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283. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Na-
tional Society Daughters of the American
Colonists, Washington, D. C. relative to
resolutions unanimously adopted at the
Thirtieth (National) General Assembly of
the Daughters of the American Colonists;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE

Tuoespay, May 15, 1951

(Legislative day of Wednesday, May 2,
1951)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

Dr. A. J. McCartney, D. D,, LL. D,,
Washington, D. C., offered the following
prayer:

Once more, our Father, we would begin
the legislative day with Thee. As we
pause for this reverential moment may
we be still and know that Thou art God.
We invoke Thy blessing upon the Mem-
bers of the Senate whether present or
absent. Give strength for our burdens;
equipment for our tasks; wisdom for our
responsibilities; insight for our times;
clarity of our thoughts; charity for our
speech; courage for our convictions; and
unfaltering faith in Thy divine purpose
for our national destiny. So may the
safety, honor, and general welfare of our
Nation be advanced that happiness,
peace, and prosperity may be established
upon the sure foundation of truth and
justice, virtue and piety.

In the name of Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr, McFarLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Monday,
May 14, 1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States submitting nomina-
tions were communicated to the Senate
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed a bill (H. R. 3957) to
provide that certain functions of the
Compiroller of the Currency which re-
late to building associations organized
in, or doing business in, the District of
Columbia shall hereafter be performed
by the Home Loan Bank Board, and for
other purposes, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President.

H.R.588. An act to confer junsdiction
upon the District Court for the Territory of
Alaska to hear, determine, and render judg-
ment upon certain claims of William Bergen;

H.R.645. An act for the relief of Mr. and
Mrs. A. C. Lupcho;

H.R.656. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the United States District Court for

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

the District of New Mexico to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the claim
of Al Parker;

H.R.703. An act for the relief of the
estate of D. A. Montgomery;

H.R.849. An act for the relief of the
estate of Henry W. Savidge;

H.R.1235. An act for the relief of John
Clarke; and

H. R.3297. An act to authorize the Com-
missioners of the Distriet of Columbia to
appoint a member of the Metropolitan Po-
lice Department or a member of the Fire
Department of the District of Columbia as
Director of the District Office of Civil De-
fense, and for other purposes.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that Senators
may be permitted to transact routine
business, without debate.

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

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

AMENDMENT oF FoREIGN SERVICE BuUlLDINGS
Act

A letter from the Secretary of State, trans-
mitting a draft of proposed legislation to
amend the Foreign Service Bulldings Act
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations,

DispostTioN oF EXECUTIVE PAPERS

A letter from the Archivist of the United
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list
of papers and documents on the files of
several departments and agencies of the
Government which are not needed in the
conduct of business and have no permanent
value or historical interest, and requesting
action looking to their disposition (with
accompanying papers); to a Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Papers in
the Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr,
Jonnston of South Carolina and Mr.
LanceEr members of the committee on the
part of the Senate,

PETITION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a resolution of the First Guam
Legislature, which was referred to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs, as follows:

Resolution 4
Resolution relative to memorializing the

Congress of the United States, the Presi-

dent of the United States, and the Gov-

ernor of Guam to change section 10 of
the Organic Act of Guam to provide a dif-
ferent method of electing members of the

Legislature of Guam

Whereas section 10 of the Organic Act of
Guam provides among other things that
“The legislative power of Guam, except as
otherwise provided In the act, shall be vested
in a legislature which shall consist of a sin-
gle house of not to exceed 21 members to
be elected at large”; and

Whereas the electlon of members at large
tends to work a hardship on those residents
of Guam who live in rural or sparsely popu=-
lated areas by depriving them of representa-
tion in the Guam Legislature: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Guam Legislature, That
the Congress and President of the United
States are hereby respectfully petitioned and
memorialized to amend the Organic Act of
Guam so as to provide for the election of the
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21 mcabers of the Guam Legislature in ac-
cordance with the laws of Guam or as the
Guam Leglslature shall provide; and be it
further

Resolved, That the Secretary of Interior
and the Governor of Guam are hereby re-
spectfully petitioned and memorialized to
assist, plead, and exert all possible efforts
toward the accomplishment of the purpose
and intent of this resolution; and be it
further

Resolved, That the executive secretary of
the Guam Legislature be and he is hereby
authorized and directed to transmit a copy
of the resolution to the House of the Rep-
resentatives of the United State-, the Senate
of the United States, the President of the
United States, and to the Governor of Guam,

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY—RESOLUTION
OF MICHIGAN JUNIOR CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE, LANSING, MICH.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference a reso-
lution adopted by the Michigan Junior
Chamber of Commerce, strongly endors-
ing the immediate commencement of the
St. Lawrence Seaway and power project
as essential to our national defense ef-
fort, and I ask unanimous consent that
it he printed in the REcogp.

There being no objection, the resclu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas the immediate commencement
of the St. Lawrence seaway and power proj-
ect is essentlal to our national defense ef-
fort; and

Whereas the immediate commencement of
the St. Lawrence seaway and power project
is indispensable as a measure of national
security and defense to insure access through
Protected waterways to the only substantial
source of high-grade, open-pit ore in the
North American Continent outside of the
Lake Supe.ior area; and

Whereas the seaway ls essential to insure
the flow of such basic metal to the great
industries located in the Great Lakes region
at a reasonable and economical cost; and

Whereas the seaway will provide power
facilities to domestic and industrial users in
a power deflclt St. Lawrence area; and

Whereas the construction of the St. Law-
rence seaway and power project is the only
sound economical and practical approach to
the problem of travLsporting raw ma‘erials
into the great industrial areas in the Great
Lakes region and the shipment of finished
products to world markets: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Michigan Junior Cham-
ber of Commerce at its board of directors’
meeting held March 11, 1851, go on record as
being unequivocally in favor of immediate
action by the Congress of the United States
on enabling legislation, and such incidental
legislation as shall insure the realization of
the St. Lawrence seaway and power project;
and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
sent to all local organizations affiliated with
the Michigan Junior Chamber of Commerce
and the United States Junior Chamber of
Commerce with the request that these or=,
ganizations pass similar resolutions; further, '
that a copy of this resolution be sent to all
Michigan Representatives in the Congress of
the United States, and that the Honorable
Homer FErcUsOoN be requested to read this
resolution into the CoNGRESsIONAL RECORD., '

EUGENE ANDERSON,
President.

James J. CoHOON,
Secretary.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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DECLARATION ON FOREIGN POLICY—
PETITION OF WISCONSIN PUBLIC
LEADERS

Mr. WILEY., Mr. President, I present
for appropriate reference a petition
signed by 72 leaders of Wisconsin public
opinion, constituting a declaration on
foreign policy, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that a press release and the petition,
including the signatures, together with
a statement prepared by me in connec-
tion therewith, be printed in the Recozb.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the Senator
from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

The petition was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and the
press release and petition were ordered
to be printed in the REecorp, together
with the signatures, as follows:

PRESS RELEASE

Seventy-two Wisconsin leaders released to-
day a “call to action” calling for establish-
ment of a UN Armed Services Committee to
integrate armed forces of UN members as
Eisenhower is mow uniting those of the
Atlantic nations.

The statement also called for revision of
the UN charter to give the UN “powers nec-
essary to compel settlement of international
disputes by means other than war.”

Dr. J. Martin Klotsche, chairman of the
sponsoring committee, pointed out that the
UN does not now have any means of direct-
ing military efforts undertaken in its behalf,
“but must turn that responsibility over to
member nations. “We cannot expect other
nations to make significant contributions to
UN military efforts unless, through a UN
Armed Services Committee, they have a share
in determining the use of those forces,"
stated Dr. Klotsche.

The Wisconsin call to action asked that,
through Charter revision, the UN be given
the right to control armaments through laws
applicable to individual offenders, to main-
tain armed forces for meeting aggression, and
to raise dependable revenue sufficient for its
task of halting aggression and preserving
the peace.

“Even though the Soviet Union or others
may refuse,” the proclamation stated, “the
UN should be established on the basis of the
revised, veto-free charter as soon as a major=-
ity of the nations ratify. A strong UN gov-
ernment, preserving to the nations full
jurisdiction over domestic affairs, is the only
sure protection against recurring wars.”

WiscoNsIN CALL TO ACTION

Our country and the entire world stand on
the knife-edge of disaster.

The UN, because of Charter limitations,
has been unable to prevent aggression or to
unite the world in the face of aggression.
‘We are now called upon to choose whether
to discard the UN because of its limitations,
or to keep the UN and remove its limita-
tions. To discard the TN is to resign our-
selves to war as the final arbiter of world
disputes. It is surely the better part of
wisdom to keep the UN and endow it with
the power it must have to halt aggression
and preserve the peace.

Therefore, we, the undersigned citizens of
Wisconsin, urge President Truman, in co-
operation with the leaders of Congress, to
press for immediate adoption within the
TUN of the following proposals:

1. Establishment of a UN Armed Services
Committee under the jurlsdiction of the
General Assembly. A civillan leader of
world-wide stature should head the com-
mittee and act as commander in chief of
the UN armed forces. To insure full and
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proportionate sharing by each nation in the
burdens of defense, the committee must be
empowered to integrate and direct the armed
forces of the participating nations. The
military powers of the various UN members
would then be united to meet aggression
anywhere in the world as the armed forces
of the Atlantic nations are now being united
to meet any aggression in Europe.

2. Revision of the UN Charter to include
these carefully limited powers necessary to
compel settlement of international disputes
by means other than war: (a) The right to
make enforcible laws to control armaments;
(b) the right to apply those laws through
UN courts to individual offenders rather than
entire nations, thus stopping aggression at
its source; (c¢) the right to maintain effec-
tive, tyranny-proof, armed forces to meet
aggression; (d) the right to ralse dependable
revenue.

The necessary revisions might well be
drafted by a Charter Review Commission

‘appointed under article 22 of the Charter.

The revision must include a more adequate
method of UN representation than the pre-
sent system of “one nation—one vrt2.”
The UN should be established on the basis
of the revised, veto-free charter as soon as
a majority of the nations ratify, even though
the Soviet Union or others may refuse. A
strong UN Government, preserving to the
nations full jurisdiction over domestic af-

fairs, is the only sure protection against

recurring wars.

The cataclysm of war may still be pre-
vented, should our Nation follow this policy
immediately and vigorously. If full-scale
war does again overtake us, this course of
action will unite the free world and conclude
the conflict with the enduring peace which
alone can redeem the terrible cost of victory.

SiGNERS OF THF WiscoNsIN CaLL To AcTiON

Rev. Merrill R, Abbey, First University
Methodist Church, Madison, Wis.; M. B. At-
kinson, editor, Eau Claire Leader and Tele-
gram, Eau Claire, Wis.; Rev. Dwight Moody
Bahr, Woukesha Baptist Church, Waukesha,
Wis.; R. L. Bangsberg, editor, La Crosse Trib-
une, La Crosse, Wis.; Catherine Behrens,
president, Wisconsin Education Association,
Kenosha, Wis.; Elston L. Belknap, M. D,
Milwaukee, Wis.; Maude E. Blackstone, board
member of United Council of Church Women
of America, Waukesha, Wis.; Charles Brough-
ton, editor, Sheboygan FPress, Sheboygan,
Wis.; Marshall F. Browne, Madison printer,
Madison, Wis.; R. G. Chamberlin, principal,
Rufus King High School, Milwaukee, Wis.;
R. E, Chesebro, president, Handknit Hosiery
Co., Sheboygan, Wis.; Mrs. F. H. Clausen,
State commander, American Cancer Soclety,
Horicon, Wis.

Ellis H. Dana, executive vic: president,
Wisconsin Council of Churches; Bill Dodds,
regional educational and political action di-
rector, UAW-CIO, Milwaukee, Wis.; Helen R.
Doege, Marshfield, Wis.; Sarah C. Ettenheim,
president, Federation of Jewish Women's Or-
ganizations, Milwaukee, Wis.; Jerome Fox,
chairman, Democratic State Central Com-
mittee, Madison, Wis.; J. F. Prledrick, re-
gional director, Wisconsin American Federa-
tion of Labor, Milwaukee, Wis.; C. E. Garton,
president, Garton Toy Co., Sheboygan, Wis.;
Berhard Gettelman, State senator, Milwau-
kee, Wis.; W. Giese, superintendent of
schools, Racine, Wis.; Dorothy Gill, treasurer,
H. H. West, Milwaukee, Wis.; Robert Gordon,
chairman, Post-Zeidler Chapter, American
Veterans Committee, Milwaukee, Wis.

O. L. Hall, president, Bank of Sheboygan,
Bheboygan, Wis.; Francis A. Henson, director
of educational and political action, Interna-
tional Union, UAW-AFL; Fred R. Holt, su-
perintendent of schools, West Bend, Wis.;
T. J. Jenson, superiatendent of Shorewood
schools, Shorewood, Wis.; William V. Kelley,
director, Urban League, Milwaukee, Wis.;
Michael S. Kies, county superintendent of
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schools, Safety Building, Milwaukee, Wis.;
Harvey Kitzman, regional director of Wis-
consin and Minnesota, UAW-CIO, Milwau-
kee, Wis.; Mrs. Norbert Klein, Wisconsin
club woman, Milwaukee, Wis.; Dr. J. Martin
Klotsche, president,” Milwaukee State
Teachers College, Milwaukee, Wis.; Rev. An-
thony Enackert, Holy Name Parish, Sheboy-
gan, Wis.; G. H. Koenig, editor, Waukesha
Dally Freeman, Waukesha, Wis.

Mrs. L. A, Leadbetter, Rhinelander, Wis.;
Robert Lewis, education director, Wisconsin
Electric Cooperative, Madison, Wis.; J. P.
Mann, superintendent of schools, Appleton,
‘Wis.; Roy Matson, editor, Wisconsin State
Journal, Madison, Wis.; Henry Maler, State
senator, Milwaukee, Wis.; Edward Mesheski,
chairman, Milwaukee County Democratic
Organizing Committee, Milwaukee, Wis.;
Frank Meyer, managing editor, Bhawano
Evening Leader, Shawano, Wis.; Bishop I.
Eichard Mewaldt, president of Western Dis-
trict Executive Board oi Moravian Church,
Madison, Wis.; Gaylord Nelson, State sena-
tor, Madison, Wis.; Rev. Jess H. Norenberg,
superintendent, Wisconsin Congregational
Conference, Madison, Wis.; Rabbi Murray
Peiman, Racine, Wis.

Llewellyn Pfankuchen, professor of polit-
ical science, University of Wisconsin, Madi-
son, Wis.; Carl Prange, chairman of the
board, Prange Department Stores, Sheboy-
gan, Wis.; Paul A. Pratt, vice president,
Bordens Gridley Division, president, Milwau-
kee Assoclation of Commerce, Milwaukee,
Wis.; Rev. Charles A. Puls, Luther Memorial
Church, Madison, Wis.; Rev. Ensworth Reis-
ner, First Methodist Church of Milwaukee,
Milwaukee, Wis.; Hugo J. Ripp, vice general
chairman of the Brotherhood of Railway
Clerks and State chairman of the Wisconsin
State Legislative Committee; Nelson Vance
Russell, president, Carroll College, Wauke-
sha, Wis.

Rev. E. P. Sabin, rector, St. Andrew's
Episcopal Church, Madison, Wis.; Sidney H.
Sayles, director, Milwaukee Anti-Defama-
tion League, Milwaukee, Wis.; Judge L. H.
Schlichting, Sheboygan County judge, She-
boygan, Wis.; Jennie T. Schrage, chairman,
WFWC department of public affairs, Madi-
son, Wis.; Mrs. Ed Schulenberg, chairman of
international relations, eighth district,
WFWC, Sheboygan, Wis.; Christ Seraphim,
former Milwaukee County commander of the
American Legion, now chairman of housing
committee of American Legion; Mr. 8. P.
SBhattuck, former member, board of direc-
tors, Kimberly-Clark; Robert A. Straughn,
M. D., Jackson Clinic, Madison, Wis.; A. A.
Suppan, vice president, Wisconsin Federation
of Teachers, professor, State Teachers Col-
lege, Milwaukee, Wis.; Manfred Swarsensky,
M. D., Rabbi Temple Beth El, Madison, Wis.

Maurice Terry, director, National Confer-
ence of Christlans and Jews, Milwaukee;
Mrs. Eonrad C. Testwuide, former chairman,
Council of Soclal Agencies, Sheboygan,
Wis.; Mrs. George Thompson, Hudson, Wis.;
Clifford G. Times, publisher, the Rhinelander
News, Rhinelander, Wis.; Earl W. Villmow,
commander, General Charles Eing Post,
American Legion, Milwaukee, Wis.; Lester
Washburn, international president, TAW-
AFL, Waukesha, Wis.; Karl Werwath, presi-
dent, Milwaukee School of Engineering,
Milwaukee, Wis.; M. O. Withey, M. D., dean
of College of Engineering, University of
Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.; Stuart B. Wright,
general manager, American Automobile Asso-
ciation, Wisconsin division, Madison, Wis.;
Charles Zadok, 7748 North Club Circle, Mil-
waukee 1, Wis,

The statement presented by Mr. WILEY
is as follows:
I3TATEMENT BY SENATOR WILEY
All over our Nation there is a tremendous
ferment as men and women of good will

probe their own consciences and confer with
their neighbors in an effort to think cut what
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they fecl to be thr best approach toward the
grim problem of preventing war.

My own State of Wisconsin, long a leader

in political and social progress, is a splendid
case in point. I have the text of a press re-
lease sent ont last Sunday on the subject of
strengthening the United Nafion's Charter,
This release describes the signing of a dee=
laration on foreign policy by some 72 leaders
of Wisconsin public opinion. I am pro=
foundly interested in this call to action even
though I do not agree with all of the points
which it has included.

I see in this call, however, another con-
stiuctive and encouraging sign of the tre-
mendous search among our people for ways
and means to stave off a third world holo-
caust. The people at the grass roots of
America are deeply desirouc that their Con-
gress shall know tanat they, the people, want
to play the most helpful possible role in this
gravest of all problems.

I congratulate these men and women,
among whom are numbered some of the out-
standing private citizens of my State.

Represented among them are some of our
ablest newspapermen, labor leaders, spirit-
ual thinkers, women leaders, educators, vet-
eran leaders, welfare workers, and others.

I personally wholeheartedly believe as
those folks who signed this petition do, that
the United States must continue to place her
fafth in the United Natlons. We dare not
discard the UN., We must ever seek to
strengthen it so that it may fulfill the
prayers of mankind. I do, however, want to
mention this:

In 1850, I personally served on a subcom-

mittee of the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee which considered numerous specific
proposals to revise the UN Charter. It was
our decision following lengthy hearings that
it was not so much the questionable organi-
zational procedures and limited powers of
the United Nations which have brought us to
the present impasse, but rather it was the
imperialistic tendencies of the Soviet Unlon.
Even with a flawless international mech-
anism, perfect in its structure, perfect in its
form, we would not be further along the
path to peace if the Soviet Union persisted
in her present menacing policies. So, it is
my judgment that it is the spirlt of the in-
ternational organization rather than the
substance, that is, the form, -the outward
manifestations which will really determine
waorlG peace.
If the Soviet Union were to change ita
policies, if there were {0 be a genuine change
in the Eremlin’s heart (as inconceivable as
that seems today) and not merely another
deceptive so-called peace offensive cloaking
warlike actions, then it is my judgment that
the world would breathe a lot easier.

However, insofar as this Wisconein declara-
tion is concerned, I feel that those folks who
have gone to the trouble of thinking out and
preparing this petition and collecting other
slgnatures should be commended, and I
should like to do so publicly at this time.

With many of the individuals on this peti-
tion, I have agreed practically uniformly;
with others, I have disagreed just as fre-
quently, but to all of them on this occa-
sion, I extend my heartiest good wishes.
Partisan differences, differences
matter as naught in the face of the problem
of world peace.

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. SALTONSTALL:

S.1484. A bill to amend the Armed Serv-
ices Procurement Act of 1847, with respect to
the procurement of supplies from small busi-
ness concerns; to the Committee on Armed
Services,

S.1485. A bill for the relief of Lulgt Dinf;
to the Committee on the Judliciary.
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By Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska:

£.1486. A bill to amend the statute relat-
ing to the Reserve components of the Armed
Forces and the National Guard; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

(See the remarks of Mr, BuTLer of Nebraska
when he introduced the above bill, which
appear u.nder a separate heading.)

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska (for hime
aelr and Mr. WHERRY) :

8. 1487. A bill authorizing the transfer of a
certain tract of land in the Robinson Re-
mount Station, Fort Robinson, Dawes
County, Nebr., to the city of Crawford; to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. McMAHON:

5. 1488. A Dbill for the relief of Asnif Antre-

assian; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. McFARLAND:

5. 1489, A bill to prevent the entry of cer=
tain mollusks into the United States; to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. SMATHERS:

B. 1400. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Elfriede
Hartley; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5.1491. A bill to extend the Federal Old-
Age and Survivors Insurance System in the
case of veterans who served in the active
military or naval service of the United States;
to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. DOUGLAS (for Mr, LEEMAN) $

5. 1492. A bill to authorize the attendance
of the United States Marine Band at the
Fifty-second Annual National Encampment
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the
United States to be held in New York, N. Y.,
from August 26, 1951, through August 31,
1951; to the Committee on Armed Services.

MILITARY LEAVE FOR SUBSTITUTE
POSTAL EMPLOYEES

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Mr, Presi-
dent, I introduce for appropriate refer-
ence a bill which would grant to substi-
tute employees of the Post Office Depart-
ment the same right with respect to pay
during periods of active-duty training in
the Reserves as are now enjoyed by reg-
ular employees in postal service. Under
present regulations, regumlar classified
employees are entitled to military leave
without less of pay for training periods
of not to exceed 15 days, but classified
substitute employees are denied this
rizht. My bill would simply give sub-
stitute employees the same right to mili-
tary leave.

The bill (S. 1486) to amend the statute
relating to the Reserve components of
the Armed Forces and the National
Guard, introduced by Mr. BurLEr of Ne-
braska, was read twice by its title and
referred to the Committee on Armed
Services.

PROPOSED CEREMONY IN HONOR OF

CONSTANTINO BRUMIDI

Mr. PASTORE submitted the follow-
ing concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
32), which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Rules and Administration :

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep=
resentatives concurring), That there is here-
by created a joint congressional committee,
composed of five Members of the Senate, to
be appointed by the President of the Senate,
and five Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives. The commit-
tee shall select a chairman from among its
members. It shall be the duty of the com~
mittee to prepare plans for and to hold an
appropriate ceremony in honor of Constan-
tino Brumidi, the artist who spent many
years decorating the Capitol Building of the
United States and died as the result of a
fall while working on the rotunda frieze, his

last asslgnment in the Capitol. Such cere=
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mony shall be held in the rotunds of the
Capitol on July 26, 1851, the one hundred
and forty-sixth anniversary of the birth of
Constantino Brumidi, or on such other day
as the committee herein provided for may
designate. The committee shall extend in-
vitations to attend the ceremony to the
President of the United States, the Vice
President of the United States, the Chief
Justice of the United States, the Associate
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United
States, the Members of the Senate and House
of Representatives, the Ambassador of Italy,
and such other public officials and persons
in private life as the committee may select.

EMERGENCY ¥OOD AID TO INDIA—
AMENDMENT

Mr. ATKEN submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill (8. 872) to furnish emergency food
aid to India, which was ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed.

AMENDMENT OF DEFENSE PRODUCTION
ACT—AMENDMENT

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill (8. 1397) to amend the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency, and or-
dered to be printed,

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 3957) to provide that
certain functions of the Comptroller of
the Currency which relate to building
associations organized in, or doing busi-
ness in, the District of Columbia shall
hereafier be performed by the Home
Loan Bank Board, and for other pur-
poses, was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The VICE PREIDEHT Iaid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred to the
Committee on Armed Services.

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

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

As in executive session,

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina,
frem the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service:

Bixteen postmasters.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES, ETC,,
PRINTED IN THE APPENDIX

On request, and by unanimous con-
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc.,
were ordered to be printed in the Ap-
pendix, as follows:

By Mr. HUNT:

An address on the subject The Coal In-
dustry in the Modern Orisis, delivered by
Senator O'MAHONEY, before the American
Mining Congress Coal Show, in Cleveland,
Ohio, May 14, 1951.

By Mr. FERGUSON:

A statement prepared by him in tribute

to the Finnish maritime industry.
By Mr, HILL:

An address on the subject Collective Bar-
gaining Today, delivered by Paul L. Styles, &
member of the National Labor Relations
Board, at the Thirty-ninth Convention of
the American Federation of Hosiery Workers,
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in Philadelphia, Pa., May 7, 1951, which
appears in the Arpendix,
By Mr. NEELY:

Letter regarding the commutations of the
sentences of 79 German war criminals, ad-
dressed by Frederick C. McEee, Chalrman
of the Committee on National Affairs, to the
Christian Science Monitor.

By Mr. MARTIN:

Editorial entitled “The British," written
by Bruce Barton, and published in the Palm
Beach (Fla.) Post-Times of April 15, 1851,
discussing the attitude of the British toward
America.

Letter, dated May 10, 1851, addiessed by
Charles Scott Williams, to she editor of the
Williamsport (Pa.) Sun, discussing the effect
of planning of our forelgn policy.

By Mr. THYE:

Article relating to conditions in agricul-
ture, written by Henry T, McEnight, and
published in the May issue of the Breeder
Stockman.

Editorial referring to the beef-price roll-
back, published in the St. Paul Pioneer Press
of May 12, 1951.

By Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska:

Editorial entitled “The Seaway and the
Waterway,” published in the Chicago Dally
Tribune of May 8, 1951, relating to the effect
of the 8t. Lawrence seawa_~ on Chicago plans
for developing trafic on the Illinois seaway.

By Mr. FERGUSON:

A discussion between Senator BRIDGES and
W. Averell Harriman, special assistant to the
President, on the subject The Basic Issues
of Our Foreign Policy, broadcast over the
American Forum of the Air on May 13, 1951.

Statement by Elise Hatt Campbell (Mrs.
Dudley Rhodes Campbell), of Birmingham,
Mich., entitled “Young Lithuanian DP Serves
in American Army."”

EMERGENCY FOOD AID TO INDIA

The Senate resumed the ccnsideration
of the bill (S. 872) to furnish emergency
food aid to India.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first
amendment of the committee will be
stated.

The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations was on page 2,
after line 2, to strike out:

Sgc. 3. In order to carry out the purposes
of this act, there is hereby authorized to
be appropriated to the President during the
period ending December 31, 1851, sufficient
funds to provide not in excess of 2,000,000
long tons of food grains and to provide for
such administrative expenses as are not cov-
ered by local currency furnished by the
Government of India in accordance with
pections 4 and 5 of this act: Provided, That
the expenditures authorized hereunder shall
be for the sole purpose of meeting the emer-
gency need in India arising during the pe-
riod ending December 31, 1951.

And insert in lieu thereof the follow-
ing:

SeC. 8. The assistance hereunder shall be
for the sole purpose of providing food grains,
or equivalents, to meet the emergency need
arising from the extraordinary sequence of
flood, drought, and other conditions exist-
ing in India in 1850.

Sec. 4, In order to carry out the purposes
of this act, there is hereby authorized to be
made available to the President during the
period ending June 30, 1852:

(a) Not to exceed $47,500,000 for assistance
on a grant basis, which shall be immediately
available from funds heretofore appropri-
ated by Public Law 759, Eighty-first Con-
gress, for expenses necessary to carry out
provisions of the Economic Cooperation Act
of 1948, as amended; and

(b) Not to exceed $47,500,000 to be made
available from funds heretofore appropriated
by Public Law 759, Eighty-first Congress, for
expenses necessary to carry out provisions of
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the Economie Cooperation Act of 1948, as
amended, on credit terms as provided in sec-
tion 111 (¢) (2) of the Economic Coopera-
tion Act of 1948, as amended.

Sec. 5. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated the additional sum of $95,0C0,-
000 for use during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1952: Provided, That not more than
one-half of such amount shall be for assist-
ance on a grant basis and the balance for
assistance on credit terms in conformity with
the provisions of section 111 (c) (2) of the
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as
amended.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I rise to support S. 872, a bill to furnish
emergency food aid to India. I support
this bill for humanitarian reasons. I
believe that if we pass this bill with this
basic thought in mind, it will bolster the
ultimate security of the United States.
It will make the inroads of communism
into India more difficult. I do not ap-
prove many of the policies of the Indian
Government. If I permitted my re-
actions to some of the positions taken by
the Indian Government to dominate my
thoughts, I could not be in favor of this
bill. But I do not want to see people go
hungry if I am in any position to help
them, Hungry people are not friendly
people. Hungry people are not thought-
ful people. Hungry people think only of
their immediate physical needs. The
purpose of this bill is to authorize the
shipment of 2,000,000 tons of wheat to
India.

There are 350,000,000 people in India.
That is a population two and one-third
times as great as ours. The Indian Gov-
ernment reports that the total 1951 re-
quirement for food grains is approxi-
mately 50,000,000 tons. Of this amount,
44 000,000 tons come from local produc-
tion, 4,000,000 tons has to be purchased
by India and allocated and transierred
under the International Wheat Agree-
ment. Included in this is 680,000 tons
of wheat and milo directly purchased in
the United States. The United States
has the only remaining sufficiently large
available supply of wheat to make up
the 50,000,000 tons which is necessary to
feed India. If there is to be any assur-
ance given by the Indian Government
to the Indian people that they are not
going to starve, the best estimates call
for 2,000,000 tons more of food grains.

