direct
association with the forces of the United
Nations. If a second front were estab-
lished the Chinese Communist forces
under Mao Tse-tung, would be divided.
This would relieve the pressure on the
troops of the United Nations in Korea,
which, of course, would be beneficial.

In order to establish a second front,
however, the Chinese Nationalist armies
would reguire a large amount of mili-
tary equipment. This only could be sup-
plied by the United States. Also, the
Nationalist armies together with their
equipment would have to be transported
to the Chinese mainland, Again, this
could be accomplished only by the United
States Navy, together with the Marine
Corps. To do this would involve a large
amphibious operation. Such an amphib-
ious operation would be an act of ag-
gression against Communist China,
would constitute an act of war and could
very easily directly involve the United
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States in a state of war with Communist
China. This in turn probably would
cause Russia to come to the support of
Communist China. In this eventuality
world war III would be under way.
American power would be divided. This
is the trap in which the men in the
Kremlin would like to see the United
States caught. We must never let this
happen. In an all-out war with Com-
munist China many times the number
of American troops would be required
than are now engaged in Korea. Fur-
thermore, such a war would be foolish
and stupid because in a genuine sense
the Chinese people are friendly and want
to be on friendly terms with America,
Absolutely nothing could be gained for
America in such a contest. Many of our
troops would be lost. The gain, if any,
would be in favor of Communist Russia.
This we must not permit.

The use of Chinese Nationalist troops
in Korea in support of the forces of the
United Nations, also presents complica=
tions. Here again it would be necessary
to equip them and transport them from
the island of Formosa to Korea. After
they were there it would be extremely
difficult for the United Nations forces to
determine who was friend and who was
foe, since the Chinese Communist forces,
the enemy, and the Chinese Nationalist
forces, the friend, are after all Chinese,
and look somewhat alike. It would be
risky business, to know who to trust.
Furthermore, in view of the importance
of Formosa to the United States, perhaps
there is more to be gained from keeping
a large number of the Chinese National=
ist forces there, to defend it from an in-
vasion of the Chinese Communist armies
of Mao Tse-tung.

THE POLITICAL PROBLEM

As is the case generally, in an area of
tension the political considerations are
closely associated with the military sit-
uation. From the viewpoint of general
relations between China and America,
there is not anything to be gained from
permitting these relations to deterio-
rate. No step should be taken by our
country which would cause the Chinese
people to turn against us. True, Amer-
ica is opposed to the domination and
control of China by communism, par-
ticularly in view of the fact the Commu-

nist sweep across China was assisted and

directed by Russia. The Chinese Com-
munist leader, Mao Tse-tung, is sub-
ject to dictation from Moscow. The
proud Chinesc people unquestionably
resent this control. Unless there are
large compensations of benefit to the
Chinese people, coming from Russia, as
a result of this control or in order to
keep it, the Communist grip on China
may be broken on the rocks of economic
necessity, The Chinese people may rise
against communism and the Communist
leaders, even though this is difficult to
do, once communism with its brutal
methods has fastened its hold on a na-
tion,

There is no doubt that a great amount
of dissatisfaction exists in China. Com-
munism is not able to make good its
promises, These promises are of no
value to hungry people. As a result
communism no longer has the appeal to
the people it once enjoyed. In view
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of this fact it would be tragic folly for
the United States to commit an act
which the Chinese people would inter-
pret as unfriendly and intended to cause
harm. Such an act might very well be
involved in any effort on the part of the
United States to transport and estab-
lish the Chinese Nationalist Armies on
the mainland, It is argued that it does
not make any difference whether you
fight Chinese Communists in Korea or
on the mainland of China. There is a
difference, however., In Korea the Chi-
nese Communists are “volunteers.” They
are fighting in another country. On the
Chinese mainland the Chinese Commu-
nists would be fighting on their own
soil. Instead of committing any act
which might turn the Chinese people
against the United States, the policy of
America should be directed toward win-
ning the Chinese people away from com-
munism. Experts on China are confi-
dent this can be accomplished. Also,
it is not to be overlooked that if com-
munism is weakened in China, its ap-
peal in other countries of Asia may be
dissipated.

IN THE PATHWAY OF COMMUNISM THERE ARE

MANY THORNS

Based on an examination of the sit-
uation from a military and political
viewpoint there appear to be sound rea-

_sons for not employing the Chinese Na-

tionalist troops to support the opera®

‘tions of the United Nations forces in

Korea. Certainly, the United States
has not anything to gain from becom-
ing officially and directly involved in
a conflict with the Chinese Communist
armies. If this should occur on any
greater scale than it is in Eorea, on the
so-called volunteer basis, many more
American troops would be required.
This is unwise certainly at this time
and in view of the critical situation in
Europe and other areas. We must not
overlook the fact that communism is an
ideology and must be met on the psy-
chological as well as the military front.
The burden on the people of the United
States would be increased rather than
decreased by the employment of the
Chinese Nationalist armies. Also their
use would be, in the end a detriment
rather than a benefit to the United Na-
tions troops now fighting in Korea,
:I:HE CHALLENGE OF COMMUNISM

‘We have now reached the decision to
meet the challenge of Russian commu-
nism to the free world. Russian com-
munism is a strong enemy. This is the
enemy we saved from devastating de-
feat only a few years age. This enemy
is difficult because he works from within
to corrupt the minds and souls of men
and nations. His agents are in every
allied country trying to defeat us from
within. He is constantly trying to sab-
otage our ideals of government as well as
the Government itself. Through labor
disputes and strikes he is trying to upset
our industrial power. Through his
efforts in other areas of the world as well
as in every State in our country he is
trying to ruin our economic life and
cause a collapse of our system of private
enterprise, In meetings everywhere in
the world he is planning, organizing, and
working to be ready to strike at the
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proper time. Secret meetings are held
by Communist organizations in every
large city in America. Secret meetings
. are held right here in Washington almost
within the shadow of the Capitol.
America is divided into areas and dis-
tricts and each one of these is under the
jurisdiction of one of these organizations.
Already the seat of communism, the
Kremlin in Moscow, is actively engaged
in war with the free world. Korea, In-
dochina, Malaya, Tibet, Formosa, the
countries of the Middle East, Western
Germany and all of Europe are seriously
threatened. In fact, Russia is at war
with all of the non-Communist countries
of the United Nations. In every free
nation, Russia is boring from within, at-
tempting to upset their established form
of government. Every possible means
is being employed to force the nations of
the free world into economie collapse.
In this way the leaders of the Kremlin,
Stalin and company, hope to force the
free world to capitulate to communism
without the employment of a single Rus-
sian division or the firing of a single shot.
Just as the United States successfully
met the challenge of the Kaiser in World
War I, and Hitler in World War II, I am
confident our country will lead the way
in meeting the challenge of Communist
Russia. Every loyal American, both in
official life and in private enterprise is
e«in agreement that the menace of Russian
communism must be abolished. I be-
lieve this is the view of free people every-
where. We are determined as to our
objectives, We know we are in accord
and that these objectives must be suc-
cessfully accomplished. As long as Rus-
sian communism is allowed to flourish
and spread there can be no peace in the
world. Our constant hope and desire is
for a world at peace and we intend to
remove the obstacles standing in the
path of its achievement.

THE UNITED STATES HAS BEEN PATIENT

The United States and the rest of the
free world has been very patient with
Russia. We have stood by while Russia
has formulated plans to control the en-
tire world, through the spread of inter-
national communism working from with-
in nations. Already some of hese plans
have been executed. Assisted by disloyal
and traitorous citizens within countries,
Russia has absorbed control of over half
the world. We have stood by, while
Stalin has accomplished more with his
pen and its poison propaganda than
Hitler expected to accomplish with his
military might. We have stood by, while
Stalin and his politburo have forced
every possible strain on our economic
system, hoping they could cause it to
collapse. We have stood by, while cer-
tain leadership within our own Govern-
ment tacitly subscribed to the Com-
munist doectrine, and allowed this great
country of ours to disarm and cut our
military services to the point of national
disaster. How can these men stand be-
fore the American people now and re-
quest the support and confidence re-
quired of a unified Nation in a unified
task in a unified free world? Our people
have been patient. Our country has
been patient indezd, not only regarding
the march of communism over great na-
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tions and proud peoples, but also with its
penetration into our own Nation.

The standing by—be-patient policy,
which actually was no policy—has now
ended. Almost lulled into a disastrous
sleep, America has awakened at a late
hour. Time, precious time, now is so
precious. The great American eagle has
spread his mighty wings, stretched its
great talons, looked all about him and
has steeled his eye to the mighty chal-
lenge ahead. The free world again feels
its sinews strengthen, as America has de-
cided to take the leadership, in rolling
back communism from the enslaved
areas into the land of Russia. No longer
will the power and might and force of
America permit communism to capture,
absorb, and enslave nations just because
they are weak. No longer will the United
States of America and her allies in free-
dom permit communism to coexist with
freedom as a basis of government. A
world half slave and half free cannot
exist in this atomic age. The free world
is determined now to achieve peace, a
real peace, no longer threatened and up-
set by foolish, power-hungry Commu-
nists making pawns of great nations and
proud peoples. Our purpose now is to
establish in this world a company of
nations associated together in coopera-
tion, understanding, and peace, living in
freedom with rules of conduct estab-
lished of free people, by free people, and
for free people. It is God's will that
mankind shall be free, and through the
collective action of free men and women
over the whole earth, freedom will be
established.

COLLECTIVE OPERATION

Many times in recent months we have
heard those of faint heart and lacking in
courage state, with the emphasis of au-
thority, that collective operation between
nations is finished. In my opinion these
skeptics are wrong. Collective coopera-
tion on an international basis is just get-
ting started. The entire concept is
young, growing the first roots in the old
League of Nations and now maintaining
life in the United Nations. It is still im-
mature. Itis still growing, It is still to
flower. As time passes the forces of sci-
ence, economics, and the human spirit
will bring the nations of the world closer
together. Collective operation will then
begin to mature, Tha objective of real
peace cannot be secured in any other
way. It is then and only then that the
dormant talents of a free world may
develop a magnificence of being, far su-
perior to the life we struggle with in
these times. The step we are now tak-
ing as a nation may well be the most
significant event in our constantly un-
folding foreign policy. It may well be
that those of us here now ars making the
most significant decisions of any Amer-
icans in any time. It is a responsibility
carried in the heart as well as in the
mind. Our task weighs heavily, affects
us all, and is quietly sobering. It com-
mands our honesty, and our devotion to
our country,

THE NEW FOREIGN POLICY

There is little disagreement regarding
this new decision of foreign policy. All
over the country people are anxiouc for
a lasting peace and are ready to meet the
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challenge of communism to obtain this
peace. This positive decision is ap-
plauded not only by the whole of Amer-
ica, not only by the whole free world, but
also by the nations in slavery chained to
Communist Russia. These pecple now
have hopes these terribly heavy chains
will be broken. These p2ople also want
something different from what they are
burdened with. They want peace too.
Although there is but little difference of
opinion regarding the basic principle of
our new foreign policy, there is a healthy
difference of viewpoint particularly here
in our own country, relating to the right
method of operation in order to success-
fully accomplish its desired objective of
permanent peace. This difference could
be disastrous. If the wrong method is
followed we might fail. If too much
time is consumed in reaching a decision
we can fail even though we finally make
the right decision. Time is precious.
Our chance of success short of war, or if
war should oceur, depends now on how
fast we can move, how fast our allies can
get ready and how fast and completely
we can work and cooperate together.
Free civilization cannot afford the luxury
of an extended great debate. We must
act if the dangers of war and defeat,
one or both, are to be averted. In times
of national emergency decisions must be
made quickly. Indecision reaps defeat.

The United States is a large country
with widely separated interests and ac-
tivities. Extending from one great ocean
to the other, life along the Aflantic
coastline is somewhat different from life
on the Pacific side, while both areas are
different from the life in the great Mid-
dle and Southern States. It is quite
understandable then, that there should
be an honest difference of opinion as to
the method we should employ to ac-
complish our ohjectives of foreign policy.
In order to comprehend this difference, I
think it is important to consider this
problem from the widely held concept
that America is secure from any attack
by an enemy.

THE CONCEPT OF SECURITY FROM ATTACK

Here in America we have been very
fortunate in not having experienced a
concentrated attack by an enemy under
modern conditions of warfare. The last
time an enemy soldier stepped on Ameri-
can soil was during the War of 1812, al-
most 140 years ago. Since this time, the
American people have felt secure in our
great island continent. The wide oceans,
completely controlled by British and
American seapower, provided security for
the United States and the Western Hem-
isphere for over 100 years.

This period ended with the close of the
last war. The development of inter-
continental aviation, very largely has
erased the security provided by the great
cceans. We are no longer secure from an
enemy attack. The wide oceans have
been nairowed down to less than 10
hours. Regardless of this fact however,
there exists in the minds of many a he-
lief, based perhaps on hope, that this
great country is still secure from enemy
attack, This is due largely to the fact
most of the populasion living today was
born and matured during the golden era
of complete security. It is difiicult for us
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to comprehend the great realities of
scientific advancement. It is difficult for
us to comprehend how an enemy can
leave his country in an airplane and
within the short time of hours be across
the great ocean, bombing and devastat-
ing our own country. Even today, in
spite of this reality, there are many
Americans who believe that no enemy
or combination of enemies could suc-
cessfully attack the mainland of the
United States. Unfortunately these peo-
ple are living and thinking in the days
prior to World War II. These are the
d.ys prior to the intercontinental bomb-
er. With the perfection of the high-al-
titude, long-distance airplane, no coun-
try in the world is safe from an air at-
tack because of its geographic position.

There is not one single acre of Ameri-
can territory that cannot be reached by
an enemy bomber, providing that
bomber is able to get through the Ameri-
can defenses. Only a few days ago, we
were told by the Chief of Staff of the
United States Air Force, Gen. Hoyt-Van-
denberg, that in case of an enemy attack
on the United States, at least 70 percent
of the enemy’s hombers would be suc-
cessful in getting through our defenses,
in spite of our radar screen, antiaireraft
guns, interceptor planes, and the great
fighting skill of our fighter pilots. This
is shocking news. Think of it, seventy
out of every one hundred planes of an
enemy attack would get through to dev-
astate our cities and our people. This
is a very sobering hour. If requires hard
accurate thinking,

With this fact in mind, it is important
for us to give our attention now to the
atomic bomb and the hydrogen bomb,
Since Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the peo-
ple of America have felt a kind of ner-
vous security, in the belief that only
America possesseg these most devastat-
ing weapons ever developed. But even
this security now has diminished in the
winds over the Siberian wastelands. We
know that today, Russia possesses the
atomic bomb and is manufacturing
atomic explosives. The American peo-
ple, however, still clinging to this hope
of security from enemy attack, has been
taking refuge in the fact that, oh well,
even so, we here in America possess a
great stockpile of atomic bombs and
weapons. Russia is behind us in atomic
development, security hoping Americans
say, and Russia can never catch up to
America in view of our great industrial
power.

This is a dangerous and frightful fal-
lacy. It is true American industrial
power is far superior to industrial opera-
tions in Russia, but this fact does not
preclude the fact that Russia also might
have a stockpile of atomic weapons.
One of the cardinal principles of war-
fare is never to underestimate the capa-
bilities of the enemy. To do so can only
end in disaster.

In view of modern developments of
warfare it appears now that America is
no longer secure from an enemy attack.
Although the hour is late, it is extremely
important we fully realize this fact from
a military viewpoint and as a matured
Nation. We cannot just sit back and
view the situation as hopeless. We
must act. We must make decisions,
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We must keep alert to every situation.
‘We must cooperate and work together as
never before. Truly, we must be one
for all and all for one.

This difference of viewpoint as to the
method of operation to accomplish our
objectives is indeed understandable,
The lateness of the hour, however, calls
for a decision. There is distinguished
leadership on both sides. Concerning
this question, I believe everyone is mo-
tivated by high ideals, patriotism, and
a deep desire to recommend a course
they consider best for the country to fol-
low. These men are too broad, too un-
selfish, too brilliant to allow personal
factors to dominate. Certainly in the
consideration of an issue as important
as this one is to our country, to the cause
of freedom and to the generations fol-
lowing, no one worthy of leadership
could permit political ambitions to be a
factor involved in conecluding the right
decision. Statesmanship operates above
the level of politics.

THE GENERAL QUESTION INVOLVED IN SENDING
AMERICAN TROOPS TO EUROFE

This honest difference of method is
focused on the general question of
whether or not the United States should
send troops to Europe for the purpose
of holding Western Europe from pass-
ing into the hands of Communist Rus-
sia. This general subject has been di-
vided into several issues which have
been discussed in Nation-wide addresses
to the American people by some of our
most distinguished statesmen. Also,
these issues have been considered very
carefully in recent hearings before joint
meetings of the Senate Committees on
Foreign Relations and Armed Services.
Sitting jointly, these committees con-
cluded in a close decision to permit the
President to send four divisions of
troops to Europe, which was agreed to
previously, but decided the President
should come to the Senate or Congress
for permission to send any more. These
committees have decided to limit the
power of the President regarding the
ordering of troops. I do not believe
the Senate or the Congress has the
power to enforce this limitation.