On the basis of 50,000,900 tons a year,
2,000,000 tons is approximately a 2 weeks’
supply. What we will do, therefore, if
we pass this bill is to give India’s ration
system a minimum grain supply for 2
weeks out of a total of 52 weeks in a year.
The Indian people live so close to the
margin of subsistence that even a slight
reduction in the amount of food avail-
able means death to thousands. The In-
dian caloric intake is about one-half that
of the average American citizen. To
reduce it further means famine. India
knows famine, but I do not believe that
it is wise or helpful to us in the United
States on a humanitarian basis and on
the basis of our own security to permit
famine in India, if we can avoid it
through making available 2,000,000 tons
of our surplus supply of wheat.

The question has been raised as to
whether there is a surplus supply of
wheat in the United States in the amount
of 2,000,000 tons. A million tons of
wheat is 37,500,000 bushels of wheat.
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On April 12 Secretary of Agriculture
Brannan arpeared before the Appropria-
tions Committee of the Senate. At that
time he estimated that our carry-over
ineluding the 1951 crop would be 425,-
000,000 bushels. He *old the committee
that the minimum safe carry-over was
325,000,000 bushels. Two million tons is
equal to 75,000,000 bushels. But we are
only planning to send initially 37,500,000
bushels.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. On what date was the
crop estimate made to which the Senator
from Massachusetts has just referred?

Mr. SALTONSTALL, That crop esti-
mate was made on April 12. I know
there has been a new and a lower esti-
mate, which was placed in the CoNGRES-
SIONAL RECORD yesterday.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
know by what amount the estimate as
to winter wheat is off, as shown in the
last crop report?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I will say to the
Senator from Nebraska that the esti-
mates were read into the REecorp and
appear on page 5269 of the ConcrEs-
s1oNaL REcorp of yesterday.

Mr. WHERRY. Are the figures set
forth on that page of the REecorp the
same as the Senator has just given?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iread from the
statement of the United States wheat
outlook, supplied by the United States
Department of Agriculture, as it appears
on page 5269:

The preliminary forecast of the 1951
spring-wheat crop indicates a year of about
309,000,000 bushels, as compared to 276,-
000,000 bushels harvested in 1950.

Are those the figures to which the
Senator from Nebraska referred?

Mr. WHERRY. The figures in the
statement from which the Senator just
read, which were placed in the REcorp
yesterday by the Senaior from New Jer-
sey [Mr. SmiTH], are, I am sure, identi-
cal with the figures for the winter-wheat
crop the Senator from Massachusetts
has just quoted. I simply wanted the
Senator to state for the REcorp whether
he had heard that the estimate of winter
wheat for this year, as indicated by the
last crop report, already shows a de-
crease of 44,000,000 bushels.

Mr, SALTONSTALL, I will agree
with the Senator from Nebraska that the
estimate for the wheat crop is off; that
there is a later estimate than the esti-
mate from which I read. I used the esti-
mate because that was the figure given
by Secretary Brannan to the Committee
on Appropriations on April 12, and I
knew it to be accurate. I agree with the
Senator that the figures are off since
that time.

Mr. CARLSON. My, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. SALTONSTALL, I yield.

Mr. CARLSON. It so happens that I
have the figures for the May 1, 1951,
crop report. The winter wheat estimate
is 682,196,000 bushels. In 1950 we pro-
duced 750,000,000 bushels. This will be
the smallest crop since 1943, when we
raised 537,000,000 bushels of winter
wheat.
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If the Senator from Massachusetts will
permit me to make a brief statement of
my opinion on the wheat situation, let
me say that we are threatened with a
greatly reduced surplus. Of course, the
surplus is one of the problems which the
wheat growers of the United States
watch very closely. We have had sur-
pluses or carry-overs as high as from
500,000,000 to 600,000,000 bushels. We
are now down to 420,000,000 bushels or
less.

Mr, SALTONSTALIL. As a carry-over,

"Mr. CARLSON. That is the esti-
mated carry-over on July 1. With a
reduced estimated production this year,
the carry-over probably will decrease to
300,000,000 bushels on June 30, 1952,
which is a dangerously low surplus.

I bring up this point for this reason.
The Midwest is the great winter wheat-
producing area of the United States. I
am sure the distinguished Senator from
Massachusetts will not object if I state
that Kansas raises normally one-fourth
of the winter wheat of the Nation.
Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas, Co}orado, and
poriions of Nebraska are seriously hurt
this year so far as wheat production is
concerned. In this great wheat-produc-
ing area a new disease, called mosaic,
has appeared. This plant virus inocu-
lates the roots, moves up through the
plant when it begins to come out of the
dormant stage in the spring. So far we
have no definite method of confrol. Our
wheat production has been decreasing
for the past 2 years.

I think that is a matter which should
be given serious consideration by the
Senate when it comes to allocating a
large amount of grain to any other coun-
try. We should consider the future re-
serves of the United States. If we have
a short crop in 1952, there will be a
clamor from the people of the Nation
because of the shortage of grain. We
have had eight very bountiful years in
the wheat belt. It seems that now we
may be entering a cycle of lower pro-
duction. :

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I will say most
respectfully to the Senator from EKansas
that, coming as I do from Massachusetts,
I would not for one moment attempt to
compete with him on information con-
cerning the problem of the wheat grow-
er. When the Senator’s predecessor in
the Senate, the late distinguished Sena-
tor Reed, of Kansas, was here, in the
war years of 1945 and 1946, we uged to
discuss the problem of the carry-over.
I relied on him to a greaf extent. and
upon his prognostications.

I agree with the Senator from Kan-
sas that we are getting down toward the
lower limit. The Senator will agree with
me that during the war years and im-
mediately after the war, we were down to
a much lower carry-over than we will
have, as nearly as the estimafes now
indicate, even if we send 2,000,000 tons
of wheat to India. The Senator will
agree with that, will he not?

Mr. CARLSON. If the Senator from
Massachusetts will further yield on that
point, following the drought years of the
early 1930%s, we were down fo a carry-
over of 83,167,000 bushels in 1937, which
was the lowest in the Nation’s history.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, What was the
carry-over in 1945?
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Mr. CARLSON. I do not happen to
have before me the figures for 1945, but
I have the figure for 1947. In 1947 the
carry-over was 83,813,000 bushels, In
1949 it was 307,952,000 bushels. In 1950
it was 420,018,000 bushels. This year it
is estimated at 420,000,000 bushels.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I agree with the
Senator that the carry-over has reached
a low level; but I hope it will not get so
low that we eannot do what is proposed
by this bill and still be safe in the United
States.

Mr. CARLSON subsequently said: Mr.
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield to the
Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CARLSON. I ask unanimous con-
sent to place in the REecorp, as a part
of the colloquy between the Senator from
Massachusetts and myself, some figures
or tables which I received from the De-
partment of Agriculture with reference
to United States wheat production and
the carry-over of wheat stocks.

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

|In thousands of bushels)

|Wheat production| All eorn

United | Kan- | United | Kon-

Btates 808 Btates EaS
3008 802 42,410
2,965, 77, 308
3,088, 7, 508
2, 880, 68, 563
3, 49, 63, 231
2,383, 970| 40, 443
3,681,793 81,304
3,879, 436| 73,180
3,131, 009| 93,188
3,050, 000 . -......

1 Combination of Apr, 1 winter wheat and Mar, 1
tional spring wheat,
1 March intentions.
Carry-over wheat stocks July 1
|1n thousands of bushels]

United
States Kansas
1987 L ) RIS s
- RS T O e AR 2 40 83,813 6, 205
e LR B T 195, 991 44, 355
1040 307, 952 47, 868
1050, 420, 018 80, 681
IPQ::R e B A R
Fgdg WAL A AR 3630, 778 |-onecanncnn
S SO R Ak W G RS
1 Lowest, /
2400,000,000 to 420,000,000 bushels. Estimated on

basis of expected ntilization and exports,
* Wheat feeding program,

Carry-over corn stocks Oct. 1
{In thousands of bushels]

Kansas
Hlates
oftfarm | FAT | motal

172,026 6a9| 762

285, 5 617 &, 432 6, 040

125, 386 14| 2502 2, 636

525, 30 817| mo0s4| 17001
RS I I

175,000,000 to 700,000,000 bushels. Estimated on
basis of expected utilization and exports,
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Ishould like to say, if
the Senator fromr Massachusetts will
permit me, that I called the Department
of Agriculture a few minutes ago, and a
new carry-over figure was given to me
within the past 30 minutes, by telephone.
It is not over the signature of anyone.
The carry-over now on hand of winter
wheat is estimated at 408,000,000 bushels.

I should like to ask the Senator from
Massachusetts if he knows what the
carry-over of corn was in 1950, as of
Oectober 1?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. 1 could notcorm-
pete with the Senator from Nebraska on
that question,

Mr, WHERRY. Does the Senator
know what the anticiyated carry-over
is for October 1, 19517

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I shall be glad
to have the Senator tell me,

Mr. WHERRY. I do not know
whether the Senator from Kansas [Mr,
CArLsoN] has these figures or not; but
while I will take off my hat to Kansas
when it zomes to producing wheat, I
will not take my hat off to Eansas when
it comes to producing good cattle and
good corn, because it is from those com-
nrodities that we in Nebraska make our
living.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. As one of those
representing the State of Massachusetts,
I will not take my hat off to any other
State when it comes to good poultry and
dairy products, provided the farmers of
Massachusetts can gef the corn.

Mr, WHERRY. That is subject to de-
bate. However, I shall not argue the
point now.

I suggest to the distinguished Senator
that these figures also came from the De-
partment of Agriculture: The carry-over
of corn as of October 1, 1850, was 860,-
000,000 bushels. That is not a terrific
carry-over, although we have had some
wonderful crops. When I asked the
question I learned that we are now using
more cocrn than we are producing, re-
gardless of what our crops are.

However, what alarms me is that the
estimate for the 1951 carry-over has
dropped to 665,000,000 bushels. The
distinguished Senator from Massachu-
setts is a cattle feeder. He once told me
that he fed out some steers. Corn hasa
definite relationship to meat.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Is the Senator
questioning me now?

Mr. WHERRY. Yes. I ask the Sen-
ator that question. Does he feed his
cattle corn?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Corn has a
great deal to do with the quality of meat.

Mr. WHERRY. In order to obtain
prime nreat, one must feed catile on
corn.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, That is the best
thing to feed them.

Mr. WEERRY. On the one hand, we
are putting price ceilings and roll backs
on beef. On the other hand, we take
out of the market thirty-seven and one-
half million bushels of wheat when we
are facing one of the lowest carry-
overs—if the crop continues to de-
teriorate—we have had in a number of
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years. We are also facing a corn carry-
over waich will be depreciated nearly 25
percent.

With those figures in mind, does not
the Senator feel that the tendency of all
prices for grains and meats will be up-
ward? How can we control the price of
meat and reduce it if the price of the
commodity which makes the meat be-
comes higher? It will become higher as
the crop estimates show that the crop
is short in supply.

Mr., SALTONSTALL. I do not ques-
tion the fact that controls on prices of
the scarcer grains will be extremely
helpful, and probably necessary. I do
not pretend to have the knowledge re-
garding meat which the Senator from
Nebraska has. I do pretend to have
equal knowledge with him as to the need
to assure security in this country.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I am not questioning
the Senator’s desire to feed hungry peo-
ple.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The Senator
from Nebraska concurs in that desire,
does he not? ’

Mr. WHERRY. I think we are all
glad to feed hungry people elsewhere if
we can feed them without injury to our
own people. I think everyone goes
along with that premise. That is an-
other matter.

My point is this: Halfway through the
Senator’s remarks he made mention of
the fact that, according to reports from
the Department of Agriculture which
were placed in the REecorp yesterday,
2,000,000 tons of wheat could be taken
out of our supply without apparently
causing any particular difficulty in our
grain market. I wish fo point out to
the distinguished Senator from Massa-
chusetts that my feeling is that it will
have an effect upon the market. We are
facing shortages of supply. In order to
keep prices down we are now putting on
rollbacks and beef ceilings. Does not
the Senator feel that it will be increas-
ingly difficult to reduce meat prices 10
percent—which I think is the goal of
Mr. DiSalle by October—if we are in a
market in which the supply of grain is
decreasing, which has a tendency to
force prices up? As an agricultural
man, speaking from a selfish viewpoint—
and I believe I speak the sentiments of
the Senator from Kansas—the more I
can get for grain the better I like it.

On the other hand, we are called upon
to put controls and price ceilings on
meat, when we are taking away a source
of supply of grain, which will result in
driving prices upward. As the price of
ggaln goes upward, the price of meat
will rise. If the price of meat does not
rise, it will require a degree of enforce-
ment which we have never had to keep
meat prices at a level where the people
can afford to pay.

I did not want to let the statement
stand that in the opinicn of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture we could afford to
send this wheat to India without its hav-
ing any effect upon the market. My
judgment is that it would have a tre-
mendous effect on the market. It is not
the total yield that maxes the market.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

It is the surplus that makes the market.
It is proposed, first, that we send to
India 37,500,000 bushels. That would
have an effect, of course. Then the sec-
ond 37,500,000 bushels will have a de-
cided effect upon the carry-over. I sup-
pose that would happen within about a
year.

Mr. SALTONSTALL., The first 37,-
500,000 bushels would be authorized by
the pending bill. The second 37,500,000
bushels would be the subject of further
consideration.

Mr. WHERRY. It would be consid-
ered within the year. If we approved
the first 37,500,000 bushels, we would
probably be obligated morally to commit
the second 37,500,000 bushels.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I would not
commit the second 37,500,000 bushels to
be sent if there were a serious shortage
in this country at the time.

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask
the distinguished Senator, then, why we
should not commit the first 37,500,000
bushels and then wait to find out what
we can do with respect to the second
317,500,000 bushels?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The answer to
the question is that we are doing our
best at the present time, as I see it, to
permit the Government of India to make
plans on a minimum-subsistence basis.

Mr. WHERRY. Does not the Senator
think we too should make plans in the
United States?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Of course, we
should make our plans. However, at
the moment, while we may cut our re-
serves more than we would like to for
safety, we still can make our plans to
authorize the second 2,000,000 tons.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. CARLSON. I wish to assure the
Senator from Massachusetts of my sym-
pathetic understanding so far as hungry
and starving people are concerned.
However, I think it is proper that it
should be called to the attention of the
Senate that in a year, or perhaps 2 years,
our wheat and corn prices and other
commodity prices will be increased be-
cause of a shortage of such commodities.
Senators may then rise on the floor of
the Senate and complain bitterly about
it. Therefore, I think the matter should
be called to the attention of the Senate
at this time.

Mr., SALTONSTALL., I thank the
Senator from Kansas, I believe that
what the Senator from Kansas and the
Senator from Nebraska have said is of
great value. It calls to our attention
certain problems within our country
with relation to food, as well as the
problems that exist in other countries.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. 1 am very
happy to yield to my colleague and
friend from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator is my
friend, too. On that point we are deal-
ing on a reciprocal basis. Does the Sen-
ator know what the outlook is for the
oats crop?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. 1 have stated
that I am from Massachusetts, and I do
not pretend to have the knowledge the
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Senator from Nebraska has with respect
to food grains.

Mr. WHERRY. I deeply appreciate
the compliment of the Senator from
Massachusetts. It isa fact that we must
look into the situation. The outlook for
oats is one of the poorest we have had in
years. The weather was too dry to begin
with, and then it was too wet. Proper
planning has not been undertaken. I
asked the Assistant Secretary of Agri-
culture what he expected to do. He said,
“We will try to raise more corn.” How-
ever, in that respect we are working
under an acreage limitation. The way
to produce more corn is by means of
better fertilization, or something of that
kind. The acreage has been fixed.

I invite the attention of the Senate to
the fact that the production of oats helps
out the wheat crop. All such commodi-
ties are substitutes for wheat. What-
ever affects corn affects wheat. What-
ever affects oats affects wheat. I am
not saying how the situation may de-
velop, but I am pointing out to the dis-
tinguished Senator that our reserves of
winter wheat are rapidly falling to a new
low. The oats outlook is bad. Corn will
be up 25 percent, according to the best
estimates. We are using more corn than
we are producing.

When we add these facts together and
try to translate the result into the pro-
duction of meat, and consider the house-
wife going to the corner store to buy
meat for the family, it will be increas-
ingly difficult to maintain the price of
meat on the basis of the present supply.
All such factors are interrelated, and
they must be considered in planning for
the people of this country, just as such
factors must be considered in planning
by other countries on behalf of their
citizens.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I believe we should keep our eyes on the
ultimate goal, which is the security of
our country, as it is involved with other
countries of the world. Hungry people
and starving people are not thoughtful
people. We must keep our minds on
that thought and rely on the best esti-
mate we can obtain, We must keep our
reserves above a proper level for sub-
sistence purposes in the United States.
If our reserves begin to fall below a safe
and proper level, I shall be the first one
to say that the second 37,500,000 bushels
should not be sent to India.

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

Mr., SALTONSTALL. I am glad to
yield.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I
should like to read a few paragraphs
from this morning’s newspaper, as a
basis for my question:

House taxmakers yesterday voted to hit
consumer pocketbooks for another $607,000,-
000 a year on a wide variety of items, includ-
ing cigarettes, automobiles, radio and tele-

vision sets, jJewelry, household appliances,
and sporting goods.

The article goes on to say:

The tax on passenger automobiles and
motorcycles would be raised from 7 to 10
percent of the manufacturer's price, a total
of $196,000,000 more in taxes. The Treasury
had requested an increase to 20 percent.
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The article continues:

The committee decided to leave the Fed-

eral tax on gasolize unchanged, at 115 cents
a gallon, but voted to impose the same tax
on Diesel fuel oll used on highways, to yield
$7,500,000 additional.

Automobile trucks, busses, and truck
trailers would be taxed 8 instead of 5 percent
of mwnufacturer's price, to yield $61,000,000
more, under the committec proposal.

- . L] - .

The committee voted to boost the manu-
facturer’s excise tax on radios, television
eets, phonographs, phonograph records, and
musical instruments from 10 to 15 percent,
producing $55000,000 more revenue. The
Treasury requested an increase from 10 to 25
percent.

The junior Senator from Nevada
agrees wholeheartedly with the distin-
guished Senator from Massachusetts
that we should feed all the hungry peo-
ple we can feed.

Our difficulty, it seems to me, is that
we have a too perfect tax system in our
country. Apparently the Senate believes
that because we can sell bonds to our
people on the basis of deficit financing,
and because we have a perfect tax-
ing system which can reach the last
stenographer farthest away from Wash-
ington to make her pay $10 or $15 a
week out of a very small salary, we have
money with which to buy wheat to give
away.

The junior Senator from Nevada be-
lieves that taxation has about reached
the saturation point. We are now close
to the point where the law of diminish-
ing returns takes over. The Government
bonds we are selling have reached a point
where they are now no longer so attrac-
tive to the people of our country. If
we pulled the support from under the
bonds, many believe they would go as
low as 83, the point reached following
World War I, and they might go much
lower. The banks are full of Govern-
ment bonds. If they were to go to 90, it
could break most of the banks in Amer-
ica. Under the deposit-insurance law
we would give the depositors greenbacks
worth about 40 cents on the dollar today
as compared to 10 or 12 years ago.

I would like fo ask the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts whether he
believes that we should now issue bonds
for the value of 2,000,000 tons of wheat.
Of course, we would have to do so, be-
cause the wheat must be paid for by
someone at the going price on the farm,

We would give the wheat to a country
which has undeveloped raw materials
we need. The junior Senator from
Nevada visited India, where he discussed
such raw materials with Nehru, who is
the Prime Minister of India. India is
willing to give only a 1- or 2-year,
and, at a maximum, a 3-year lease
on its manganese deposits. A deposit of

manganese can hardly be explored in
that length of time. They are not min-
ing manganese themselves. Is the dis-
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts
aware of the fact that there is a virtual
embargo on manganese shipments from
India to the United States above a cer-
tain amount? Is the distinguished Sen-
ator from Massachusetts familiar with
the fact that India contains amounts of
manganese not only sufficient for her
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own needs, but enough for the needs of
the United States for the next 50 years?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I would say to
the Senator from Nevada, first, that I
believe we should balance our budget to
the best of our ability,

My answer to the second point the
Senator makes—and I believe I am cor-
reet in giving the figures from memory;
I do not say that I am absolutely cor-
rect, but I believe I am substantially cor-
rect—is that I understand that the
largest block of Government bonds ever
sold on a nonnegotiable basis was sold
in April. It amounted to approximately
$13,000,000,000 worth, I understand, of
Government bonds of the longest term.

In answer to the third point the Sena-
tor from Nevada has made, I would say
that I do not think we can undertake
this transaction with India on a barter
basis. If we should go into it on a barter
basis, then we would run into the prob-
lems of blocked sterling, and so forth,
which I do not think should enter into
this particular transaction.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. I should like to point
out to the distinguished Senator from
Massachusetts that we are running into
the sterling bloc aspect very acutely m
connection with the bill which will be
before the Senate on Monday, namely,
H. R. 1612, which continues the authority
for the continual lowering, in haphazard
fashion, of tariffs and import fees with-
out any regard to the differential be-
tween living standards in foreign nations
and in the United States.

We shall have to consider the sterling
bloc because the countries in that bloc
refuse to give up their imperial prerer-
ence tariffs, but will get the benefit of
ail of the Torquay bilateral agreements
to lower tariffs which were made by us
on the basis of the most-favored-nation
clause of the Geneva agreement. Fur-
Tnermore, every agreement we have
made for the lowering of tariffs or im-
port fees on a bilateral basis, contained
the most-favored-nation clause, thus ex-
tending to every nation in the world, in-
cluding the British Empire countries the
benefits of our duty reductions without
the other nations giving anything in
return. :

Mr. President, If the Senator from
Massachusetts will yield further, I would
like to ask him if he is aware of the fact
that Pakistan, which is on the doorstep
of India, has wheat for sale.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I shall take up
that point later: I am prepared to give
the figures in that connection during
the course of my remarks.

Mr. MALONE. Then I shall be very
glad to read the Senator’s speech as to
the reasons why India should not buy
wheat from a country which is adjacent
to it. As a matter of fact, Pakistan was
a part of India until Britain surrendered
rule over India and saw fit fo have her
divided into two countries, with a part
of Pakistan on one side of India and a
part of Pakistan on the other side of
India, the two parts being approximately
400 or 500 miles distant from each other,
which, of course, makes it practically
impossible for the two to survive.
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T should like to be informed by the
Senator as to the details in respect to
why India should not buy the wheat
which is available in Pakistan. That
question is important, because those two
countries are now on the verge, if not
war, at least of a serious diplomatic rift.
Therefore, we should inquire why normal
trade relations have not been established
between those two countries, so that they
can utilize the food supplies ther> avail-
able.

Our taxes are reaching the saturation
point—our public debt is almost beyond
the imagination, the annual interest be-
ing more than was required to finance
the entire Government 20 years ago.

We are running our Government on an
emergency basis—deficit financing for
subsidies and contracts to keep the econ-
omy afloat. Will it stand the continual
pressure?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I shall try to
answer that gquestion. Perhaps my
answer will not be satisfactory to the
Senator, but at least I shall try fto
answer it.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator from Massachu=
setts yield?

Mr, SALTONSTALL. T yield.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Perhaps
the distinguished Senator from Massa-
chusetts has already covered this point
in his speech, but I wonder whether a
plan is being made for the distribution of
the wheat on the basis that it is to be a
gift for the relief of hunger. Is there
any plan whereby this particular wheat
will reach the hungry people without
charge?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The Senator
from Towa [Mr. GmLLETTE] is in charge
of the bill. I was originally in favor of
the half-grant-half-loan basis. I he-
Heve that the House bill, somewhat
changed in form by the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Michigan,
would put this transaction on a loan
basis. I have no authority for saying so,
but I believe that those in charge of the
committee report will accept the amend-
ment of the Senator from Michigan, so
that the transaction will be on a loan
basis entirely, and not on a half-loan-
half-grant basis. Therefore, I have
stricken from the few remarks I have to
make any comments in favor of sending
the wheat to India on a grant basis.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield, in order
to permit the Senator from Iowa to
answer that specific question.

Mr. GILLETTE. I did not hear the
specific question, but I heard the answer
of the Senator from Massachusetts,
which indicates that the Senafor from
Iowa, in charge of the bill, is prepared
to accept such an amendment.

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa,
of course acting for the committee
which has reported the half-loan-half-
grant measure, would not feel that he
was in a position where he could accept
the amendment, representing, as he does,
the committee and its findings.

The Senator from Iowa was informed
that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Smite] and his cosponsors in the intro-
duction of the bill are ready to accept the
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amendment which has been offered;
but I would not be in a position to do so.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
my remark, then, to the Senator from
Nebraska should follow out the sugges-
tion the Senator from Iowa has just
made.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska, Mr.
President, will the Senator yield fur-
ther, so that I may ask a further ques-
tion?

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. I preface
my question with the following remark:
In making a trip around the world with
a congressional delegation in 1946, we
visited places where UNRRA relief was
being delivered in the Orient. I won-
der whether a similar situation might
arise at this time. In the case of
UNRRA, we found large harbors which
were completely filled with UNRRA ves-
sels which had been loaded in the United
States by crews which worked at night,
overtime, in order to get the cargoes to
the Orient very quickly so as to relieve
hunger. We were surprised to find hdr-
bors filled with vessels which had been
in the harbors anywhere from 1 month
to 3 months, and still were either com-
pletely unloaded or partially unloaded,
so it was believed. However, when the
vessels reached the dock to be unloaded,
so that the food which had been sent by
UNRRA might be used to relieve hungry
people, the vessels were found to be
either completely unloaded or partially
unloaded by that time.

So, Mr, President, if a gift is made at
this time, I hope arrangements will be
made to follow it through so as to see
that the relief reaches the people it is
intended to reach, namely, the hungry
people.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I think that is
to be done. It is believed that the wheat
going to India under the provisions of
this bill, if the full amount of wheat is
sent from the United States to India,
will be only a 2 weeks’ supply for India.
It will be only a small part of the entire
amount needed in India, but will allow
India to plan in such a way that the
grain sent from the United States can
be used with the larger supplies of grain
India will obtain from other sources, and
thus make it possible for the people of
India to have sufficient grain for a min-
imum subsistence, namely, under 2,000
calories, and enable India to have suffi-
cient grain to carry its people until the
next year.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. There was
another item in connection with the dis-
tribution of UNRRA relief which did not
satisfy me very well. It was that it be-
came a relief to governments, rather
than a relief to people, because the gov-
ernments receiving the relief sold the
material which we had sent for relief,
and the returns went into the treasuries
of the governments. I hope nothing of
that sort will occur at this time.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, This grain will
be sent to India on a loan basis, if the
amendment of the Senator from Michi-
gan is adopted. So the Government of
India will buy the grain on an easy-term
basis, extending over a period of years.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Is there
any assurance that the Indian Govern-
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ment in handling the grain in that way
will not make a profit on the deal?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I sincerely hope
not, but I have no assurance that it will
not.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. I may say,
for whatever interest it may be to Sena-
tors who now are on the floor, that the
principal export of India, I believe, is
jute, or what we call burlap. Great
quantities of it are used in the United
States., It is a very essential product
for us. At the present time it is bring-
ing, in the world market, a price which
is about 500 percent higher than the
price normally is. An ordinary jute bag
which used to sell for a nickel, or up to
a dime in some instances, now brings
anywhere from 60 to 75 cents. It would
appear to me that, with an export busi-
ness of that kind, the Indian Govern-
ment should be able to finance the pur-
chase of the food grains which are
needed for its people.

Mr. SALTONSTALL.
Senaftor.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield to the
Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. YOUNG. Iam wondering whether
the Senator will agree that it would not
look very well for the Government of the
United States to reject this request for
wheat to be sent to starving India, in
view of the fact that since the end of
World War II, we have already given to
the small country of Greece nearly $2,-
000,000,000. Is that not true, particu-
larly at this time, when we have had a
surplus of wheat, in faet, a burdensome
surplus, until our present short crop de-
veloped? It now appears that even after
supplying wheat to India, we will still
have a carry-over of about 400,000,000
bushels as of July 1 next. Comparing
that with the carry-over which we had
shortly after the war, of about 80,000,000
bushels, it would seem to me that we
could well afford to give this wheat to
India,

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I am glad to
have that opinion expressed by the Sen-
ator from North Dakota, who comes
from a State which supplies so much of
our grain,

Mr, YOUNG. I may say to the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts that, if we need
more wheat, I believe we are in a posi-
tion to raise more. Our problem with
wheat over the years, has been one of
surpluses, not shortages.

Mr. SALTONSTALL.
Senator,

I should ncw like to continue with my
statement, very briefly.

The figures I gave as to the carry-over
would bring Brannan's estimate down to
approximately 388,000,000 bushels, or
63,000,000 bushels above the safe carry-
over., However, on May 7 the estimate of
the 1951 crop stated in the New York
Times was as follows:

Prospects now are that the crop will be
the smallest since 1943.