As this question has come to the

House for consideration, it is time to
sum up and see just where we stand.
These issues are most important., They
reach every home and every individual
in America. As they are decided so
will be the future of the Nation and
the future of civilization, They are as
follows:
* The first issue: Shall the United
States send troops to Europe without
any limitation? In answer to this ques-
tion a distinguished group of American
statesmen, including Members of the
Senate and I presume Members of the
House, headed by former President
Hoover, strongly say ‘‘No.” Another
distinguished group of American states-
men, including Governor Dewey, Gen=-
eral Eisenhower, Members of the Sen-
ate and, I presume Members of the
House, answer an unqualified “Yes.”

My conclusion regarding this issue is
this, and I respectfully request you to
follow. me closely.. I believe American
military forces should be sent any place
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in the world where the Joint Chiefs of
Staff have concluded, in accord with
their plans, such a place is the best area
for the United States of America to meet
the enemy in force for our own defense.

The limitation, if any, should be
measured by the number of trocops nec-
essary to be kept at home, in accord
with plans, for defense against attack
emergencies. This limitation should
be completely a subject of judgment for
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. It is their
responsibility under the Commander in
Chief.

Many years are necessary to develop
a first-class military officer. We pro-
vide the finest training in the world.
By the time our officers reach top rank
and occupy high-level policy-making
positions, they are better qualified than
any other officials of Government to
make important military decisions.
They are professional men. They are
not politicians. They are trained to
the job and sworn to the responsibility
of protecting the country. They are
worthy of our trust:

Along with strategy the crux of this
issue is just where do you want the bat-
tleground. Remember this—devasta-
tion follows the area of battle. In order
to win battles and victories there can be
no limitation of troops, materials or
equipment, except the limitation of the
Nation’s resources. In this war, if it
should came and I hope it never will,
where do you want the battleground?
In Europe? Do you want it on the pre-
cious soil of the United States of Amer-
ica? Do you want to withdraw from
Europe and wait until the enemy is ready
to devastate our great cities? Remem-
ber the Chief of Staff of the Air Force,
has informed us that out of every 100
enemy bombers attacking our country,
70 of them would get through. I think
those 70 could do very serious damage,
Seventy percent is a high average con=-
sidering modern warfare. I know the
officers of the Air Force have been doing
some hard headed thinking on how that
percentage can be reduced or eliminated.
They believe that it is necessary for the
Air Force to have many air bases in
Europe and other places, strategically
located, so that if the enemy should con-
sider attacking America, he would know
he would receive a blow 100 times greater
than the one he would give. In this case
the enemy might conclude it was wiser
not to attack. Perhaps that 70 percent
can be eliminated after all. But it can
not be by just sitting down here at home
and waiting. We must act or we will be
acted against.

Where do you want this battleground,
I ask? Where? Do you want it in Eu-
rope? Or do you prefer the picturesque
rolling countryside of Chio—or the fer-
tile sweeps of the corn and wheat lands
of Nebraska—or the rich green San Fer-
nando Valley of California? Where do
you want the battle to take place? This
is the burning question. I think your
conclusion must be the same as mine and
that is to keep it as far away from our
homeland and our homes as is possible.
If this government makes the fatal mis-
take of interfering with military plans
to the extent of placing a specific limi-
tation on the use of our military forces



2508

abroad, it is quite possible to experience
disaster and find ourselves fighting on
these battlefields here in our homeland.
My answer to this question is therefore—
no limitation.

The second issue: Does the President
of the United States have the power to
send our troops to Europe or any other
country during a time of cold hostility
in preparation for a possible outbreak
of hot hostilities or actual combat war-
fare, without the express consent or ap-
proval of the Congress?

To this question the group headed by
former President Hoover strongly say
“No’’; while the group including Gover-
nor Dewey and General Eisenhower
holds the Fresident of the United States
as Commander in Chief, has the power
now, and in times past has exercised this
power.

Personally, I agree with this latter con-
clusion. There is no language in the
Constitution limiting the power of the
President acting as Commander in Chief,
to order American military forces, any-
where ir the world, to combat the enemy
in the defense of the United States. It
has been argued that the Constitution
denies this power in peacetime for tech-
n:cally speaking there is no enemy of the
country in time of peace. This view seems
to have a basis for consideration, for cer-
tainly if the country is at peace there is
no necessity for the Congress to raice _a.nd
support military forces of the proportions
required in times of hostilities and there
is no need to send troops abroad for com-
bat duties. This view does not apply in
the present situation however, because
the country is not at peace. In fact, it is
being threatened by a cold, calculating,
devilish enemy. It is true there has been
no declaration of war. War dces not
commence in this way any more. A for-
mal declaration of war is an obsolete act.
In these times you do net tell your enemy
you are going to engage him in war be-
fore you strike. To do so in this atomic
age would be an invitation to disaster,
In order to survive we must proceed in
the only possible way. In these perilous
times when there is a breakdown in the
relation of nations, there is a pericd of
cold hostilities during which hot warfare
can break out at any moment. We are
now in a period of cold hostilities with
Communist Russia which can flame into
a hot war in an instant. We are not at
peace with Russia. Quasi-war already
exists. We must prepare for any even=-
tuality. Laws relating to peaceful rela-
tionships therefore are not applicable,
In view of these conditions I confidently
believe the President of the United States,
as Commander in Chief has the power
and the right to order troops to Europe
without the consent of Congress. In
fact, I believe the Commander in Chief
has a duty to defend the United States
against enemies anywhere in the world,
not just on American territory. Cer-
tainly there is an element of judgment
involved, however, I believe the judgment
of the Nation's mili*tary leadership is
sound and worthy of trust and con-
fidence. In order to perform a duty one
must be both able and in a position to
perform.

The third issue: Does the ordering of
American military forces by the Presi-
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dent to a foreign country constitute an
act, based upon a prior concluded agree-
ment, between the United States and the
sa.d foreign country, of sufficient for-
mality and significance, so as to be con-
sidered and interpreted as a treaty and
therefore subject to the review and ap-
proval of the United States Senate as
required by the Constitution?

Regarding this question the group
headed by former President Hoover is
of the opinion that this action on the
part of the Chief Executive does repre-
sent an agreement of sufficient formality
to constitute a treaty and, therefore, most
definitely should be subject to the review
and approval of the United States Senate.
On the other hand, the group of Gover-
nor Dawey and General Eisenhower holds
the view that such an agreement does
not have the proportions of a formal
treaty and, therefore, is not subject to
the approval of the Senate.

In my opinion there is not the time
in modern warfare for the luxury of
minute consideration of the operational
details of military plans of allied na-
tions cooperating and working together
in their common defense. A formal
treaty deals with respective rights and
duties over a specified period of time.
Military plans and military operations
are too uncertain to be the subject of a
sreaty in lhese times. Military situa-
tions and requirements change so rap-
idly it is most unwise to fry to harness
them to an inflexible agreement such as
a treaty having the force of law. Mili-
tary operations must be flexible at all
times. Any agreements made in rela-
tion to these operations between coun-
tries must be of such a loose nature they
can be changed momentarily to meet
any emergency. It appears to me quite
obvious, therefore, that agreements made
with other countries regarding the move-
ments of our respective troops and mili-
tary forces do not constitute treaties and,
therefore, are not subject to the approval
or ratification of the United States
Senate,

The fourth issue: Should Congress
enact legislation expressly giving the
President the power to order American
military forces abroad?

Former President Hoover’'s group is
emphatic in holding that the President
does nof have the power to send Ameri-
can military forces abroad, and that in
order for the President to do this he must
come to Congress for specific legislation
expressly granting him this power. The
view of the group of Governor Dewey and
General Eisenhower and associates is
that the President already has this power
and consequently such legislation is un-
necessary and superfluous. They are of
the opinion such legislation by Congress
would greatly complicate American mili-
tary action,

There is no question at all in my mind
that such legislation is completely un-
necessary. The power to raise and sup-
port troops provided Congress with cer-
tain control. In my opinion this power
does not extend to control over the or-
dering of military forces. The ordering
of the military forces I believe is a duty
of the Commander in Chief. Congress
must not complicate military operations.
I do believe., however, there is much to
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be gained in respect, from our allies as
well as a strengthening of confidence
among the people here at home, from
cooperation between the President and
the leaders of Congress in regard to these
tremendously important national and in-
ternational issues. It is very true our
free democratic system of government
is government by politics but for my part
1 fail to see any room for politics in war
and in the destiny of our fighting forces.
For the advantages of unity and har-
mony I do think the President could con-
sult with the leaders of Congress and
keep them informed.

The fifth issue: Should Congress enact
legislation expressly limiting the power
of the President to send American mili-
tary forces abroad to Europe or to any
cther country?

In answer to this question the group
of President Hoover and associates
strongly faver the enactment of such
legislation. They believe the elected
representatives of the people in Congress
should be the ones to say whether or not
American troops are to be ordered to for-
eign soil. In regard to this issue the
group of Governor Dewey and General
Eisenhower is emphatic in their answer
that any limitation legislation might well
be an invitation to disaster. Further-
more, our allies would fail to understand
its whole purpose and would consider it
from the viewpoint that we did not trust
them. Cooperation cannot be encour-
aged in this way.

In regard to this issue, I shall make it
clear in the beginning, I firmly believe
in civilian control of the military, in
accord with our constitutional system of
government. Civilian control means just
what it states, control by the people. 1
do not believe, however, that this civilian
control extends to how, when, or where
our fighting forces are to be ‘deployed.
This seems to me to be a decision for our
military commanders. They are the best
qualified to make the right decisions. If
the Congress should enact restrictive or
limitating legislation regarding the
number of our fighting forces to be used
in Europe, I believe such action would
destroy allied morale and cooperation, It
would seriously threaten our military
leadership. It would act as a stimulant
to Stalin & Co. to move in immediately
while the moving was easy, to take over
all of Europe.

At this moment, T remind you that the
greatest single military operation in all
history was the Normandy invasion in
the thrilling dawn of a June morning in
1944, More troops, more ships, more air-
planes, more equipment, more planning
than ever before. made up this gigantic
undertaking. Why was this necessary?
Why, I say? I will tell you why. Be-
cause to win the war and crack Hitler's
mighty military machine we had to gain
& foothold in Western Europe. Today at
this very hour, with our allies we have
military control of Western Europe. We
have more than a foothold. We have
whole countries, friendly and trusted on
our side, Let us not lose them with any
foolish legislation.

These are the five issues in relation to
this general question as to whether or
not the United States should send troops
to Europe. There are other closelv re-
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lated matters which must be decided.
In my opinion, however, these five issues
are of primary importance and should
be settled immediately.

The whole national effort this new
foreien policy requires to defeat the
march of communism across the face of
the earth is staggering. Its effect on the
American people cuts deeply into my
heart and soul. The economic upheaval,
the increased cost of living, higher prices,
higher taxes, searcity of necessities and
all of the added little rules of incon-
venience make up a heavy load to carry.
The interruption of peacetime activities,
of education, of planning for the future,
is difficult. The breaking up of homes is
a great sacrifice. To be burdened with
another war at this time, when everyone
is just beginning to recover from the
last one, seems more than this generation
should be required to shoulder., It is
unthinkable that this generation should
have to suffer casualties of another war
and all of the tragedies that flow from
the science of destruction. Itis unthink-
able that our entire national effort must
be concentrated on the methods and ma-
chines of destroying mankind rather
than on the construction and develop-
ment of a finer, more abundant civiliza-
tion. I hate war. I have experienced
so much of it and its horrors. Its trage-
dies chill me to the bone. If there is
any way to avoid it I am very certain
every Member of Congress and every offi-
cial of Government would spend their
entire strength and energy to find that
way. As Americans, however, we have
a priceless possession. We have a great
country—a wonderful land and a free
life. This is ours during our time and
it is our solemn duty and inescapable
duty to pass it on to the generation
which follows. They must do the same

. if this priceless possession is to survive.
We have no choice. Regardless of the
cost to each of us we are cerfain of one
fact, one responsibility, one duty. We
will protect our country and our freedom
from all enemies, from those within our
country enjoying its rights and priv=-
ileges at a time when they are attempt-
ing to destroy them, and from those out-
side, wherever they may be, seeking to
destroy this land and this life, created by
God.

FORMOSA—VALUE TO THE UNITED STATES

In a sense the value to America and
the free world of the island of Formosa,
off the coast of China is similar to the
value of Western Europe to the whole
Atlantic-Mediterranean community,
This value is primarily military in na-
ture. General MacArthur and other
American military experts are of the
opinion Formosa would be of great im-
portance to the United States in case
Communist Russia should decide to at-
tack. In enemy hands Formosa would
be of value as a great supply and air base
and would be of tremendous value in in-
terfering with allied plans and opera-
tions.

Some years prior to World War II, our
military experts recommended the forti-
fication of Guam. Japan opposed such
action on the grounds it actually
amounted to pointing a gun as a warn-
ing or as a threat to the Japanese on the
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part of the United States. As most of
you know the legislation for the fortifi-
cation of Guam was defeated. I voted
in favor of fortification regardless of the
protestations of Japan. After Pearl Har-
bor occurred, if Guam had been forti-
fied, the whole course of the Pacific war
might have been different. Many lives
lost might have been saved. In fact, if
Guam had been fortified, even Pearl
Harbor might not have taken place.

In World War II the island-to-island
campaign in the Pacific is still very
fresh in our memories. It was a very,
very costly military operation, but re-
gardless, had to be done if the United
States was to win ouf over Japan. In
any future conflict involving the Far
East we do not want to be in a position
of having to repeat the island-to-island
operation. In these critical days I agree
completely with CGeneral MacArthur in
regard to Formosa. We should not per-
mit it to fall into the hands of Mao Tse-
tung and his Chinese Communist armies.

In order to prevent this from taking
place, I believe it is necessary for the
United States to provide some military
equipment to the Chinese Nationalist
foreces under Chiang Kai-shek now sta-
tioned on Formosa. Certainly this is a
valuable use of the Nationalist troops.
It seems to me to be very wise also for
the United States Navy to patrol the
waters around Formosa in sufficient
force to prevent an invasion of the island
by the Communist forces. If Russia
should open an attack in Europe or else-
where, certainly Formosa would be of

-great military value in view of the fact

all of China would be under enemy con-
trol. In the event of war, and again I
say I hope it will not take place, but if it
should, then I want Formosa on our side,
the side of freedom, and not in the hands
of the enemy.

WILL RUSSIA ATTACK IF UNITED STATES SENDS

TROOPS TO EUROPE?

It is argued by many, some of whom

‘are distinguished scholars of govern-

ment, that the sending of unlimited
numbers of troops and military forces to
Europe will hasten the outbreak of hot
hostilities or combat warfare. I cannot

‘accept this conclusion. There is only one

nation in the world at this time which
can start a fighting war. That nation is
Russia, The same forces which have
prevented Russia from attacking in the
past will continue to prevent the men in
the Kremlin from attacking, if troops are
sent to Europe.

Stockpiles of atom and hydrogen mu-
nitions represent part of these forces but
not all by any means. The United States
possesses others more devastating, If
the men in the Kremlin, want to stay
in the Kremlin, they will not be so fool-
ish as to make an attack, regardless of
the number of troops we choose to send
to Europe. These men must learn that
Ameriea is in this world and aims to stay.
CAN RUSSIAN LAND ARMIES DEFEAT THE ALLIES?

It is argued by some that regardless of
the number of troops America sends to
Europe the powerful Russian land army
will annihilate them so the more we send
the more casualties we will have. I can-
not accept this defeatist conclusion. I

do not believe there are any supermen.,

2509

I do not belieye the Russian Army is in-
vineible.

Battles and wars are not won by men
alone. Divisions in large numbers are
of little value unless they are supported
by all of the necessities with which to
conduct a modern war. These neces-
sities are not now possessed by Russia.
Furthermore, an army fighting on for-
eign soil is greatly handicapped, if it
does not have the cooperation of the
country in which it is operating. This
was clearly demonstrated in the last war
by the effective work of the underground
organizations. In any conflict with the
Russian Army, excepting in Russia
proper, I have no fear of the result. The
American soldier is the finest in the
world. I have complete faith in our
fighting forces and in our military arms.
Russia knows that in any fight with
America now there will be no lénd-
lease—no flow of equipment from the
great arsenal of democracy.