This may make Brannan’s estimate
slightly lower. However, I remember
very well the testimony to the Appro-
priations Committee several years ago
when it was estimated by responsible

I thank the

I thank the
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public officials that we could get along
on a carry-over of only 150,000,000
bushels. In fact, the figures then given
were even lower. So that I believe that
we can safely say that we will have a suf-
ficient supply of surplus grains to pro-
vide this 37,500,000 bushels, and later in
the year, if the second million tons is
needed, we can determine the wheat sup-
ply ot that time when the facts as to the
1951 crop are known.

I have offered an amendment in con-
junction with the senior Senator from
Michigan—and I should like to have the
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ErL-
LENDER] join with us—to require the
Secretary of Agriculture to certify that
there is sufficient food grain to satisfy
the needs of our American people before
this wheat is sent to India.

The question will be asked: Why do we
send this wheat to India? I think it is
helpful for us to picture just where India
lies in the world today—of her position
in the continent of Asia between the east
and the west. We can well recognize the
tremendous potentialities of India in the
world of today and the future. Just re-
cently we have seen millions of Chinese
disappear behind the iron curtain.
There are 350,000,000 men, women, and
children living in India. Can we take
any chance whatever of seeing them
disappear behind the iron curtain? Un=-
questionably it is clear that our objec-
tive today and in the years ahead is to
strive unceasingly not only to gain new
friends in this troubled world, but espe-
cially to hold those we now have. Starv-
ing people create unrest and feed easily
upon the ideologies Communist leaders
are even now urging upon India. India
today is one of the tremendous uncertain
and unknown quantities in this world.
We want to live on peaceful and friendly
terms with the people of India. We
want to help them to triumph over com-
munistic theories and pressures. There
is little doubt that the Government of
India could find sufficient resources in
one way or another to pay for all of the
grain that is shipped. But if our pri-
mary objective is one of humanitarian
interest and to remain friendly with In-
dia and increase that friendship, then
it is our goal to keep the Indians from
starving and at the same time make it
possible for India to build herself up so
that measures like the one now contem-
plated will not have to be taken in the
years to come. We do not want to be in

‘the position of having the Government

of India or any of its leading citizens
say that we in the United States drove a
tough bargain when they in Indic need-
ed grain for their starving millions. I
not only desire that hungry people be as-
sisted, but so assisted that they feel we
have performed an act of friendship,
and not driven a heartless bargain in
their time of need.

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield to the

Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
know how much wheat India at this time
is buying monthly from the United
States?
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Mr. SALTONSTALL. I have those fig-
ures in my prepared statement, which I
shall come fo later, if the Senafor will
permit.

Mr. WHERRY. My understanding is
that we are now providing India with
about 100,000 tons of wheat a month, Is
that correct?

Mr. SALTONSTALL., We are supply-
ing a very substantial amount. What
the exact figure is, I am unable to say.

Mr. WHERRY. If this additional
wheat is to be supplied on the basis of a
loan, why are we expecting that we shall
then be in a more favorable position
than we are at this time, when we are
selling India 100,000 tons of wheat a
month, on a loan basis?

Mr. SALTONSTALL, We are doing
that on a strictly business basis.

Mr. WHERRY. What would be the
difference between doing it on a strictly
business basis, and doing it the way now
proposed? Is the loan to be a straight
loan, or are there to be loopholes in it?

Mr. SALTONSTALL., The loan is to
be made on the basis of ECA conditions,
as I understand. That statement will be
made by the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, if the

Senator from Massachusetts will yield,
I should like to ask a further question,
inasmuch as he has taken a great in-
terest in this matter; and I can under-
stand that he would. The Senate is en-
titled to know precisely the kind of loan
which is to be made to India, to enable
her to buy this wheat. We are already
supplying 100,000 tons a month. What
kind of loan is this to be? Has anyone
deseribed it? Is it to be strictly a busi-
ness transaction? Is the money we loan
to be repaid, or will the loan be coupled
with numerous conditions and loop-
holes? If the Senator will permit me to
say so, the ECA loans have been con-
sidered in the Senate to be more or less
in the nature of grants, as I understand.
It has been said the loans will never be
repaid. What is the difference between
an ECA loan and the presently proposed
loan to India? It is proposed that we
loan the money. If so, what kind of
loan is it to be? Is the money to be re-
paid, or are we merely making a nominal
loan, which, in fact, is in the nature of
a grant?
Mr, SALTONSTALL. I hope we shall
get the money back. Asa member of the
Appropriations Committee of the Senate,
I certainly believe that the ECA funds
were advanced on a grant basis and on a
Joan basis. This loan to India is to be
made in a similar manner, and the con-
ditions which are applicable to ECA
Joans, as I understand the amendment
of the Senator from Michigan, are to
apply to the loan to India. I would hope
that the loans will be repaid.

Mr. WHERRY. Can the Senator from
Massachusetts tell me whefher any ECA
loans have been repaid?

Mr. SALTONSTALL, I am unable to
say to what extent they have been re-
paid. They extend over a period of time.

. WHERRY. Does the Senator
know whether any of the loans have been
repaid?

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I am unable to
answer that guestion affirmatively, of
my own knowledge.
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Mr. WHERRY., If the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts will yield
further, I should like to suggest to him
that I think the Senate is entitled to
know now whether this money is to be
advanced on a loan basis. If so, what
kind of loan is it to be? 1Is it to be a
loan similar to loans which are made
by the Government to our own citizens?
Is it a loan which has loopholes in it,
so that, in the event of certain con-
tingencies, the loan will become a grant?
If the transaction is to be in the nature
of a straight loan, we ought to know it.
If it is to be a loan with loopholes, as the
result of which the money would never
be repaid, it would be in the nature of
a grant. I think the Senate ought to
know the basis upon which the money is
to be advanced.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I may say to the
Senator from Nebraska that I hope the
ECA loans will be repaid over the years.
As I understand, under the terms of the
ECA program, no payments are yet due.
That has just been called to my atten-
tion.

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

Mr., SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Can the Senator from
Massachusetts tell us how much money
we have loaned foreign countries during
the past 10 years?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I cannot answer
the question witheut first investigating
the facts.

Mr. WHERRY. If I were to suggest
that loans, grants, and credits amounted
to more than $100,000,000,000, would the
Senator feel that that figure was out of
line, for the period of the past 10 years?

Mr, SALTONSTALL. Does the Sena-
tor refer to advances made by way of
loans or by way of grants?

Mr. WHERRY. I refer to advances
made on a loan basis. I consider that
many of the loans were grants, though
they are supposed to be loans. I speak
not only of ECA, but also of the Export-
Import Bank, of the Bretton Woods
Agreement, and of all agencies which are
loaning money to foreigners.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I think the Sen-
ator’s figures are perhaps high.

Mr. WHERRY. I would not want to
make an excessive statement to my dis-
tinguished Senator from Massachu-
setts, but I am satisfied that if the Sen-
ator will undertake a little research, he
will find that during the period of 10
years the United States has made foreign
loans, nts, and credits in excess
of $1000000,000,000. The Senator from
Massachusetts, is one of the able mem-
bers of the Committee on Appropriations,
and I compliment him on his industry.
But I happen to have examined into
those figures. Does the Senator know
how much of that large amount has been
repaid?

Mr. SALTONSTALL, The Senator
from Nebraska obviously knows the an-
swer, or he would not ask the question.

Mr. WHERRY. I do not know, and
that is what I am endeavoring to ascer-
tain. Ihave been unable to find that any
of it has been repaid. I hope that some
of it has been. I share the hope of the
distinguished Senator from Massachu-
setts and other Senators in that respect.
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The only agency, so far as I know, which
would know anything about it, would
probably be the watchdog committee;
or, we might inquire of ECA. During
all these months, I have been unable to
ascertain how much of the loans has
been repaid if anything.

The only point I raise is this: When
anyone takes exceptions to statements
which are made about this matter or
even acks questions regarding the valid-
ity of the proposed loan, immediately he
is said to be against feeding hungry chil-
dren. I am as anxious to feed starving
people as is the Senator from Massachu-
setts. No Senator is critical of such a
generous impulse. I know the Senator
from Massachusetts feels that way about
it. We are all in the same corner, so far
as the desirability of the project is con-
cerned.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Imay say tothe
Senator from Nebraska that the ques-
tions he raises are eminently proper and
eminently practical. I shall be glad to
endeavor to get some of the answers,
and, later in the debate, if they are still
pertinent, I shall try to present them. I
am sorry I was not fully prepared to an-
swer the guestions asked. I did not an-
ticipate that I would be asked how much
of the money loaned to foreign govern-
ments during the past 10 years had been
repaid.

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

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I yield. .

Mr. WHERRY. In view of the fact
that the Senator from Massachusetts sits
with the junior Senator from Nebraska
on the Appropriations Committee, I am
sure the Senator has not been surprised
by the questions I have asked, for I dare-
say he feels he might expect anything
from the junior Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I would expect
anything that was practical and intelli-
gent. |
Mr. President, during the war India
ran her economy at a rate which did not
allow for proper or adequate deprecia-
tion and renewal. As a result, today In-
dia finds her whole economic machine
badly in need of repair. To make those
repairs and to put the machine in work-
ing order, she has laid out a long-range
program to try to rehabilitate herself
and go forward with ever-increasing
ability to look after herself. This can-
not be done without heavy additional
outlays of capital. If we take away too
many of the funds which India proposes
to use as capital for this rehabilitation
to pay for the grain, then we may well be
faced with an entirely different question,
which is just this: How much might it
be wise to give to India to help her re-
habilitate herself, just as we have given
through the ECA to other countries? We
want to try to work out a program for
the benefit of India that will help as-
sure that great country that it can go
ahead with the internal development of
its economic resources with the hope
that the development of these sources
will avoid possible famines in the fu-
ture and help bring to the people of
India some of the comforts of life which
we know in this country.
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I personally joined in introducing the
original bill which would send this 2,000,-
000 tons of wheat half on a loan basis
and half on a grant basis. I believe there
is a good argument for the reasons in
support of that view which I have just
briefly stated. I understand, however,
that though the terms of the original
bill were well-warranted, those sponsor-
ing the bill have agreed to accept an
amendment which would put the action
entirely on a loan basis substantially
similar to the terms of the House bill.
I, therefore, have not attempted to de-
bate this part of the bill, but will go
along with the idea of furnishing the
wheat on a loan basis in accordance with
ECA lending facilities.

From all that I can gather I believe
that the population of India is funda-
mentally favorably inclined toward the
United States. I believe it is an axiom
in advertising that it is far easier to push
and acceleraie a trend than it ever is to
reverse it. If the trend is in our favor,
as I believe it to be, then we should try
to acczlerate that trend before it has
become too late. I believe the time has
arrived when we can deal with India on
. & humanitarian basis without necessarily
getting into some of the questions which
. have been raised as to why and how India
got to the point of needing these two
million additional tons of food grain.

It has been suggested that we require

_India to ship us various strategic ma-
terials in return for any grant we may

make. Today there are various strategic

materials that we are receiving from
India. In 1950 nearly 585,000 tons of
manganese and 260,000 tons of mica were
- shipped by India to the United States;

from January 1 to March 3 of this year, -

110,000 tons of manganese. Without
_ going into other shipments of strategic

materials, I should like to point out that
_ certain manganese is an exceedingly im-
portant strategic material and is essen-
tial to our economy. Why, then, not

swap United States wheat for Indian -

~ manganese? The answers are the same
as those which I have been endeavoring
to make, namely, if India is to develop
and become self-sufficient, and take an
_ increasingly active part in the affairs of
the world, it must earn dollars. If it
uses its strategic materials simply to buy
wheat to tide over an emergency, it
will not earn any dollars; the dollar bal-
ance which would result if we paid di-
rectly for the manganese will be non-
existent, and the building up of India’s
economic machine will suffer according-
ly. The furnishing of raw materials is
one of the assets to which I referred
when I stated that the Government of
India had resources with which it could
meet payments for the food grain. ButI
believe the prudent method of operating
is not to force India to do this at this
time, as I do not believe it is conducive to
the friendship which we must continue
and to the basic purpose of allowing In-
dia to build its economic strength. The
stronger friend India is, the greater is
our need to have its friendship.

Allegations have been made that the

food shortage resulted from failure in
India to buy wheat in Pakistan, which
was available, and also to the diversion
from food grains to jute and cotton.
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Whtiile I do not condone in any way any
action of India that would fail to keep
it on a friendly basis with Pakistan,
while I do not condone in any way the
disagreements which exist about Kash-
mir, I should like to discuss briefly these
allegations.

As to the first point: In early 1950, In-
dia’s imports were based upon estimated
requirements to keep the rationing sys-
tem functioning properly. Had India
then bought Pakistan wheat, it would
have correspondingly reduced its pur-
chases from other sources, During the
course of the year Pakistan sold its grain
elsewhere. By the time the natural ca-
tastrophes made it evident that more
grain was needed, the Pakistan grain
was not available.

As to the second point: India in-
creased its jute acreage only some 150,-
000 acres in 1950. Not all of this in-
creased acreage was at the expense of
food grains, and the total decrease of
food-grain production resulting from
this diversion probably did not exceed
175,000 tons. The foreign exchange
value of these cash crops made it possible
to buy grain abroad equivalent to all that
could have been produced on this land—
and more, too.

India’s financial difficulties have been
attributed to the almost complete stop-
page of legal trade with Pakistan during
1950. There is no questioning the fact
that both countries suffered from this
trade impasse. Had normal trade oc-
curred, the two countries would have
been in a better general economic posi-
tion as 1951 began, However, it is high-

ly doubtful that India would have had .

larger foreign exchange resources avail-
able to buy food grain, as it normally
runs a deficit in its trade account with
Pakistan.

In any case, India and Pakistan signed
a comprehensive trade agreement on
February 25, 1951, and the reestablish-
ment of normal trade patterns can be
expected. Under the terms of the agree-
ment, India is to receive 325,000 tons of
food grain from Pakistan in 1951. This
grain will be included in the Indian pur-
chase program of 4,000,000 tons. It will
not reduce India’s need for the 2,000,000
tons requested.

India has taken certain steps in the
United Nations with which I totally dis-
agree, but I reiterate that I believe that
the compelling reason that transcends
all others why this bill should pass is the
humanitarian heart of America. I have
studied all the reasons which have been
brought to my attention as why the
bill should not pass. I have studied the
question of foreign exchange, and the
question of the blocked sterling which
is owned by the Indian Government. I
have looked into the question of the
amount of currency and gold which is
needed fo underlie the Indian currency.
I reiterate, I am fully aware that there
are resources in India which, if it were
deemed advisable, could be forced out to
meet immediate payments for this grain.
But let me add again that the whole
purpose back of this bill, the whole pur-
pose for which I joined the other Sena-
tors in introducing the original version,

was because our stake in the peace of the -

world—east and west—is too vital and
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too grave for us to fail to do our utmost
to live and work on a friendly basis with
the great Republic of India.

In closing, I would like to quote from
an editorial in the Christian Science
Monitor of April 4, 1951, which I think
sets forth very clearly the point which
I have endeavored to stress:

In the state of Bihar in India the grain ra-
tion has been reduced below 9 ounces a day
and is considered less than enough to as-
sure survival for long of those who depend
on the ration alone. Relief of such condi-
tions takes weelLs even after shipment of
grain is authorized, and other provinces are
approaching similar distress, -

In such circumstances discussion of ideol-
ogies becomes academic, but Communist in-
citement and agitation thrive. So great an
American as Senator Borah, an authority on
the United States Constitution and its im-
portance, said in 1934, “The people can't eat
the Comnstitution.”

The people of India cannot satisfyingly fill
their stomachs with preachments on freedom
and opportunity if they have not the oppor-
tunity to eat.

Mr. WHERRY, Mr. President, be-
fore the Senator from Massachusetis
yields the floor, will he yield to me?

Mr. SALTONSTALL., I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I have in my hand
Report No. 373, to accompany House bill
3791, a bill whose title is: “To furnish
emergency food relief assistance to In-
dia.” I wish to read from page 5 of that
report a paragraph which is numbered
“4.” Reference is made in the report to
the fact that the Export-Import Bank
shall make loans, and to the credit terms
on which they shall be made. Paragraph
4 reads:

If at any time or from time to time the
parties hereto determine that it would be
to their common interests because of ad=
verse economic conditions or for any other
reasons to postpone, or provide for the post=-
ponement, of any instalments of interest or
principal or to provide that such instalments
or any part thereof shall be made and re=
celved in local currency—

This particular agreement, Mr. Presi-
dent, was with Iceland—
of Iceland at a rate of exchange to be agreed
upon, or to modify the aforesaid promissory
note in any respect, they may by mutual
agreement in writing, provide for any such
postponement, or payment in local currency,
or other modification hereof. Any agree-
ment for payment in local currency may
specify the purposes for which such cur-
rency may be used.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. May I ask the
Senator again to state from what he is
reading?

Mr. WHERRY. From the report of
the House Committee on Foreign Affairs
on the India Emergency Assistance Act
of 1951. The report accompanies House
bill 3791. The committee is citing the
different methods by which loans have
already been made. I wish to ask the
Senator from Massachusetts what the
agreement with India is and to call his
attention to the fact that under the
agreement with Iceland the promissory
note can be altered in any way desired,
by mutual consent. To my way of
thinking what I have read shows the
loan to be a type of loan entirely differ-
ent from straight loans by this Govern-
ment to a foreign country such as have
been made in the past, or to individuals
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in this country who borrow money from
the Government.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. What it
amounts to is that it is subject to re-
negotiation.

Mr. WHERRY., No, it is not subject
to renegotiation, in the sense that taxes
will have to be paid in connection with
it.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. It can only be
altered with our consent.

Mr. WHERRY. With our consent.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Only with our
consent.

Mr. WHERRY. With our consent,
yes.

TELEVISION AND EDUCATION

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I desire
to call the attention of the Senate to
two stories which have appeared within
the past week in the New York Times.
They bear on a crucial problem, which
the Congress has so far largely neglected.
They present views on that problem
which are in startling contrast. The
first story, headed “Regents propose
State TV network to aid education,” un-
der the byline of Jack Gould, radio and
television editor of the Times, was car-
ried on the front page of last Tuesday’s
Times. The second, also by Mr. Gould,
headed “Commercial TV stations oppose
holding channels for education,” ap-
peared in last Thursday’s Times.

. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the two articles by Jack Gould,
which were published in the New York
Times of last Tuesday and Thursday,
may be printed in the Recorp at the con-
clusion of my remarks,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
Jouncon of Colorado in the chair).,
Witiiout objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibits 1 and 2.)

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I shall
take a few minutes to point a moral from
these two articles. Less than a month
ago, together with the junior Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. HunTl, I submitted
a resolution, Senate Resolution 127, call-
ing for a study by the Senate Interstate
and Foreign Commerce Committee, of
which the present distinguished Presid-
ing Officer [Mr. Jounson of Colorado in
the chair] is chairman, on what the Fed-
eral Government can now do to help re-
alize the magnificent potentialities of
television for education and public serv-
jce. A portion of that resolution cov-
ered the issue raised by these two stories
in the Times. The issue cannot wait. In
March the Federal Communications
Commission, announcing its plan for
ending the freeze on the assignment of
new TV channels, tentatively reserved
209 station allocations for education, or
about 10 percent of the total. The
freeze has existed since September 30,
1948, and the failure of the FCC to allo-
cate any frequencies during this 2%%5-
year period has been called a freeze by
the trade.

Within tho coming weeks the FCC will
hold hearings, and will begin to make its
present tentative allocations of last
March definite and final, after the testi-
mony is in. Then we shall see, I fear,
Mr. Fresident, a new kind of freeze—a
kind of “frecze in reverse”—with all or
almost ali available TV channels finally
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assigned. Yes, this freeze will set the
pattern of American television for dec-
ades and even generations to come.

Let me touch first on the story de-
seribing the opposition of the commer-
cial TV stations to the FCC's proposal
to assign these 209 channels for educa-
tion. The story reports that the Na-
tional Association of Radio and Tele-
vision Broadcasters, the grea’ commer-
cial trade association in this field, is de-
manding these channels laigzely for en-
tertainment and advertising. The asso-
ciation protests the proposal of the FCC
to set aside even 10 percent of the new
facilities for education and public serv-
ice. The National Association of Broad-
casters coatends that educational reser-
vations are reservations for a special
class of applicants. The National As-
sociation argues, according to the Times,
that the educational reservations may
be wasted through nonuse, or limited
use, or use for the benefit of a limited
audience,

Let me contrast that story with the
story in last Tuesday's Times dealing
with the action of the board of regents
of the University of the State of New
York, which has supervisory authority
over 8,000 educational institutions. This
board is prepared to ask the State Leg-
islature of New York for $3,500,000 to
build 11 transmitters for educational
television in New York State. Mr. Jacob
L. Holtzmann, chairman of the regents
committee on the subject, said:

It is as important for the educational sys-
tem to have television channels as school-
houses, and I don’t know in the future which
will be more important. The television
channels are the most valuable natural re-
source the people possess today. We, the
regents, maintain we have a first mortgage
on those channels and we're going to fight
for them.

Mr. President, I ask the Senate to con-
trast Mr. Holtzmann's statement with
that of the commercial broadcasters,
who claim that the educational channels
will be wasted, or used on limited audi-
ences. When Mr. Holtzmann calls these
channels the most valuable natural re-
source the people possess, he is not con-
ceding that Bing Crosby is more impor-
tant than education because his audi-
ence is more unlimited. This is the
credo of the advertiser, but not of the
educator. Mr. Holtzmann knows that if
we are to save the world from catas-
trophe and damnation, we must rely on
education to play its great role. Mr.
Holtzmann knows that TV is the great-
est potential educational instrument
ever devised.

I ask the Senate to consider which is
the greater waste, using the new chan-
nels largely for entertainment and ad-
vertising or using as many and as much
of the new facilities as possible for edu-
cation and public service? I do not
contend the former is in any sense
wasteful, but surely neither is the latter.
I ask: Are the educators not indeed a
very “special class of applicants”? Do
our schoolhouses have to be kept open
24 hours a day in order to be great na-
tional assets? Can we indeed judge ad-
versely the potential value of television
to all American citizens because as

much as 10 percent of its channels are
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to be “limited” to educational institu-
tions?

Let us take a very extreme example,
an example which I will not defend, and
which no one would defend. But let us
suppose that by reserving all television
channels exclusively for the young—
every single available channel to be used
for formal education for the young, and
only for formal education—let us as-
sume we could educate the next genera-
tion to the level of our best university
graduates today. I do not even suggest
that that is possible, but let us suppose
it might be. This indeed outdoes the
American dream. It is not only the ex-
pression of the dream of Jefferson that
each of us receive the best education we
can absorb, but it assumes each of us
can absorb a college education. Now,
would not the fathers and mothers of
America cheerfully give up television for
themselves, and clamor to give it up, for
such a goal as this for their children? I
call this a very extreme example. I use
it to show that Americans are prepared
to make sacrifices for an important edu-
cational goal. However, one reason my
example is extreme is that the poten-
tial use of television in the field of adult
education is far, far greater, though per-
haps less self-evident, than in the field
of formal education. Mr. Holtzmann
and the board of regents of New York
State are addressing themselves only to
formal education, and not at all to the
major field in which television ecan
achieve its greatest potential public use,
which is the field of adult eduecation.

Last Thursday evening, when I ad-
dressed 1,800 radio and television edu-
cators meeting at Columbus, Ohio, I
pointed out that one of the taunts which
has been hurled at the small number of
hopeful educators who are aroused to
the potential educational importance of
television in the contest for channels is,
“Where is the money coming from?”
That is the taunt of 100 years ago, then
hurled against the dream of free public
education for all children.

My comment is now, as was the com-
ment at that time of the defenders of
free education for all children, that the
American people believe in education,
They have fought for it and will continue
to fight for it. They will find the money,
and they will not deny educational tele-
vision to themselves or their children
once they have seen its power continu-
ally exerted, as we all saw it so dramati-
cally in the Kefauver hearings.

In the past 3 months three private
foundations have appropriated a fotal
of more than $1,000,000 for educational
radio and educational television. No one
could have anticipated that action even
6 months ago. Now comes the action of
the New York regents. This is the most
dramatic action so far. I congratulate
the New York Times for featuring that
story on its front page. I should like to
hope that this action may serve as a
model for the entire Nation.

Far from failing to apply for the edu-
cational channels which the Federal
Communications Commission has tenta-
tively allocated, the New York regents
have asked for three more channels for
their own use—three more channels than
the PCC tentatively reserved in its March,
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rulings for education in New York. Yet
the charge has been made that the FCC
reserved too many frequencies for edu-
cation.

Mr. President, New York's example is
one which I should like to see studied
and emulated by State boards of educa-
tion in every other State of the Union.
I am today writing to the board of edu-
cation in my own State of Connecticut.
I do not know how many other instances
there may be, or how many may develop,
in which the number of educational res-
ervations made by the FCC will prove to
be inadequate for a given State. In my
own State of Connecticut there is only
one such reservation; and the station, if
it materializes, will be able to reach parts
of only three of our eight counties. It
will not reach the other five counties at
all.

In Massachusetts there is only one
educational reservation. In New Jersey
there is not a single educational reser-
vation. Connecticut, Massachusetts,
and New Jersey are States not without
some fame and background and history
in the field of education.
| ¥et the commercial broadcasters have
new challenged even the 209 reservations
already made. Further, I think all will
agree that the commercial broadcasters
have shown that they can exert very
heavy pressure in Washington. Their
challenge is thus high cause for alarm.

As another example of this same kind
of pressure, I invite the attention of
Members of Congress to a resolution
adopted by a national convention of the
Television Board of this same associa-
tion, the National Association of Radio
and Television Broadcasters, at a meet-
ing in Chicago on April 17. I do not
know whether this resolution has been
called to the attention of my colleague
the distinguished Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. Hunt], with whom I sponsored
the resolution to which this resolution
refers. The resolution of the Television
Board singles out Senator Hunt’s and my
resolution for the singular honor of con-
demnation.

Copies of this resolution, by the Tele-
vision Board of the NAB, were sent to
the present distinguished Presiding Offi-
cer, the chairman of the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce [Mr.
Jornson of Colorado]l and to all other
members of that committee, as well as
to Mr. Wayne Coy, Chairman of the
Federal Communications Commission.
I do not know how widely the resolution
has been distributed.

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

Mr, BENTON. I am happy to yield to
my cosponsor of the resolution.
| Mr, HUNT. I should like to ask the
distinguished Senator from Connecticut
a question. Are the interests sponsoring
television outlets and those owning tele-
vision companies approximately the
same as the interests which now own
and control radio?

Mr, BENTON. Yes, I think that is a
fair generality.

Mr. HUNT. Is the Senator from
Connecticut aware of the fact that in the
early allocation of radio channels and
frequencies five of the most favorable
were allocated fo the city of New York,
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clear across the United States to the
Pacific coast? I think the Senator is
aware of the fact that no radio station
has sufficient capacity, or ever will have,
to use any frequency in the broadcast
band for the entire distance across the
United States.

Mr. BENTON. I have recently been
reminded of that fact by the able Sena-
tor from Wyoming. Of course, in re-
ferring to the allocations to the city of
New York, the Senator means alloca-
tions to private corporations of New
York City, does he not? The Senator
does not mean allocations to the city
itself.

Mr. EUNT. Not to the city govern-
ment.

Mr. BENTON. To private corpora-
tions located in the city of New York.

Mr. HUNT. Yes. Isthe Senator from
Connecticut further aware of the fact
that even though the radio frequencies
which have been assigned are useful only
as far as the central States, and are of
no use at the present time to anyone so
far as concerns reaching the area toward
the Pacific coast, those of us living in the
Rocky Mountain area who have made ap-
plication to be allocated those same
frequencies have not had that privilege,
and have been denied the use of unused
frequencies simply because a monopoly
was obtained in the early days of radio
by companies in New York City?

Mr. BENTON. I greatly appreciate
the contribution of the able Senator
from Wyoming. One thing I am plead-
ing for today, as I shall try to bring out
still more clearly in a moment, is the
passage of some time before the FCC
allots all these TV frequencies, so that
we shall not freeze television into a
monopolistic pattern in the way the Sen-
ator from Wyoming suggests that radio
was frozen in its early days.

The resolution to which I refer from
the Television Board of the NAB pro-
tests because such an investigation by
the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, as the Senator from
Wyoming and I have called for, would
require a period of not less than from 6
to 12 months.

I do not nécessarily agree that the
kind of investigation we have in mind
would require from 6 to 12 months.

The Federal Communications Com-
mission itself plans holding hearings
which involves some delay. Some part
of the alleged period of from 6 to 12
months will be consumed by the FCC
itself. But let us assume that our pro-
posed Senate investigation would involve
the FCC in a delay of as much as from 6
to 12 months. Yes; let us contrast such
a small delay with the next two decades
or the next 50 years, which is what we
are talking about if we allow the tele-
sion pattern to freeze and harden if the
FCC now allocate all available channels,

Instead of reading further from this
resolution of condemnation, I ask unani-
mous consent to have it printed in the
Recorp at the conclusion of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 3.)

Mr. BENTON. I now remind again
the Senate of the nature of the resolu-
tion sponsored by the Senator from Wyo-
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ming and myself, the amendment to
which the resolution from this trade as-
sociation is opposed.

Our resolution seeks to explore the
impact of television on America’s chil-
dren—home life, education, sports, pub-
lic affairs, rival forms of communication
and entertainment, reading habits, lan-
guage, and morals. It seeks to direct
Congress and its appropriate committees
toward this end, an end wholly devoted
to the public interest, and not the pri-
vate profit of any group.

The Federal Communications Com-
mission, which faces immense problems,
showed both enlightenment and courage
in making tentative educational reserva-
tions. However, the reservations may be
too few. Further, the FCC has given no
assurances as to how long it will hold
them open. I would hope that one result
of a Senate study would be the adoption
of a resolution or the passage of a hill
strengthening the hand of the FCC in
this matter, and guaranteeing to educa-
tion the full time and full chance it
deserves. :

I submit, Mr. President, that educators
throughout the country should be given
time and encouragement to study the
impact and the implications of the action
taken by the New York regents. This
does and will take time and it does and
will take encouragement. The far-flung
implications of the leadership of the
regents are such as to stagger the imagi-
nation. Yes; consideration of them will
take more than a few months; and be-
cause education moves so slowly, I fear
more than a few years.

When the FCC allocates new channels
at this time surely the least that we can
ask of the FCC is that a sufficient num-
ber of channel allocations be held up
until the National, State, and local edu-
cational boards have had time to deter-
mine the need and extent of their poten-
tial requirements. Other institutions
devoted to public service should also be
given time.

Furthermore, I believe that time is
needed for a new commercial develop-
ment. It is the development of the so-
called subscription method, earrying no
advertising, by which the customer pays
for the service, instead of the adver-
tiser. Such a system, in the opinion of
those who have studied it, would greatly
stimulate the development of educa-
tional, informational, and public-service
programs.

Moreover, I suggest that before the
FCC allocates its new channels to com-
mercial broadcasters, it define more
clearly the famous phrase “public in-
terest, convenience, and necessity” as
applied to television.

I congratulate the FCC on requiring
annual reports from TV licensees, when
they apply each year for renewal, in-
stead of every 3 years, as is the practice
in radio. Let us now, for the granting
of licenses and for their review through
annual reports, establish far higher
standards than have ever applied to
radio. Indeed, before we allocate any
further TV frequencies, let us get some
measure of agreement on the standards.

I believe one great area for agreement
is in the field of good listening time for
public-service programs., When we de-
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termine what programs can fairly be
deemed “educational” or “public serv-
ice,” let us see that they get a good per-
centage of good listening time. Let us
put such programs on at hours when
people can hear them, in good evening
hours, not merely in the nonsalable
hours in the morning or late at night.

It would take chapters fo review my
own personal experience in my dealings
as an officer of the University of Chicago,
in my efforts to secure reasonahly good
listening times for the University of Chi-
cago Round Table and other university
programs.

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

Mr. BENTON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask
the distinguished Senator from Connect-
jcut if it is not a fact that radio and
television are in a different category en-
tirely from a newspaper, for example,
with respect to the right of personal ex-
pression either by an editor or a writer
for a newspaper, because in reality radio
and television are in effect controlled by
Government-owned channels, which are
acquired by license from the Govern-
ment? In that respect, does not the
Senator feel that there is a difference
between the right to freedom of speech
which a person has in a newspaper or on
the stump or in a park, as compared with
his right to exercise free speech under a
Government license?

Mr, BENTON. There is a very great
difference, because channels are limited,
and they are allocated by the Govern-
ment. No one can open up a radio sta-
tion, in the same way, let us say, as he
can print a pamphlet or make a speech
in the park.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator.
That is my position, and I think it is the
position of most people. There does exist
a further difficulty, however. The dis-
tinguished Senator is talking about edu-
cation. We ought to have a great deal
of sympathy for his view, especially as
education may be disseminated through
television.

Mr. BENTON. And public-service
programs in general.

Mr. WHERRY. Yes. Does it not ex-
tend even beyond education? There are
a great many worth-while programs that
ought to be put on the air over radio or
television. I am not complaining about
the Senator’s idea. What I am trying
to express is that it must be done by
license. Many good features and many
fine programs which ought to be put on
the air by radio and televsion are fore-
closed from going on the air because it
is impossible to meet the expense in-
volved, or because of this, that,"or the
other reason. In other words, it is im-
possible to get that right, because of the
fact that the channels are licensed.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I agree
with the distinguished minority leader
up to his last phrase. But it is not mere-
ly because of the fact that channels are
licensed that restrictions are encoun-
tered. It is also because of the commer-
cial dominance of key listening hours.

Mr., WHERRY. That is the point I
was about to make, If the Senator will
permit me, I should like to make one
further observation. Certainly I do not
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wish to detract in any way from his
speech. Let us assume that a radio com-
mentator makes some comments with
respect to a Member of the Senate. It
is very difficult for the Member of the
Senate to get time on the radio or on
television to debate, discuss, meet,
amend, or correct the remarks. He does
not own a channel and he has no license.
On the other hand, such a comment could
be dealt with in a newspaper, on the
stump, or in a speech in a park.

What I am inquiring about is whether
the Senator from Connecticut feels—
and I understand he may offer a resolu-
tion, or another Senator may do so after
reading his remarks or listening to
them—that it may be about time when,
in the interest of freedom of speech and
in the interest of television channels, as
well as in the interest of radio wave
lengths, for the public to have a greater
right than they have now, if I may ex-
press myself in that way, to acquire and
have the use of such facilities, so that
any cause, whatever may be, can be con-
veyed to the American people?

Mr. BENTON. I could not agree more
wholeheartedly with the distinguished
minority leader. I should like to address
a question to him if I may. I found in
my recent campaign in Connecticut the
most difficult, embarrassing, and per-
plexing problem of my entire experience
in politics. It was the problem of rais-
ing money to finance the campaign. The
problem in recent years has been greatly
intensified by the constantly mounting
cost of radio and television time. Would
the distinguished minority leader agree
with me that it would not be unsuitable
for the Senate, in allocating these very
valuable frequencies, for which thou-
sands of people are clamoring, and in
which thousands of people see potential
fortunes, to examine the possibility of
having licensees provide major candi-
dates of both parties, when they run for
office, with a certain fixed amount of
free television time? Would not such an
understanding greatly relieve the strain
that is placed on candidates, and in-
creasingly so over the years? Indeed, I
am told that political campaigns in Con-
necticut now cost three, four, or five
times what they cost 20 years ago.
Radio, and inereasingly, television, lie at
the heart of that problem of rapidly ris-
ing costs.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bur=-
LER of Maryland in the chair). Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BENTON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Let me say that I cer-
tainly agree that television is most im-
portant as a means of communication
in connection with campaigns., Certain-
1y in the future the political compaigns
will change in nature to a great extent
in cases in which television can be used
and where the reception warrants its
use.

Mr. BENTON. Yes; campaigns will
continue to change in that way, and will
continue to grow more expensive,

Mr. WHERRY. Yes; and television
time will be prohibitive in cost under
such circumstances, unless arrange-
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ments are made to provide for its use
in the campaigns. In fact, the inabil=-
ity, because of the expense, of prospec-
tive candidates to obtain television time
would be very likely to completely fore-
close many of them from entering the
campaigns,

Mr. President, when I asked my ques-
tion, I really did not have political cam-
paigns in mind, although I think the
point is well taken.

My question is this: Does not the Sen-
ator from Connecticut feel that it is
time to make some arrangements where-
by radio and television time will be
available to those in public life who
find that false charges of a serious na-
ture have been made against them over
the radio or the television?

I do not know how such arrangements
could be made. At the present time we
scarcely have sufficient Members of the
Senate to conduct all the investigations
which are going on and still have some
Members of the Senate available for at-
tendance on the floor of the Senate.
However, I feel that the question of allo-
cating time on the radio and the televi-
sion has become a serious one. Certain-
ly when false charges are made against
persons either in public life or elsewhere,
an opportunity to answer them should
be available. Time on the radio or the
television should also be available to
worthy programs for school or church
purposes. Why is it necessary that per-
sons who wish to handle such programs
are faced with competition from busi-
nesses and sponsors which can afford to
spend tremendous sums of money in ob-
taining time on the radio or the tele-
vision at times when people generally
would like to see and hear such great
issues discussed?

So I wish to ask whether the Senator
has in mind an investigation in that con-
nection? Does he expect to submit a
resolution on that subject, or does he feel
that we can handle the matter by con-
sidering all its angles and phases?

Let me state why I am interested in
this question. Not long ago a ceriain
commentator said a very vicious thing
about the junior Senator from Nebraska.
Up until now it has been my theory that
the best way to get along is for one just
to live his normal life and let his record
answer any such vicious accusations,
Perhaps that is always the best treat-
ment to give to those who would attempt
to involve one in debate about such vi-
cious and scurrilous remarks. Never-
theless, there comes a time when cer-
tainly a person has a right to defend
himself, or there comes a time when a
worthy cause should be presented. That
cannot be done now, because the time on
the television and the radio is almost
always allocated to great enterprises or
business which can afford to pay large
sums for the time.

It seems to me that somewhere along
the line time must be allocated so that
those who are falsely charged by radio
or television or about whom unfair re-
marks are made will have an equal op-
portunity to reply, just as they have an
opportunity to do by speaking in parks
today or by inserting statements in the
newspapers. However, of course, it
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would be impossible for me to hire 15
minutes’ time on a national broadcast-
ing system. The Senator from Connec-
ticut knows that very well.

On the other hand, if false informa-
tion or scurrilous statements go out over
the radio or the television, should not
those about whom such remarks are
made have an equal opportunity to re-
ply? Yet today that is not possible, not
only because of the great cost, but also
because the time on the radio and the
television is controlled under license ar-
rangements. The result is that such
persons do not have the opportunity they
otherwise would have to defend them-
selves. That is only one point. I could
give the Senator hundreds of examples
why I think the question of control by
the license of Government-owned facili-
ties has become a very serious question
in connection with both television and
radio. .

I wonder whether the Senator feels
that a complete investigation of all
phases of the question might be a good
thing and might be of great aid to the
Federal Communications Commission
and to other Government agencies as
they allocate such time.

Mr. BENTON. I concur, Mr. Presi-
dent.

However, I do not have the answer to
one of the questions which has been
asked by the distinguished minority
leader, to wit, how to make it possible
satisfactorily to provide a forum to an-
swer such charges. That is a difficult
question. It requires much analysis
and study, and this is a good time to
precipitate both. I think the question
should be examined, and that proper
standards should be established.

I know that, as applied to television,
today, before frequencies are allocated to

the commercial broadcasters, now is the

time to try to clarify the matter and to
provide the kind of standards which are
needed. For instance, an applicant for
a television station in my State—one
who shall be nameless, for he is in a
competitive situation now—is eager to
get a television frequency available in
his city. In talking to him, I asked him,
“Would you agree, in order to get this
station, to give up the time from 6 to 8
p. m, three evenings a week—on Monday,
Wednesday, and Friday, let us say—so
that time could be used for public-serv-
ice programs?”

This distinguished and able business-
man replied, “Certainly.”

Tkat is what he is now willing to do
in order to persuade the FCC to assign
the frequency to him. However, Mr.
President, I think that same attitude
would be too much to expect of human
nature 5 or 10 years hence.

The best estimate that has been made
indicates that a billion dollars a year
will be going from advertisers into tele-
vision within 5 years. When we reach
that situation, considering the enormous
commercial pressures which will then
exist in connectinrn with television, as
they now exist in connection with radio,
it certainly will be too much to expect
any corporate executive then voluntar-
ily to say, “I give up the time from 6 to
8 p. m. three nights a week"”—program
time which may be worth several thou-

\
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sand dollars in revenue to a local station.
So, in my opinion, the time to explore
this matter is before the Federal Com=-
munications Commission hands out the
frequencies now so eagerly sought.

I have high regard for the Federal
Communications Commission and its of -
ficials. Many of them have worked for
industry, and many of them will, in the
future, work for industry. These men
are, moreover, subject to constant and
tremendous pressure from the radio and
television industries. No comparable
support comes to them when they adopt
policies other than those which fall into
line with the standards fostered by the
radio industry. '

Even a day or two of hearings on this
matter by the Commiftee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce, not to mention
the comments just made by the able Sen-
ator from Nebraska on the floor of the
Senate, may prove fo be encouragement
to the Federal Communications Com-
mission to help establish standards
which will encourage educators and ap-
plicants and station owners to make re-
newed efforts to arrive at far higher
standards.

Mr. President, last week I told a group
of television educators in Columbus
that—

Except for those who are responsible for
the formulation of our foreign policy, I do
not know any group which could have a
greater Impact on our country’'s future; you
are poised at the threshold of a great, new
mansion for the human mind.

Mr. President, in my judgment that
was not an overstatement. I feel that
we in the Senate should help them cross
that threshold. I feel that all Senators
should assist these men of good will, and
others like them, who appreciate the vast
potentialities of television, and who wish
to see this great new medium devoted to
the welfare of mankind.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed at the conclusion of my remarks
the most interesting and constructive
editorial on this subject I have seen
printed by any newspaper or magazine,
It comes from a small and not too well-
known Catholic newspaper published in
New Haven, in my State, the Catholic
Transcript, of May 10, and it is headed
“Television’s future.”

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

TeLEVISION'S PUTURE

Where 1s television going? The question
is not un}mponant. It concerns every man,
woman, and child in this country. For tele-
vision, despite the fact that it has by no
means attained its full growth, is already a
tremendous power. How influential it is
was brought out recently In a Senate speech
by the Honorable WiLLiaM BENTON, Senator
from Connecticut.

The occasion of the Senator’s speech was
the televising of the public hearings of the
Special Senate Committee To Investigate
Crime in Interstate Commerce. This com-
mittee might have done its work in relative
cbscurity if it were not for one of the most
astonishing phenomena this country has
ever seen. Senator BeENToN describes it.

*“In half a dozen big cities—but most par-
ticularly in New York City—there was no
rush at the rush hour,” says Senator BENTON.
“Stores were empty, office work was at a
standstill, theater seats were vacant. It was
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not merely that the secretaries were late;
the bosses did not even show up. The house-
work did not get done. All this was not the
result of any freak of the weather nor of any
stimulated outburst of the carnival spirit.
This required no Hollywood publicity men,
no high-powered promotion, not a line of
advertising.”

What was going on? “As all of us now
Enow it was the result of televising the pub-
lic hearings of the Special Senate Commit-
tee.” And It gives reason for earmest and
serious thought, not only to Senator BENTON
but to the rest of us. The Senator, widely
experienced in the field of radio, was amazed
at the tremendous impact of the new me-
dium of communication. And he was moved
to suggest action,

“Because the Eefauver hearings have now
dramatized for all of us the astonishing
power of televislon to serve good ends, as
well as trivial or bad ends,” he sald, "I be-
lieve that the Congress should at once take a
sharp look, ‘new look’' at television in rela-
tion to our national life. Ne one who has
read, even superficially, the newspapers and
magazines in the last few months can doubt
the widespread public concern about this
new medium, The discussion rolls on: the
effect of TV on children, on home life, on
education, on sports, on public affairs, on
rival forms of communication and enter-
tainment, on reading habits, on language,
on morals.” ;

Where is television going? Will it arrive
finally at a status similar to that of the
radio, where give-away programs are the
outstanding features of an industry devoted
mostly to entertainment and advertising
features, an industry in which cultural pres-
entations have less and less time devoted to
them and where religion is relegated to a
very minor position? Nobody knows. But
surely, as Senator BenTox intimates, televi-
elon, that great medium of mass communi=
cation, which is so much more forceful than
radio in its impact upon the public mind,
should not be allowed to drift into futility.
Certainly the public interest has a right to
be served by television in the fields of edu-
cation, of religion, of objective news and
commentary, of politics and public service.

Exmsrr 1
ReceNTs ProPOSE StatE TV Nerworx To Am

EpvucATioON—BOARD WiLn Se=x $3,500,000

From LecisLaTurRe To BuiLp Stations 1w 10

ArEAs—CHANNELS AsSkEp oF FCC—Heap

OF SPECIAL UNIT STUDYING PLAN SAYs Am-

WAYS ARE AS VALUABLE AS SCHOOLHOUSES
- (By Jack Gould)

A plan for a State network of 11 educa-
tional television stations, under which the
resources of colleges, schools, museums, art
galleries and libraries would be used to pro-
vide special video programs for both school
children and adults, was announced yester=
day by the board of regents.

The board revealed that it would ask the
legislature for $3,5600,000 with which to con-
struct two transmitters in this city and one
each in JBuffalo, Rochester, the Albany-
Schenectady-Troy area, Binghamton, Ithaca,
Syracuse, the Utica-Rome area, Poughkeep-
sie and Malone.

Disclosure of the plan, by far the most
comprehensive yet suggested for educational
use of the television medium, was made in
a document filed in Washington with the
Federal Communications Commission, which
was asked by the board to set aside the
channels necessary for the project’'s success.

FREEZE ON CONSTRUCTION NOTED

Actual operation of the network could not
begin for a year or two, it was noted, because
of the governmental freeze on the construc-
tion of new stations.

John P. Myers, chancelor of the board of
regents, and Dr. Lewis A. Wilson, State
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commissioner of education and president of
the University of the State of New York,
agreed that the proposed network would pro-
vide unlimited opportunities to extend the
State’s educational program.

The board'’s approval of the plan was based

on recommendations made by a special com=-

' mittee of regents appointed to study tele-
vision, including Jacob L. Holtzmann, chair-
man; Vice Chancelor Edward R. Eastman
and Roger W. Straus.

Mr. Holtzmann said that he viewed with
“extreme criticism some of the bad things
made available to children on television"
and that he personally disapproved of chil-
dren being told about the pleasures of beer
drinking while they watched the Brooklyn
Dodgers.

“Whether a laxative works or not or per-
spiration disappears under your arm, that
is a matter of taste,” he continued. “We
wouldn’t say, ‘Don’t do that.’! What we want
to do is to provide an alternative.”

WILL FIGHT FOR CHANNELS

Mr. Holtzmann acknowledged that the re-
gents might run into conflict with commer-
cial interests that also sought the limited
number of television channels available, but
made it clear that the regents were prepared
for any contest that might develop.

“It is as important for the educational
system to have television channels as school~
houses, and I don't know in the future
which will be more important,” he said.
“The television channels are the most valu-
able mnatural resource the people possess
today.

“We, the regents, maintain we have a first
mortgage on those channels and we're going
to fight for them.”

The regents, who have supervisory au-
thority over more than 8,000 public and
private educational cultural institutions in
the State, filed its plan with the FCC only
a matter of hours before the deadline for
comment on the Commission’s proposed allo=
cations of new channels for video outlets.

For the most part the regents endorsed
the Commission's proposals for educational
outlets in New York State, but in the case
of several cities proposed further changes,
some of which were expected to elicit pro-
tests from prospective commercial broad-
casters.

In the cases of Buffalo and Rochester, the
regents suggested that their educational
stations receive channels in the present re-
ceiving band known as the very high fre-
quency, which could be picked up on exist-
ing sets. The Commission originally had
suggested that the two educational stations
be in the new band known as the ultra high
frequency. To recelve the new band present
set owners ultimately will have to have sets
equipped with converters or internally re-
adjusted.

WOULD RESERVE HIGH BANDS

In the case of New York City, where all
available channels in present band are
already in use, the regents endorsed the Com-
mission’s reservation of one channel in the
new high band, but thought that two would
be needed. They also proposed the reserva-
tion of new-band channels in Poughkeepsie
and Malone.

Should the Commission not reserve the ad-
ditional channels in New York City, Malone,
and Poughkeepsie, the regents proposed a
sharing of television facilities in those areas
as between commercial, educational, and
other television services.

Mr. Holtzmann said that he could not as
yet outline specific programing proposals but
did offer several typical examples the re-
gents had in mind. For one, he sald, ex-
pert teachers with a special knack for giving
instruction in a subject could be heard and
seen by students all over the State as a
supplement to the guidance that the young-
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sters normally recelved from their own
teachers.,

A child in a comparatively remote rural
area up-State, he added, could see for himself
the treasures of the Metropolitan Museum of
Art on Fifth Avenue. With all of the State's
cultural organizations cooperating, Mr.
Holtzmann explained, there was virtually no
limit to the possibllities for further child
guidance, both as part of their regular cur-
riculum and in other programs they might
see at home.

Another possibility, according to Mr.
Holtzmann, would be to have prominent
figures in the news, such as General of the
Army Douglas MacArthur, speak directly to
perhaps millions of children during school
hours.

SEEN SUITED FOR ADULTS ALSO

Mr. Wilson envisioned the proposed tele-
vision network as being ideally suited to the
conduct of an adult educational program,
especially in clarifying international affairs
and the conflicting ideologies that separate
the Western World and Communist Russia.

According to Mr. Wilson, the major merit
of the plan of the regents is to “stake out a
claim” to channels that would be of use to
perhaps hundreds of educational institu-
tions. Without some such centralization of
operation, he said, the Federal Communica=
tions Commission would face a hopeless task
in choosing which universities should have
stations. For one college to operate a TV
station alone, he said, might prove finan-
cially onerous.

Both Mr. Holtzmann and Mr, Wilson ac-
knowledged that it might cost upward of
$2,500,000 annually to maintain a chain of 11
stations, which would be equipped to origi-
nate programs locally and feed them to the
network. They believed that many educa-
tional institutions and communities might
be willing to bear a share of the total cost in
exchange for the added service received, but
they noted that the legislature might prefer
to keep the whole project under BState
financing.

Program costs would run extra, Mr. Holtz-
mann and Mr. Wilson agreed, but they said
that they would not be nearly as high as for
commercial stations. He believed that many
prominent artists would cooperate if they
knew their services were benefiting school
children.

ExHIBIT 2

CoMMERCIAL TV STaTIONS OPPOSE HOLDING
CHANNELS FOR EDUCATION
(By Jack Gould)

The National Assoclation of Radio and
Television Broadcasters, representing the
majority of commercial stations in the coun-
try, went on record yesterday in opposition
to the blanket reservation of television
channels for noncommercial and educational
institutions.

The assoclation, in comments filed in
Washington with the Federal Communica=
tions Commisslion, charged that the educa-
tors would waste the channels either through
not using them at all, using them only on a
limited basis, or reaching only limited
audiences.

The formal position of most of the com=
mercial television industry became known
only 2 days after the New York State Board
of Regents proposed a plan for establishing a
network of 11 educational stations through-
out the State. The regents had asked the
FCC to reserve the necessary channels,

ONE INDUSTRY HEAD APPROVES

The action of the regents did draw ap=-
proval, however, from one industry source.
Benjamin Abrams, president of the' Emer-
son Radio & Phonograph Corp., one of the
larger set manufacturers, congratulated the
board on its “forward-looking step.”
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He pointed out that such a plan would
ald the manufacturing industry through “a
tremendously expanded market for the sale
of television from the standpoint that tele-
vision now may become standard equipment
in the classroom.”

In a statement prepared by its counsel,
Thad H. Brown, Jr., the assoclation of tele-
vision broadcasters said that it objected to
the reservation of channels for *a special
class of apnlicants.”

“The assignment of a noncommercial edu=-
cational chamnel in a specific community
should be arrived at only on a case-to-case
basis founded upon a bona fide showing of
public interest, convenience, and necessity,”
the assoclation maintained.

The association contended that recent
hearings on the matter of educational chan~
nels, which led to a tentative FCC decision
to set aside roughly 10 percent of spectrum
space for such broadcasting, had not justi-
fied a blanket reservation.

Arguments advanced by the Joint Com-
mittee on Educational Television, represent-
ing many leading national educational
groups, the association declared, were “vague,
confused, and generally contradictory.”

The broadcasters’ group also argued that
the educators took an “unrealistic view” as
regards the cost of television operations and
had not advanced a feasible plan upon
which stable utilization of noncommercial
channels could be effected,

ExHIBIT 3

RESOLUTION RE SENATE RESOLUTION 127 oF
THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RADIO AND
TELEVISION BROADCASTERS
Whereas the Federal Communications

Commission is conducting a hearing in

Dockets No. 8736 et al.,, concerning the allo-

cation of television channels and the revi-

slon of Standards of Good Engineering

Practice with regard to television broad-

casts; and
Whereas in order to accomplish this hear-

ing and its objectives, the Federal Communi-
cations Commission has been unable to
grant construction permlits for new and ad-
ditional television stations since September

1048; and
Whereas In view of this necessary action

by the Commission only a minor percentage

of the communities of the United States can
receive television broadcasts at this time;
and

Whereas many States are presently with-
out any local television service; and

Whereas the peoples of many communi-
ties and rural areas, now unserved, are de-
prived of a television service now available
to the residents of the larger cities of the

Nation; and
Whereas this unserved public deserves and

is clamoring for television service within

the immediate future; and

Whereas thousands of pages of transcript
have been taken by the Federal Communi-
cations Commission and months of hearing
have occurred with regard to these dockets;
and

Whereas the Commission is now entering
the final phases of hearing on these compre-
hensive issues; and

Whereas opportunity to be heard has been
and is being provided to interested parties,
including the public, the commercial tele-
vision industry, and educational institutions
and agencies; and

Whereas an investigation, as contemplated
in Senate Resolution 127, would encompass

a duplication of the past 3 years of effort on

behalf of the duly appointed Federal Com-

munications Commission; and

Whereas such an investigation would en-
tail the receiving of expert engineering, pro-
graming and allocations testimony; and
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Whereas such an investigation would re-
quire a period of not léss than 6 to 12
months; and

Whereas such an investigation would un-
necessarily delay the termination of the so=
called “freeze” and would continue to de-
prive the presently unserved public of a
television service; and

Whereas the licensing provisions of the
Federal Communications Act of 1934, includ-
ing the criteria public interest, convenience,
and necessity, as reviewed from time to time
by the courts of the United States, furnish

the bases of licensee qualifications and_

responsibility: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the membership. of the
television board of the National Association
of Radio and Television Broadcasters be
recorded as unalterably oppesed to Senate
Resolution 127; and be it further

Resolved, That certified copies of this reso-
Iution be provided by the chairman of the
television board to the Honorable EpwiN
JoawnsoN, chalrman, and other members of
the Senate Interstate and Forelgn Commerce
Committee, and to the Honorable Wayne
Coy, Chalrman of the Federal Communica-
tions Commission.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant
reading elerk, announced that the Eouse
had passed, without amendment, the
following bills of the Senate:

B.77. An sact for the rellef of Mircea
Grossu and his family;

8.119. An act for the relief of Joseph
Girardi;

5.165. An act for the relief of Robert
Johanna Sorensen;

5. 166. An act for the relief of Lars Daniel
Sorensen;

8. 822. An act for the rellef of Mrs. Robert
M. Sternberg; and i

B.824. An act for the relief of Gertrud
Lomnite.

The message also announced that
the House had severally agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the fol-
lowing bills of the House:

H.R.756. An act for the relief of Nicoletta
and Guilia Pontrelll;

H.R.1722. An act for the relief of Loulse
Leitzinger and her daughter; and

H.R.1823. An act for the relief of Jose
Encarnacion Ortiz.

EMERGENCY FOOD AID TO INDIA

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (8. 872) to furnish emergency
food aid to India. .

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. President, I
wish" to direct my remarks toward the
pending business, Senate bill 872, a bill
to furnish emergency aid to India. First
of all, I wish to express my full support
and my commendation of the remarks
and the general program as outlined by
the distinguished Senator from Iowa
[Mr. GriLrerTE]l. The arguments in sup-
port of S. 872 were then supplemented
and expanded by the principal sponsor
of Senate bill 872, the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr, Smitrl. I was very much
pleased to have had an opportunity to
listen to a portion of the address by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Sarronstarr]., All these Senators are
sponsors or cosponsors of Senate bill
872. I am proud to be a sponsor of the
bill and to be associated with these Sen-
ators.

Mr. President, I am sure that most of
the argument as to the necessity for
this proposed legislation has been fairly
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well developed. It is my purpose to
summarize the points and to assist in
the documentation of the importance of
gihﬁ immediate and speedy passage of the

First of all, let me direct my atten-
tion to the background of this entire
program of grain for India. I do not ap-
proach this subject as a Johnny-come-
lately. I have been interested in Amer-
ica’s relationships with the Republic of
India ever since the first day I became
a United States Senator. In fact, I re-
call that within the past year and a half,
on several cccasions I have addressed
myself to the over-all political and eco-
nomic relationships with the free naticn
of India, the greatest free nation in the
Asiatic area. I have been concerned
over the fact that we may not develop
the kind of wholesome, friendly, coop-
erative relationships which we vitally
need on the Asiatic mainland. I recog-
nize that there has been justifiable con-
cern on the part of the Senaie and on
the part of ofiicials in all branches of
our Government over what has hap-
pened in China.

If there is one thing which I can em-
phasize in my remarks today, it is that
the time to prevent, in another area,
namely, India, a repetition of what has
happened in China is now. Instead of
worryinz about and discussing the re-
ports which come from India as to her
alleged friendship toward the Eoviet
Union and as to indications that she
may be moving into the Communist fold,
the time for the United States of Amer-
ica to act before that nation has been
destroyed, either from within or from
without.

I recall the remarks of the Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. Smite] as to
certain of the attitudes expressed by
some of the political leaders of India,
their hesitancy, for example, to give us
the all-out support which we need in
Korea, the fact that the Prime Minister
of India on several occasions has stated
that he wished not to associate himself
either with the East or the West, that
he would like to preserve a position of
neutrality.