STAY AT HOME AND PROTECT THE WESTERN

HEMISPHERE

Some of our distinguished statesmen
have forcefully argued that America
should send no troops to Europe. They
advise America to stay at home and de-
fend the Western Hemisphere. In the

- first place, would it not be wonderful if

the problem was this easy to solve? In
reply to this unthinkable argument, I
shall say as forcefully as I can, that this
would result in our handing the whole
of Europe to Stalin and company by tele-
phone. The men of the Kremlin would
just move in. As a result it would be
impossible to hold the Mediterranean,
the Middle East, and Africa. Russia
would gain control of Turkey and
Greece. Stalin and company would take
over Iran and Iraq. The Communist
hordes would sweep over Syria, Israel,
Lebanon, and Saudi Arabia. This would
be a tragic loss to the Allies and to
America. I want these countries on our
side. I want them on the side of free-
dom and not relegated to the dark ages
of slavery.

In losing Europe, America would lose
the vital Ruhr industries to Russia, giv-
ing Stalin equality with the United
States in the manufacture of steel. In
losing the Middle East, Stalin would gain
vast oil properties and reserves. In los-
ing Africa, America would lose the vital
uranium deposits of the Congo and other
essehtial minerals. With Europe, Asia,
and Africa under Russian control where
would South America find the market for
its great surpluses? Could the United
States and Canada absorb them? Of
course not, How could the Western
Hemisphere work and cooperate together
as a unit? It could not. As the result
economic necessities would force a break
up of Western Hemisphere unity. Ah,
no, the failure to successfully hold West-
ern Europe at this critical time means the
failure to defeat communism. And the
failure to roll communism back into the
steppes of Russia means the end of free-
dom and the life we now hold so precious.

In the second place, in reply to this
policy I remind those who urge this in-
effectual isolationist doectrine, that we
now have close to 200,000 troops in Eu-
rope. It appears that under this policy
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to let Europe pass to Russia, the conclu-
sion is that these men are expendable.
Never., Never, I say. Never let it be
determined for one moment that any
American soldier, sailor, marine, or air=
man is expendable. No. Not one is ex=
pendable. On the conirary American
fighting men will volunteer by the mil-
lion or singly, just alone by himself to
save one of his buddies. I repeat, no
American is expendable, This is the
roaring spirit that makes us great, We
even bring back our dead from the grasp
of the enemy. This doctrine is not
worthy of American statesmanship.

I respectfully request those urging
this—withdraw to the Western Hemis-
phere policy—to sit down in the quiet
with their own conscience and honestly
answer this one question. If your policy
were adopted, are you prepared to ac-
cept personal responsibility if it should
fail? You cannot face the answer and
you know you cannot. I say to you,
therefore, to face the facts squarely and
honestly and stop this constant flow of
“polifiuff” to the American people.
“Polifiuff,” I say is all that it is. A scin-
tilla of windy reason blows it into obli-
vion. Secience and the intercontinental
bomber has ended isolationism forever.

THE VALUE OF EUROFE TO AMERICA

It is wise to sharpen this question
right to the point. An examination of
the fact conclusively proves the tre-
‘mendous importance of Europe to Amer=
ica in this great crisis with Communist
Russia.

According to geography: The countries
of the Atlantic-Mediterranean commu-
nity are in some cases around 3,000
miles closer to the vital targets in Rus-
sian than is North America. From the
viewpoint of air bases Europe provides
the opportunity to make a strategic air
attack from all directions on almost any
target within the Russian land mass,
In addition the bases in Europe save time
and fuel, both savings important in air
warfare.

According to manpower: The popula=
tion statistics are important from the
consideration of total manpower re-
sources. Russia and her satellites in-
cluding China, have a total population
of approximately 750,000,000. The
United States together with the whole of
North America and Western Europe has
a total population in round numbers of
about 510,000,000. This represents & ra-
tion of about 1'% to 1. If Western Europe
should be lost to Russian domination
and control the ratio would be about
3% to 1.

According to steel production: Steel
is of the greatest importance to the
conduct of war. A nation with great
steel production capacity cannot be de-
feated by a country having a much
smaller capacity, In this regard the fig-
ures show that the United States to-
gether with Europe, which includes the
great Ruhr industries, produces about
four times as much steel as Russia, On
the other hand if Western Europe should
come under the confrol of Russia, pro-
duction would be almost equalized with
the United States having but an in-
cons2quential superiority, This must
not happen.
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According to coal production: Coal is
also vital to warfare. It is vital to the
production of steel., North America and
Western Europe together mined approx-
imately 1,000,000,000 tons of coal during
the past year, while Russia and her satel-
lites including China mined about 375,
000,000 tons. In Western Europe almost
450,000,000 tons were mined. If the
Western Europe production is added to
that of North America, we would possess
an overwhelming advantage of about
4 to 1. On the other hand if Russia had
the advantage of the Western Europe
production, the ratio would be about
115 tons to 1, in favor of Russia. We
must not permit this to happen.

According to oil production: Oil is also
of vital importance in warfare, Al-
though Western Europe actually pro-
duces very little petroleum, if it should
fall to Russia, Stalin would be in a posi-
tion to take over the Middle East oil
fields so largely developed by the United
States, Great Britain, and France. In
accomplishing this, Russia would be on
even terms with the United States in oil
production for war use. Although the
United States would have a larger total
production, domestic requirements con-
sume much more of the American pro-
duction than is the case in Russia. If
Western Europe can be held in the At-
lantic community and the Middle East
oil production saved from the grasp of
Russia, then we would possess an over=
whelming advantage, We must not per-
mit this advantage to pass to Russia.
The control of Middle East oil by Stalin
and company would constitute a stag=-
gering blow to the cause of freedom.

According to electric power produc-
tion: The wheels of our great industries
are kept turning by electric power.
Modern industry requires electric power.
Without it or until such time as atomic
power is in use, industrial mass produc-
tion would be at a standstill. In view
of this fact electric-power production
for industrial uses represents a measur=
ing stick of a Nation’s industrial capac-
ity. According to the best fizures avail-
able, Russia and her satellites including
China produce about 110,000,000,000
kilowatt-hours. Western Europe pro-
duces about two hundred billion and the
United States approximately 400,000,-
000,000 kilowatt-hours. These figures
clearly show that Russia would almost
triple industrial capaecity, if control of
‘Western Europe were obtained, We
must not permit this to take place.

According to vital minerals: The pro=
duction of modern war equipment could
not proceed without an abundant sup-
ply of certain vital minerals. Some of
these are possessed in sufficient amount
here in our own country, Most of them
we must import from other parts of the
world. Some of these minerals come
from the countries of Western Europe
or from territories under their control.
Turkey supplies the United States with
35 percent of our chromite require-
ments. BSixteen percent of the tin ore
used in American industry comes from
Belgium and the Netherlands. A large
percent of the uranium our country uses
in the manufacture of atomic explosives
and atomic power comes from the Bel-
gian Congo. Considerable quantitizs of
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cobalt and chromite also come from
here. About 45 percent of our man-
ganese s0 necessary in the manufacture
of steel comes from areas in Afriea,
directly or indirectly controlled by coun-
tries of Western Europe, If the ship-
ment of these minerals to the United
States were stopped the successful de-
fense of our country would be almost
hopeless. With these minerals passing
over to Russian control, the Commu-
nists in the Eremlin would have a tre-
mendous advantage,

There are other considerations re-
garding the importance of Western Eu-
rope to America. Certainly, one of these
is the bond of heritage and relationship.
The large majority of Americans are
of European descent and have family
ties with some country in Europe. This
brief inspection of the facts illustrates
quite clearly, I believe, that isolationism
is untenable.

Either Western Europe is of no im-
portance to the cause of freedom and
the defense of America or it is vital to
our survival. I am positive the latter
is right. If those urging the former are
right, then General Marshall, General
Eisenhower, General Bradley, Admiral
Sherman, General Collins, and General
Vandenberg are wrong. 1 am positive
it is the other way around.

With all of Europe under the control
and domination of Communist Russia
and these vital necessities denied to
America, our industrial superiority would
end and fortress America, with the free
way of life, could pass into history, Look
into your soul. Can you, can any Amer=
ican, endorse a policy which might haul
down from the mast our noble flag, the
inspiring ensign of freedom?

EHOULD WE CONCENTRATE ON SEA AND AIR

POWER?

It is also argued by some of our dis-
tinguished statesmen that we should
concentrate our national effort on our
sea and air arms, aid our allies with mu-
nitions, and hold most of our troops here
at home, because it is impossible for the
United States and Atlantic powers to

‘defeat the Russian land armies with

troops. I cannot subscribe to this doc-
trine because it is militarily unsound.
For many years I have been advocat-
ing a powerful Navy, made up of surface
and submarine fleets, modernized to the
hour, and powerful enough to give the
United States undisputed control of the
seas. In addition, I have urged time
after time, the construction of great air-

craft carriers and the building up of the

naval air forces to such power, that we
not only control the air over the seas
but all land areas within the sea and
bordering the sea necessary for our de-
fense. The great oceans constitute
seven-tenths of the earth’s surface, The
control of these great oceans must never
be lost to the United States. Only a few
weeks ago, this House authorized the
construction of a large carrier, a year
after the administration canceled the
construction of the great carrier, the
United Staies, at a loss of millions. In-
stead of authorizing 1 carrier, we should
have authorized 12 to 15. Their con-
struetion should be underway this
very minute. Leadership! leadership!
Where, oh where, is the leadership?
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Less than 1 year ago I urged the build-
ing of our Air Force up to the number of
groups thought necessary by the Secre-
tary of the Air Force and his chief of
staff. I urged this, and advocated its
necessity here in Congress and in public
speeches all over the country. I did this
while the administration was opposing
the building up of the Air Force. I did
this at the very time the Secretary of
Defense was coming down here, before
the two Armed Services Committees, in-
sisting on cutting the fat off of the mili-
tary services. They were already skin
and bone. And this was less than 1 year
ago. Why was not such tragic dribble
challenged? The only man who did
challenge it, the only man who placed
the safety of his country above every-
thing else, was scuttled. The only man
who dared to fight for his service and
for his country, who had the foresight
and the courage to try to stop this scrap-
ping of the Nation’s defense, was Ad-
miral Louis E. Denfeld. He should be
wearing five stars today rather than
some others. He dared to tell the truth,
and he was fired. This is the tragic story
of American leadership. It can very well
be said that just as Lincoln saved the
Union, Admiral Denfeld saved the Nation
and perhaps the free world. Some day
this grateful Nation will honor him, too.

The reason I believe it to be unsound
military policy to concentrate our whole
effort into sea and air power, to the ex-
clusion of land power, is because I be-
lieve, and I am certain the military ex-
perts believe, the three principal military
forces cannot be so separated in mod-
ern warfare. All three are integrated
together into a cooperative team—a uni-
fled striking as well as defensive force.
Each depends on the other. The opera-
tions in Korea completely illustrate the
unity of our military forces and their
dependence on each other. Of course,
there are various percentages of concen-
tration of each service in a particular
area depending on the military require-
ments. These can change very quickly.
It is to b2 remembered that only an army
can occupy land areas and hold them
from the enemy. To do so, however, the
Army needs the complete cooperation of
the other services. Those who are advo-
cating air and sea power to the exclusion
of land power—hence no need for troops
to Europe—are not in accord with the
thinking and recommendations of our
military experts.

CAN SEA AND AIR POWER PREVENT WAR?

In my judgment I confidently believe it
is possible for a combination of American
sea and air power to prevent war. Con-
sider if you will a large fleet of naval air-
craft carriers having the tremendous ad-
vantage of mobility, moving about in the
seas surrounding the enemy, with the
modern naval air forces poised to strike
at a moment's notice. Then consider the
Air Force, with bases located in advan-
tageously selected areas with her huge
bombers ready to deliver atom and hy-
drogen bombs on the enemy, Consider if
you will these two great striking forces
working in complete cooperation in an
air attack on the enemy, coming in all
directions, from our sea and land bases
and you can picture in your mind the
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immensity of the blow. I think Stalin
and his little Politburo, sitting in the
Kremlin can visualize it too. If they
should open combat hostilities the re-
taliation would be devastating. EKnow=
ing full well the meaning of this blow I
doubt very much if they will open an
attack, In this way a hot war might be
prevented, although this is not the way to
achieve a lasting peace. I believe the
American people should understand
completely tha’ it is not the military
policy of the United States and Atlantie
nations to march on Moscow with land
armies. Our policy must include the de-
fense of Europe, however, because it is
essential to our own defence and the final
objective of a real and a lasting peace.

PSYCHOLOGICAL INFORMATION

In order to achieve a lasting peace
communism must be defeated. It must
be defeated on all fronts, military, eco-
nomiec, and spiritual. This is the new
American foreign policy that has evolved
not from planning, but from failure, ne-
cessity, and demand, We are determined
to carry it through to viectory. In our
rearmament program, however, we must
not overlook the minds and souls of men
and what they believe to be their solution.
Here is the most devastating weapon of
all. Communism must be defeated asan
ideology as well as a political method.
History has informed us that it is almost
impossible to defeat” an idea with the
sword. /

Throughout the world today there are
hundreds of millions of human beings
who have turned to the concept of com-
munism bscause they had reached the
point of despair and had no other way
to turn. Anything was worth trying,
any -straw worth grabbing, for they had
reached the bottom. The devastation
of war, the economics of overpopula-
tion, and the failure of leadership all
were a cause for this vacuum of hope-
lessness. Here is where the free world
completely overlooked the opportunity
to provide a new hope and a new life.
Here is where the free world failed.
Here is where the allies of freedom
could have met the challenge of com-
munism and defeated it without any
gunfire and bloodshed. Here is where
we failed to recognize that the soul and
spirit of mankind is more powerful than
any molded weapon of steel. It is un-
believable that any human being given
an honest choice between freedom and
communism would of his own free will
choose communism. Since the end of
the last war, over 800,000,000 people
have been enslaved, stripped of their re-
sources, and squeezed of their energy
and wealth. These people have been
sold the ideology of communism and ac=
cepted it because they had no other
choice. The free world was not there
and did not come forward with any-
thing better.

THE FAR EAST

The free people of America have made
heavy contribution to the people of
China and the Far East. In time of great
catastrophes resulting from typhoons,
earthquakes, floods, and crop failures,
the American people have gone to the
rescue. The mnational effort of our
country is also outstanding. In the ad-
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vance of education, the combat of dis-
ease, the improvement of agriculture, in-
dustry, and the standard of living,
America has a fine record in the Far
East. No other nation has done so
much. Russia has done nothing. We
have failed, however, to inform the Chi-
nese people of the many good deeds
we have so unselfishly performed. The
vicious propaganda of Communist Rus-
sia now has nullified our country’s fine
reputation and our good will has been
turned to hatred.

In regard to communism, our coun-
try did not start soon enough in China,
Due to the long war between China and
Japan, the people of China were tired,
weary, and suffering from the shortages
of food and other necessities. Starva-
tion was rampant. Into this vast vac-
uum the unorganized free world per-
mitted organized communism to move
in and sweep the country. Now we are
fighting with gunfire and bloedshed to
show Moscow we do not intend to permit
it to engulf the whole continent of Asia.
We are frying to accomplish with the
sword what we should have accom-
plished with a superior job of selling
the free way of life. Hungry people
will follow any docirine, any ideology,
any issue, if it promises food and the
necessities of life. It is difficult to nour-
ish the spirit of a man wastit.g away in
starvation. A world half starved and
half fed cannot peacefully function in
this age of plenty. Hungry people can-
not eat freedom, but they can eat the
fruits of freedom. Neither can they eat
communism or its hollow promises,

EUROFE

In Eurcpe our record is better. The
Marshall plan prevented the develop-
ment of a vacuum and stopped the march
of communism. If it had not been for
the Marshall plan, Burope today would
be under communism, 3uf do not be
misled. In spite of the many construc-
tive accomplishments brought about by
the Marshall plan, millions of Europeans
have been sold the ideology of com-
munism. They believe the United States
is an aggressive nation trying to cap-
ture Europe in a scheme of world-wide
imperialism. Moscow has succeeded in
blacking out much of the good will we
hoped to achieve. In spite of these re-
verses, I am confident however, that the
forces of evil will never prevail in the
end over the forces of right.

In the past as well as the present the
United States has given generously to
help nations everywhere in the world.
Both publiely and privately we have given
heavily of our goods and resources. Our
Government has provided huge amounts
of capital and saved the economice life of
many countries. We have provided
food, clothing, and machines. In
great periods of national stress and dis-
aster the American Red Cross and other
private American organizations have
eased the disaster with quick relief. Our
record of helping our fellow men cannot
be equalled by any other Nation in the
world. Certainly it stands out like a
mountain in a valley compared to the
record of Communist Russia. Our ef=-
forts to help other countries have been
ccmpletely unselfish. Time after time
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we have made it clear to everyone we do
not want or expect any repayment of
any nature. We do expect appreciation
and good will. On the other hand Russia
never has helped any country, but in-
stead has stolen and stripped the re-
sources of every country over which she
has exercised domination.

In spite of the merit of our interna-
tional relationships compared with those
of Communist Russia, hundreds of mil-
lions have turned against us and flocked
to the cause of communism. Through-
out the world Russia has deprived us of
our reputation for peace and justice and
good will toward men. She has done
this without the use of a single soldier
firing a single shot, while representing
herself to be on friendly terms with the
United States, with a complete diplo-
matic staff functioning every day in the
Russian Embassy here in our Capital
City, and commercial representatives in
almost every large city in the Nation.

How has Russia been able to do this?
How has Communist Moscow been able
to win the battle for the allegiance of
millions? I will tell you how. The answer
is organization—fifth-column agents
and propaganda. Communist Moscow
possesses a highly trained and well or-
ganized propaganda machine. Through
this machine and their fifth-column
agents, they are constantly selling the
people of every nation that the United
States is an aggressor nation determined
to conquer the world. “Americans are
capitalist warmongers.” *‘“America is us-
ing every underhanded means to gain
control of your government and your
country.” This is the devilish propa-
ganda they sell, This is the way they ap-
peal to th> minds and souls of unin-
formed people. This is the way they are
destroying the moral reputation and the
good will of America. In only a very
feeble way we have tried to combat this
propaganda.

THE VOICE OF FREEDOM

In his report to Congress a few weeks
ago, General Eisenhower suggested it
would be most helpful to have a strong
organization spreading information
about the free world. We should let
the world know what we are about and
whaot we are trying to do. We do not
need to falsify intentions. We need
only to tell the truth. The truth is our
most powerful ally. This is the idea of
General Eisenhower. I think he is very,
very right. I believe there should be
established an organization representing
the Atlantic nations, the purpose of
which should be to broadcast true infor-
mation regarding the principles of free
nations, and at the same time conduct
a psychological program, explaining the
truth about communism and what is in
store for nations under the domination
of Communist Russia.

This should be an independent agency
of the Atlantic or allied nations known
as the Voice of Freedom. This agency
should be well organized and staffed with
the most experienced and best qualified
persons possible to obtain., It should
take the place of the Voice of America,
the Voice of England, the Voice of
Frence, or any other similar organiza-
tion. These have not been effective and
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are too closely associated with the for-
eign departments of their respective
governments, like our own Voice of
America and its close relationship with
the Department of State. I believe an
agency representing the cause of free-
dom and representing all of the allied
countries, operating as a unit could be
extremely helpful in destroying commu-
nism as an ideology in the heart of its
homeland of Russia. In addition, the
Voice of Freedom would help under-
standing in the Atlantic community. It
would counteract the undermining prop-
aganda of Russia. It would build our
morale and strengthen our health and
courage. It would soon . show the
people of the world what is right and
who is right. The truth can never
be defeated. It will always win above
falsehood. If they knew of its existence
I believe the Russian people would pre-
fer freedom to slavery.

The Russian people as well as the
people in all countries should be told the
truth about why the free world is re-
arming, They must be told we are
doing this not because we want war but
because we want a lasting peace. I
think our intentions should be made
clear, and why it has been necessary for
us to reach these serious conclusions.
1 think we should tell the Russian people
and Communists everywhere what free-
dom stands for and exactly where we
stand. I think we should tell them what
life has to offer in the free world. I
think we should give these people the
opportunity of a free choice.

TRADE WITH COMMUNIST RUSSIA

The iron door of communism can be
pried open by an organized economic
policy on the part of the Atlantic allies.
All trade with Russia on the part of the
Atlantic allies should be stopped at once.
All trans-shipment of goods to Russia
must end. American goods sold to other
countries must not be resold to Russia.
It should be an immediate objective of
the Atlantic nations to prohibit all trade
with Communist Russia. Since it is our
policy now to defeat communism and roll
it back to Russia, certainly we should not
provide Russia with vital materials and
products to be used against us. We
made this fatal error in our war against
Japan. Prior to the war Japan pur-
chased most of our scrap iron and steel.
As a resu:t when an attack was made
by the Japs the GI's would shout, “Look
out, here comes the Sixth Avenue ele-
vated.” Let us not make this mistake
again. If it is the purpose of Russia to
wage war, to engulf the world in com-
munism, let us force this Russia to be
confined to her own resources. If we
must face their steel let us be certain it
is not our steel making a round trip.

While mentioning this subject of
trade, I believe there should be a trade
system worked out between the Atlantic
or free nations which are cooperating
together in this fight against com-
munism. There should be some measure
of fairness involved. It should be a two-
way road among friends.

Any number of business institutions
in allied countries are charging the
United States terrific prices for materials
we must have for war production. After
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these materials are processed into ma-
chines and equipment of war, the United
States gives the equipment to these na-
tions in order to help them in their war
preparation. In other words, they
charge us tremendous prices for mate-
rial we give back to them in the manu-
factured equipment. Of course, this is
ridiculous. These are countries which
the United States put on their feet re-
cently with the Marshall plan and other
gifts and loans. As soon as possible
there should be a conference of the Al-
lied Powers to work out some solution
for such inequities.
COMMUNIST RUSSIA CAN BE DEFEATED

In this great struggle between the
forces of freedom and the forces of com-
munism, 1 am certain freedom can win.
I am confident the Allies can defeat
Communist Russia. Ultimate victory
and lasting peace can be ours only, how-
ever, if we resolve here and now to work
in unity as a Nation and as a Nation fully
cooperate with all of our allies bound
together by the sinews of freedom. As
allied countries we must be a unified
team possessing a spirit similar to our
great American Union. We must keep
our eye on the furrow and plow it
straight and deep.

To accomplish this unity so necessary
to the achievement of our objective, it is
mandatory that we establish together
and understand together, some basic
principles of cooperative effort. These
principles I conceive to be the following:

Together we must, of course, have a
common cause. This cause seems to me
to be the preservation of the free way
of life by eliminating any force such as
communism which is standing in the
way, thereby making it possible for a
lasting peace. Our cause must be right.
It must command the respect and the
mind and spirit of mankind. Our cause
must be greater, higher, and more ap-
pealing than all things mortal. Our
cause must be worth dying for.

Together we must possess a common
courage. The achievement of a great
unified undertaking requires more than
physical courage to face the enemy in
battle. Bravery and valor evolve from
physical courage and are magnificently
admirable. In addition everyone must
possess moral courage. We must make
personal sacrifices. We must shoulder
additional burdens. We must never
flinch from doing all if not more than
.is expected of us. We must be equal to
all the demands and inconveniences re-
quired. We must possess the stamina to
carry on, to keep going, for upon us here
and now depends the future of the ages.

Together we must have a common
faith. All depends upon faith. Without
it vietory is impossible, We must have
faith in our God, faith in our neighbors,
faith in our associates, faith in our coun-
try, faith in our leaders, faith in our pol-
icies, and faith in our cause. Our faith
does noi restrain the right to question,
or a right to oppose but it does preclude
the right to obstruct. Those honored
with leadership must do their best, for
only one’s best commands faith in oth-
ers. Possessing a common faith the At-
lantic community will be equal to its
task. Without faith our collective effort
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will flounder on the shoals of disagree-
ment and be shattered to pieces.

Together we must possess common
ethics. Within the concept of ethics we
recognize honor, respect, and honesty.
The absence of any of these qualities will
cause a8 breakdown of individual rela-
" tionships. The same is true regarding
nations. No nation, in a common un-
dertaking, can take unfair advantage of
another, economically or politically or
from a military viewpoint. Every na-
tion must do its part. All must put their
shoulder to the wheel of duty. All must
respect the efforts of each regardless of
whether the country is large or small.

Together we must have a common de=
termination. Our belief, our cause, our
courage to stand the strain, our faith in
our ability and the ethics of our conduet,
will avail us nothing toward the achieve-
ment of our goal, unless we possess the
common determination to win through
to victory regardless of the sacrifice. In
unity we must be determined that the
enemy shall be defeated. In unity we
must be determined slavery shall be
abolished from the earth. In unity we
must be determined to achieve a lasting
peace.

CRITICIEM

Within the function of our collective
operation we are certain to engage in
criticism. We may strongly disagree
with policy and method. We may right-
fully question the wisdom of certain pro-
posals and present our views in an effort
to reach decisions based on sound judg-
ment. Criticism, if it be the right kind,
can render inestimable service. The
eriticism in which we indulge, in these
solemn times, must be constructive and
not destructive. We must try to build
and not to tear down. Unless our re-
marks will improve rather than retard,
they had better not be spoken. Unless
our criticism strengthens our faith in
the attainment of the goal, a free world
in lasting peace, it had better remain
unsaid. We must hold fast to our faith.
We must be worthy of trust and trust
each other individually and as nations.

These are the days when the allies of
freedom are molding plans, pooling re-
sources and making the social and eco-
nomic adjustments required in this
vitally important collective undertaking.
The five basic principles I just outlined
are fundamental if this new alinement
of free nations is to mature into an
operational unity.

A MESSAGE TO STALIN

Your Excellency: The transmitting of
a message to you from the floor of the

House of Representatives of the Con=- |

gress of the United States is somewhat
indirect and irregular. The regular way
is through the channels of the Depart-

ment of State, and His Excellency, the ;

Ambassador of the Union of Soviet

Socialist Republics, in Washington. But

I am quite sure you can appreciate ir-
regular procedure and the value of its
employment in certain situations., This
is one of them.

Like your country the United States of
America is large in territory, not so vast
as Russia, but large enough so that our
Government is not in the least interested

in increasing its size. America has no _
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interest in absorbing other nations or
gaining any control whatsoever over
them. In the history of human events,
America is not an old country, but for
165 years our beliefs, our intentions, and
our objectives have been known to the
leadership of the world. They were
known to your predecessors just as they
are to you. Our national principles are
very direct and very simple,

We believe in God.

We believe all men and women are
created equal.

We believe the people are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable
rights, including life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness.

We believe that Government derives
its power from the consent of the gov-
erned, the people.

We believe in law designed for the
wholesome benefit of all the people.

We believe in justice, that no indi-
vidual should be deprived of his life, or
liberty without a fair trial by a jury of
the people,

We believe in the freedom of body,
mind, and spirit.

We believe in helping our neighbors.

We believe in the independence of
nations.

We believe it is possible for all man-
kind to live in lasting peace.

In support of these beliefs we have
pledged our lives, our fortunes, and our
sacred honor. In your considered judg-
ment, sir, are these principles sound?
If you believe any of them wrong will
you favor the people of the United States
with the benefit of your views? If you

~would give to the world a statement of

the basie principles of the Government
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics, disclosing its intentions and ob-
jectives, as well as the beliefs and hopes
of the Russian people, you would greatly
contribute to world understanding.

If your Government could endorse for
the Russian people the principles under
which America has progressed and flour-
ished, from a few small colonies in a new
land, to the mightiest Nation in the world
today, you would relieve the tension
which is becoming tighter and tighter,
day after day, between your country and
the free people of the world. Unless you
have objections to the American princi-
ples is not this possible?

You sir, possess one of the greatest op-
portunities ever to come to anyone in
the history of nations. You have the
opportunity to guide your country and
your people into a golden future in which
they may fully share the fruits and glory
of lasting peace. Or you may lead your
country into a devastating war against
the free world, a war in which your coun-
try would be desolated, your people
ruined, your Government abolished and
you would disappear into oblivion. It is
well to remember that in any conflict
between freemen and those in bondage, '
freemen will win, for God created man
to be free.

If you choose the way of peace and
good will toward men you will receive
the full cooperation of America and the
free countries of the world. You will ;
achieve many advantages for the Rus-
sian people. The talents of men every-

where can be turned to the constructive _

2513

accomplishments which bloom into a
larger and more abundant life. The
dreams and hopes of the Russian people
will become true and real in a trusting,
peaceful world.

If you choose to resort to war against
the free world, you and your country
will experience all of the might and fury
of an all-powerful America. Established
in freedom, America never will permit
the free way of life to pass. Your blue
skies will be hidden by the wings of great
bombers forming a ceiling of destruction
for your industries, your cities, and your
people. Your crops will be destroyed.
Your fields, your soil will not produce
again for mrany years. They will not
produce—not even a weed. This is the
force of destruction of modern, scientific
warfare. This is the power of America.
Your country will be blockaded from the
sea and bombed from the sea. Your
ships will be sunk. Your harbors torn
to ruin. This is the power of America.
Your Government will collapse. Your
armies will disintegrate in confusion.
Your people will suffer from disease and
starvation. Your country will be deso-
lated. This is the power of America. It
is our hope and our desire you will never
force us to use it.

As you probably know, here in America
the people enjoy freedom of religion,
freedom of speech, freedom of press,
freedom of movement, freedom of ex-
pression, Every important issue affect-
ing the future of our country is exten-
sively debated. Wide differences of
views are expressed. Sometimes the peo-
ple take one side or the other. The Gov=
ernment’s business is the people’s busi-
ness and is discussed by the people every-
where in the country. You must not be
misled by American differences of views
regarding important questions. You
must not be misled by the expressions of
the leaders of our established political
parties. You must not be misled by the
debates in Congress. When a decision is
reached on any issue America will stand
in unity behind the decision. Do not
be misled.

In these fateful times, sir, you may
have the honor and esteem of the Rus-
sian people or you may have their con-
tempt and hatred. You may have the
respect and admiration of the whole
world or you may harvest its derision
and scorn, as did Hitler, Mussolini, and
Tojo. You can rise to greatness or you
can fall into infamy. ¥ou, sir, have the
choice. It is yours to decide. Men of all
faith and all nations, men in bondage,
men who are free are counting on you.
May God give you the light to see the
right. May your choice cause the peal=
ing of bells and the cheers of people,
May your choice be peace, Your Ex-
cellency.

CONCLUSION

Our new American foreign policy is
late in taking shape. It is not too late,
however, if we can pull together in unity.
This cooperation is our fest in these crit-
ical moments. If we fail to work to-
gether, the free way of life is lost, lost
perhaps forever. Now that the decision
has been made communism must be de-
feated as a force standing in the path-
way of peace. I approve of this decision.
If the men in the Kremlin in Moscow are,
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scheming to gain control of the world
through international communism, these
men must be defeated.

It is possible this new foreign policy,
together with the necessary decisions to
support it, may lead our country into
war, It is extremely difficult to finally
reach a decision to endorse this policy.
It is a serious decision and I want you to
know I reached it after long hours of
thinking, hours filled with anguish and
torment. Many a night I have been un-
able to sleep. Many a night I have sat

through in the quiet with my conscience.

Many a night I have asked for divine
guidance that I might clearly see the
right way and make the right decision.
I believe I have made it, thanks to God.

I firmly believe the decision to end the
spread of communism and sweep it from
the pathways of peace might prevent war
rather than cause it in these times. I
believe this decision will save the free
way of life for generations yet to come.
If this decision were not made, I believe
millions and millions more people of the
world would be engulfed into the deep
chasm of Communist enslavement. This
in turn would lead to war—a war in
which many of the advantages we pos-
sess today would be on the side of the
eneiny, a war in which freedom might
not have an even chance.

The great decision to meet the chal-
lenge of communism now provides the
allies of freedom with advantages heav-
ily in our favor providing we do not
foolishly permit them to pass over to
Russia. Some of these advantages are
involved in our maintaining control of
Western Europe, the countries of the
Atlantic-Mediterranean community. I
firmly believe we must hold this area. I
firmly believe we can hold it. It is for
this reason, I believe it is necessary to
send American troops and American mil-
itary forces to Western Europe. To de-

cide otherwise is to teeter-totter with our.

destiny. We must not be a party to a
game on the teetering board when it is
possible for the see-saw to abruptly end
with a terrible bump.

Sinee it is necessary to send American
troops to Europe, I strongly believe the
Congress should refrain from placing
any limitation on the number to be sent.
Congress is not the body to decide this
question. This is a matter of military
operation and military planning. This
is not a2 political question or a question
in which Congress should interfere. The
number of troops to be sent to Europe is
determined by the capabilities and mili-
tary forces of the enemy.

It is important not to misunderstand
this situation. From the viewpoint of
saving Western Europe for Western Eu-
rope, I believe it is right to urge the
countries in this area to do their full
share. From the viewpoint of holding
Western Europe for the cause of freedom
which is the cause of America, I still be-
lieve it is right for these countries to
do their full share., But from the con=-
sideration that Western Europe is all im-
portant to our sucecess, that it constitutes
our first line of defense, that to lose it
might mean failure, I believe the control-
ling issue is to hold it and hold it at all
costs. If it means the difference between
victory and defeat for America and the
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cause of freedom, then I say we are being
extremely foolish to place any limitation
on the number of American troops to be
sent. If it is a question of fighting for
survival, I think the battleground should
be at the first line of defense., In this
crisis this line is Western Europe.