I think those of us who are students
of American history, even cursory stu-
dents, recognize that this once happened
in our own national development. It is
not unusual for countries which have
just obtained their own freedom and in-
dependence to desire to steer a middle
course, to keep away from the storms of
great powers. India has attempted, in
her few years of independence, to steer
down what she calls a middle path. I
am afraid she will discover that that is
not possible, because in this complex
world I am quite confident that the day
will come when men and women and na-
tions must make up their minds where
they stand. ;

But, Mr. President, any student of the
history of any nation will find that there
has been a time in its history when its
leadership said, “No foreign entangle-
ments,” How many times have you and
I, Mr. President, heard the remarks read
from Washington’s farewell address,
warning the American people in the
early days of the Republic to avoid for-
eign entanglements? It was a natural
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course of development for our own Na-
tion. I only mention that because we, as
a people, in this Nation, the United
States of America, ought to be most un-
derstanding and most tolerant in our at-
titudes toward other peoples who are as-
piring to what we have in terms of na-
tional independence.

It should also be noted that India is
a country which has lived under the
domination of a foreign p.wer for over
300 years. Today she is jealous of her
independence. She exemplifies a great
sense of national pride. I think it fair
to say that wherever a spirit of nation-
alism is born anew and has crystallized
into national independence, the leaders
of any such country speak out very
strongly, and they often make state-
ments which mey be miginterpreted.
Again I say that our history is filled
with, instances when our national lead-
€ers have again and again stated things
in critical hours of hisiory which were
often subject to misinterpretation.

There was a time in our own history
wiien those beyond the seas did not know
whether we were for England or for
France, in the days when the French
and the British were constantly at war.
Our leaders were trying to steer our
couniry in a course which would protect
our own national security. I am sure
the leaders of India are doing that now.

It is not our responsibility fo settle all
the internal difficulties, nor to try to
chart the course of political action, of
a friendly nation, but, Mr. President,
whether or not.the Republic of India
has done all that she should have done,
she has done some things which have
surely helped us.

First, she has preserved her own in-
dependence. India is dominated neither
by the Soviet Union nor by the United
States or any other power. India is her
own master,

Szcond, the Republic of India associ-
ated itself with us in the Korean erisis,
I would remind the Senate that had she
not done so, we could well have found
ourselves involved in hostilities in the
Asiatic area, without a single Asiatie
power on our side. That surely would
have played into the hands of the Krem-
lin propaganda masters, who would have
said, “Here, again, is a western Occi=
dental power infruding into the Asiatic
area. Here is a new type of imperialism.”
But all of that was set aside because our
friends in the Asiatic area, led by the
Republic of India and its Prime Minister,
associated themselves with the resolution
to stop aggression in Korea. I wish that
India would do much more, but at least,
on the moral side and on the political
side she has associated herself with
those nations dedicated to the principle
of the United Nations and resisting ag-
gression.

I think it equally important that
India’s constitution has been patterned
along the lines of the American Consti-
tution. I think it very important that in
this area which has long been a colony,
with all that comes from a colonial
status, with exploitation, with others
governing her, draining her resources,
India which for hundreds of years was a
colony, is today a self-governing country.
She has a government based upon the
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right to vote, a government dedicated to
the traditional demoecratic freedoms in
which we so strongly believe. The con=
stitution and the Government are dedi=
cated to freedom of speech, freedom of
the press, freedom of religion, and free=
dom to assemble and to petition. If is
not easy to establish a free government,
particularly in an area of the world
where freedom has not long lived.

I have given all this as background.
Furthermore, I want to point out a back-
ground which I think is characteristic
of every nation in which communism
succeeds. Make no mistake about it, if
we lose the Republic of India to Com-

munist aggression from without, or to in-.

filtration from within, we shall have
suffered a major defeat; and when I say
“we,” I mean the freedom-loving people
of the world, Here is a nation of more
than 350,000,000 people, & nation which
has potentially rich resources which can
be developed; a nation which has the
beginning of an industrial system; a
nation which strategically is of vital im-
portance to the security of the free world.
All one need do is to look at the map to
see that India, which literally comes up
under the underbelly of the Soviet Em-
pire, Siberia, has control of the entrance
to the Near East and into the Pacific.
Her boundaries, her coast line, her ports
are all important to the free world.

Mr, President, nations are destroyed
from within by Communist infiltration
where there is famine, where there is
economic chaos, where there is a break-
down of economic institutions. Make
no mistake about it, Mr. President, if
India is unable to survive the vicissitudes
of economic disturbance for the next few
years, it may well fall into the lap of
the Communist aggressors. The time to
stop that is now. I, for one, am con-
vinced that if the Republic of India were
attacked by the Soviet Union, or if she
were attacked by any other power, we
would immediately give food with which
to feec her people. I feel confident in
my own mind that we would supply her
with military assistance. In other words,
we would do everything we could to see
that she survived as a free nation.

The record of our country is one of
always helping those who try to defend
themselves. Our history in foreign pol-
icy is one of assisting nations that are
struggling to maintain their independ-
ence. The only question is, When shall
we start the assistance? 8Shall we wait
to put out the fire after it has started,
or shall we practice a little fire preven-
tion before fire breaks out? Shall we
resist the attack of the Communist sub-
version before it literally consumes the
body politic, or shall we wait until the
system is malignant with the cancerous
growth of communism, and then rush in
to perform major surgery?

I have not the slightest doubt that
had the Republic of India been attacked
by Communist armies we would not be
debating this bill; we would have found
a way to give help immediately. It is
time tliat the Congress and the repre-
sentatives of the executive branch of our
Government awaken to the fact that
Russia is practicing a new form of ag-
gression. In those areas in which she
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thinks che can deliver a death blow with
a military stroke, she delivers it. In
many other areas she bides her time,
and, like a malignant disease, eats away
and finally consumes the vital institu-
tions and the economy of a nation. I
think the record is open and clear-cut
that the method now being practiced is
that of infiltration—moving from within,

Remember, too, Mr. President, that
the Soviet Union has trained agents. It
has a long-range program. Russia spent
25 years training the people who were to
rob China of its freedom, and it has been
spending 25 or 30 years training people
who would like to rob India of her free-
dom. The Soviet Union has a system of
libraries and reading rooms all over In-
dia; and while we debate as to whether
we should broadcast a little more infor-
mation through the medium of the Voice
of America the Soviet Union acts. I
happen to know from personal visita-
tion on the part of eminent scholars in
the field of far-eastern relations that all
through India today there are hundreds
upon hundreds of little information cen-
ters spreading the poison of communism
to the villagers, the peasantry, the na-
tives. All too often our counfry deals
only with those who have elevated them-
selves to top positions. If we want
friendly connections in any country we
must get close to the hearts of the people,
because prime ministers come and go,
and cabinet members come and go. The
element of the constituency that is im-
portant involves those that make possi-
ble the government., Particularly is this
true of republican government.

So, Mr. President, my appeal today is
that we do something not only for the
Government, but for the people of India,
so that they may understand that the
heart of America is a good heart, a gen-
erous heart, an understanding heart.
There are always those who say, “Why
do not the peoples of the world know
that we are generous? Have we not
proved it?” Good deeds are harder to
explain than are bad deeds. I think I
can demonstrate my point. A man can
live a perfectly good, wholesome, clean
life; he can love his wife, his children,
his neighbors, and his relatives; he can
dedicate his life to Christian service 365
days in the year; but he may never get
a headline. But if he should step out of
line a little, have an accident with his
car, or have a struggle with one of his
friends or with a member of his family,
his name will be printed all over the
pages of newspapers.

We must get the people of the world
to understand that the heart of America
is not to be found in some of the remarks
made by some Americans. Our task to-
day is to get the people of the world to
understand that the heart, mind, and
spirit of the American people are full of
generosity, peace, helpfulness, gratitude,
and charity, and that we are not clothed
in armor, waving sabers and swords, and
wanting to conquer and to destroy.

Remember that our enemies are con-
tinuously telling of our weaknesses at the
top level and down at the bofttom, and
continually driving the point home
where it counts. For the life of me, Mr.
President, I have never been able to un-
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derstand why American politicians have
not been able to see what is going on.

No one ever got elected to public office
merely by knowing the president of the
chamber of commerce. No one ever was
elected to public office by knowing the so-
called best people. There are not
enough of them to elect anyone. The
real people constitute the great mass of
the constituency.

Mr. President, I am appealing today
for the passage of Senate bill 872, which
will affect the lives of millions of peo-
ple; a measure which means the differ-
ence between life and death; a measure
which can be interpreted in the sim-
plest terms that people can understand.
People understand hunger, and they un-
derstand those who answer the call to
satisfy the simple needs of life, such as
the requirement of food.

There is a great deal we could do to
improve our relationships. Throughout
the world the United States has a repu-
tation for answering any request for
arms aid. Whenever we talk about who
our friends are, the first question that
is asked is, “Will they fight Joe Stalin?”
If they will fight Joe Stalin we will say,
“You are our pals.” I know one cannot
afford to be too choosy when it comes to
an all-out struggle; however, it is impor-
tant to emphasize the fact that we must
have a few other friends who have some-
thing more to offer than just being
against Joe Stalin. If any country will
give us the assurance that i. bullets start
to fly in a certain part of the world, it
will fight for us, we say, “Just write out
your grocery bill, give us your bill of par-
ticulars, and we will take care of it.”

Mr. President, India is a nation which
has been brought up in the philosophy
of Ghandi. Ghandi was a pacifist. He
was a great man who left an impression
upon his people. It is good that people
believe in and talk about the cause of
peace. It is well that there are some
people who are interested in the pres-
ervation of human life and who are
to be peacemakers. All I am saying is,
Let us not exclude from our orbit of
friendship those who may feel that peace
is a worthy goal, because this Nation is
dedicated to peace, too.

Our methods of approaching the con-
ditions of peace may be a little bit dif-
ferent from those of some of our friends.
Be that as it may, our objective is world
peace, and our task is to be able to ex-
plain to the family of nations that we
are the agents of peace and not the
agents of war, Our first job at home
is to recognize that in the war of propa-
ganda the Communist states are win-
ning by being able to brand us time and
time again as warmongers and as war-
riors.

I regret this, Mr. President. On the
day before Good Friday I said on the
floor of the Senate: !

What a paradox! Here we are, by faith
and religion and political background, the
peacemakers, and yet the Communists brand
us as being warmongers. Here we are, by cur
whole history, the liberators, the emanci-
pators; and yet the Communists brand us as
the oppressors, and take unto themselves the
right of being called the emancipators.
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‘What hypocrisy! Be that as it may,
what is true does not always go forth
as truth to the minds of the people,
Frequently truth is what the people be-
lieve to be true, and in many areas of
the world we have lost the minds of the
people, we have lost their friendship, we
have lost their cooperation, because they
have been fed a stack of lies day in and
day out, week in and week out.

‘We have watched that happen in our
own couniry, and it can happen else-
where. Hifler proved thaf the big lie
pays off even if only for a shori time.
Our answer to Mr. Hitler had to be given
on the batilefield, whereas, in fact, it is
now quite well understood that had we
answered him earlier, had we answered
the challenge of Hitlerism before Hitler
attained power, we mighf never have
needed to go onto the batilefield. So I
am appealing today that the great
American Nation answer these great
basic human needs before it is foo late.

What India is asking for today is not
300 tanks. She is not asking for arms
aid. She is not asking for money to de-
velop atomic energy plants. What she
is asking for is something we have in
abundance. We do not have to refool
a factory fto produce what she needs.
We do not have to give anyone the bene-
fit of tax amortization schedules so he
can rebuild or start up a new plant to
produce what India needs. We do not
have to recruit a whole new group of
laborers to produce what India needs.
We already have it. We have the mil-
lions of bushels of wheat that India
needs. We have it in storage; we have
had it in storage for a long time.

This is only to remind ourselves again
that food is a weapon in the arsenal of
demoeracy, and that particularly if is
an effective weapon where people are
hungry. We have an arsenal of democ-
racy filled with food. In fact, we have
had so much of it that it has hurt us.
First of all, I suppose it has not done
some of us any good at home, because we
have overeaten. Second, it has hurt us

. propagandawise because more than 60
percent of the population of the world
is living on a subsistence diet. 150,000,-
000 Americans are living on a diet of as
much as can be consumed, and much of
what is planted is left over. In fact. we
are having to spend hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars each year to store the
extra food, and then we spend other
hundreds of thousands of dollars to cur-
tail the production of food.

What do the Communists say about
this? They say to the people of Asia
who are hungry and weary of war, they
say to people who are new in their na-
tionalism and their independence, they
say to the people of Asia who have been
dominated by the British, the French,
and the Dutch for centuries: “Here is
Uncle Sam in the United States. He is
taking over nmow. . The other countries
are too weak to hold on. If you want
arms, he will supply them. But if you
esk for food—well, that will have to be
debated for months.”

Mr. President, I do not want my re-
‘marks to be misinterpreted. I am not
saying that this is the truth. I am say-
ing this is what some pezople believe to
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be the truth. I think the facts are
crystal clear.

Mr. President, I wish to read from a
letter which I received from an eminent
clergyman, who is presently in India,
and who has written to me on many oc-
casions. The letter I have is from the
head of one of the Protestant missions
in India. The letter points out that the
Communists have been making tremen-
dous progress in their a be-
cause of our failure to act with dispateh
upon the question of wheat for India.
The letter is dated April 18, 1951, from
12 Boulevard Road, Delhi, India,tmdis
signed by J. Waskom Pickett. Mr,
Pickett is the head of one of the Prot-
estant missions in India, as I stated.

Mr. President, I pay tribute to the mis-
sions of our churches that have been
feeding these people, helping them, per-
forming Christian service, while the
Government of the United States has
been dilly-dallying around, wondering
whether a bill would ever be passed. The
bill has been before us for 3 months.
People who are hungry, who have an
average caloric intake of 900 calories per
day, can die of starvation before the bill
is passed. When that happens, it is diffi-
cult to explain why there has been so
much delay in shipping the wheat. The
families of those who have passed away

. becavsz of hunger, who know that food

is available, do not look upon one who
has stores of food as being a very chari-
table and kindly person.

Whatdoesmyhienﬂ.thehﬂshop have
tosay? By the way, the bishop was here
a little over a year ago. I took him over
to see the President of the United States.
I tock him to the State Department to
talk to the Secretary of State and to the
Under Secretary of State. He met with
some of my colleagues in the Senate. A
year ago 1 was saying to my colleagues
end saying to the President and to the
Secretary of State, “The time to aect is
Low."

Oh, yes, the Communists, the Russians,
have come forward now with 50,000 tons
of wheat. It does not amount to much,
but they make a lot of noise about it.
‘We could have given 50,000 tons a year
ago and it would not bhave hurt us one
bit. We wasted that much wheat be-
cause we had to store it. The farmers of
America can produce more than they
have been asked to produce. 'We had the
wheat, but we did not have the will or
the insight to make good use of it. I was,
1 suppose, talking in the wilderness, and
the wilderness of politics, urging our
Government and its representatives fo
do something before it was too late. Now
we are coming in on the caboose. We
are coming in late. China has already
offered rice. Russia has already deliv-
ered some wheat. Oh, we have sold some,

That is not an act of charity. We have

sold the wheat. Other nations, regard-
less of whether they will continue to do
50, have given some food.

What does the bishop have to say? I
read:

My Desr SewatoR Hompmrey: I am very
happy to have your letter of the 8th instant
with copies of the newspaper release in which
you guote my cablegram and of the earlier
release on the subfect of wheat for India.
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The effect of the long delay in dealing with
the wheat bill is really serious. The criginal
proposal evoked gratitude in every Imdian
heart and had action been taken ilmmediately
it would have blunfed all the efforts the
Communists are making to create prejudice
and hostility against the U. S. A. But
we have given the Communists opportunity
to organize and to hurt us and they bave
used it very cleverly.

Mr. President, this is not a letter from
the State Department. This is not a
letter from our Ambassador—a man
whom I hold in high regard. This is not
a letter from a Government official. This
is a letter from a man who mingles with
the people. This is a letter from a gen-
tleman who knows what the people are
thinking, because it is his job to convert
people to the Christianm faith. H= is
working with these people day in and
day out. I spent many hours with this
fine bishop. I have listened to his story.
‘What he told me a year ago he has docu-
mented again and again in many letters
to my office, letters I have read to my
colleagues and to my friends. What
does he say? *“The original proposal
evoked gratitude in every Indian heart.”

Let me say to my colleagues that they
should not go around complaining if it
seems that some of the Indian people
are beginning to believe that Russia is
their friend. We had the chance. When
we miss the boat we have no one else to
blame but ourselves, particularly when
we have the ticket. 'We had the ticket.
We had the wheat. We were given the
opportunity. Now we are saying, “The
Indian Government seems to be a little
more sympathetic toward Russia than
it is toward us.” I am not worried abhout
the Indian Government. I am thinking
about the Indian people, the hungry
ones, We had an opportunity in the
month of February. Why dges it take
from Pebruary until May to decide
whether or not to feed someone who is
starving? T ask any Senator if he would
like to have the question of whether
he was to live or die debated in the Con-
gress for 3 months.

We missed the beat. What else does
the bishop says?—

‘We have given the Communists opportu-
nity to organize and to hurt us, and they
have used it rather cleverly.

Yes; they have used it cleverly. Do
Senators know what they have been do-
ing?  They have been winning munici-
pal elections. That is where politieal
trends start, and not at the top. The
tmnblewit.hWaamngtmisthazevm-
one is looking on top. Everyone is look-
ing at the dome. We
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are.

ones who are never the subjeet of com-
ment, either pro or con, in the editorial
columns. No one ever talks about them
on the radio. But they are the ones who
spell either success or failure. They are
the ones who furn governments upside
down. They are the ones who do the
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bleeding and dying in revolutions and in
Wars.

Mr. President, the hour is late. As a
matter of fact, this may be too little and
too late. When are we going to wake up?
When will this Government find out that
when human need is erying out for hu-
man assistanee, the time to act is now?
There is not the shadow of a doubt in
the mind of any reasonable person that
millions of people have been dying of
starvation. No reasonable evidence has
been presented by any person anywhere
to disprove the fact that we could have
met this need a year ago. At least we
could have met it in January or Feb-
ruary.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bur-
LEr of Maryland in the chair). Does the
Senator from Minnesota yield to the
Senator from Illinois?

Mr, HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1Is it not true that
more than a year ago the Senator from
Minnesota tried to get aid for India?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I did. My friend
the Senator from Illinois knows that I
went to the State Department, and, in
fact, went to the President, more than a
year ago. I referred to that fact just be-
fore the Senator entered the Chamber,
I had been working on this project sim-
ply because I am interested in the wel-
fare of my own country, as well as that
of the Indian people. I was impressed by
the fact that we have been doing all
kinds of moaning and groaning about
what is happening in China, I feel bad
about it. We have lost the free people
of China, Now we are beginning to lose
the free people of India. That means
800,000,000 people. On the basis of a
head count, we must do a great deal of
converting before we can overcome that
set-back.

So when we are talking about this bill,
we are not talking about being jolly good
fellows. We are not doing something to
salve our own consciences. Consider the
aim of the bill, It is directed toward the
national security and common defense of
the United States.

We have learned that we have some
stakes in Asia. I remind every Member
of this bedy that the hue and cry today
is that we ought to be doing more in
Asia, The thing we are being asked to
do more of in Asia, however, is making
war., The Senator from Minnesota
wants to save a few lives. I believe that if
we can save a few lives, we may not have
to make war; or, if we must make war,
we can win it.

But if we should lose India, which is
today the leading power of the free areas
of Asia, we shall have lost all. Nexf it
will be Indochina, then Burma, then
Ceylon, then Thailand. Then it well
may be the Philippines. Whether we
like the Prime Minister of India or not,
the fact of the matte. is that he is the
recognized political spokesman of the
free nations of the south and southeast
Asiatic area. Joseph Stalin knows that,
even if we do not. Joseph Stalin is not
giving him a political blood test every 15
minutes, either. He is playing for the
long pull. He takes a long look and says,
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“This seems to be a likely candidate. At
least there is hope. I am going to work
on him.”

The Senator from Minnesota is saying
that the man in charge of the Indian
Government looks like a good bet for
democracy, for the long pull. At least
India has made a start along democratic
lines. It is a republic. It has hope of
maintaining its freedom. However, free-
dom does not live long in starvation.
Freedom does not survive without a lit-
tle bread. Freedom cannot long hold
itself as a force to unite the people if the
people are destroyed by malnutrition,
disease, and poverty.

So what we are talking about is a great
foreign relations program. We do not
have to debate as to how many divisions
we are going to send. No one is asking
for divisions. We do not have to debate
as to whether we are going to send 75-
mm. guns or 105-mm. howitzers. We do
not need to debate the question whether
we have enough air power to do this
or not.

What we are asked to give we already
have. It has been lying around in stor-
age tanks and ships. It is costing the
Government of the United States hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars a year to
keep it., I speak of wheat and other
cereal grains. The American farmer will
produce a great deal more of them if he
is given an opportunity. Farm folks do
not have to be cajoled into producing.
They know how to produce. They have
to be cajoled into not produecing. Our
problem has been to keep them from
producing too much.

As I stated earlier, no farmer will come
here and ask for a special tax amorti-
zation plan to enable him to produce an-
other bushel of wheat. He will not ask
for the 5-year schedule, with 20 percent
off each year. He will say, “Just give us
the go-ahead sign, the market price, and
we will produce the sinews of peace to
fill the arsenal of democracy.”

Lest anyone think I am giving this a
partisan twist, which I would not do un-
der any circumstances, let me say that
when one is hungry it does not matter
whether he is a Republican, a Democrat,
or a Socialist; and when one is dead, he
is dead for a long time, no matter what
he dies from.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp at
this point as a part of my remarks an
article by Harold E. Stassen, a former
Governor of the State of Minnesota. Mr,
Stassen is an eminent leader in the Re-
publican Party. The article is condensed
from his series of articles in the Ladies
Home Journal,

What does Mr. Stassen say? He is 100
percent right. The caption on the article
is “India: No. 1 Target of World Com-
munism.” That is a headline story. Mr.
Stassen says:

It is my own view that the men in the
Kremlin now look on India as the No, 1 tar-
get of world communism. I base that belief
on the indications of heightened activity in
the Communist cells in India. I base it also
on the Tibet move. The march of Chinese
Communist troaps into Tibet does not make
sense on any basis other than as a move by
the Soviet Union to bring pressure on India.
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Mr. President, this article is worth the
attention of every American. I com-
mend the reading of it to Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator ask to have the article printed
in the RECORD?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I ask unanimous
consent to have the article printed in the
Recorp at this point as a part of my re-
marks.

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

InDIA: No. 1 Tarcer oF WorLd CoMMUNISM
(By Harold E. Stassen)
(Condensed from the Ladies’ Home Journal)

My recent conference with Prime Minister
Nehru in New Delhi confirmed my impression
that this leader of 350,000,000 people on the
subcontinent of Asia is a supporter of neither
communism nor capitallsm. He is a be-
liver in neither Stalin's materialistic ideol-
ogy of force, nor our western dynamic phil-
osophy of liberty. He has not the slightest
inclination toward transforming India into
a satellite of the Soviet Union or of making
it subservient toward the United States.

Nehru is India's prime minister, but more
than that, he is unguestionably the true
leader of the crowded millions of his nation,

The next 10 years will be difficult for Ne-
hru, for India, and for the world. Some of
the difficulty will be caused by Nehru's own
hot temper, which smolders beneath the sur-
face and at times breaks out in real turbu-
lence. Kashmir is an example of that.

But this temper is by no means the most
important thing we mneed to understand
about Nehru. There is a very great need for
a broad understanding of Nehru and India
by America and its leaders, and an equally
great need for a broad understanding of
America and its leaders by Nehru and India.

We in America, by nature and by experi-
ence, always think of only two sides in any
contest; we are always inclined to ask:
“"Which side are you on?' We are slow to
realize that in the clash of ways of life be-
tween the Communist ideology of the Soviet
Union’s leadership and the free way of life
which America represents, neither Nehru
nor India can be properly placed on either
side, and will not be so placed in the im-
mediate years ahead.

They definitely belong in a third position,
and they belong there by reason of their
age-old religious and philosophic back-
ground, by reason of their geographic posi-
tion, and by reason of their recent experi-
ences.

It is well to keep in mind that Nehru, him-
gelf, spent many years of hie life in jail, put
there by the British in the course of the long
struggle for Indian independence.

Nehru's three principal books were all
written during his periods in prison, Dur=
ing these early years, Nehru was strongly
attracted to the Soviet Union of Russia and
to communism as it was practiced there.
He expressed then the confident belief that
India had nothing to fear from Russia and
that British rule over minorities in India
compared very badly with Soviet rule in
Russia.

But after noting the developments in the
Balkans after World War II and observing
the violent and subversive role of the Com-
munist Party in India and in other Asiatic
countries following the Communist Cal-
cutta conference of February 1948, Nehru
was fully disillusioned.

Last December he said: “What I object to
about communism * * * 1is the sup-
pression of the individual, which I am con=
vinced is bad for the individual, the race,
and everybody.”
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In his visit to Indonesia in June 1950, he
told the Indonesian parliament that Com-
munists do not tend to bulld up anything
but rather disrupt everything, producing
chaotic conditions and evoking reactionary
forces.

If anything, this attitude has stiffened,
During my visit to New Delhi, I found him
to be not only thoroughly alert to the evils
of Russian Communist imperiallsm but
fully aware that a campaign of passive re-
sistance would be ruthlessly crushed by
Russlan communism. He well knew that
passive resistance could be eflective only
against a nation such as the British, a na-
tion with a moral code and a restraining
public opinion. It is clear, therefore, that
he, and India with him, intends to resist—
actively and effectively—all Communist
threats from within or from without.

India continues to hope, I think errone-
ouely, that Chinese Communists leadership
will not be aggressive and will take a benign
turn. Nevertheless, India is concerned over
Tibet, took forthright measures to stabilize
Nepal on the Chinese border, and continues
to take vigorous action against internal
Communist activity. For instance, late in
February of this year the national parlia-
ment, with only one dissenting vote, took
firm action against Communists within
India.

This change in Nehru's attitude toward
Russlan communism, and the effect of that
change upon America’s relations with him
and the nation that he leads, raises the very
important question of Nehru's integrity.
Can we believe him? Is he a man of his
word? Does he have inflexible personal
honor? I believe the answer is “Yes.”

This was Gandhi's appraisal: -

“He [Nehru] is pure as the crystal, He is
truthful beyond suspicion. He is a knight
without fear, without reproach. The nation
is safe in his hands."

Nehru's India has many serious problems,
but if, under his leadership, it can success-
fully keep out of the clutches of Communist
imperialism, maintain polltical stability, and
slowly but steadily improve its standard of
living, its success may mark the ¢rucial turn-
ing point in the world Communist drive.

It is my own view that the men in the
Eremlin now look on India as the No. 1
target of world communism. I base that be-
lief on the indications of heightened activity
in the Communist cells in India. I base it
also on the Tibet move. The march of Chi-
nese Communist troops into Tibet does not
make sense on any basis other than as a
move by the Soviet Union to bring pressure
on India.

I believe India will feel more of these pres=-
sures. The Communists will try to keep the
Kashmir dispute aflame, They will stir up
other conflicts between Pakistan and Indila,
They will constantly endeavor to divide
Nehru and India from the west, and at the
same time to undermine Nehru at home
by clamoring that he is subservient to the
west.

I believe the seriousness of the situation
will result in lessening the negative emphasis
implicit in the religions of India and will
substitute a more afiirmative approach to
national problems.

Much depends on such an evolvement. For
it will have a direct bearing upon India's
progress in solving the problems represented
by the words *“land,” “water,” “babies,”
“cows,” and “capital.”

But in the solving of each of these prob-
lems, much will also depend upon the future
relationships between India and America.
Nehru must learn more of the truth about
America. I belleve he will. I strongly be-
lieve that if we in America once realize that
Nehru and his country are and will be neither
close Iriends to us nor distant opponents,
neither an echo of America nor a voice of
Moscow, and then develop a policy toward
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them that accords full recognition of their
third position, tremendous good will result
for the people of both countries,

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 1
also bring to the attention of the Senate
a lead article in the New York Times un-
der date of April 23, 1951. The article
is entitled “Famine Migration Indicated
in India.”

The article goes on to explain what has
been happening in certain of the provin-
ces, how the Government is attempting
to divert foodstuffs from the provinces
which have a little more food than others,
and how the rationing system is begin-
ning to break down—a system which af-
fects the lives of 125,000,000 people. If
that rationing system breaks down, 125,-
000,000 people may well perish. The
grain which this Government has been
asked to provide is for the rationing sys-
tem, to feed into the pipelines of the
Government system for rationing out the
food so that those poor souls can at least
exist on a subsistence diet.

Do Senators think we have trouble in
Asia now? Just let India go down the
pipeline into the Communist sewer, and
we shall never have an end of trouble,
We shall lose all.’

Mr. President, what are we doing is not
one-tenth of what is necessary, but I sup-
pose we must go along at an easy pace.
I am going to seftle for that which is pos-
sible. Abraham Lincoln once said that
politics is the art of the possible. Even
foreign policy is the art of the possible.