Please do not misunderstand me. I
do not want a single son of American
parents to be sent to war in Europe.
I do not want war. I hate it. I have
seen it in all of its terrible fury. I
am willing and I am trying to do every-
thing I can to prevent the coming of
another war. I wish I could tell you
this afternoon that there will be no
war and that we can go about our life
in peace. I cannot bring you this mes-
sage because if I did I would be mis-
leading you and I shall never intention-
ally mislead you. There is a possibility
of war. Because of this possibility we
must prepare. We must be ready. We
must follow the advice of our military
leadership. Above all we must not puil
the rug out from under General Eisen-
hower in his effort to mold a unified
military force, equal to the task of de-
feating communism and its Russian mili-
tary machine.

It is not my purpose to recommend
that America do the whole job or more
than its fair share. I believe every free
country in the Atlantic-Mediterranean
community should do its part; carry its
share of the load. I do not believe in
giving a blank check to anyone. It is
my purpose to make very clear that we
cannot permit our cooperative effort to
break down on the shoals of disagree-
ment as to which country shall do what
job. If we are to succeed we can only
do so as a completely cooperative force
operating as a unit. We must trust each
other. We must believe in our cause.
We must know in our hearts we are
right. We must have the determination
to do the job. If in the end we accom-
plish our objective, we win our victory,
it does not matter too muech if one has
carried more of the load than another,
To command honor and respect and to
feel deep pride of satisfaction, comes
only from the knowledge our country did
its best, that our country did its part,
above and beyond the call of duty.

The decision to meet the challenge
now and to meet it on our own terms
could well be the deciding factor in sav-
ing the lives of many thousands of our
men, thousands of our ecitizens, as well as
saving our country and our freedom. If
this decision was postponed or if we fail
to make full use of the precious time we
still have or if we fumble our oppor-
tunity, I fear the cost might be a hun-
dred, yea, a thousand times greater.
The cost might be freedom. It might be
our country. It might be our lives.

THEN THERE WAS PEACE

It is my firm conviction that if we are

to win out in this great struggle of our
time we must stop creating ghost issues
and wasting time on them. Our real
objective is to have a lasting peace. To
achieve this America has contributed
more than any other country. Often-
times it is said America wins the wars,
but fails to win the peace. After some
reflection I have concluded it is mis-
leading to give the impression that the
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nature of peace is competitive and is
either won or lost. This is not true.
Peace is a quality of the mind, evolved
from the heart and spirit of mankind.
To be achieved, peace must be wanted.
As long as any group or nation desires
to interfere with the lives of others and
posseses the power to do so, there can be
no p2ace. Lasting peace will be possible
only when the sword is sheathed as a
method of adjusting the differences be-
tween men and nations. This is our real
goal. In the not too distant future we
shall anxiously look to the breaking sky
and by the dawn’s early light we will see
the glorious ensign of freedom and peace
waving in the breeze on high. This is
the mission of this generation on this
earth.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. REes] is recog-
nized for 10 minutes,

BOYS IN TRAINING CAMPS SHOULD BE
PROTECTED AGAINST INTOXICATING
LIQUORS

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
within a few days this House will give
consideration to one of the most impor-
tant legislative proposals that will be
presented to the Eighty-first Congress.
It is a bill to provide for the effective
utilization of manpower resources and
for the authorization of universal mili-
tary training and service, and other pur-
poses.

The bill, among other things, provides
for the continuation of the drafting of
men in the Armed Forces and for lower-
ing of the age of draftees to a minimum
of 18' years. It is the intent of this
legislation, as I understand it, to increase
the personnel of the armed services. Ac-
cording to reports we have received; it
is the plan of the administration and
of the military to maintain the biggest
peacetime armed force in the history of
this country.

The particular problem to which I want
to direct your attention briefly today
deals with the use and sale of alcoholic
liquors in and around the training camps
where our Armed Forces are located and
are in training.

I have received a great many letters
from mothers and fathers of boys who
are separated and others about to be sep-
arated from their homes and their home
surroundings and to be placed under
conditions and circumstances far differ-
ent from those to which they have been
accustomed. Among other things, they
will be subjected to the use of intoxi-
cating liguor. The amendment I pro-
pose to offer to the legislation when it
is considered on the floor of the House
provides in substance that—

No person, corporation, partnership, or
assoclation shall sell, supply, give, or have
in his or its possession a.y alcoholie liguors,
including beer, ale, or wine, inside the con-
fines of or within a reasonable distance of
any military camp, station, fort, post, yard,
base, cantonment, training or mobilization
place which is being used at the time for
men in the Armed Forces; but the Secretary
of Defense may make regulations permitting
the sale and use of alcoholic liguors for me-
dicinal purposes. Any person, corporation,
partnership, or association violating the pro-
visions of this section or any orders, rules,
or regulations made by proper authority
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thereunder shall unless otherwise punishable
under the Articles of War be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and be punished by a fine
of not less than $100 nor more than 1,000
and/or imprisonment for not less than 30
days nor more than 12 months.

Mr. Speaker, an amendment similar to
the one I shall propose was submitted
for the consideration of the House Com-
mittee on Armed Services, so it will not
be new to the committee when it is pre-
sented for your consideration. This, in
my opinion, is an extremely important
amendment. I see no reason why this
House should not be willing to offer the
protection embodied in this amendment.

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is not only &
question of protecting the boys in their
health and their future happiness, but
it certainly contributes to the benefit of
this ecountry. The adoption of this
amendment is a part of the program of
the training of the men in the Armed
Forees, and, as I said before, the ap-
proval of the amendment will give a
little consolation to the mothers and
fathers of these boys who are required to
meet new surroundings and undergo
unusual adjustments.

In order to emphasize the need of this
amendment, it might be well to remind
ourselves that Germany was a nation
which made liquor freely_ava.llable to the
young men in her armies; we have twice
defeated Cermany. Italy subscribed to
similar principles, and the attitude of
that nation toward vice included legal-
ization, and state-supervised bordellos;
and Italy has twice within my lifetime
come out rather badly in armed com-

_petition with the clean-living: young
men of America. France's code on the
issues involved in this amendment might
possibly coincide with the opinions of
Members who will vote against it, and
we have twice had to put American men
into uniform to save France. Finally,
the protections desired by this amend-
ment were the protections given the sol-
diers of the United States in World War
1, and while I may be slightly prejudiced
on that subject, I thought the American
soldiers did pretty well in World War I,
in competition with soldiers from na-
tions which would not approve of this
amendment.

Under the ecircumstances I have out-
lined in this statement, the last thing
we want to do is to see these boys con-
fronted with a temptation that will dull
the edges of sensation. Most of these
boys going into the Armed Foreces are not
drinkers. No one contends that the
drinking of liquor will be helpful to them
in any respect. I think anyone who has
been addicted to the use of alcohol will
tell you that when used to excess, it is
an enemy that steals away man’s brains.

Very unfortunately, we have a few
people in this country who for selfish
interests and profits would, as Dr. Ham-
maker has well said, “Shut their eyes to
the desolation and ruin that may come
to many a soldier boy in 21 or 27 months.”
It is our job and our responsibility to
defend these boys against that sort of
thing insofar as we can do so. Let us
see to it that men in uniform will find it
difficult rather than easy to take on a
thing that is bound to do them harm and
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at the same time make them less valu-
able as members of the Armed Forces.

In support of what I have had to say,
I am including a statement by Lionel
Shapiro that appeared in the Evening
Star of February 16 entitled “Eisenhower
Troops Offend French With Drunken
Rowdyism.” This statement alone ought
to make us appreciate the situation in
which we are placing American boys,
and it.shows also the misunderstanding
that may be created in a foreign country.
I should -add that these boys are not
altogether to blame for the things de-
scribed in this statement. It is the
American Government and thote in
charge of our Armed Forces that will
have to assume a share of the responsi-
bility. The article reads as follows:

Fi~r—-HOWER Troors OrFFEND FRENcH V/ITH
DaunNEEN ROWDYISM
(By Lionel Shaniro)

Paris, Februery 16—If one may jud-e by
the incidents which have occurred in Paris
streets and cafes since the bulldup of Gen-
eral Eisenhower’s headquarters at the Astoria
Hotel here, American militery authorities
face a grim problem of disciplining their own
troops.

Only a comparatively few troops, mostly
on temporary duty from German bases, have
arrived in Parls. But the graph of police-

reported incidents is already rising to a point.

which indicates a future problem of some
gravity in the relationchip between American
soldiers and French civillans,

In the post-liberation period 6 years ago,
General Eisenhower had indifferent success:
in his earnest efforts to curb troops rowdy-
ism. Today, according to a French police
official (who declined to be quotzd by nome),
the advance guard of American troops is dis-
playing a rough arrogance which is accom-
plishing more for the “Go home Eisenhower"
campaign of the Communists than all of
their newspaper propaganda.

During the last two evenings this corre-
spondent witnessed incidemts which illus-
tratz the offleial’s remarks.

In a huge brasserie, a coffee house with
musical entertainment, a woman singer was
interrupted by shouts of *“Get hot!” and
“Take it off!" from half a dozen American
soldiers, obviously drunk. The singer finally
was forced to retire from the microphone,
and the eyes of some 300 riddle-class Pari-
slans who were being entertained became
fixed on the Americans.

The latter thereupon got to their feet,
glared about the room, and challenged any
of the "“yellow Fremchmen" to come out and
ficht. After a period of tense silence, the
Americans broke into paroxysms of laughter
and frolicked out of the place.

A more serious incident cccurred in a res-
taurant just off the Champs Elysees. Two
voluble American soldiers, who claimed in
their more amiable moments that they were
in Paris on temporary duty from the military
police detachment in Frankfurt, set them-
selves up at the head of the bar and accosted
every woman who entered the restaurant,
whether accompanied or not, as a street-
walker. It so happened that an American
Air Force captain in uniform entered with
his wife.

The soldiers, one a Pfc and the other a
corporal, maintained their gutter commen=-
tary in such loud voices and in terms so
execrable, that several diners called for their
bills and left the restaurant. When the
owner of the restaurant interceded, he was
told if he wasn't so old he would get his
head knocked off.

Finally the Alr Force captain and his wife
proceeded to leave the restaurant. The lat=-
ter, fighting back tears of chagrin and em-
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barrassment, sald to the soldiers as she
passed them, *You are a disgrace to America."

One of the soldiers took hold of her arm
and twisted it In the best Hollywood tough-
guy fashion. In a moment the French peo-
ple in the restaurant witnessed a vicious fist
fight between two American enlisted men
and an American captain.

When the police arrived, the captain and
his wife took advantage of the confusion to
get away. After some scufling, the police
pinned the two enlisted men, who kept
shouting that they belonged to General
Eisenhower's headquarters. They were re-

-lrased, and scuttled down the street laugh-

ing and shouting, leaving behind an empty
restaurant.

Parisian police clalm that the attitude of
American soldiers who have arrived thus far
is much more troutlesome than in the post-
liberation period. The arrogance of the men,
they say, iz overwhelming.

A complicating factor is added: During
and after the last war, Parisians apprecicted
that the men had undergone hard combat
and were entitled to wide leeway on their
leaves. Now, however, the men are being
obstreperous without apparent excuse and
Parisians are not so easily inclined to accept
insults and degradation.

The problem is an acute one. It can
hardly be resolved, in this correspondent's
opinjon, by an indcectrination course which
coneists of a pamphlet advising the troops
to adopt a mcdest attitude toward the
French. This kind of advice gives the
youthful American soldier the secret idea
that he is a superior being, and this notion
grows in direct ratio to the amount of drinks
he has consumed.

Indoctrination on behavior should begin,
it would seem, with baslc training. This,
too, may be late, and meay have to bz en-
hanced by stricter diccipline than now ch-
tains in American units stationed in foreign
lends. It will probably require a genera-
tion of edvecation to the responsibilities of
world leadership before the rank and file
can learn instinctive diplomacy and respzct
for other nations.

Mr, Epeaker, now I want to call your
attenticn to a memorandum handed me
by a former officer of the Armed Forces
who was in Europe for a long pericd of
time, not only during the war but there-
after. His statement spealks for itcelf.
I hope you will read it carefully:

Liguor, wine and beer are being sold by
United States Government agencles in the
German area of occupation at a profit.

Liquor and wine are known as Eucom
(Eurcpean command) class VI supplies. A
commissioned officer known as a Eucom
class VI officer heads up a central agency
which is civillan staffed. The civillan staff
are allowed to use billets at a nominal charge,
commissary, post exchange and all other
privileges presently enjoyed by other Gov-
ernment employees in the area.

This Central Agency forms a part of the
Eucom-staff and has a governing body called
the class VI board, conslsting specifically of
designated chlefs of certain headquarters
stafl divisions. This agency makes all pur-
chases of liquor and wine and sells to lower
echelon class VI establishments in the many
major commands throughout the theater on
an allocation basls. It employs Government
transportation by water, rail and motor.” Its
accounts are audited and inspected by pre-
scribed officials of other government stafl
divisions in accordance with theater direc-
tives.

Class VI stores are located in major com-
mands and sell bulk supplies to club facili-
ties for officers, enlisted men and civilians.

. They also sell over the counter on a ration

basis to officers, enlisted men not below the
rank of sergeant, and civilian employees
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and adult dependents of such personnel.
Size of allowance increases with rank, and
number of dependents. Minors are allowed
to purchase. Supplles reach Germans
through unauthorized channels. Enlisted
men below the rank of sergeant have little
trouble getting bulk supplies. Stores are
operated under supervision of the Major
Command Headgquarters, employ some mili-
tary personnel but are mainly civilian staffed.

Clubs or messes sell over the bar by the
drink. Enlisted men below the rank of ser-
geant have no difficulty obtaining service for
themselves and their girls regardless of age.

Profits of the central agency support nu-
merous activities including some VIP special
privilege establishments. Profits of class VI
stores are similarly used but within the com-
mand. Special service clubs, although in
direct violation of pertinent regulations, have
been dispensing for profit.

Some German breweries operate under
contract to make certain kinds of beer, which
are sold in bulk through exchange service
to authorized individuals and to clubs and
messes.

This system has existed for several years
and has failed to curb excessive drinking
either by the military or the civilian person-
nel. In fact it appears that the reverse has
resulted. It has promoted a situation where-
by our Government is presently engaged in
a business which has a considerable demoral-
izing effect not only on the young soldier
but on other personnel as well.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. McEKin-
woN] is recognized for 10 minutes.

HIGH FOOD PRICES

Mr. McKINNON. Mr. Speaker, I was
among the Members present this after-
noon who greatly enjoyed the basket
brigade presented by the gentlewomen
of the Republican Party. To me, their
message was most impressive because I,
too, am seriously concerned about the
rising cost of food. Many Members of
the House will recall my activity in at-
tempting to secure mandatory price and
wage controls last July when we passed
the Defense Act of 1950.

The basket brigade also demonstrated
the increasing number of gentlewomen
in the Republican membership and I can
accurately predict that as the Republi-
cans elect more and more ladies their
party looks better and better. But may
I go one step further and point out that
while the gentlewomen improve the ap-
pearance of their party, they still follow
the traditional Republican pattern, I
believe it was about 5 years ago that the
talented and able Democratic lady from
California, Mrs. Douglas, appeared on
the House floor with a grocery basket
demonstration and presented a convinc-
ing argument of rising food prices dur-
ing the Eightieth Republican Congress.
This leads me back to my statement, to
wit: That Republican ladies, like Repub-
lican men and the Republican Party,
usually follow the Democrats, even
though it may take 5 years to catch on,

Mr. McCORMACK., Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINNON. I am glad to yield
to the distinguished gentleman from
Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. This observation
or inquiry is not made in connection with
the remarks made by our distinguished
lady Members from the other side, but I
remember last year when we tried to give

Under
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the President the power to control gam-
bling—gambling, cold-blooded racket-
eering, you might say—on the commodity
exchanges, the power to control the price
of food by the President’s having the
power to raise margins, to control it
through margin requirements. This very
body refused to give the President that
power, and that has been a powerful con-
tributing factor in increasing the cost of
living because in the intervening time
speculation has gone rampant according
to the reports of our own Government
agency, Commodity Credit Corporation,
in the commodity exchanges of the
country.

Mr. McEINNON. I thank my major-
ity leader for that contribution.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, McKINNON. Not at this time. I
was going to make the point that when
it came time to protect the housewife
and the American family not a single
one of the basket brigade who was in
Congress at that time supported the
prohibition against gamblers and spec-
ulators on the commodity market ex-
changes. In fact, the list of those who
favored striking out that protective
clause read like a Who's Who of the
Republican Party of the House. They
are the ones who supported the protec-
tion of gamblers on the commodity
markets and that support has resulted
in the high food prices of the present
time.

Mr. EEATING. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINNON. ©Not at this time.
I will be glad to yield to the gentleman
from New York if I have time when I
complete my statement.

As an illustration of my statement the
price of gotton has gone up from 33.40
to 45.29 between July of last year and
March of this year, and other commodi-
ties like wheat, corn, and meat, have
followed suit.

No wonder the retail price of food has
gone up; and the Republican Party cer-
tainly must assume that responsibility.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINNON. As soon as I finish
this statement I will be glad to yield.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday on this floor,
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Smrta] made a most unusual speech.
He hit at one of the basic questions
which is often discussed today. Are
communism and Russia a real threat to
our way of life today, or are we in the
midst of war hysteria?

I firmly believe that communism does
offer a definite threat to our free exist-
ence and I know that most of us here
feel that same way. Yet, I think that
the gentleman’s speech may be inter-
preted to leave the impression that com-
munism is no threat to our world today.

He declares that the present program
of the administration to warn the people
against the threat of communism is
nothing but an expensive propaganda
effort. He continues by stating that
you are “not going to fool all of the
people all of the time.”

What the gentleman is saying, wheth-
er he realizes it or not, is that the people
are being fooled when the facts about
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the threat of communism are told them
by the administration. What the gen-
tleman is saying is that communism is
not a threat to the world today.

I remember -that the gentleman
fathered a statement on foreign policy
by a group of Republicans on this floor
about 4 weeks ago. Does his speech of
yvesterday amend that statement to in-
clude the charge that communism is no
real threat to the free peoples of the
world?

If, the people are not awake today to
the threat of communism the fault lies
not with the efforts of the administra-
tion to warn them and to present them
with the truth, and to provide them with
a program calculated to halt the march
of communism. The fault lies rather
with the statements such as that of the
gentleman from Wisconsin which lead
only to confuse the people and to keep
from them the real threat of communism
in our world today.

I shall now be glad to yield to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. KEATING],

Mr. KEATING. The gentleman has
referred to this amendment about specu-
lation in commodities; is it not a fact—
it is my recollection—that this amend-
ment was offered by the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY], a Demo-
crat, in a Democratic Congress, and it
was supported by a great many Demo-
crats?

Mr. McKINNON. It is a fact that it
was offered by the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr, CoorLEY]; but it is also a
fact that the people who voted to pro-
tect the market basket of the American
people, came primarily from the Demo-
cratic side with the addition of a dozen
or two Republicans who voted with the
administration Democrats. The vote to
eliminate the amendment which would
prohibit speculative gambling on the
commodity markets was supported by
the Republican Party overwhelmingly.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINNON. Iyield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. I wonder hsw the
gentleman from New York [Mr., Kear-
iNG] voted on that proposition.

Mr. KEATING. I voted against Mr.
CooLEY’s amendment.

Mr. McCORMACE. That is my un-
derstanding; so did the gentleman from
JTowa; so did one of the gentlemen from
New Jersey, and perhaps others. I think
it is fair that those who did vote against
it should be noted. Each one of us indi-
vidually has our own responsibility.

Mr., KEATING. That is true, but I
think it a little inaccurate to allege that
this was a Republican amendment. That
impression has been sent out over the
country. In fact, it was introduced by
a Democrat and it was carried in a
Democratic Congress that had a clear
majority.

Mr. McKINNON. I did not say it was
a Republican amendment. I said the
Republicans supported the amendment.
Had it not been for Republican votes the
amendment would not have been
adopted.

Mr. KEATING. And, of course, it
could not have passed without the Demo-
cratic sponsorship. 1
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Mr. McKINNON. It had no Demo-
cratic sponsorship. A Democrat spon-
sored the amendment but the admin-
istration and the committee opposed the
amendment.

Mr. EEATING, Why, the gentleman
from North Carolina, is chairman of the
Agricultural Committee, a part of the
administration forces in this body.

Mr. McKINNON. He was not chair-
man of the committee that handled the
legislation on the floor that day, The
Banking and Currency Committee han-
dled the Defense Act of 1950.

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman
from New York is in a very strange po-
sition of having voted right and now

-trying to defend a wrong.

Mr. KEATING. No; I am not de-
fending a wrong. What I am defend-
ing is the Republican Party and my
colleagues on the Republican side who
happened to disagree with me on that
particular issue, just as some Demo-
crats disagreed with me. That was not
a party issue. As the majority leader
has said everyone bears responsibility
for his own vote. The administration
forces, including the President of the
United States, have gone out over the
country or, more properly, that part
of the country where it served their in-
terests to do so, claiming that the Re-
publican Party prevented the-incorpo-
ration in the Defense Production Act
of a provision to curb gambling on the
commodity markets, in fact, the amend-
ment was something introduced by a
Democratic Member of this body and it
was carried in a Democratic Congress.

Mr, McEINNON. With Republican
votes. May I say to the gentleman
from New York that I hold him very
high in my esteem.

Mr. KEEATING. I hold the gentle-
man in high esteem also.

Mr. McKINNON. If we had more
Republicans like him I think we would
have a much better country and a much
better market basket for the housewife.

Mr. KEEATING, That is very kind of
the gentleman and I appreciate those
remarks, I entertain the same high
regard for the gentleman. But what
I am objecting to is not the unfairness
but the inaccuracy of the genfleman
in attempting to foist upon the Repub-
lican Party the Cooley amendment,
which was passed in this body in a
Democratic Congress. I do not go along
with that philosophy.

Mr. McKINNON. Would the gentle-
man be willing to answer a couple of
questions “Yes” or “No” that I would
like to ask him?

Mr. KEATING. Well, that will de-
pend on the questions. Some lend
themselves to that treatment and some
do not, but shoot.

Mr. McKINNON. They are simple
questions. :

Mr. EEATING. Simple questions do
not always lend themselves to “yes” or
“no’ answers.

Mr. McKINNON. Did a majority of
the Republicans support the Cooley
amendment?

Mr. EEATING. I have no knowledge
of that one way or the other. I am
absolutely certain that at least 25 Re-
publicans voted against the amendment
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offered by the chairman of the Agricul-
ture Committee,

Mr. McCORMACK. About 90 per=-
cent of them voted for the amendment.

Mr. McKINNON. I believe that is
correct. I rapidly checked the roll call
before I came on the floor.

Mr. KEATING. If it would not be
unparliamentary, I would like to wager
that 90 percent of the Republicans did
not support the amendment. How
many Democrats supported it? This
was a Democratic Congress. That is
the thing you gentlemen seem to for-
get. You have the responsibility for
what goes on or does not go on here;
that rests with the Democrats, not the
Republicans. When the Republicans
organize the next Congress under the
people’s mandate, they will then ac-
cept responsibility gladly for what is
done here, but not until then.

Mr. McKINNON. The gentleman is
not presenting the true facts of life,
He knows very well that in this Con-
gress we have three different segments.
We have the Republican Party, we
have the administration Democrats and
we have a group of southerners who are
Democrats but who frequently do not
go along with the administration pro-
gram. The administration Democrats
do not have a majority any more than
do the Republicans, but had a major-
ity of the Republicans voted against
the food gamblers, our market baskets
would have been larger today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from California
has expired.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, at
the request of the gentleman from Geor-
gia [Mr, Vinson], I ask unanimous con=
sent that the Committee on Armed
Services may have until midnight to-
night to file a report on the bill 8. 1, and
if there are minority views that the mi-
nority may have the same right.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Massachusetis?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MEADER] is
recognized for 20 minutes.

RESTORE THE POWER OF CONGRESS

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, I have
today introduced a bill to amend the
Reorganization Act of 1949, so as to
permit either House of Congress fo re-
ject reorganization plans proposed by
the President by a simple majority vote,
rather than the constitutional majority
now required by that act.

The events 'which make this measure
advisable are fresh in all our minds.

On Tuesday, March 13, the House of
Representatives voted 158 to 61 to re-
quire only a simple majority for the re-
jection of emergency reorganization
proposals, Thus, the House clearly
went on record in favor of untying the
hands of the Congress.

On Wednesday, March 14, a resolution
to reject Reorganization Plan No. 1, a
permanent reorganization plan, which
would abolish the Board of Directors of
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the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
and substitute a single administrator in
its place, failed of adoption in the House
of Representatives, although a majority
of those present and voting indicated
their disapproval of the plan. The vote
was 200 for the resolution disapproving
the plan, and only 197 against the reso-
lution.

The reason the plan to reorganize the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation was
not killed in the House of Representa-
tives was because of the provision of
section 6a of the Reorganization Act of
1949. That section provides that a re=-
organization plan can be rejected by
either House of the Congress only by an
affirmative. vote of the authorized mem=-
bership of that House.

The will of the people through their
elected representatives was thwarted by
an abnormal obstacle, which an admin-
istration majority was able to insert in
the Reorganization Act of 1949. I pro-
pose to remove that obstacle and to re-
store to the Congress—where it belongs
under the Constitution—at least that
portion of the vast legislative power
which has been ceded to the Executive
in the past two decades.

I believe the episode we have just wit-
nessed demonstrates beyond question the
wisdom of taking this action now. By
this amendment, the Congress will be
fortified in the event that future far-
reaching and ill-considered proposals are
presented under the Reorganization Act
of 1949,

I warn the House of Representatives
now against the situation which may in
the future confront it under the present
Reorganization Act. Even though a ma-
jority of the House or the Senate might
strongly oppose a reorganization pro-
posed by the executive department, this
majority would be powerless to prevent
the reorganization, because of the ab-
normal requirement of a constitutional
majority.

I do not intend to review or to discuss
at length the merits of the President’s
plan to reorganize the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation. The Senate may
yet assert its prerogative and reject this
reorganizatior plan, I believe it should,

The Senate, in one sense, has more in-
terest than the House in this particular
reorganization plan.

First, there now is pending before the
Senate a more comprehensive legislative
proposal, S. 514, to reconstitute and re=
organize the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation.

Second, the Fulbright subcommittee,
for the past year, has been conducting a
penetrating exploration of some phases
of the activities of the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation.

Third, the rights and prerogatives of
the Senate would be impaired through
the approval of a plan which would per=
mit the Senate to pass upon the char-
acter and qualifications of only two,
rather than five, individuals responsible
for the management of the Reconstruc-
tion Finance Corporation. The Senate
would be given just one opportunity to
pass on the merits of such appointments,
Both the Administrator and the Deputy
Administrator, under the plan, would
serve without fixed terms and would need
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to come before the Senate for confirma-
tion on renewal appointments,

Whatever action the Senate may take,
the fact remains that the Reorganiza-
tion Plan No. 1 was ill-timed, ill-con-
sidered, hastily drafted and hastily pre-
sented to the House of Representatives,
It was motivated by a desire to alle-
viate the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration from the public indignation
arising from the Fulbright exposures.
It confuses structure with personalities,
It is not in the public interest.

Although the 200 Members of the
House of Representatives who were op-
posed to this plan outnumbered those
who favored it, the majority will now
is thwarted by a rigid rule which has
succeeded in limiting and weakening the
power of the Congress to act on public
policies. This roadblock to the expres-
sion of the will of a majority of the rep-
resentatives of the people should be re-
moved at once.

It is my conviction, and one which is
of long standing, that what is needed
most by our country today 1is the
strengthening of the Congress. This has
been a major plank in the platform upon
which I have offered myself for publiec
service. It has been a primary objec-
tive, and will continue to be a primary
objective, in my service in the House of
Representatives.

Unless we are ready to admit that de-
mocracy cannot work in a modern,
mechanized society, it seems to me in-
escapable that the Congress must be so
constituted as to develop and to express
clearly and in unambiguous terms its
own independent policy with respect to
national and international programs.

‘We Representatives and our commit-
tee staffs should study intensively the
problems, facts, reasons, arguments and
views underlying legislative proposals.
We should conduct this study in the light
of the sentiments of the citizens of this
country whom we represent, to whom we
are responsible, and with whose aspira-
tions and desires we are intimately fa-
miliar. The resulting enactments should
contain our own independent, sincere
and well-founded convictions.

I think it is uncontradictable that the
authors of our Constitution, acutely
aware of the dangers of the central-
ized executive authority of a tyrannical
king, took great pains in writing our
Constitution to vest the policy-making
authority of our Government in the
elected representatives of the people
under conditions rendering it easy for
the removal of a Representative whose
views were out of harmony with the
sentiments of his constituents.

This is more than prosaic constifu=-
tional philosophy. This principle is the
very heart of the liberty of this Nation
and its freedom from dictatorial control
by a greedy despot. It is a basic concept
of our Americen economy. It is the
foundation upon which rest the rights
of our citizens and the freedom and dig-
nity of the individuals for whom this
Government was constituted.

This sacred principle should be con=
tinuously and vigorously upheld. It
should be jealously guarded by those who
have sworn their faith to the sovereign
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electors who sent them here, and who
have vowed to uphold and defend the
Constitution of the United States.

I challenge the right of any of us in
this House to abdicate the precious leg-
islative power of the Congress which we
have sworn to preserve and uphold.
Those who part faith with their sworn,
solemn obligation to defend the integrity
of the great legislative body of which
they are a part thereby forfeit the right
to represent the people of the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, in the events of the last
2 days we have witnessed the low state
to which the Congress was brought when
the Reorganization Act of 1949 was
passed. We saw the great House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States power-
less to act in accordance with the will of
the majority of its Members and sub-
jected to the will of one man, to whom
the Democratic leadership in the Eighty-
first Congress transferred legislative

power,
Here is an issue which transcends any
temporary, partisan consideration.

Whichever party is in power, the forces

of executive encroachment always will -

be operative.’

Not because we are Democrats or be-
cause we are Republicans, but because we
are lawgivers endowed with the author-
ity of the sovereign people of the United
States, we must retain in the Congress
the authority which belongs to the Con-
gress—the authority which the Constitu-
tion intended the Congress to have in
order that it may effectively express the
will of the people of this Nation.

We must be alert to attacks upon the
source of our authority and quick to de-
fend it. We must resist any weakening
of the power we have undertaken to ad-
minister. We must continually foster
and develop that power in relation to the
rapid evolution of our society under the
economic forces of the times.

The bill I have introduced will go
only a short way in the direction of re-
storing to the Congress the power and
the dignity it has permitted itself to lose
in the past two decades. But it will be a
reversal of a trend which, in my judg-
ment, threatens our free political insti-
tutions. It is, therefore, in the public
interest.

I hope the party in power will not
treat this measure as a partisan one. I
hope the leadership of that party will
not utilize its majority in numbers to
obstruct a movement to fortify and
strengthen the body of which we all are
Members, to which, in my judgment, our
allegiance must be devoted in supremacy
to our allegiance to either political party.

Mr. KEATING., Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MEADER. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. KEATING. I commend the gen-
tleman on this fine statement. He has
been a member, and a valuable member,
of the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments and has rendered
distinguished service in the preparation
of at least one of the reports on the bills
which have come before us. I feel that
there is no one better equipped to speak
with knowledge on this subject and no
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one who more appropriately should be
the author of a measure such as the
gentleman has introduced.

I am sure that the American people
generally share the view which the gen-
tleman has expressed to the effect that
they do not want us to give up our right
to determine matters by a majority vote.
It is regrettable indeed that here just
within the last 24 hours this Congress
by a majority of four or five spoke its will,
but its will was not carried into effect
because of the fact that more than a
simple majority was required. Under-
standably that is extremely difficult for
the American people to comprehend. I
feel certain that they will support the
gentleman in the position he has taken.
I hope the leadership on the Democratic
side, as the gentleman has said, will give
an early hearing to this measure and
thrash out this question.

Mr. MEADER. Ithank the gentleman
very much for his kind remarks,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MitcrELL). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Gross] is recognized for 4 minutes,

ARGENTINA

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for four
additional minutes, and also that I may
revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr, Speaker, less than
a year ago, I stood here on the floor of
this House and denounced the Export-
Import Bank hand-out of $125,000,000
to Dictator Peron, of Argentina.

On that ocecasion, in the statement to
be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
volume 96, part 6, page 7637, I said this:

Peron, the tyrant, the steadfast supporter
of the Nazi-Fascist axis, represents every-
thing against which Americans laid down
their lives in World War II. Does anyone
contend there is freedom in Argentina to-
day? On the contrary, Dictator Peron has
strangled free speech, freedom to assemble,
and freedom of the press. Yet when this
enemy of freedom faces a financial crisis, a
crisis thit could well end his tyranny, the
tax dollars of the citizens of this country
are rushed to his rescue.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I quote from a dis-
patch which appeared in the newspapers
of this country on May 27, 1950:

BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA.—The evening
paper La Epoca suggests that Representative
H. R. Gross, Republican, of Iowa, be investi-
gated by the United States Senate “because
if he is not a Communist or a fellow traveler
he must be something very akin.”

La Epoca hitterly attacked the Waterloo,
Iowa, Congressman Friday for his floor
speech denouncing the recent credit to Ar-
gentina as a “betrayal and moral sell-out.”

Gross deliberately lies when he maintains
the Argentine Government suppressed free-
dom of speech, freedom of meeting, and free-
dom of the press, the newspaper said.