I wish to drive home this point, because
some day these words will be prophetic.
I say that if by any failure on our part
we permit this Nation to slip into the
hands of the Communist dictatorship, we
may well lose the battle for a free world.
If General MacArthur is right when he
says that the issue of communism will be
settled in Asia, I would suggest that his
stanch supporters had better give whole-
hearted support to preventing that sec-
tion of the world from going Commu-
nist. Isay it can be done without guns at
this time. We may have to use guns. I
do not know. If we do, we should be pre-
pared. In the meantime, we can use
what we have in abundance—food, food.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article be incorporated in
my remarks at this point.

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

FAMINE MIGRATION INDICATED IN INDIA—NEW
DeLHI'S REPORTS CavuTIOUS, BUT NEED, NO-
TABLY IN BIHAR, HEIGHTENS PLEA TO UNITED
STATES
New DerHT, INDIA, April 22.—The food sit-

uation in Blhar state has deteriorated to a
point where the disastrous effects of famine
have begun to appear. Prices of rice and
other grains have gone up so high that
small landowners are forced to sell their
farms and cattle to buy food.

Landless farm laborers have begun to drift
aimlessly to neighboring states in search of
food and work.

Officials here think that no migration of
serious proportions has started, but they do

not hold out hopes that it will not start
Boon.

Responsible leaders and newspapers have
begun cautiously to warn the Government of
the possibility of a repetition in Bihar of
another Bengal famine.
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The Central Government has mobilized all
available grain surpluses as well as trans-
port to rush food to deficit reglons in north
Bihar. But all these efforts will barely mest
the need of millions of people.

PROSPECT CALLED UNCERTAIN

Asked what were the chances of saving
Pihar from imminent famine, the Bihar
States Food Minister, Anugraha Narain Sinha,
was reported to have sald In Patna yester-
day that “the issue is entirely in the lap of
the gods.”

Indian purchases of food grains have begun
to arrive and are being transshipped from
ports directly to deficit regions. India ex-
pects to receive 850,000 tons of food grains
this month and a similar quantity in suc-
ceeding months. Out of this volume, 50,000
tons each month will be sent to Bihar and
the rest will be distributed to other needy
states.

Immediate needs are officlally estimated at
1,000,000 tons, The maximum New Delhi
has found it possible to allot is 600,000 tons.
At present 3,000 tons of grains are being
moved into Blhar daily; the quantity is con-
sidered insufficient to meet urgent demands.

The threatening famine with all its con-
comitant repercussions has once again fo-
cussed attention on United States aid. It is
being acknowledged at highest governmental
levels that prospect of getting Russian wheat
or Chinese rice in time to prevent a crisis is
out of the question, as negotiations with the
governments are as yet in preliminary stage.
Furthermore there is no certainty that the
deals will succeed.

In view of the uncertain factors, there is
unanimous opinion in all responsible quar-
ters that only the United States could help
at this critical perlod because it has the
grain at hand as well as the ships to trans-
port it.

The position has worsened to such an ex-
tent that Indians no longer care on what
basis American food comes; they are only
anxious that it should come in time.

PLANNING GrOUP URGES GIFT

WasHzineTON, April 22.—As sentiment in
Congress mounted for a loan, the National
Planning Association urged today that grain
for famine-threatened India be made avail-
able as a gift. It sald any effort to tie fi-
nancial strings to the 2,000,000 tons of food
grains needed in the present crisis “would
strike at the stability desperately needed by
Indis if it is to remain democratic.”

The association’s committee on interna-
tional policy sald it was its considered judg-
ment “that the American people should re-
spond promptly and in a spirit of Christian
charity to the appeal from India for grain
to feed her starving people.”

“We do not believe,” a statement by the
committee said, “that the welfare of this
country will be served in any way by comdl-
tioning our response to political objectives
or to recent differences of opinion expressed
in the United Nations. On the contrary, we
feel that hundreds of millions of Asiatics,
both inside and outside of India, will re-
gard the action which we take on this matter
as a sure sign of our future intentions in
the Far East.”

Supporting President Truman's request for
the assistance to India as a gift, the associa-
tion asserted Indla could not pay off a loan
without impairment of her G-year program
for economic development. It emphasized
that a downward trend of living standards
in India must be halted so that the country
could “withstand possible emergencies in the
future.”

ANALOGY TO MARSHALL PLAN

The 20-member Committee on Interna-
tional Policy, headed by Frank Altschul and
including John Kenneth Galbraith, Carter
Goodrich, and Lithgow Osborne, sald that
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there would be a double advantage to the
U‘lt;lted States If the ald was provided as a
gift.

“It is recommended that receipts in India
from the sale of grain given by this country
should be set apart as counterpart funds,”
it sald. “The United States Government can
properly ask to have the equal voice in the
expenditure of these funds that it now has
in the use of counterpart funds of Euro-
p?nn countries participating in the Marshall
plan,

“In this way, we can, in effect, use twice
our appropriations for food for India: first,
to feed the starving and, second, to aid
India in her much needed economic devel=
opment program.”

The appeal was made as the House Foreign
Affairs Committee prepared to meet tomor=
row to vote on a new bill providing a $190,«
000,000 loan, extended on easy terms, under
Wwhich India could buy the grain. On Fri-
day, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee
decided to.provide the aid half as a gift,
half as a loan,

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, lest
anyone in the Senate or in Congress
think that what I am talking about is
not supported by the American people,
I should like to call one other fact to
the attention of the Senate. I hesitate
to quote from a public opinion poll. I
suppose such polls are often used to sub-
stantiate an argument. I submit this
merely as another point in my argu-
ment.

On Wednesday, April, 25, the public
opinion service conducted by Mr. Gal-
lup found the following to be the opin-
ion of American people. The question
asked was, “Should we give India grain?”

Fifty-nine percent of the Republicans
interrogated said yes.

Democrats, 60 percent.

Independents, 57 percent.

I would venture to say that any Sen-
ator would be glad to receive a vote as
high as that. Get me 57 percent sup-
port for my policy or candidacy, and
I will be very glad to settle for it. I
would be very glad to settle for much
less than that. How many say we should
not support grain for India? Thirty-
two percent of the Republicans, 31 per-
cent of the Democrats, and 32 percent
of the independents. That is almost a
2 to 1 vote. It is very interesting. I
am sure the American people have prop-
erly expressed themselves.

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

Mr. HUMPHREY. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. ANDERSON. I missed some of
the remarks of the Senator from Minne-
sota. I should like to ask him whether
he is familiar with the experience of
the combined food boards and later of
the international board in the distri-
bution of food by the Indian Govern-
ment at the time of what might be de-
seribed as the famine of 1946. If not, it
might be interesting to relate the expe-
rience.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I should like to
have the Senator from New Mexico do
so at this time. I ask unanimous con-
sent that he may be permitted to do

s0.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. ANDERSON. I would say to the
Membhers of the Senate that the omne
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country the Government of which we
are absolutely certain had exact knowl-
edge of what to do with meager sup-
plies of food was India. It was possible
to give the people of India a sack full
of grain, and they knew how to divide
it cupful by cupful, because they have
been used to short rations for a long
time. They understood how to do it.
They understood how to make a fair
division. We had trouble in many other
parts of the world, as Members of the
Senate know. There were areas where
people who lived in cities moved out to
farms, because their relatives on the
farms were able to feed them betier than
they could be fed in the cities. We did
not find that to be the situation in India.
They understand the collection of grain
and the distribution of grain.

Qur first experience in shipping wheat
into certain areas of India was unfortu-
nate, because the people were accus=
tomed to eating rice. They took the
wheat and made a sort of gruel out of it.
It was not used as we would have like to
see it used as a substitute for what they
had been eating. However, it was not long
before they taught themselves to bake it
and make other satisfactory uses of it.
We were supplying food to several hun-
dred million people, on a partial basis, at
least, and the one country in which I was
absolutely certain, as was every member
of the Board, the supply would be re=
ceived properly and distributed equit-
ably was India. That is why I have been
so very much interested in seeing the
supply of grain go to India. We know it
will be adequately used and equitably
divided. It will not be lost. We became
convinced that they saved every minute
grain of wheat that was sent, They lost
nothing. It was divided cupful by cupful.
That could not be done in any other part
of the world.

I am glad that the proposal has been
supported by so many Senators, because
it involves a recognition of the fact that
India is a land which understands what
to do with supplies that are sent to it.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank the Sena=-
tor from New Mexico. He has supplied
some very valuable information. I am
certain it will be of real interest to every
Member of the Senate as he voted on
the bill. The people of the country will
want to know that the supply of grain
willdbe equitably and efficiently distrib-
uted.

Arguments have been made in opposi=
tion to the proposal. Many of such argu-
ments have been answered by Senators
who have preceded me. For example, it
is asked, “Why does not India pay for the
wheat?” It is asked, “Why does not the
Republic of India pay cash for the extra
2,000,000 tons of wheat?”

The answer, primarily, is that she does
not have the dollars with which to pay.
We deal in dollars,

Others have asked, “Why does she not
set up some sort of system by which she
could use her sterling balance?”

Mr, President, the Republic of India
is dedicating most of its sterling balance,
which it has on deposit in London, to the
program outlined under the Colombo
plan, a plan for long-range development,
over a period of 5 or 6 years, to do that
which is imperative,
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Let me make it quite clear that the
proposal to help feed the people of India
is a proposal based on an emergency. It
is an effort to keep the patient alive until
he can regain his strength and rebuild
himself. The long-range program for
India is one which is very much a part
of internal development, land reclama-
tion, irrigation, drainage, development of
fertilizers, new practices in agriculture,
and scientific farming, as well as new,
modern farming equipment.

Mr, President, the Indian Government
has spent millions of dollars to improve
its farms, to improve the fertility of its
soil, and to expand its acreage. The
Indian Government has a Grow More
Food Campaign, It is trying to combat
a famine which recurs about once every
7 years. Once in every 7 years India is
faced with such a situation.

As has been pointed out, the famine
is worse this year because of a whole
series of calamities which have affected
India. There have heen floods, droughts,
locusts, earthquakes—every conceivable
calamity that could fall upon the people.
All such calamities have fallen on the
agricutural areas of India. I wish to say
again that what we are attempting to do
is not to satisfy the long-term needs of
the people of India, but to satisfy the
emergency need of keeping body and
soul together.

Therefore, it would be unwise for the
Indian Government to expend the few
dollars it has, by which it ecan do busi-
ness with us, for emergency grains. It
is to our advantage that she expend her
sterling balance and her dollars for the
fundamental and basic development of
her industry and agriculture.

Mr, President, that is where our point-
4 program comes in. We did not do very
much about it. We did get it started.
I think we have appropriated something
like $28,000,000. We have appropriated
$28,000,000 for scientific and technologi-
cal assistance all around the world. We
are going to appropriate $53,000,000,000
or $54,000000,000 to arm ourselves—
only $28,000,000 for technological and
scientific assistance.

Mr. President, here is a program that
can be of great help in the long pull and
for the long term. In other words, we
must extend our help on the basis of
scientific and technological knowledge to
many nations, not only to India. We
must do what we are doing in north
Africa, in Latin-American countries, in
South American countries, in the Near
East, and in the Asiatic area, in Burma,
Ceylon, and Indonesia.

Those who ask that the Government
of India pay cash for the wheat are in
effect actually asking that we serve the
ends of communism. The first thing
that could lead to Communist domina-
tion in India would be a complete col-
lapse of its economic system. The Gov-
ernment of India is making heroic efforts
to hold its economic system together.
Someone has said that many confusing
statements are coming out of New Delhi,
particularly out of Parliament. I have
heard many asking: “What does the
Prime Minister want?” I agree that it
is very difficult at times to find out what
he does want. However, I interpret his
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message to be: “Yes, we will be glad to
accept an outright loan.” f

As we know, the loan as proposed in
one branch of our Congress would not
have any conditions or strings at all tied
to it.

So the Prime Minister of India says,
“We will accept the loan.” He has also

"saiyu that he finds the terms of the Sen-

ate bill very acceptable. The important
point is that the Prime Minister of India
has said that he prefers that this bill
impose no qualifications or limitations
or requirements upon the Indian Gov-
ernment.

Mr, President, do not you think that
is a very natural thing for such a man
to say to his own people? To be sure,
the Prime Minister of India is speaking
in terms that his people will understand.
'To be sure, he is trying {o resist Russian
pressure, and be has also been trying to
resist some pressure on the part of some
Members of our own Congress.

The question which should be in our
minds is, “What do we wish to do”—not
“What does someone else want us to do?”

My honest opinion of what we should
do—although I know we shall not do it—
is to give the wheat to India under the
terms of an ECA grant. If that were
done, then when the grain went into the
marketing system in India, whenever a
bushel of it was sold, a counterpart fund
of rupees, the Indian medium of cur-
rency, would be developed, and that
counterpart fund would be under the
joint management of ECA representa-
tives and representatives of the Indian
Government. That would mean that
after making the gift, the Government
of the United States would have some=
thing to say about its proper use—the
usze of the counterpart fund of Indian
money, which would be developed as a
result of the gift, for the development
of agriculture, irrigation, and other im-
provements in India, That is the ad=-
vantage of making a gift under such an
arrangement.

On the contrary, if the wheat were
sent to India as a loan which it is pre-
sumed the Government of India would
pay back with interest, the United States
would have absolutely nothing to say
about what was done in India in terms
of the internal development of India.

To be sure, Mr. President, the Prime
Minister of India says that the terms of
a loan sound better to him—in other
words, with no control by us of the use
of the funds which would be developed.
However, we should remember that the
counterpart funds which would be de-
veloped in the way I have suggested
would be used in that country itself; so
what looks like a gift would in fact be an
investment.

The Senatfe bill provides for what is
to be half a gift and half a loan. It is

a compromise with the terms of the orig-
inal bill.

I have submitted an amendment which
I feel is worthy of consideration by the
Senate. The amendment is not too dif-
ferent from the terms of the bill as re-
ported by the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. My amendment merely pro-
vides that in the first year there will be
a grant of $95,000,000, and in the second
year there will be a grant or a loan of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

$95,000,000, depending upon the deter-
mination made by the Administrator for
Economic Cooperation. The amend-
ment provides that after the Adminis-
trator for Economic Cnoperation deter-
mines, “after consultation with the Na-
tional Advisory Council on International
Monetary anc Financial Problems, that
circumstances make it necessary, such
sum of not to exceed $95,000,000 may be
made evailable for assistance to India
on a grant basis upon approval by the
Congress."

That ianguage simnly means that in
the second year if the Administrator of
the Economic Cooperation Administra-
tion ascertains that India can repay the
loan and will repay the loan, the matter
will be placed on a loan basis, and the
money, with interest, will be collected.
If, however, the Administrator for Eco-
nomic Cooperation ascertains, after con-
sulting with the National Advisory Coun-
cil on International Monetary and Fi-
nancial Problems, that the economic
status of India is such that she cannot
repay the loan, then we simply shall
give the morey to ner. Does that make
sense, Mr. President? I think so. After
all, one way to make an enemy is to loan
him money which he simply can never
repay. One way to make a man always
cross to the other side of the street
when he sees you and always be your
enemy is to lend him money which he
will never he able to repay.

I have reason to believe that the Goy-
ernment of India is already committed
up to the hilt. The Indian Government
has been keeping up with the loans al-
ready made to it. However, it has been
straining under a program of austerity
and a progrzm of very careful planning
to enable it to keep up with the payment
of both principal and interest on the
loans which already are outstanding.
So, Mr. President, if we lend the Govern-
ment of India more money at this time,
we shall be lending it money which it
will not be able to repay. That will not
help us make friends.

On the other hand, if the suggestion
I now make is adopted, the result will
be that India will be able, by means of
the use of the counterpart funds, to make
great improvements which will be of
tremendous aid to her internal develop-
ment. :

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

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. CARLSON. I wonder whether I
correctly understood the Senator from
Minnesota to say that this grain will be
sent to India and will be given to hungry
and starving people there.

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is correct.

Mr. CARLSON. Perhaps I did not
read the bill correctly; but I should like
to refer to section 6, paragraph (d) on
page 4:

(d) To deposit in a speclal account
amounts of the currency of India equivalent
to the amounts of such currency accruing to
the Government of India from the import
and sale of commodities furnished as a grant
hereunder.

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is correct.
Mr. CARLSON. Does that mean that
the goods are to be sold by the Indian
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Government and then given to the peo-
ple of India?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes. Of course,
the language we find in this bill is the
kind of language which bewilders people
generally. However, this language is
written in accordance with the legalistic
doctrine which we think we have to fol-
low. Instead of saying what we wish to
do, we say it in terms which require a
lawyer to explain.

This provision of the bill simply means
that we shall provide funds which will
be used as a grant which will be used
to buy wreat, and the wheuat then will
go into the government rationing store-
houses in India, into the pools, so to
speak; and it will be pumped out of those
pools into the pipelines of the rationing
system, and will be sold from that ra-
tioning system to those who can afford
to pay for it, or will be given as relief
to those who cannot pay for it; and for
every bushel that is sold to people who
can pay for it and for every bushel that
is provided by way of relief to those who
cannot pay for it, the Government of
India will set up a counterpart fund.
In other words, the result of our sending
the wheat to India will be the develop~
ment in India of a counterpart fund
which will be used for the development
of the internal economy of India—its
agriculture or other natural resources.

Mr. President, the Senator from Kan-
sas has certainly brought out a good
point.

I have been receiving many, many let-
ters from good folks who are urginz me
to vote to send grain to India. No doubt
thosz good folks would say, after read-
ing this bill, “How do you change all of
this bill into wheat for the hungry peo-
ple of India?" 1

Of course, that is a good question. My
friend, the Senator from Maryland, or
my friend, the Senator from Minnesota,
do not get out a rlow and use it a little
if they want to get wheat, but they go
to a grain elevator and buy wheat. The
Commodity Credit Corporation has a
sizable amount of wheat in storage. As
a matter of fact, that wheat is amply
adequate to meet all the needs of this
loan or this grant, and then some.

So the Government of the United
States would make available from ECA
funds $95,000,000, this year, under the
provisions of my amendment, and that
would be followed by $95,0000,000 next
year, or a total of $190,000,000. Fifty
percent of it would be a grant the first
year, and 50 percent would be a loan.
That money would be converted into
wheat, and the wheat would be sent to
India, and there would be unloaded at
the ports of India and would go into the
Government warehouses, and then would
go into the rationing system in India,
and then would go into the homes and
finally would go into the stomachs of the
Ppeople, and they would live. The matter
is just that simple. Every time the Gov-
ernment of India sold some of that wheat
from its rationing system, it would put a
certain number of rupees into a bank or
fund, and that money would be ear-
marked. Every time the Government of
India gave wheat fo people who could not
afford to buy it, the Government of India,
would put a certain number of rupees
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into the same fund. Finally that fund
would be used for internal improvements
in India—for fertilizer or for the irriga-
tion of land or for the reclamation of
land. That is the purpose of the amend-
ment,

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me for a question?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. LONG. If we are going to try to
prevent the Orient from falling into
Soviet hands, as the Senator has well
pointed out, it is important that we
establish a working basis with the Indian
Government, We attempted to keep
China from going Communist, but waited
until the Chinese Nationalist Govern-
ment was in such bad condition that
$2,000,000,000 worth of military aid
would not pump them out. Now, we are
sending additional hundreds of millions
of dollars, hoping again to try to save
something of what Chiang EKai-shek's
government has left. But if we want to
set a pattern for working with the Indian
Government to help build a strong demo-
cratic government there, is not this about
the best opportunity we shall have to
begin to work with those people on a
basis which they can understand?

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator from
Louisiana is entirely correct. He has
stated, in a nutshell, the whole heart of
this argument. In other words, what the
Senator from Louisiana is saying is, “Let
us do what we ought to do, before we
are compelled to do what we might not
need to do.” That is what he is saying.
He is saying, “Let us help out a few folks
now, before it is too late.”

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

Mr., HUMPHREY. I yield to the
Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. ANDERSON. I wonder whether
the Senator would be interested in hav-
ing his attention called to another in-
stance which cut a little pattern similar
to the experiences in China, I am sure
the Senator is familiar with the fact that
approximately 5 years ago the Italian
people were confronted with a very
serious election, in which most of the
political experts of Europe were confi-
dent that the Communist element in the
Italian Government would succeed. The
Senator is familiar with the fact that it
was an extremely important election to
us, because it meant the success of our
efforts in Greece and Turkey, and prob-
ably in Australia, and possibly in certain
other areas, specifically in France, which
was very close to the Italian situation.
So the very thing which is here pro-
posed was tried.

Promises had been made by the Rus-
sian Government as to what it would
do, but the Russian Government did not
furnish very much actual grain for Italy,
Immediately before the Italian election,
approximately 150,000 tons of American
grain, which was already floating on
the high seas, was diverted to Italy and
made available to the Italian people in
a form which they understood. It was
made into pasta, and became available
in food which they could utilize. It came
in trucks with flying American flags,
That food, with the great cooperation of
the Catholic Church, and other fine or-
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ganizations, saved the Italian people
from being engulfed in communism.

I hope the remarks of the Senator
from Minnesota and the contribution by
the Senator from Louisiana, tend to
point out that it is possible to do some-
thing worth while if it is done soon
enough, that India is an area in which
something effective can be done, and
that an opportunity still remains to do
it. I hope the Senator will continue his
plea for taking action now on any basis
which is agreeable to the leaders of
India, even though we may not under-
stand the delicate political problems
which a given leader may face within
that country.

I may say to the Senator that I would
have been better satisfied, when the grain
to which I have referred was diverted
on the high seas to Italy, if we had had
some sort of promissory note from the
Italian Ambassador, or some sort of
assurance from the Italian Government.
But, if that assurance had been given
by the Italian Government, it would
have been a clue to the Communist
workers in Italy that the United States
was taking a far bigger hand in that
threat than they otherwise might have
believed, Because it was handled on
the very sort of indefinite basis upon
which the workers of that country
thought it had to be handled, we were
able to deliver the wheat at the very
time that they wanted it, and it accom-
plished the very purpose the Italian
Government said it would accomplish.
1 think the best proof of it is that within
succeeding years we have seen in Italy
a strengthening of the effort against
communism, and a development of a
much stronger situation all over Europe,
because of that change in Italy. I
think it noteworthy to observe how much
development agriculturally there has
been in Italy, and that now we may
begin to regard Italy as one of the strong
countries.

I am sure that if wheat is supplied to
India, the people there will make the
best use of it. They may not make an
immediate accounting of what happens,
by saying, “We will pay you so many
dollars on such and such a date”” A
great deal of it must be in the shape of a
grant, as it was in the case of the grain
sent to Italy, but surely no food was
ever given for a better purpose, so far
as Italy was concerned, than that food,
which came at the very moment they
needed it most. I hope that food con-
templated by the pending bill will reach
India in time to fill her great need.

Mr. HUMPHREY, I thank the Sena-
tor from New Mexico again. As a mat-
ter of fact, I believe he was the Secretary
of Agriculture, was he not, when that
program was under way?

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, but I was not
responsible for working it out.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Iunderstand, The
Senator, however, was fully informed as
to what the program of our Government
was, was he not?

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, and I may say
to the Senator it was an extremely diffi-
cult situation, because most persons said,
“You are going to pour this wheat down
a rat hole. You will only fatten these
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people so the Communists can use them.
There is no chance whatever of winning
the Italian election, The Communists
are certain to win it.” It seemed almost
certain that that would happen, but
there were several persons in the Gov-
ernment—one of whom, I am happy to
say, was the very able Secretary of De-
fense, the late James Forrestal—who be-
lieved that it was possible still to win
that election in Italy. Many persons
knew of the great personal contribution
made at that time by Secretary Forres-
tal. His judgment, combined with the
judegment of the State Department and
the judgment of the Italian officials, per-
suaded us to go ahead with the under-
taking, even though many people
thought it inexpedient and possibly un-
wise. It is barely possible that the
things we propose to do here may turn
out to be unwise, but the probabilities
are that they will prove to be a very
wise investment on the part of the Amer-
ican people.

‘Mr. HUMPHREY. I surely want to
thank the Senator. I am happy that he
noted the possibility, that despite all our
efforts, things may not work out as we
want them to; but at leas’ I would like to
know that we made an effort. I would
like to know that if we should lose the
fight to keep India a part of the free
world, at least we were in the fight, and
were making a contribution to the win-
ning of the fight.

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

Mr. HUMPHREY.
ator from Louisiana,

Mr. LONG. At least, on other chances
we have taken along the same line, we
have not done too badly on these calcu-
lated risks, have we?

%r. HUMPHREY. We have done very
well.

Mr. LONG. The situation in Italy was
mentioned. France is still a democratic
nation. Belguim and Holland are still
democratic nations, and Austria is still
voting democratic, wherever free elec-
tions are held. They still seem to side
with the democratic free way of life,
rather than with the Communists.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I think thatis cor-
rect. I think the facts today are that
our humanitarian and economic-aid pro=-
grams have had greater effect even than
our military program, enabling us to see
a gain in the friendship of government
after government, so that we could build
the right kind of common defense. It
is important that we build that common
defense.

Mr. President, I desire to read a quo-
tation from our Ambassador to India,
Mr. Loy Henderson, because, as so many
people have said to me, it appears that
the Government of India is a little dif-
ficult to deal with. They seem to be so
edgy; sort of sensitive. Insecure people,
insecure governments are always sensi=
tive. New governments are always sen-
sitive. It is our job, as a mature democ-
racy, to understand the human frailties
and to understand these human reac-
tions. Asa matter of fact, we are a little
hit sensitive, once in a while, too. If
anyone rises in the House of Commons
to say an unkind word about us, we

I yield to the Sen-
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snort around here and flex our muscles
for days.

I recently read that the members of
the, New Zealand Parliament were flex-
ing their muscles, saying they did not
like what the Washington Post had writ-
ten ir an editorial. The Washington
Post is read in New Zealand, whose peo-
ple are making a substantial contribution
to the Korean War. Of course, every=-
one is a little bit edgy. Let me read what
Mr. Henderson had to say:

It has not been easy for India to decide
to make its appeal to the United States for
assistance. The Indian people cherish their
new freedom, They wish to exercise it to
the full. They do not wish to feel that their
right to formulate and carry out internal
and forzign policies of their own choosing
is in any way curtailed because of a sense
of obligation toward any foreign country,
friendly though that country may be. The
Indian people would probably prefer to starve
rather than to sacrifice any of their political
and economic independence. India, feeling
as it doea about these matters, has displayed
great confidence in the disinterested Iriend-
ship of the United States hy appealing to it
for aid in this time of need.

Mr. Henderson continues:

I hope that the United States will show by
the manner in which 1t treats this appeal
that the confidence of India was not mis-
placed. I have no doubt that Indian people
would be shocked, hurt, and disillusioned
if this American aid should not be forth-
coming at a time when difficulties are crowd-
ing in on a hard-pressed government and

le from all sides, both
internally. And we may be sure that our
critics and enemies would know how to ex-
ploit stch a situation to their own great
advantage.

What is Mr. Henderson saying? He
is simply saying that here is a new coun-
try, a country new in its freedom. Here
is a country that, after the sacrifices
which its people have made, after the
leadership of a Gandhi and a Nehru, at
long last has t.irown off British domina-
tion and now stands as a free people.

Of course a free nation is jealous of
its prerogatives, and it hates fto ask or
plead for assistance, but the situation
has finally become so desperate that it
had to ask for help. Such people are the
kind upon which we can depend. They
are not the kind who come crying to us
every time they are in trouble. They
waited until the situation was so desper-
ate that they had to do something about
it.

Our country has waited for months
to answer this ery of human suffering.
It borders upon something that is
shameful. We should act with dispatch
and in such terms that no one in the
world can for a single minute misunder-
stand what we do. Let it be known to the
world that so long as there is food on
the American table, so long as our store-
houses are filled with our abundance, so
long as our land is able to produce, this
Nation will not stand by and let another
nation starve, but will share its abun-
danece with those who are suffering.

Let us remember that those who give,
receive. I have never known of a nation
that gave away all its substance in char-
ity. I remember that this country was
once hoarding its substance, and we end-
ed up with unemployment, depression,

externally and-:
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and disaster. We haverecently been act-
ing like the Good Samaritan and have
been eriticized at times because we are
too generous. I would rather be criti-
cized for being generous than for being
an Old Scrooge. Believe me, the more
we give the more we shall receive. As we
have cast our bread upon the waters, it
has come back to us a thousandfold, not
simply a hundredfold or tenfold. With
every bushel of wheat we give, we give
life. When we give life and the hope of
life, we give something that is eternal,
and people do not forget it.

That is my appeal to the Senate, Mr,
President. All the facts of economics,
all the hard facts of international poli-
ties, say that this is a4 good bill. It is
good, sound policy on the part of our
country.

What a tragedy, Mr. President, that
we have waited so long.

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

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield:

Mr. ANDERSON. I wonder if the
Senator realizes that while this debate is
going on, the Russian Government is
labeling our efforts today as blackmail,
My attention has been called to a news
dispateh which reads as follows:

The increasing famine in India is the di-
rect result of nearly two centuries of colonial
rule by the British imperialists, which has
put Indian agriculture into a state of great
chaos, At present, the ruling circles of the
United States are trylng to exploit India's

difficulties in order to subjugate it to its in-
fluence.

By way of political blackmail and specula-
tion on the national calamity of the 350,-
000,000 Indian people, the American im-
perielists are trying to force India to give
support to their bloody intervention in Ko-
rea and to capture rich Indian resources of
strateglc raw materials,

For 5 months—

Even the Russians know how long it
has been going on—

For 5 months they have been trying to
attain the complete political and economic
subjugation of India as payment for the
delivery of American grain. However, the

Indian people are not yielding to the Ameri-
can blackmall,

I ask the Senator from Minnesota if
he thinks there is any Member of this
body who believes this grain would be
shipped for the sake of the economic
subjugation of India by the United
States.

Mr. HUMPHREY, I can honestly say
that even those who have questioned the
advisability of the bill have never voiced
an attitude, either publicly or privately,
that there is any intent of economie sub-
jugation of India by the United States,

Mr. ANDERSON. I wonder if the
Senator is familiar with the fact that
when the Government of the United
States sent some corn to Yugoslavia, a

country which does not use wheat as .

much as it uses other cereals, at a time
of extreme difficulty there, it was said
we were frying to exercise some sort of
wrong influence on the Government of
Yugoslavia, and the United States of-
fered to deliver the wheat through the
Red Cross or any other agency so that
the people could have it. Years later we
find that Yugoslavia rises up and has
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more strength to resist the Russian ag-
gressor, and perhaps has done a great
service to free nations around the world.

I wonder if the Senator is familiar
with the fact that in 1950, when every
effort was being made by General Clay
and his staff to aid Germany, the official
Russian propaganda organs in the city
of Berlin were day-by-day printing the
statement that the grain we were ship-
ping to Germany was surplus grain for
which no sale could be found anywhere
in the world, when, as a matter of fact,
we were closing down American indus-
tries in order to ship the grain. They
went on to say that we were selling it at
such a high price that the German
people would be sold into subjugation for
a8 thousand years, when the grain was
actually charged for at something like
$2.20 a bushel, and the going prices for
grain supplied by other nations ranged
as high as $6 a bushel. The Russian
Government is now calling it political
blackmail when we try to supply grain
to India. Iam glad the Senator stressed
the fact that when we give, we receive in
return. It is only when we hoard that
w2 have difficulty.

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator is
correct. “If your son asks for bread, will
you give him a stone? If he asks for fish,
will you give him a serpent?”

In other words, Mr. President, when
nations ask for bread, for sustenanee, let
us not give something that makes a
mockery of giving. We cannot put con-
ditions on aid when human misery is in-
volved. The way to answer these Com-
munist lies is by deeds so pure and so
clear in their purpose and intent that
even those vicious liars of the Kremlin
cannot interpret them falsely. They talk
about blackmail. They are blackmail
artists; they are blackmailing the world.
They cannot even give out a press release
without using the word, We can tell the
kind of person a man is by the kind of
material he gives out.

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. 1 yield.

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. The Sen-
ator is not in favor of striking section
6 (b) from the bill, is he?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Iam notsuggesting
eliminating anything from the bill as it
was reported from the committee. But,
as I have said, let us not say that India
must deliver so many tons of manganese,
Let us leave that question open for hon-
est negotiation.

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. I think
that is a very salutary provision.

Mr, HUMPHREY. I am sure it is, I
think all will agree that it is a salutary
provision.

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

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr, ANDERSON. Is not one of our
great difficulties the fact that we have
gone so far in the other direction that
we have not been given due credit? I
am told that food has been distributed
in such a fashion that no one knew where
it came from. I think that is a very dis-
astrous thing. When grain was delivered
to Italy it was delivered in trucks bearing
the American flaz., I am glad the Sena-
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tor from Maryland raised the question,
because even though we do not desire to
furnish grain out of a spirit of getting
something for it, I think it is proper that
people know the source of the contri-
bution.

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is correct.

While some individuals in our country
have spoken of the result of the recent
Russian propaganda in connection with
50,000 tons of grain, which, of course, is
only a small percentage point of what is
being given, there was recognition of our
efforts by the Prime Minister of India.
I have here some remarks of the Prime
Minister of India made on Thursday of
last week. Let me quote the concluding
two paragraphs of his statement:

In our view-there are no political or dis-
criminatory conditions attached to these two
bills—

Referring, of course, to the House and
the Senate bills—
and therefore there can be no objection on
these grounds to our acceptance of either of
them. While the form in which assistance is
given to India is a matter for the United
States of America to decide, we would prefer
the terms embodied in the House bill, which
are simpler.

I think the important part of that sen-
tence is:

While the form in which assistance is given
to India is a matter for the United States
of America to declde—

Then he concludes, Mr. President:

I should like to express our gratitude to
the Government of the United States of
America for the efforts they have made to
send food grains to India. I should also like
to express our deep appreciation of the mes-
sages as well as offers of material help un-
officially received from many citizens of the
United States.

Mr. President, the Prime Minister of
India has said, “Thank you.” He has not
only said “Thank you” to the Govern-
ment of the United States, but he has
said “Thank you” to the churches, to
programs such as CARE, the Red Cross,
to CROP, and others, The trouble is
that he did mention earlier that there
was some deal with the Soviet Union;
that India wanted to get some 100,000
tons of wheat from them. That is what
has built up feeling.

The fact of the matter is that the
Prime Minister has paid his respects and
uttered his expressions of gratitude to
the United States of America.

Let me summarize. I say that it is in
our national interest, for the common
defense, that we pass the Senate bill pro-
viding for food aid to the Republic of
India. I say that it is to our interest
in the over-all struggle against inter-
national aggressive world communism to
take such action. I say this measure
represents the beginning of an effective
program fo combat the conditions that
are conducive to the growth and the
development of communism.

I detail my argument by saying that in
any country where there are conditions
of economic depression, where there is a
condition of famine and of disease and
poverty, that there is the country where
the soil is fertile for the seed of Commu-
nist grewth. It is axiomatic in political
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history that where the economic fabrie
has begun to disintegrate, where the eco-
nomic society shows signs of cracking up,
there is exactly where communism is on
the march.

Mr. President, I say it is better that
we have a little preventive medicine
right now. A few ounces of prevention
may well save many pounds of cure. I
point out that the people of the Republic
of India are suffering from mass starva-
tion. I also point out that India is the
greatest free country on the Asiatic
mainland. Its importance to us cannot
be overestimated. Its importance geo-
graphically, its importance in terms of
natural resources, cannot be overesti-
mated. Buteven more fundamental, my
colleagues, the cordial friendly relation-
ships and understandings with the people
and leaders of India are necessary to our
well-being.

Mr. President, I point out that it is
within our power to answer this great
need without taxing our resources, with-
out upsetting our economy. I point ouf
that the supplies are available, and that
the Government of India is willing and
ready to cooperate with us in the trans-
portation and shipment of this grain.

I point out that the amount of money
involved in this great program is small
in comparison with the amount of money
we have expended for arms and for na-
tional defense and for other foreign-aid
programs,

In conclusion, I call upon my colleagues
in the Senate to pass the pending meas-
ure, and pass it quickly., I call upon
them to give serious consideration to the
amendment I have offered, which is an
improving amendment. I believe I am
correct in saying that my amendment is
in substance the same as the report of
the subcommittee before it went to the
full Committee on Foreign Relations.
But whatever may be the terms of the
proposed legislation, whether the aid is a
loan, whether it is a grant, whether it is
part grant and part loan, whether it is
the Humphrey-Lehman-Benton amend-
ment—whatever may be its terms, let us
act quickly, and let us act with clean
hands.

Let us say to the Government of India,
to the people of India, that the United
States of America asks no pledges, seeks
no understanding in terms of future re-
ward; that “We, the people of the United
States, who ourselves have suffered in
times of adversity, extend fo you the
hand of human fellowship,” That “What
we are doing is working together in the
vineyards of freedom, and regardless of
what the future may have to offer, we,
as Members of this body, know that we
did something again that is decent.”

Today the people are crying out for
their leaders to be decent. They are not
asking for us to be smart; they are asking
us to be decent. They are asking us to be
honorable human beings. That is all
they want of us. The American people
want honor, and integrity, in govern-
ment. They have the right to expect it.
They want their leaders in Congress to
act like courageous, prudent but generous
human beings, and not like political
puppets. They want every Member of
the Senate anil House to respend with a
warm heart of human fellowship.
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The American people are sick and tired
of all the shenanigans we go through, of
all the delays we indulge in. What they
want in the Congress of the United States
today is action in simple terms, the kind
of action that we take when we discover
that a neighbor of ours is hungry. We
do not sit around the table and bargain
as to how many feet of fence we can get
from him if we give him a bowl of soup.
Our people want us to treat other peoples
as we would treat our own kinfolk when
we find them fo be suffering from hunger.
When our neighbors are hungry, we help
feed them. Even if those neighbors
should turn against us later, yet we can
then say that in the critical hour of need
we were on the side of God. That is the
side I want to be on now and in the days
to come.

Mr. President, I never felt I was more
right than on this issue, and the sooner
we can pass the bill, the better it will be,

Mr. President, I desire now to sub-
mit a request on behalf of the Senator
from New York.

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

STATEMENT BY SENATOR LEHMAN ON
THE FOOD-FOR-INDIA BILL

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the body of the Recorp at this point
a statement prepared by the junior Sen-
ator from New York [Mr., LEamaN] on
the proposed legislation which is now
pending. As we all know the junior
Senator from New York is one of the co-
sponsors and an ardent advocate of the
bill.

There being no objection, the state-
ment by Mr. Leaman was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR LEHMAN ON THE FooD-
FoR-INDIA BILL

The bill now before the Senate, to pro-
vide food to forestall mass starvation in
India, may, in the long view of history, be
considered one of the most important pieces
of legislation to be taken up in this session
of Congress. This proposal springs from the
deep wells of humanitarianism in America.
It keeps faith with a long record of Ameri-
can generosity in cases where other peoples
have been beset by natural disasters,

In 1923, after Japan's catastrophic earth-
quake, we did not stop to ask what the
policies of the Japanese Government were
in regard to this or that political matter,
Thousands of Japanese were homeless and
confronted with desperate privations.
America opened her great heart and sent
help. There have been many similar in-
stances.

Now, in the year 1851, India, & new Re-
public, a new member of the sisterhood of
nations, faces a threat to her national ex-
istence in the form of a drastic grain
shortage.

This grain shortage was not man-made.
It resulted from floods in the Punjab and
in other grain-producing areas of India. It
resulted from drought in certain sections.
India found herself coming into the year
1951 with a shortage of 6,000,000 tons of
grain.

She has supplied part of this shortage by
purchases in the world market, including
the United States. She needs 2,000,000 ad-
ditional tons of grain for which she can-
not afford to pay.

When I said she cannot afford to pay for
this grain, I meant that she could not pay
for this grain—according to all the facts I
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have seen—and still carry on the programs
which are vital to the maintenance of sta-
bility, peace and order in India and to fore-
stall the recurrence of such crises as the
present one.

Of course, India has some pound sterling
balances. But it would be poor neighborli=-
ness on our part to ask that these sterling
balances which are so vitally needed to en=
able her to carry on her economic and politi-
cal programs be used to procure grain. India
could gbtain grain from Russia or China by
giving these Communist countries vital raw
materials which she now sells to the United
States for dollars. But this would be seli-
defeating, both from our point of view and
from India’s.

It is true that India, in the request that
she made for grain, asked only for easy
terms. India did not ask for a grant. This
is a true characteristic of a proud peaople
and a proud Government—too proud to ask
for a gift or to ask for charity.

In my judgment we should have done the
wholly generous thing instead of the par-
tially generous thing. We should have made
a free grant of a least the first million tons
of grain and then have taken another look
with regard to the second half of this amount.
I regret very much that such terms are not
included in the legislation now before us.
If it were possible to make the terms much
more generous than they are, I would support
it with all my heart.

I do not think that we should insist upon
any political conditions. I do mnot think
that we should insist upon any quid pro quo
in terms of raw materials of any kind. Let
us not try to use this generous act as a lever
for the advancement of our own immediate
and narrow national Interest. Our national
interest will be served in a much broader
and finer way by a generous attitude of en-
lightened self-interest.

Many of our people, as individuals, have in
recent days, demonstrated the spirit which
animates this country by private gifts of
grain to India, I think that the Congress
can do no less than to take this hint from
the people.

For the past several weeks we have been
discussing intently and vigorously the issues
involved in our far-eastern policy. The eyes
of the Nation and of the world are fastened
on the Far East today more than at any time
in recent history. India is an integral part
of the Par East. It 1s one of the cultural
centers of the Far East. All the peoples of
the Far East, including the peoples of south-
eastern Asia, look to India for cultural and
political leadership. We dare not turn our
backs on Indla. We dare not act in a nig-
gardly or ungenerous manner, We will reap
the harvest that we sow. It is my belief
that by prompt and wholehearted action on
this India measure, we will garner more
friendship and, understanding in the Far
East than by any other single act we could
possibly perform at this time.

Let us show the world, and especially the
peoples of the Far East, that the policies of
America are truly based on an interest in the
welfare and well-being of individuals re-
gardless of race or absolute political con-
formity. If we demonstrate that this is our
policy, we will have won & great and lasting
victory in the Orient and in the world.

IMFORTATIONS OF BURLAP FROM IN-
DIA—LETTER FROM AUSTIN BROOKS

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the body of the ReEcorp a letter, dated
April 4, 1851, from Austin Brooks, the
general manager of the El Rancho Mill-
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ing Co., of Clovis, N. Mex., relative to the
importations of burlap from India.

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

EL RancEo MIinring Co.,
Clovis, N. Mex., April 4, 1951,
Hon, DeENNIS CHAVEZ,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

SexaTor DENNIS CHaVEZ: I know that you
are troubled about many trivial matters and
that such a demand 1s made upon your time
that I hesitate to even write you relative to
the matter at hand, but the situation has
been growing steadily worse for some several
months, and unless an improvement 1is
brought about, and that shortly, our indus-
try will be prostrate,

I refer to the present very critical burlap
situation. Possibly you are familiar with the
fact that the burlap has been coming into
this country from India in Insufficient quan-
tities for more than a year, and I know that
the reserve supplies of this product are com-
pletely exhausted, and, as might be expected,
prices have skyrocketed. The situation has
become so critical that we are paying more
for used burlap bags than we were paying
1 year ago for brand-new burlap bags.

From information which has come to me
by way of representatives from the various
bag-manufacturing companies and through
the press it appears that India is letting their
burlap go to Argentina, Russia, or some other
countries, in many instances on a barter
basis.

It has been of considerable concern to me
that in recent weeks considerable comment
has been in the newspapers and over the
radio relative to a proposition to appropriate
th> American taxpayers' money to buy a great
gob of grain and either give to India or loan
to them on a very favorable basis, Now, I
am not familiar with all of thas reasons be-
hind this move, and surely there must be
good ones, but I am wondering if it would
not be expedient to require of India that she
sell us, for dollars, as many yards of burlap
a5 we have been customarily receiving from
that country, as a condition to receiving of
this grant of grain. I cannot see how this
would be putting strings on the deal, and
unless something is done to protect the
American farmer and rancher great quanti-
ties of his produce is going to deteriorate and
waste simply because he does not have a
package in which to put it.

You are aware, of course, that it is im-
possible for us to substitute cotton and
paper bags for burlap, for the mere reason
that both of these items are critically short
also. The manufacturers of cotton and
paper bags are doing well to supply the cus-
tomers who have over the years been using
this particular kind of package.

I cannot overemphasize the seriousness of
this particular problem and as to how it ad-
versely affects New Mexico stockmen and
ranchers. True, it adversely effects this busi-
ness, but if worse comes to worse we will
have our product here avallable in bulk, and
it will be up to the rancher to figure out
some means to transport it to his ranch, and
you know that with the bullding materials

so critically short that the ranchers of this °

State could not construct the type of storage
houses and barns which would accommodate
range feed in bulk form.

It is my hope that you will investigate this
matter thoroughly and verify the situation
which I have described, and use your influ=-
ence to give us some relief.

Sincerely yours,
ErL RawcHo Mmimic Co.,
AUSTIN BROOKS,
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EMBARGO BY UNITED NATIONS ON SHIP-
MENTS OF WAR MATERIALS TO COM-
MUNIST CHINA

Mr. FERGUSON obtained the floor.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Michigan yield to me so
I may ask for consideration of Senate
Concurrent Resolution 31, favoring an
embargo by the United Nations on ship-
ments of war material to Communist
China?

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield to
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Hor-
Lanp], without losing the floor thereby,
s0 he may present the concurrent resolu-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MoN-
RONEY in the chair). Is there objec-
tion to the unanimous-consent request
of the Senator from Michigan that he
may yield to the Senator from Florida,
without losing the floor thereby, for the
purpose stated? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the courtesy of the Senator from
Michigan in yielding to me so I may bring
up for immediate consideration Senate
Concurrent Resolution 31, which T sub-
mitted for myself and the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. FereuscN] yesterday.
The purpose of the concurrent resolution
is to give the backing of Congress, which
I hope will be unanimous, to the present
effort of our delegation to the United
Nations, which is seeking to have the
General Assembly of the United Nations
take action placing an embargo on the
shipment to Communist China of arms,
ammunition, and all other materials
which might add to the war-making po-
tential of Communist China.

I may say to the Senate, before asking
for unanimous consent for immediate
consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion, that the distinguished Senator from
Texas [Mr, ConnaLLY], the chairman of
the Foreign Relations Committee, and
the ranking minority member, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
‘WiLey], have both adviced me that they
have no objection to the presentation of
the concurrent resolution at this time.

Mr. President, I now ask unanimous
consent for immediate consideration of
the concurrent resolution. 3y

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res-
olution will be read by title for the in-
formation of the Senate,

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK, A concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 31) favoring an
embargo by the United Nations on ship-
ments of war materials to Communist
China.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, at this
time I modify the concurrent resolution
by striking out section 2, which is its last
section,

The PRESIDING OFFiCER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the concurrent resolution?

Mr. CARLSCN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I do nof expect,
of course, to object to this resolution. I
merely wish to state to the Senator from
Florida that I think it is 10 months late.
However, I sincerely hope that the Szn-
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ate will unanimously approve the resolu-
tion today, in order to place the Senate
on record as emphatically opposing the
shipment of arms, munitions, and war
materials to those who are fighting our
boys in Korea.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Florida?

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Mr, Presi-
dent, reserving the right to object, may
I inquire from the Senator from Flor-
jda whether or not the resolution sub-
mitted by the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. McCLELLAN] probably a month or so
ago is similar to this resolution? Has
it ever been brought out of committee?

Mr. HOLLAND, Mr. President, I
would rather have the distinguished
chairman of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee [Mr. ConnaLLY] make
categorical answer to that question.
However, it is my information that the
resolution referred to was much more
far reaching than this one. It had to
do with the whole general subject of
employment of sanctions against Red
China. Without knowing what has
transpired, I remind the distinguished
Senator from Maryland that the For-
eien Relations Committee has been en-
grossed in hearings for a period of sev=
eral weeks., The hearings are still in
progress. I suspect that the committee
-has not had the opportunity to go into
-the subject in detail. However, I re-
spectfully remuest that the Senator ad-
dress his guestion to the chairman of
the committee.

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland., Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield for that pur-
pose?

Mr. HOLLAND. Iaskunanimouscon-
sent that I may be allowed to yield for
that purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr., COKNNALLY. Mr. President, I
will say to the Senator from Maryland
that at the moment I cannot tell him
what the status of the resolution to which
he refers is. However, I believe that
the questions involved were as the Sen-
ator from Florida has mentioned, and
that we have not made a formal report
on the resolution. It has been referred
to a subcommittee. Bui there is no
harm in that.

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. I have no
objection to the present consideration of
the concurrent resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the concurrent resolution?

Mr, GILLETTE. Mr, President, re-
serving the right to object, is that with
the understanding that the pending
business will not be permanently dis-
placed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It hasno
effect on the pending business. The
Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON]
has yielded to the Senator from Florida
[Mr. HorLranp] with the understanding
that the Senator from Michigan is to re-
tain his position on the floor.

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I have
no objection.

XCVII—335

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Mr, HOLLAND. Mr. President, in or-
der to keep the record clear, the Sena-
tor from Florida makes it plain that it
is his understanding that he is simply

- asking for temporary displacement of

the pending business in order to give
consideration to Senate Concurrent Res-
olution 31, which he believes can be
disposed of in a rather short space of
time. At least he hopes so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the concurrent resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 31) favoring an
embargo by the United Nations on ship-
ments of war materials to Communist
China,

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a quorum call?

Mr. HOLLAND. I shall be glad to do
50, if I may do it without losing my place
on the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the call,

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
a quorum call be rescinded and that fur-
ther proceedings under the call be sus-
pended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the courtesy of the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Fercuson] in yielding to
me so that I may bring on for immediate
consideration Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution 31. I am also grateful to the
Senate for having given unanimous con-
sent for such course to be followed.

Before beginning the rather short
presentation which I shall make of the
resolution, I wish to modify it by with-
drawing section 2 thereof, leaving the
resolution otherwise unchanged.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator has modified his resolution ac-
cordingly.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 31 is a simple
but important resolution. I believe the
time when we are considering it is a
highly important moment for taking
the very action which is proposed by
the resolution, The concurrent resolu-
tion has been submitted in the Senate
by the Senator from Florida, on behalf
of himself and the Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr, FERGUSON], so as to make clear
that its sponsorship is completely bi-
partisan, or, indeed, nonpartisan, as it
is. An identical concurrent resolution
has been offered in the House of Repre-
sentatives by one of my colleagues, Rep-
resentative Rocers of Florida.

The reason for haste in the considera-
tion of the concurrent resolution is that
the TUnited Nations Organization,
through its important committees, is
even now considering the action which
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we propose and urge by the concurrent
resolution. Only yesterday the special
committee on additional measures to
supplement the finding that Red China is
an aggressor nation passed, by a vote of
11 to 0, a measure which had been pro-
posed by the United States delegation to
the United Nations. One vote was not
cast, because Egypt abstained from vot-
ing. Two other votes could not be cast
because two of the nations whith had
been appointed to the special committee,
namely, Burma and Yugoslavia, declined
appointment. Therefore, the committee
consists of only 12 members. I repeat,
that 11 of the members yesterday voted
for the measure proposed by the United
States delegation. The other member,
Egypt, abstained from voting.

On Thursday, the day after tomorrow,
the question will be heard by the Politi-
cal Committee of the United Nations,
which consists of 60 members. The
Committee has as its members a repre-
sentative from every nation which is a
member of the United Nations. It would
appear that a stiff fight on the proposal
may be expected on Thursday before the
Political Committee of the United Na-
tions.

The concurrent resolution would voice
the request and the urgent insistence of
the Congress of the United States, if such
resolutions be adopted by both Houses
of Congress, that the General Assembly
of the United Nations shall take early
action leading to the placing of an em-
bargo upon shipments to Communist
China of arms, ammunition, and all
other materials which might add to the
war-making potential of Communist
China.

I may say that not only has the con-
current resolution been cleared for
consideration by the distinguished Sena-
tor from Texas, the chairman of the
Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr.
ConwaLLyl, but also by other members of
the committee, so that in deed and in
truth the measure comes on now with
the support and approval of mo-5 mem-
bers of that committee, as the Senator
from Florida understands. I hope that
the distinguished Senator from Texas
and the members of the committee from
the other side of the aisle may take
occasion to voice their approval of the
resolution before debate on it shall be
concluded.

The reason why the Commitiee on
Foreirn Relations could not give con-
sideration to the concurrent reselution
is that the committee is sitting on a very
hard schedule, in its joint session with
the Committee on Armed Services, in the
hearing of various witnesses in the so-
called MacArthur investigation. I be-
lieve General Bradley is the witness who
is presently being heard. The situation
has precluded any immediate considera-
tion of the matter by the committee.

The Senator from Florida is grateful
to the committee, its chairman, and
several of its members, for having in-
formally made a study of the resolution
and for having consented that it now be
considered on the fioor of the Senate with
their approval.
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The Senator from Florida feels that
the Senate should know that in the
House of Representatives unanimous
action was taken this morning by the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, which is
not engaged in the hearings going on in
the Senate, supporting an identical reso-
lution offered in that body.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi-
aen’, will the Senator yield for an obser-
vation?

Mr. HOLLAND. I am very glad to
yield to the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I should
like to say that I commend the Senator
from Florida and the Senafor from
Michigan for having submitted the reso-
lution. I only wish that we had acted
on the matter earlier. I am very glad
to identify myself with the purposes of
the resolution.

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I very warmly thank
the Senator from New Jersey. I yield
now to the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. O'CONOR. Let me say to the Sen-
ator from Florida that I commend very
highly his action and forthrightness in
this particularly important connection.
Needless to say, I am in hearty accord
‘with the Senator from Florida, because
on February 19, I had the opportunity
of submitting Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution 14 which is substantially similar
to the concurrent resolution now sub-
mitted by the Senator from Florida.

Let me ask the Senator from Florida
whether any reasons were assigned by
the three nations which did not vote,
as the Senator from Florida has indi-
cated: Namely, Egypt, by way of ab-
stention, and the other two, Burma and
Yugoslavia, by not qualifying their
members. Does the Senator know
whether any reasons werce assigned for
the abstention of for the failure to ap-
point members to the committee?

Mr. HOLLAND. I do not have that
information. However, I understand
that there were no members from the
Soviet bloc of nations on the Special
Committee for Additional Measures, and
I understand that it is quite apparent
that a real battle may be anticipated on
Thursday, when the report of the special
committee will reach the Political Com-
mittee of the General Assembly, for its
action—the Political Committee being
composed oi 60 members, namely, a
member for each of the member na-
tions of the United Nations.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pas-
ToRE in the chair). Does the Senator
from Florida yield to the Senator from
Maryland?

Mr, HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. O'CONOR. I understand that the
Senator from Florida has modified his
concurrent resolution by eliminating sec-
tion 2. Is that correct?

Mr. HOLLAND. That is correct.

Mr. O'CONOR. Does the Senator
from Florida feel that it is in the inter-
est of more orderly procedure and pos-
sibly will be of greater benefit?

Mr. HOLLAND. I feel that section 2
is completely unnecessary. When the
Congress takes action, I think the press,
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the radio, and all other avenues of com-
munication will make the news of that
action speedily available to all concerned.
Therefore, I think the addition of a sec-
tion requiring the furnishing of copies
is unnecessary. So, at the request of
the Senator from Texas, I have been
very glad to eliminate that section.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. O’'CONOR. Iam sure the Senator
from Florida has been advised generally
about this matter. Let me ask whether
he knows that at this very hour a ship-
ment of approximately 3,500 tons of rub-
ber is on the high seas, en route from
one member of the British Common-
wealth of nations to Communist China,
and also that in the recent past other
shipments have gone to Communist
China from a number of nations which
are members of the United Nations, and
that therefore the Senator’s concurrent
resolution is not only timely but is abso-
lutely required if there is to be any
united action on the part of the nations
with which we are supposed to be allied
in the fight against world-wide com-
munism,

Mr. HOLLAND. I understand that is
correct. The press has apprised the
world that even though our ally, Great
Britain, has imposed a strict embargo
against the movement of crude rubber
from British Malaya, yet prior to the
time of the taking effect of that embargo,
a shipload of crude rubber was prepared
for shipment and left in time to be on
the high seas at this time, and I under-
stand that there is at least an open ques-
tion as to the ability of Britain to stop
that shipment. I hope legal means will
bz found to stop it.

However, in the meantime the fact
that day after day shipments were get-
ting under way, points out the need for
haste. I feel that greater haste might
appropriately have been taken, as sug-
gested by my friend, the Senator from
Maryland, some months ago.

I remind the Senator from Maryland
that the action now proposed is not uni-
lateral action, and our delegation to the
United Nations is suggesting this action
for the first time has the strong backing
of our allies, Great Britain and France.
It now appears that our delegation in
the United Nations has gone as far as it
can go. I understand that our delega-
tion there is asking for as much as it can
hope to have enacted at this time,

The action now pending in the United
Nations committee does not go as far
as our own Nation already has gone,
largely under the prodding of the Sen-
ator from Maryland and his associates
in reporting the unsatisfactory condi-
tions which existed last fall and this
spring with reference to the continued
trafficking between certain of our ports
and Communist China,

So the action now sought to be taken
by the United States under the leader-
ship of the United States does not go
as far as many of us would like to go,
but does, as I understand, go as far as
we can hope to go in view of the varied
points of view prevailing at the United
Nations,
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I am happy that the time has come
when such action seems to be about to
be taken in the immediate future, I
hope that here today we can do our part
in making it clear that the Senate and
House of Representatives stand unani-
mously behind our delegation to the
United Nations in insisting upon this ac-
tion. The complete unity of approach
in this case is something which differs
from our condition in other fields. Ifeel
that we can well call attention to it.
We should be proud to let the world
know that we stand as one man back
of our delegation to the United Nations
in this matter.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr, President, I thank
the Senator from Florida for his very
generous observation.

His concurrent resolution goes farther,
does it not, than the action taken by
Great Britain individually, for example,
last week, when it acted through the
British Parliament only in regard to
rubber, and then conditioned that action
by making it apply only to shipments
which will be made during the remainder
of the year?

In complimenting the Senator from
Florida as I do, let me emphasize the fact
that his concurrent resolution goes very
much farther than the action which has
been taken by the individual nations, be-
cause his concurrent resolution includes
many other strategic items which hither-
to have not been included by the individ-
ual nations.

Therefore, I commend the Senator
from Florida very highly for the very
fine action he has taken in this respect.

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator.