Mr. Speaker, events of the past few
weeks have established conclusively the
identity of the liar.

La Prensa, one of the oldest and prob-
ably the most influential newspaper in
Argentina, has been strangled into si-
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lence by a violent, Peron-inspired strike.
This great newspaper has been throt=-
tled beeause it dared oppose the dictator-
ship and tyranny of Peron and his
henchmen. The same fate befell an-
other Argentine paper in Cordoba. And
so it appears that only those Argentine
newspapers which lick the boots of
Peron and mouth his decrees will con-
tinue to be published.

The last vestige of individual freedom
hangs by a thread in Argentina. It will
be gone if freedom to speak and print
the truth is now trampled underfoot.

Mr. Speaker, our State Department
has draped a friendly arm around Peron
for a long time. In one of those time-
wasting promotions, whereby Members
of the House and Senate sit in the Li-
brary of Congress before striped pants
and brass hat potentates of the admin-
istration, I asked Acheson the following
question: “Did the State Department
support the recent lIoan to Dictator Peron
of Argentina?”

Acheson replied: “Certainly.”

Earlier, Assistant Secretary of State
Edward Miller, attempting to justify the
hand-out to Peron, was quoted as voicing
the hope that the United States “can
learn to work with the Government of
Argentina.”

At that time, I inguired that if we were
supposed to learn to work with as dicta-
torial a regime as that in Argentina, why
we were not told that we should learn
to work with Hitler, Mussolini, and
Stalin.

Now Peron’s stooge sheet, La Epoca,
has labeled as “lamentable impertinence'
a statement by the same Assistant Secre=-
tary of State Edward Miller to the ef=-
feet that the strangling of La Prensa
hindered the United States Government
in its “positive efforts of cooperation”
with Argentina.

I wonder, therefore, if Mr. Miller has
now learned the hard way what many of
us learned long ago through the ap=-
plication of common sense and decency
that it is preposterous even to imagine
that we can learn to work with or do
business with dictators of any stripe.

Whether he has learned or not, the
tragedy remains that Miller, Acheson,
and others in the administration ap-
proved use of the funds of American tax-
payers to aid the tyranny of Dictator
Peron,

We can mark down this revolting spec-
tacle as one more costly mistake and
moral sell-out by the spineless State
Department.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to
comment on the statement made a few
moments ago by the gentleman from
California [Mr. McKinnon]. Iam sorry
the gentleman has left the Chamber. I
do not know whether he includes me in
his legislative Who's Who, but I was one
of those Republicans who voted to put
curbs on the speculators in the commod-
ity-exchange markets. I have not for=
gotten that in 1 year alone in this coun-
try the grain gamblers traded in ap-
proximately 27,000,000,000 bushels of
grain, 22,000,000,000 of which was non-
existent. In other words, in that same
year less than 5,000,000,000 bushels of
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grains of all kinds were actually pro-
duced in this country. I dislike having
the gentleman from California [Mr,
McEimvxwon] attempt to load on the Re-
publican Party the failure to pass re-
strictive legislation on the grain game
blers of this country. The fact remains
that there is a Democratic majority in
the Congress and in the House of Repre-
sentatives and there was last year to an
even greater extent when that proposal
was before the Congress.

As the gentleman from New York
[Mr, Keatinc] stated a few moments
ago, you on the Democratic side must
bear responsibility for the measures that
you bring in; you have the majority;
you can pass that legislation if you want
to pass it.

If the story is that the southern Demo-
ocrats did not vote with you on that
occasion perhaps you had better do
something about it. Throughout most
of the Southern States, as I understand,
Democratic patronage is still being dis=-
tributed. If it is the southern Demo-
crats who are defeating your adminis-
tration proposals on the floor of the
House, why do you not frankly say so
and take the action that is necessary to
read them out of the party if you do not
want them in?

ROCEFORD, ILL., POLL ON FOREIGN
FPOLICY

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle=
man from Massachusetts?

There was no objection. .

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
recently noticed an Associated Press dis-
patch in the New York Times that the
city of Rockford, Ill., which has a popu-
lation of some 90,000, is planning to sub-
mit to its voters at a referendum on
April 3, two questions dealing with for-
eign policy. According to the AP dis-
patch, it is expected that there will be
some 40,600 ballots printed which will
contain two questions as follows:

1. Shall the United States immediately
adopt a policy to defend itself and its pos-
sessions and give limited assistance to free
nations?

2. Shall the United States continue to fol-
low its present world-wide foreign policy and
lend unlimited assistance to free nations?

The newspaper account states that
the voters will check the ballots to show
which of the two courses they favor with
the results to be forwarded to Congress
for its guidance.

While I do not make any charge that
there is unfair or impure design behind
a vote of this kind posed as the questions
are, it does seem to me to be important
to point out that the questions that the
city of Rockford proposes to put before
the voters are phrased in such a way as
to make a mockery of the proposed test.
I invite your atiention to the phrasing
of the second question which predicates
in the question itself implications of
fact that I submit are false; namely, the
question implies that the United States
is at present following a foreign policy
of rendering unlimited assistance to for-
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eign nations. That is absolutely incor-
rect. We all know that the United
States is not now, never has been, and
never will be, engaged in rendering un-
limited assistance to our friends abroad.
Both the executive branch and the Con-
gress are continually reviewing our for-
eign policy commitments in conformity
with our own budgetary limitations and
financial requirements, and are con-
stantly imposing limits on the amount of
monetary aid that may be extended.
Congress, itself, is constantly engaged in
paring down programs for foreign spend-
ing even after they have been cut back
by the President from original submis=-
sions to him. It is ludicrous to suggest
that anyone in his right mind would
ever vote to give unlimited assistance to
any kind of a project domestic or foreign.

If such a policy were followed, Con-
gress could simply abdicate its functions
and all that would be required would be
the passage of authorization and appro=
priation bills providing open-ended au-
thorizations or appropriations available
in any amount desired by those spending
the money for the particular purposes
named. Such a thought is too ridiculous
to even bear discussion.

Now let us look at the alternative ques=
tion, “Shall the United States adopt a
policy to defend its possessions and give
limited assistance to free nations?”
Please note the phrase, “Shall the United
States adopt a policy.” Here again is
distortion of fact. Are we not now doing
exactly what this question suggests we
might start doing? Would anyone have
the temerity to suggest that our present
policy, in addition to rendering limited
assistance to free nations, is not dedi-
cated to defending ourselves and our
possessions? Of course, Mr. Speaker,
that is exactly what we are now doing
and it is not presenting proper questions
to the voters to suggest we should adopt
such a policy.

If the AP press account is accurate,
therefore, I submit that the city officials
of Rockford, Ill., are not submitting fair
questions to the people in submitting
these, “When did you stop beating your
wife?” type of alternative choices found
in these, probably unintentionally, trick
questions fo be put to the Illinois voters.
If the City of Rockford, Ill., wishes sin=-
cerely to test the voters’ attitude on for=
eign policy, then it should not state
incorrect premises in forming the ques-
tions that it-proposes and thus lead the
electorate up a blind alley in believing
that its choice on the referendum will
represent any helpful addition to public
opinion on the crucial issues in the world
today.

These observations of mine are offered
constructively in the hope that questions
that fairly and properly present the is-
sues will be submitted.

RoCKFORD, ILL.,, GETS TEST oN FOREIGN PoLicY
1N VoTe

RockrorD, 111, March 2.—Rockford, popula-
tion 92,508, is going to tell Congress how
its voters feel about forelgn policy.

The city will put the issues of the great
debate squarely up to its residents in a
referendum April 8. The poll of sentiment
will be taken as part of the city's aldermanic
elections. Some 40,000 ballots, representing
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the number of registered voters in Rockford,
will carry these two questions:

“1, Shall the United States immediately
adopt a policy to defend itself and its pos-
sessions and give limited assistance to free
nations?

“2. Shall the TUnited States continue to
follow its present world-wide forelgn policy
and lend wunlimited assistance to free
nations?"

Voters are to check the ballots to show
which of the two courses they favor. The
result will be forwarded to Congress for
guidance.

(Mr. McCormACK asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include a newspaper article.)

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PERKINS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an article appearing in the New
York Times.

Mrs. KELLY of New York asked and
was given permission to extend her re-
marks.

Mr. YORTY ‘at the request of Mr. As-
PINALL) was given permission to extend
his remarks and include extraneous mat-
ter.

Mr. ASPINALL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a letter.

Mr. LYLE asked and was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks and include
an article showing the great contribu-
tion Texas is making to the defense ef-
fort.

Mr. FOGARTY asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks.

Mr, HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks.

Mr. KEATING asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include editorials.

Mr. McGREGOR (at the request of
Mr. MarTin of Massachusetts) was given
permrission to extend his remarks.

Mr, BUFFETT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an editorial.

Mr. COLE of Kansas (at the request of
Mr. BUFFETT) was given permission to
extend his remarks and include an edi-
torial.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL asked
anc¢ was given permission to extend his
remarks.

Mr. MORANO asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude the transcription of a radio broad-
cast made by Earl Godwin yesterday.

Mr, AUCHINCLOSS asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include an editorial,

Mr. VAN PELT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an editorial.

Mr. CHIPERFIELD (at the request of
Mr. VELDE) was given permission to ex-
tend his remarks,

Mr. HAND asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two in-
stances, in each to include additional
matter.

Mr. CORBETT asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks.

Mr. GATHINGS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances, in each to include extraneous
matter,
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Mr. MILLER of California (at the re-
quest of Mr. RuHobES) was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks and include
editorials and newspape: articles.

Mr. RHODES asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks
and include extraneous matter.

Mr. EIRWAN (at the request of Mr.
MANSFIELD) was given permission to ex-
tend his remarks and include an article
by Hal Boyle on This Is a Great Day for
the Non-Irish.

Mr, MANSFIELD asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances, in one to include an article on
the passing of O. S. Warden, an edito-
rial from the Great Falls Tribune; and
in the other a speech by Sean McBride,
Minister for External Affairs for the Re-
public of Ireland, given at the National
Press Club on yesterday.

Mr. VAN ZANDT (at the request of
Mr. MarTIN of Massachusetts) was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an editorial.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska and Mr.
MILLER of California (at the request of

Mr. MarTiNn of Massachusetts) were
given permission to extend their
remarks.

Mr, RODINO (af the request of Mr.
MoRRIS) was given permission to extend
his remarks,

Mr. BOYKIN (at the request of Mr.
Dory) was given permission to extend
his remarks and include an article.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks and include an editorial appear-
ing in today’s Washington News entitled
“Housecleaning Now,” a statement by
Dr. Alan Valentine.

Mr. YORTY asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude extraneous matter.

Mr. McCORMACK asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include an article written by Dr.
Carroll and appearing in a recent issue
of the Harvard Public Health Alumni
Bulletin,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr. WEICHEL (at the request of Mr,
CanrFIELD), indefinitely, on account of
illness, -

To Mr. BurrerT, for 5 days, on account
of official business.

SENATE BILLS AND CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTIONS REFERRED

Bills and concurrent resolutions of the
Senate of the following titles were taken
from the Speaker’s table and, under the
rule, referred as follows:

5.28. An act to amend the Trading With
the Enemy Act; to the Committee on Inter=
state and Foreign Commerce.

5.47. An act for the relief of Madeleine
Quarez; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

5.60. An act Ior the relief of Cilka Eliza-
beth Ingrova; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

8.77. An act for the relief of Mircea
Grossu and his family; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

S.118. An act for the relief of Nouhad
Ann Ehoury; to the Committee on the Ju-
diclary.

S.119. An act for the relief of Joseph
Girardi; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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8.124. An act for the relief of Mrs. George
(Wong Tze-yen) Poy; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

S5.155. An act for the relief of Victor G.
Luttalla; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

S.1656. An act for the relief of Robert Jo-
hanna Sorensen; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

8.166. An act for the relief of Lars Daniel
Sorensen; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

B.178. An act for the relief of Zdenek
Marek; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5.181, An act for the relief of Wilhelm
Engelbert; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

5. 210. An act authorizing the naturaliza=-
tion of Jesus Juan Llanderal; to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary,

5.214. An act for the relief of Mrs. Juan
Antonio Rivera, Mrs. Raul Valle Antelo,
Mrs, Jorge Dlaz Romero, Mrs. Otto Resse,
and Mrs. Hugo Soria; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

5.216. An act to amend section 631b of
title 5, United States Code, by adding a new
subsection to be cited as subsection (¢); to
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.

S.223. An act for the relief of Azy Ajder-
ian; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

S.243. An act for the rellef of Dewey
Pickett; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5.249. An act for the relief of Ruzena
P;:lantova; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

5.259. An act to fix the responsibilities of
the Disbursing Officer and of the Auditor of
the District of Columbia, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia. d

8,261, An act to amend section 7 of an
act entitled “An act making appropriations
to provide for the expenses of the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1803, and for
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5. 262. An act to amend section 3 of an act
authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to settle claims and suits
against the District of Columbia, approved
February 11, 1829, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia,

S.276. An act for the relief of Dr. Alex-
ander V. Papanicolau and his wife, Emilia;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S5.277. An act for the reliet of Lily Pfan-
nenschmidt; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

.8.300. An act for the rellef of Lloyd F.
Stewart; to the Committee on the Judiclary,

S.336. An act authorizing the President
of the United States of America to proclaim
the first Monday in February of each year
as National Children’s Dental Health Day;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.348. An act for the relief of Jacoba van
Dorp; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5.353. An act relating to the time for
publication of the Official Register of the
United States; to the Committee on House
Administration.

S.356. An act for the relief of Edith Wini-
fred Henderson; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

S5.361. An act for the relief of Herk Vis-
napuu and his wife, Naima; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

5.363. An act for the rellef of Irmgard
Eohler; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

S.364. An act for the relief of Mrs. Suzanne
Wiernik and her daughter, Genevieve; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.379. An act to authorize relief of author-
izec certifying officers of terminated war
agencies in liguidation by the Department
of Labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

S5.417. An act for the relief of Sui Ken
Fong and Sul Tung Fong; to the Committee
on the Judieciary.
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B.427. An act for the relief of Nene Baal=-
stad; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.451. An act for the relief of James Mc=
Gillic and Blossom MecGillic; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

8.463. An act for the relief of Alice de
Bony de Lavergne; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

B.464. An act for the relief of Willard
Cheek and Louise Cheek; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

£.488. An act to increase the fee of jurors
in condemnation proceedings instituted by
the District of Columbia; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

B. 490. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to regulate the practice of podiatry
in the District of Columbia'; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

8. 494, An act to provide for the appoint-
ment of a deputy disbursing officer and as-
sistant disbursing officers for the District of
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

S.516. An act to amend the act incor=
porating the American Legion so as to rede-
fine (a) the powers of sald corporation, (b)
the right to the use of the name “The Amer-
ican Legion” and “American Legion”; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

S.529. An act for the relief of Humayag
Dildilian and his daughter, Lucy Dildilian;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.548. An act for the relief of Freidoun
Jalayer; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. 568. An act for the relief of George W,
Purdy; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.587. An act for the rellef of Sotirios
Christos Roumanis; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

8.613. An act for the relief of Ernestine
Bacon Jacobs; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

. 8.631. An act for the relief of Conrad
Xavier Charles Mauerer; to the Committee
on the Judiciary,

S.648. An act for the relief of Evald Ferdi-
nand Kask; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

8.666. An act for the relief of George Pan-
telas; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. 683. An act authorizing vessels of Cana-
dian registry to transport iron ore between
ports on the Great Lakes during 1951; to the
Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

S.695. An act for the relief of Willlam
Greville Birkett; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

S5.768. An act conferring jurisdiction on
the Court of Claims of the United States to
hear, determine, and render judgment on the
claims of G. T, Elliott, Inc., and M. F. Quinn;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.822. An act for the rellef of Mrs. Robert
M. Sternberg; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

S.824. An act for the relief of Gertrud
Lomnitz; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. Com Res, 9. Concurrent resolution favor-
ing the suspension of deportation of certain
allens; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. Con. Res. 10. Concurrent resolution fa--

voring the suspension of deportation of cer-
tain aliens; to the Committee on the Ju=-
diciary.

8. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring the suspension of deportation of
certain allens; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

8. Con. Res. 13. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring the suspension of deportation of
certain allens; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

5. Con. Res. 15. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring the suspension of deportation of
certain aliens; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that committee had examined and found
truly enrolled a bill of the House of the
following title, which was thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R.2268. An act to authorize the pay-
ment of interest on serles E savings bonds
retained after maturity, and for other
purposes.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 2 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the
House, under its previous order, ad-
Jjourned until Monday, March 19, 1951,
at 12 o’'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

287. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a
letter from the Secretary of Commerce,
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
entitled “A bill to amend the act en-
titled ‘An act to authorize the construc-
tion, protection, operation, and mainte-
nanee of public airports in the Territory
of Alaska’, as amended”; was taken
from the Speaker’s table, referred to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad-
ministration. House Resolution 163. Res-
olution to provide funds for the expenses
of the studies and Investigations authorized
by House Resolution 99; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 267). Ordered to be
printed.

Mr, SPENCE: Committee on Banking and
Currency. House Joint Resolution 196,
Joint Resolution to continue for a tempo=-
rary perlod the provisions of the Housing
and Rent Act of 1847, as amended; without
amendment (Rept. No. 268). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware: Committee on
the Judiciary. H. R. 2394, A bill to
amend the act of April 29, 1941, to authorize
the waiving of the requirement of per-
formance and payment bonds in connec-
tion with certain Coast Guard contracts;
with amendment (Rept. No. 269). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. FELLOWS: Committee on the Judi-
clary. H. R. 2829, A bill to exempt the
members and certaln employees of the Pres-
ident’s Commission on Internal Security
and Individual Rights from the operation of
certain conflict-of-interest statutes; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 270). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Unlon.

Mr, VINSON: Committee on Armed Serv-
fces. 8. 1. An act to provide for the com-
mon defense and security of the United
States and to permit the more effective uti-
lization of manpower resources of the United
States by authorizing universal military
training and service, and for other pur-
poses; with amendment (Rept. No. 271).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole.
House on the State of the Union.
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. ANFUSO:

H. R. 3244. A bill to amend section 5 of the
Civil Bervice Retirement Act with respect
to computation of accredited service of duly
designated official representatives of national
organizations of postal employees; to the
Committee on Post Office and Clvil SBervice.

H. R.3245. A bill to provide that leaves of
absence granted duly designaled official
representatives of national organizations of
postal employees in respect to organiza-
tional duties be construed as allowable serv-
ice in determining eligibility for promotion;
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Bervice.

By Mr. BOGGS of Delaware:

H. R.38246. A bill to establish a chiropody
section in the Army Medical Service Corps
and in the Navy Medical Service Corps, and
to authorize appointments to such corps
from among graduates of accredited schools
of chiropody; to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

By Mr. ELLIOTT:

H.R. 3247. A bill to provide for emergency
furlough or leave for members of the Armed
Forces serving outside the United States in
the event of the death of a member of such
person’s immediate family; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

By Mr. PRIEST:

H.R.3248. A Dbill to amend the Railroad
Retirement Act of 1937 to provide for a 20-
percent increase in annuities, pensions, and
certain lump sums payable under such act;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

H.R.8249, A blll to amend the Railroad
Retirement Act of 1937 to provide for a 20-
percent increase in the survivor annuities
and Insurance lump sum payable under such
act; to the Committee on Interstate and

By Mr. TRIMELE:

H.R.3250. A bill to provide that certain
determinations with respect to Federal
assistance for school construction may be
based on school attendance figures for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1938, instead of
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. ROGERS of Texas:

H. R.3251. A bill to amend title 28 of the
United Btates Code to require that all de-
cisions of the Supreme Court shall be par-
ticipated in by the full Court, and that any
vacancies or absences in the membership of
the Court shall be temporarily filled by cir-
cuit judges; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
By Mr. SMITH of Mississippi:

H. R.3252. A bill to amend section 13 (c)
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, as
amended, with respect to the exemption from
the child-labor provisions of such act of cer-
tain employees employed in agriculture; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. GAMBLE:

H.R.3253. A bill to amend the Defense
Production Act of 1950 and the Reconstruc-
tion Finance Corporation Act, as amended;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. MILLER of Nebraska:

H.R.3254. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require the
labeling of soaps and detergents; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

H.R. 32556. A bill to enlarge the definition
of cosmetic contained in the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act by removing the ex-
ception made in the case of soap; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

H.R.3256. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act by requiring
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the labeling of bread or rolls; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

H.R.3257. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, as amended,
by providing for the regulation of chemical
additives in food; to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MORRISON:

H.R. 3258. A bill to amend section 207 of
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 as
amended, to provide reimbursement for
fines paid and for lost pay and other benefits
upon correction of military and naval
records; and for other purposes; to the Com=-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Mr. HAGEN:

H. R.3259. A bill to provide for the com-
pensation of certain persons whose lands
have been flooded and damaged by reason of
fluctuations in the water level of the Lake of
the Woods; to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

By Mr. McCORMACK:

H.R.3260. A bill to amend the United
States Housing Act of 1937 so as to ralse the
income limit for admission to low-rent hous-
ing provided under the act; to the Commit=
tee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. MEADER:

H.R.3261. A bill to amend section 6 (a)
of the Reorganization Act of 1949, so that
for purposes of passage of a resolution of
disapproval by either House of Congress the
affirmative vote of a majority of the author=
ized membership of such House will not be
required; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. BOW:

H.R.3262. A bill to provide for the pay-
ment of certain unrecovered costs incurred
by producers of strategic and critical min-
erals and metals for use in the prosecution
of World War II; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

By Mr. COLE of Kansas:

H.RR.3263. A bill to confer jurisdiction

upon the United States district courts with
_respect to claims against the United States
of certain employees of the Bureau of
Prisons, Department of Justice; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FULTON:

H.R.3264. A hill to increase by $30 per
month the retired pay and disability retire-
ment pay of enlisted persons of the uri-
formed services; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. KENNEDY (by request):

H.R.3265. A bill to regulate the election
of delegates representing the District of Co-
lumbia to national political conventions; to
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. BURDICK:

H. J. Res. 205. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States relating to terms of office of
President, and providing for nomination of
candidates for President and Vice President,
and for election of such candidates, by popu-
lar vote; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HARRIS:

H. J. Res. 206. Joint resolution consenting
to an interstate compact to conserve oil and
gas; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McMILLAN:

H. Res. 168. Resolution to provide for the
payment of certain compensation to Willlam
E. Cook; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration,

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memori-
als were presented and referred as fol-
lows:

By the SPFEAKER® Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of California, relative to
proposed discriminatory and excessive in-
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creases in the Federal tax on wine; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Maryland, relative to requesting
Congress not to enact any legislation or
make any appropriations for the construc-
tion of the St. Lawrence seaway, to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the

‘State of Massachusetts, relative to instruct-

ing delegates to the United Nations to pro-
pose Italy as a member thereof; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Massachusetts, relative to request-
ing legislation whereby certain mothers and
fathers may be granted United States citi-
zenship; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Hawalii, relative to requesting
Congress to admit Hawaii as a State; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Hawail, relative to requesting
Congress to remove all racial restrictions on
the privilege of naturalization for citizen-
ship in the United States of America; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BOGGS of Delaware:

H. R. 3266. A bill for the relief of Jesse A.

Harman; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. CORBETT:

H.R.3267. A bill for the relief of Zora
KErizan, also known as Zorardo Krizanova;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FERNANDEZ:
~ H.R.3268. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Jane
P. Myers; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. EENNEDY (by request) :

H.R. 3269. A bill for the relief of Dr. Va-
sllios Georgantas; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. McGUIRE:

H. R.3270. A bill for the relief of Anthony
N. Goraieb; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. MITCHELL:

H. R. 3271. A bill for the relief of Toshiakl
Shimada; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

H.R.3272. A bill for the relief of King
Mayberry; to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

H.R. 3273. A bill for the relief of George
F. Willis; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary,

H.R.3274. A bill for the relief of John A.
Watson; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 3275, A bill for the relief of Miyoko
Nakagawa; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. MORRISON:

H. R. 3276. A bill for the relief of Giuseppa

Blasco; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. MUMMA:

‘H.R.3277. A bill for the relief of Narclsso
and Slava Zomberlin; to the Committee on
the Judiciary,

By Mr. O'TOOLE (by request) :

H.R.3278. A bill for the relief of Enrico
Colandria; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. )

By Mr. ROOSEVELT:

H.R.3279. A bill for the relief of Magda
Erdossi Frosh; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

H. R.3280. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Emi
Yasuda and her minor son, Keichiro Yasuda;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.3281. A bill for the relief of Fanny
Tsihrintge Papan; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

MARCH 15 |

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

125. By Mr. CHIPERFIELD: Letter from
Richard H. Nelson, vice president, Herman
Nelson Division, American Air Filter Co., Inc.,
Moline, Ill., regarding capital gains tax; to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

126. By Mr. GOODWIN: Memorial of
Massachusetts Leglslature for legislation
whereby certain mothers and fathers may be
granted United States citizemship; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

127. Also, memorial of Massachusetts
Legislature for Congress to pass antipoll
tax legislation; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

128. Also, memorial of Massachusetts
Legislature for the President and the Con-
gress to instruct delegates to the United
Nations to propose Italy as a member thereof;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

129. Also, memorial of Massachusetts
Legislature for Congress to pass law to grant
a special name to a new United States Vet-
erans’ hospital; to the Committee on Vet=
erans’ Affairs.

130. By Mr. HESELTON: Resolutions
memorializing the President and the Con-
gress of the United States to instruct dele-
gates to the United Nations to propose Italy
as a member thereof; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs,

131, Also, resolutions of the General Court
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts
memorializing Congress for legislation where-
by certain mothers and fathers may be
granted United States citizenship; to the
committee on the Judiciary.

132. By Mr. LOVRE: Memorial of the
Legislature of the State of South Dakota
memorializing Congress, the President, Sec-
retary of Agriculture, and the Bureau of
Animal Industry to continue its cooperation
with the Joint United BStates-Mexican
Aftosa Commission in its program of com-
bating and ultimate eradication of the dread
disease among livestock known as foot-and-
mouth disease, prevalent in the Republic of
Mexico; to the Committee on Agriculture.

133. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing
the Congress of the United States to require
military service of all qualified citizens with-
out regard for race, creed, or color; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

134. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing
the Congress of the United States to ward off -
foreign invasion of fundamental American
rights; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

135. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing
Congress to repeal section 241 of title 25,
United States Code, annotated, known as the
Indian liquor law and all laws or parts of
laws in respect thereto which would treat an
Indian differently than any other citizen of
the State of South Dakota and of the United
States of America; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

136. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing the
Congress of the United States to make pro-
vigion for payment of the exact equivalent of
taxes to the States and other lesser political
subdivisions whenever the tax base of such
taxing units is depleted by withdrawals of
lands for the use of Federal agencies; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

137. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing
Congress to propose and adopt an amend-
ment to section 11 of the act of Congress of
February 22, 1889; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs,
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138. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing
Congress to appropriate funds for the use of
the State of South Dakota in relleving coun-
ties in said State from the burden imposed
by nontaxable Indian land and to direct that
such funds be used for welfare, law enforce-
ment, road construction, and health, in co-
operation with the Bureau of Indian Affairs;
to the Committee oh Interior and Insular
Affairs.

139. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota memorializing
the Chief of Engineers, Department of the
Army, Office of the Chief Engineer, to con-
tinue its investigations and work to prevent
future waste of water from the Artesian
Basin by sealing existing wells within the
areas to be flooded by the Missourl River
dams in South Dakota; to the Committee on
Public Works.

140. Also, memorial of the Legislature of
the State of South Dakota opposing and pro-
testing the proposal of the United States
Treasury to impcse a tax on State and
municipal bonds; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

141. By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts:
Memorial of the General Court of Massachu-
setts, proposing that the United States dele-
gation to the United Nations propose Italy as
a member thereof; to the Committee on For-
elgn Affairs.

142, Also, memorial of the General Court
of Massachusetts, advocating facilitation of
citizenship for parents of deceased members
of the Armed Forces; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

143. By the SPEAEER: Petition of Peco-
raro and Scanlan, New York City, N. Y,
relative to Plymouth Brethren IV, Taft-
Hartley law; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

SENATE

Frmay, MarcH 16, 1951

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

Almighty God, with whom there is no
shadow that is caused by turning,
conscious that in this rough and rushing
world there is upon us constantly the
hot breath of malice and envy, of evil
tempers and thoughts, in this quiet
moment of devotion breathe on us,
breath of God, fanning to flame our
smoldering faith that the dross which
weights the wings of our spirits may be
consumed. As those into whose un-
worthy hands has been placed the cry-
ing needs of stricken humanity, may the
thoughts of our minds and the sym-
pathies of our hearts, the words of our
lips and the decisiors of our delibera-
tions be acceptable in Thy sight, O Lord,
our strength and our Redeemer. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFarLanD, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday,
March 15, 1951, was dispensed with.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

On his own request, and by unanimous
consent, Mr. THYE was excused from at-
tendance on the sessions of the Senate
beginning later today and continuing
through Wednesday of next week.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING SENATE
SESSION

Mr. McFARLAND. I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare be permitted to con-
tinue its hearings on the railway dispute
this afterncon.

PUBLIC HEALTH ASSISTANCE TO STATES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (S. 445) to amend the Public
Health 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.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the

unanimous-consent agreement, the de-

bate between now and 2 o'clock will be
equally divided between those favoring
and those opposing the pending bill, Sen-
ate bill 445, and will be controlled, re-
spectively, by the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. Hrr] and the Senator from Iili-
nois [Mr. Dirgsrn].

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, does
not the majority leader feel that a quo-
rum should be called, the time to be
charged to both sides, so that Senators
may be here during the debate?

Mr. McFARLAND. It is agreeable to
me to have a quorum called. The only
point is that Senators seem to wait for
quorum calls, and much time is wasted.
We were trying to get away from having
a quorum call at the beginning of the
session. However, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll, the time consumed
to be taken out of the time allotted to
both sides.

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

Aiken Hayden Martin
Anderson Hendrickson Maybank
Bennett Hennings Millikin
Benton g.ilﬁkenlooper Monroney
Brewster Morse
Byrd Hoey Mundt
Cain Murray
Capehart Humphrey Neely
Carlson Hunt O'Conor
Case Ives Pastore
Clements Jenner Robertson
Connaslly Johnson, Colo. Russell
Cordon Johnston, 8. C. Saltonstall
Dirksen Eem Schoeppel
Douglas KEerr Smathers
Smith, Maine

Dworshak Knowland Smith, N. J.
Ecton Langer 8mith, N, C.
Ellender Lehman Stennis

n McCarran Thye
Flanders MecClellan Watkins
Frear McFarland ‘Wherry
Fulbright McEKellar Wiley
George McMahon Williams
Glllette Magnuson
Green

Mr. McFARLAND. I announce that
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. EasT-
1anD] and the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr, Cuavez] are absent because of ill-
ness.

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. K-
FAUVER] is absent on official committee
business.

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

The Senator from Alabama [Mr.
SrareMAN] is absent on official business.

Mr. SALTONSTALIL. Iannounce that
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
Brinces] is absent because of illness,

The Scnator from Maryland [Mr.
ButLEr], the Senator frem Massachu-
setts [Mr. Lopge], the Senator from Cal-
ifornia [Mr. Nixown], the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. McCarTHY1, and the
Senator from Ohio [(Mr. TarT] are nec-
essarily absent.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bricker],
the Senator from Nebraska [(Mr. Bur-
1ER], and the Senator from Idaho [Mr,
WEeLKER] are absent on official business.

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

The Senator from Michigan [Mr,
Vanpenrerc] and the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. Yousc] are absent
by leave of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum
is present.

The Chair is ready to recognize either
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Hmn]
or the Senator from Illinois [Mr, Drx-
sEN1, if they wish to occupy some time.

Mr. HILL. Mr, Fresident, we have
had two speakers on this side——

Mr. DIRESEN. We may have only
one.

Mr. HILL. TIf that is the case, T yield
10 minutes to the Senetor from New
Jersey [Mr. SmrtH].

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres-
ident, I expect to address my remarks to
the statement made bv the Senator from
Tllinpis [Mr. Dmxsen]l. I should like
very much that, if possible, he will re-
main in the Senate while I am making
my remarks.

Mr. President, in supporting this
measure I desire to emphasize ceriain
points, particularly because I was so
much impressed by the argument made
by the Senator from Illinois yesterday
with regard to the necessity of economy
in Federal expenditures. I agree entire-
ly with what the Senator from Illinois
said that in a time such as this, when we
are faced with enormous expenditures
for national defense purposes, we should
not spend money for anything which is
not necessary and which is in addition
to essential defense services. Therefore
in analyzing the situation I think we
must understand clearly what the pend-
ing bill aims to do.

As I analyze the bill—and I hope I
can convince my good friend from Illi-
nois that there is soundness in the po-
sition I am taking—we are not starting
anything new. Senate bill 445 is merely
an extension of a proved program al-
ready in existence. In certain sections
of the country local health units are well
established, and we all agree that the
local health unit is the grass-roots foun-
dation for any program to improve our
national health. Such units have met
with remarkable success in many ways
in past years, and this bill merely pro-
vides a practical procedure for extend-
ing the local health units through com-
prehensive State plans.

Mr. President, it will take time—a
number of years—to develop the State
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