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. In the first
place, I commend the Senator from Flor-
ida for the concurrent resolution. I am
thoroughly in accord with it. Iexpect to
vote for it, and I shall support it in every
way I can.

Did I correctly understand the Senator
from Florida to say that the concurrent
resolution was submitted to the Foreign
Relations Committee and has the ap-
proval of that committee?

Mr. HOLLAND. No.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I ask that
question because as a member of that
committee, I did not know that had been
done.

Mr. HOLLAND, No; my statement
was that the only reason why I did not
ask that my concurrent resolution be
submitted to the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee was the urgency of the matter,
because of the limited amount of time
available, for the real fight will take place
on Thursday in New York.

So, instead of following the wusual
channel of submitting such matters to
the committee, I have done my best to
contact, in the first place, the distin-
guished Senator from Texas, the chair-
man of the committee, and also the dis-
tinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLEY], the ranking minority member of
the committee, and all other members
of the committee whom I could contact
in the limited time available, I under-
stand that the Senator from Texas has
also charged the chief adviser of the
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committee with the same duty, namely,
to contact all members of the committee
whom he possibly could contact. I am
further advised that all persons con-
nected with the committee felt that the
urgency of the matter justified that ac-
tion. That is what I intended to say.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I believe that
every member of the committee will
vote for the concurrent resolution as a
committee matter, and I do not raise
the slizhtest objection to it because of
the fact that it was not formally sub-
mitted to the committee. I raise no
objection on that score. I am support-
ing the concurrent resolution.

However, I am intrigued by the pro-
cedure in the present case, because so
often in the past when measures of far
less importance and far less interna-
tional implications than those of a meas-
ure calling for the application of tre-
mendous sanctions against certain areas
in the world have been brought up, re-
peated statements have been made in
the Senate that, “This matter must be
submitted to the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, and that committee must hold
hearings and must do this, that, and the
other thing regarding it.”” So I am in-
trigued by the complete lack in this case
of any demand that this measure be sub-
mitted to the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee,

As I say, I raise no objection to the
concwrrent resolution on that account,
for I favor the concurrent resolution and
I am prepared to vote in fayor of it now.
I think it should be adopted.

However, I point out that there is a
little difference between the treatment
of this concurrent resolution and the
treatment of some other measures in re-
gard to which demand has been made,
on the basis of principle, that the for-
mal procedure be followed; and the For-
eign Relations Committee has demand-
ed, in that connection, that certain ur-
gent measures be submitted to the com-
mittee before the Senate acted on them
on the floor of the Senate.

I make this comment, not in eriticism
of the Senator from Florida—because I
favor his concurrent resolution, and I do
not ask that it be referred to the com-
mittee—but merely to call attention to
the rather unusual situation in connec-
tion with the concurrent resolution.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr., President, I
thank the Senator from Iowa for his
comment.

Again I call attention to the fact that
the pendency of this question in the
United Nations and the fact that what
appears to be the toughest battle of all
is likely to occur on Thursday justify, I
believe, that the resolution not follow
the customary course. Therefore, I ap-
proached the chairman and other mem-
bers of the Foreign Relations Committee
in the way I have stated.

*~ Por the further information of the
Senator from Iowa, T am able to state
that a similar committee i the House
of Representatives unanimously has ap-
proved this measure, believing, as the
Senator from Iowa and I do, that the
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urgency of the situation requires-quick
action.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield further for but one
question or observation?

Mr. HOLLAND. 1 yield.

Mr. HICEENLOOPER. I may say
that it is never necessary for the Senator
from Florida to state to me the right-
eousnese of his personal motives. Ihave
the utmost confidence in his motives at
all times.

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator,

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. There is no
question about this resolution. I am for
it. I think the Senator did perfectly
right. I am not asking for an explana-
tion. I am merely calling atfention to
a rather unusual situation.

Mr, HOLLAND. I thank the Senator
for his graciousness.

Mr. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield to the Sena=
tor from South Dakota.

Mr. MUNDT. Personally, I should
like to associate myself enthusiastically

‘with the resolution submitted by the

Senator from Florida and the senior
Senator from Michigan. I think it is
completely consistent with the attitude
of the vast majority of the Members of
the United State Senate. On last Wed-
nesday we had about a 4-hour debate on
the floor of the Senate, in which the
shipments to Red China were involved
to an extent. As I recall, 16 or 17 Sen-
ators expressed themselves at that time,
and the sentiment expressed was unani-
mously in favor of stopping the ship-
ment of war supplies to our enemies. I
think it is perfectly consistent with the
Kem amendment also, which was offered,
adopted, and accepted without a yea-
and-nay vote. I think it is definitely a
step in the right direction.

I should however like to inquire of the
Senator from Florida, who has devoted
much time and study to this matter,
whether he feels that the embargo will
be enforced by the navies of the re-
spective countries of the United Nations,
or whether it is to be left largely to each
country to deny itself these shipments
abroad, and is only to be enforced by
each country in its own way?

Mr., HOLLAND. I may say to the
Senator I requested that information,
and was advised that the program as
now offered includes enforcement by
each of the nations who will be affected
by it; but also, under the supervision of
& committee—either the present “addi-
tional measures” committee, or some
other committee of some character, to
be named—as to the degree of enforce-
ment. I want to say for the Recorp at
this time that I am informed that the
suggestion of our delegation to the
United Nations already approved yester-
day by the committee, and which will
be considered by the Political Commit-
tee on Thursday, embraces these fac-
tors, which I shall read into the REcorp:

An embargo of shipments to Commu-
nist China, of arms, ammunition, and
implements of war, petroleums, atomic
energy materials, and items useful in
the production of arms, ammunition,
and implements of war,
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These are items which would te of
immediate consequence on the Korean
battlefield. To cite only one example,
the denial of petroleum to the Chinese
Communist armies would have a serious
effect on their mobility. Such is the
information furnished by our delegation
to the United Nations. I also under-
stand that they feel that this is the max-
itxin;num which they ean hope to get at this

.

The Senator from Florida wanis to say
that he feels it is a very fine develop-
ment, when they have worked matters
up to the stage where they can get
what they hope will be a tremendous
majority vote for a program as far-
reaching as this, though it may not be
so far-reaching as would be desired by
others, and as the Senator from Florida
himself would approve.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, if the
Senator will yield further, it is the mat-
ter of enforcement which is the test of
the real strength of this resolution. The
Senator from South Dakota quite agrees
with the Senator from Florida that this
is a step in the right direction, and that,
if the resolution were to be adopted by
a vast majority ~f members of the

-United Nations and fastidious enforce-
‘ment was pledged by those who vote for

it, that would be a great help. But,
since certain nations have abstained,
since there are those who declined to
serve on the committee, and since there
may be those who will vote against it on
final passage, the Senator from South
Dakota is curious to know whether the
Senator from Florida shares with him
the feeling that this may also prove a
step in the direction of eventually set-
ting up an economic blockade, if that
becomes necessary in order to bring
about the objectives toward which this
resolution moves?

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator from
Florida does not know whether it will
grow into that, but he would be pleased

‘to see it de.elop into just such a situa-

tion. That is the individual expression
of the Senator from Florida. He reit-
erates that he understands that this is
as far as we can hope to obtain general
aceord among the nations other than
the Soviet bloc, who comprise the mem-
bership of the United Nations, and he
feels that it is a very salutory thing
fo be done. Quoting again from an ex-
pression which he had had indireetly
from our officials at the United Nations:

Beyond this, we believe that to proclaim
our collective agreement on such measures—

That is, the collective agreement of
the United States with other nations,
including enough to make a great ma-
jority of all of the nations—
will impress upon the Chinese Communist
regime and their supporters the unity of
our purpose and of our determination to
repeal the aggression. We should not un-
derestimate the effect that such a demon-
stration of strength and solidarity would
have on the forces of aggression.

I certainly join in that expression.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Presicent, I thank
the Senator very much. As I say, I
want to salute whomever it was, whether
the Senator from Florida, or the Senator
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from Michigan, or both, acting jointly—
at any rate, some very patriotic phil-
ologist—for writing on page 2, these
words:

Whereas no United Nations soldier should
be the target of a bullet manufactured in
the free world, or required to fight agalnst
troops supplied with materials coming from
the free world.

That, it seems to me, sets the target
toward which we are moving by the
adoption of this resolution. If the
United Nations desires to move in that
direction, they should not only adopt the
language of the resolution now before
it, but also if it becomes necessary to
have an economic blockade to achieve
this target, I am sure the Senator from
Florida and the Senator from South
Dakota will say, “So let it be.”

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator from
South Dakota has certainly correctly
spoken for the Senator from Florida in
that matter, and in mentioning that
particular paragraph from the preamble
which the Senator from South Dakota
has read. I may say it seems to the
Senator from Florida, too, that that
paragraph is the erux of the situation.
We now have our own armies fighting,
and, of course, they are the great ma-
jority of the men who are there, other
than the South Koreans—fighting be-
side 14 other nations, comprising 15 free
nations who have sent armed forces into
South Korea to join the South Koreans,
It would be an anomaly and a mon=
strosity, indeed, if we found that nations
which had themselves participated in
the action of the United Nations in
entering into this effort to repeal aggres-
sion, would send from their shores and
from their factories bullets and am-
munition and materials of war with
which to strike down these soldiers from
15 of the freedom-loving nations who
serve there together in such a high
cause.

Mr, MUNDT. I entirely agree.

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield to the distin=
guished Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I wish to commend
the Senator from Florida upon this reso-
lution. I assure him of my support. My
only anxiety is that it does not go far
enough to achieve the results which I
think we desire and need at this time in
the war against Red China. The resolu-
tion imposes an embargo only on am-
munition, arms, and materials of war. It
does not carry with it an enforcement
provision. It is simply left up to the
nations who are willing to agree to it, in
the event the United Nations imposes
such an embargo, to decide for them-
selves whether they will in good faith
comply with it.

I go a little further than does this
resolution. When our boys are fighting
and being killed, of course, no friendly
nation, no ally, should supply any arms,
materials, or ammunition to be used
against the Allied troops. But I am
wondering about those nations that
would not support it and would not join
in it and who will ignore any action the
United Nations may take.
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What we want to do is to stop the
war, to bring it to a victorious conclusion
as quickly as may be possible, Assuming
that the supplies which are cut off by this
embargo would have their effect upon
the military strength and striking power
of the Red Chinese, if they make up the
loss from other sources we shall have
gained but very little. I think the United
Nations should go further, and we should
go further, and impose a complete block-
ade against the ports of China, not only
to make certain that the embargo is en-
forced, but to prevent supplies from
reaching the Chinese Communists from
other sources which may be available to
them.

If the Senator will recall, on the 16th
of January of this year I submitted a
resolution, Senate Resolution 37, declar-
ing it to be the sense of the Senate that
the United Nations should immediately
take such measures against Communist
China as would be necessary to maintain
or restore international peace and secur-
ity, including the application by mem-
bers of the United Nations of measures
for the complete interruption of eco-
nomic relations and of rail, sea, air, post-
al, telegraphie, and other means of com-
munication, the severance of diplomatic
relations, and operations by air, sea, and
land forces, by members of the United
Nations.

On the 23d of January that resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations. So far as I know,
no action has been taken on it, though
hearings have been held. If the reso-
lution was too strong, if it needed some
modification, if it needed to be toned
down to express the sentiment contained
in the resolution of the Senator from
Florida, that is action which should have
been taken long ago. We have been
at war with Red China since last Novem-
ber. There has been no indication, so
far as the public knows, of any willing-
ness on China's part to cease fire, bring
the war to an end, and undertake to
negotiate a peaceful settlement. Every-
thing we have heard from China has
been insults upon insults, and threats
of more vicious and deadly conflict.

I say to the Senator from Florida that,
while I shall support his resolution, I
do not believe it goes far enough. I be-
lieve our Government and our people,
since they are providing the great ma-
jority of the military strength which is
opposing the forces of aggression and
conquest, should insist that every action
be taken necessary to achieve victory,
not simply partial action, not merely one
step, such as the pending resolution pro-
poses. We owe it to the young men of
America who are fighting for us, and
I think every other allied nation which
has troops in Korea, which has faith
in the United Nations, and is relying
upon the United Nations as an instru-
mentality of peace and an opposition to
aggression, owes it to its people, to join
in measures designed to put all possible
pressure upon the Red Chinese Govern-
ment in order to weaken her, and tend
to bring the conflict to an end with a
minimum loss of life.

Mr. President, I shall support the reso-
lution of the Senator from Florida, but
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it is my regret, and I express it here,
that we have not been more vigilant and
strong in our attitude toward our col-
leagues in the United Nations in prose-
cuting the war more vigorously. Al-
though the present struggle is an un-
declared war, it is as deadly as if declara-
tion of it had been made. I have never
before heard of a situation in which
major powers were at war, where troops
were fighting on the field of battle in
such a deadly conflict, yet diplomatic
relations were carried on with the enemy
country. I cannot understand it. To
me it is a new and strange way to fight
a war. The concessions suggested, from
my viewpoint, are in the nature of ap-
peasement. We are trying to appease,
we are trying to make concessions and
use them as a means of inducement to
try to achieve a settlement of the war.
I do not believe we shall succeed. Every
time we withhold the pressure and the
power we should supply we simply
weaken ourselves in our effort to fight
to victory.

I believe we should impose an em-
bargo on everything, all kinds of mer-
chandise. If the enemy cannot eat, it
cannot fight. While that is a drastic
means to take, what is happening to
our boys is also drastic. We have not
taken such measures, but we are begin-
ning, step by step, at a belated time, con-
sidering the seriousness of the war, to
take some action, and it seems to me
that is a stupidly poor way to fight a
war to victory against a powerful foe.

Mr. President, I believe the American
people are ready for us to bring the war
to a conclusion. They are ready for us °
to fight with all we have. I know that
is the way the fathers and mothers who
have sons in Korea who are paying the
supreme sacrifice feel about it.

I commend the able Senator from
Florida. I shall not offer my resolution
as an amendment to his or as a substi-
tute for it, but I do say that what it
proposes is the next step, if we are going
to proceed step by step. I regret that
we are doing it in that way; but since we
are, the next step is immediately to
blockade the ports of China, sever diplo-
matic relations, and disrupt her econ-
omy in every way we can. We can
weaken her sufficiently by those means so
that she will not have war potentials
that are so deadly as are those which
she is now employing against our forces,

Mr. KNOWLAND and Mr. O'CONOR
addressed the Chair.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I shall
yield in a moment if I may be permitted
to make reply to the Senator from Ar-
kansas.

First, I appreciate the expression of
support which the Senator has given.
As one Senator, I feel that the Senate
and the Nation are beholden to the Sen-
ator from Arkansas for having sub-
mitted a series of three resolutions, two
of which were adopted by the Senate
unanimously. The Senator from Flor-
ida was glad to speak in support of those
resolutions. The third resolution was
referred, as the Senator from Arkansas
stated, to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations. That resolution was more far-
reaching than is the resolution which the
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Senator from Florida now proposes. The
Senator from lorida wants to make it
very clear, however, that neither he nor
anyone who stands with him, nor, in his
opinion, the Senator from Arkansas
when he stands with him, can be charged
with any sort of appeasement, because
what we are trying to do is to recognize
the practicalities of the situation. There
is now pending a propoesal in the United
Nations, where we have to deal with the
representatives of 52 other nations who
stand generally with us. Our delegation
has to deal with the representatives of
52 other nations whieh stood with it in
supporting the United Nations action in
Eorea, and just as the distinguished
Senator from Michigan and I find it nec-
essary on the floor of the Senate to give
and take to reach legislation that rep-
resents the will of the great majority
of the Senators, so, no doubt, our dele-
gation has to give and take in reaching
similar results in the General Assembly
in the United Nations.

It is my understanding that this is as
much as can be hoped for in the way of
progress at this time. The Senator from
Florida thinks that this proposal goes a
long way. He believes it deserves the
unanimous support and backing of the
Eenate of the United States and of the
entire Congress. He thinks we would
overlook an excellent chance to show the
unity and solidarity of our people and
their representatives in standing back of
our delegation in urging that this affir-
mative step be taken. I will say to the
Senate it is an afirmative step. Like the
Senator from Arkansas, I have wanted
to see affirmative steps as we approach
not only the solution of the problem, but
the victory we desire and will win because
our cause is just. But the Senator from
Florida feels this is the next affirmative
step that can be taken under present
conditions, and that we would overlook
a good chance to help support and sus-
tain those who represent us if we did
not take this means of telling them that
we are with them, that we are back of
them, and that we hope that the other
nations of the 52 who voted with them for
the effort in Korea, will now stand solidly
with them in suporting this embargo.

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr., KNOWLAND. I will say to the
Senator from Florida that I shall support
his concurrent resolution because I think
it is a step in the right direction, as I be-
lieve the resolution pending before the
United Nations is a step in the right
direction. I think the Senator from
Florida will agree with me that the
American people, and I believe the people
of the free world, are not going to be
satisfied with a mere affirmative vote by
the United Nations as Lake Success. The
meat of the coconut is going to be how
they apply the restrictions after the
vote has been taken. If they merely take
a vote and let the months pass without
making some practical application of it,
they will have simply been making an
empty gesture.

I say to the Senator from Frorida that
while it is a late step, nevertheless it
is a desirable one. Itisalmeost 11 months
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since the fighting started in Eorea, Itis
almest 6 months since Communist
Chine, first sent her organized troops into
Korea in an act of ageression against the
United Nations forces. As the Senator
probably knows, of the 60 members of the
United Nations about five are generally
classified with the Soviet and the satel-
lite powers. That leaves 55 outside the
Soviet bloe. Up to the present time, at
least up until April 30, the only nations

members of the United Nations that had-

fighting forces in Korean were the fol-
lowing: The United States of America,
Australia, Belgium, Canada, France,
Great Britain, Greece, Luxzemburg,
the Netherlands, New Zealand, the
Philippines, Thailand, Turkey, and the
Union of South Africa. :
That, if I am not mistaken, is 14 U. N.
members in all with fighting forces help-
ing to stem aggression in Korea. If the
United Nations is to survive as an agency
of collective security it seems to me iis
members will have to recognize that
there is a responsibility upon each and
every member of that organization to
send froops in the interest of preserving
a system of international law and order.
Perhaps a case can be made for some
of the nations not furnishing troops, but
it seems to me that no case can be made
for any nation to decline at least to con-
tribute an embargo against an aggressor,
The free people of the world, and I be-
linve the people of the United States,
will make their final determination as to
the success of the United Nations based
upon what the other nations do forth-
with to bring this embargo into play.
Mr, HOLLAND. Mr, President, I wish
to say I thoroughly agree with the senti-
ment expressed by the Senator from
California, that not the mere voting of
this embargo, but the following with the
necessary degree of enforcement of this
embargo, will be the measure of the ap-
proval on the part of the American peo-
ple of this step which we hope will be
taken shortly by the General Assembly
of the United Nations under the leader-
ship of the United States. I thoroughly
agree that if there is not, following the
adoption of the embargo, strict enforce-

‘ment of it, there will be very great dis-

appointment in the hearts of the people
of our Nation and, of course, in the
hearts of their representatives here.

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr, O'CONOR. I may say to the Sen-
ator from Florida in connection with the
observations which have been made by
the able Senator from Arkansas [Mr,
McCrELLAN] and the able Senator from
California [Mr, ENowLaND], that I think
it very wise that the Senator from Flor-~
ida has limited his concurrent resolu-
tion at this time to the specific ques=
tion which is before the United Nations.
Otherwise, there would be opened a lim-
itless number of questions which un=
doubtedly would complicate the matter.
So I think the Senator from Florida and
the Senator from Michigan, both of
whom have been so consistently behind
this general subject matter, have acted
very prudently and wisely in limiting it
as they have done.
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May I inquire of the Senator from
Florida whether it is not a fact that
in the proposal before the United Na-
tions it is required that there be a follow=
up, and that the nations report period-
ically—I think it is every 30 days—as to
the shipments which are being made, if
any, so as to determine the strategic
nature of the materials?

Mr. HOLLAND. The pending sugges~
tion has included the idea that either
the committee already functioning or
some like committee, should be appointed
to receive these reports, and fo review
them periodically, to check up on them,
and to bring complaint, if there is not
the strictest degree of enforcement. The
Senator from Maryland is correct.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further so as to permit
me to make one comment which I think
is in order?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr., O'CONOR. In relation to the
broader subject matter to which the
Senator from Arkansas referred—and I
agree with everything he said—the Sen-
ate committee inquiring into shipments
has scheduled public hearings, which are
to be resumed tomorrow, incidentally,
which have to do with another plLase of
this matter, and which points out the
good judgment of the Senators who have
submitted this concurrent resolution in
not bringing that subject into this par-
ticular concurrent resolution, because
the investigation we have been _
and in connection with which we are to
take testimony tomorrow and hence-
forth has to do with shipments—east-
west trade—in and out of Germany. The
investigation shows a shocking situation
and, incidentally, points to laxity on the
part of our own officials.

So we feel that it might very well not
be in order to have the provision in the
concurernt resolution which was
originally proposed, because there has
been presented a situation in Germany
which shows that there is a virtual sieve
through which critical materials have
been going to points beyond the iron
curtain,. We are.going to take testi-
mony about that, to show the public
what is transpiring at this time,

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Maryland for
his comments. I am very sure the peo-
ple of the Nation generally will join the
Senator from Florida in expressing
their very high degree of confidence
that any such situation, if discovered by
the committee headed by the able Sen-
ator from Maryland, will be corrected.
It is in his power to do it, because he has
already shown a willingness to come to
grips with this question, and to bring it
right out in the light where the people
can see it and insist that it be corrected.
He has already applied great correction
to the earlier existing condition of which
we were all ashamed when we found it
existed.

Mr, McCLELLAN, Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I did not quite un-
derstand the Senator from Maryland
with reference to what the hearings were
anticipated to disclose.
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Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield to
the Senator from Arkansas in order that
he may propound a question to the Sen-
ator from Maryland, and that the Sen-
ator from Maryland may answer the
guestion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I was not quite
clear whether the goods and materials
of which the Senator from Maryland
spoke were from West Germany, where
we have control of the economy.

Mr. O'CONOR. Undoubtedly so. The
inspections made by the staff member,
who has returned only very recently
from Western Germany, have revealed
that along the interzonal borders there
have been steady shipments, trainloads
of them, coming from the section under
the tripartite set-up of Great Britain,
France, and the United States. There
has been a virtual sieve through which
such shipments have been going. The
staff member estimates that the chance
of inspection along that border is only
one out of a thousand, and that the
chance that such shipments will be
stopped is even less than that.

Mr, McCLELLAN. That is a shock-
ing revelation. I hope that the facts
will be disclosed and that appropriate
action will be recommended and taken.

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator
from Arkansas.

Mr. CONNALLY.
the Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. CONNALLY. I am heartily in

support of the resolution of the distin-
guished Senator from Florida. The res-
olution of the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. McCrLELLAN] has been pending for
a considerable period before the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, but because
of the scope which it covered, which is
considerably greater than that of the
pending resclution, we were not able to
get around to it because of the pressure
of cther responsibilities.
- This is a matter in which I feel we are
all deeply interested. The fact that an
embargo proposal is now pending in the
United Nations and will probably be
acted on within the next day or*two
makes it very important that we act
speedily and forward our action to the
United Nations. So I bespeak for the
concurrent resolution the support of all
Senators. I believe that our action will
be justified, and that the people of the
country will respond heartily to what we
are doing.

The Senator from Florida has heen
quite diligent and vigilant about this
matter. He and I have conferred a
number of times. I am very happy in-
deed to cooperate with him and aid him
in securing the adoption of his resolu-

ion.

Mr. HOLLAND, I thank the distin-
guished chairman of the committee.

Mr. FERGUSON Mr, President, the
Senator from Michigan wishes to make
a few observations on the resolution of
which he is cosponsor. I hesitate to do
50 because I think it is very important
that the resolution be adopted imme-
diately, and that notice be given to the

Mr, President, will
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United Nations General Assembly as
soon as possible. Yet I think the REcorp
ought to indicate how deeply the United
States Senate feels upon this very impor-
tant question, by means of individual
expressions.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Florida yield to the Sena-
tor from Michigan for the purpose in-
dicated?

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield to
the Senator from Michigan for the pur-
pose of allowing him to make brief obser-
vations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, my
remarks relate to the unusual situation
of a United Nations war. Feretofore we
have had alliances, but we have now, for
the first time in the history of man, what
is known as a war under a collective se-
curity arrangement,

We have discovered, however, that
nations somehow do not recognize that
when they are a part of a collective secu-
rity arrangement, they, too, are at war.
I think that is why we are suffering as we
have suffered in fighting the EKorean
War. It is very difficult to understand
how a nation could trade with its enemy
while at war. Yet that is what has been
occurring with respect to the Chinese
Communists. No nation could have an
enemy more violent than the enemy
which the United Nations have in this
war, vet we see member nations engag-
ing in trade with that enemy.

When the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. GreEEn] and the Senator from Mich-
igan were in the Far East in December,
and were discussing the whole problem of
collective defense in meetings of the
Commonweslth Parliamentary Associa-
tion at Canberra, we found that there
were some nations which simply could
not conceive of the fact that they, too,
were at war.

As a matter of fact, as late as a few
days ago we discovered that one of our
veterans who had returned from Korea
could not get into a veterans’ hospital be-
cause the United States could not realize
or had not officially admitted that it was
in real war with China. We have been 11
months awakening to the fact that each
and every one of the 53 United Nations
which supported the United Nations ac-
tion in Korea is in effect at war.

We who are trained in the law know
a great deal about legal fictions. We
use them in the law to solve certain prob-
lems. But, as far as Korea is concerned,
I think we must wipe out all the fictions,
and consider that we are in fact at war.

The Senator from Michigan spoke on
the floor of the Senate on the 12th of
July, indicating that we had a new struc-
ture in the world, a United Nations Or-
ganization, which was at war with North
Korea. I then urged that any nation
which gave aid and comfort, as a mem-
ber of the United Nations, to North Ko-
rea certainly was, under the regulations
of the United Nations, guilty of treason.
I urged that was treason because, in ef-
fect, all the members of the United Na-
tions were members of an organized so-
ciety which was engaged in fighting the
war against North Eorea, and the defi-
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nition of treason is giving aid and com-
fort to an enemy in time of war.

When China itself came into the war
and went to war against the United Na-
tions, and against each and every mem-
ber thereof, we discovered certain na-
tions trading with the enemy. Russia
was supplying North Korea, and is doing
so today. Now we discover that China is
receiving rubber and is getting aid and
comfort in other ways from other mem-
ber nations.

Mr. President, how late it is! The boys
who have died realized how late it is.
Those who have been maimed for life
and are suffering today know how long
it has been. But if on Thursday, at Lake
Sueccess, we can get the various nations
to recognize that they, too, are at war,
and that when they send anything to
China or North EKorea that is going to
inflict injury upon any boy or man of the
United Nations, they are aiding an en-
emy, and that, in effect, their nation is
guilty of treason, we shall have accom-
plished something.

Mr. President, let us adopt this reso-
lution immediately and tell the other
members of the United Nations that the
two bodies which have a right to speak
for public opinion in America say in no
uncertain terms that we request and
urge the General Assembly of the United
Nations to take action leading to the
placing of an embargo on the shipment
to Communist China of arms, ammuni-
tion, and all other materials—and I un-
derscore the words “all other materials”
for the benefit of the United Nations—
which might aid in the war-making po-
tential of Communist China.

Mr. President, when the vote is taken
in the United Nations, let us see whether
or not the 53 nations will recognize the
true situation.' Today the guestion has
been asked as to whether we are going
to back an edict with shot and shell. I
hope the members of the United Nations
will realize that they are at war. We
hear a nation, through its foreign sec-
retary, say that it intends to furnish
rubber, no matter what happens. We
have heard the expression used, “We will
trade with the devil if it is in our in-
terest.” I want that nation to know that
it is trading with the devil when it trades
with China, when that nation itself is at
war with China.

I hope that these remarks and our ac-
tion on the floor of the Senate today will
penetrate the souls of the leaders of the
various nations so that they will under-
stand that this is war, and that every one
of the nations which has subscribed to
the United Nations Charter, whether
they have a man on the battlefield or not,
is at war with China and at war with
North Korea, and that they will prohibit
any shipments of aid or the giving of any
comfort to this real enemy.

Mr. President, although it is late and
although we might want stronger lan-
guage in the resolution, if a nation will
only use its conscience, which is the con-
science of the people of that nation, it
will understand that the resolution pro-
hibits absolutely any shipments. That is
what we in Congress, speaking for the
minds and the conscience of the Ameri-
can people, will be saying when we adopt
this resolution today.
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Mr. HOLLAND, Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the fervent words of the Sena-
tor from Michican. In closing, I wish
to say that in the adoption of the reso-
Iution the Senate would be approving the
program presented to the United Nations
by our delegation. I wish to read more
specifically what the program involves,
as expressed in the resolution.

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I shall be very glad
to yield in a moment, after I have com-
pleted my statement on this point.

The resolution before the United Na-
tions calls for an embargo on the ship-
ment to areas under the control of Red
China and Communist North EKorea of
arms, ammunition, and implements of
war, atomic energy materials, petroleum,
and items useful in the production of
arms, ammunition, and implements of
war. I yield to the Senator from New
Jersey,

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
the junior Senator from New Jersey
wishes to commend the able Senator
from Florida and the able Senator from
Michigan for the very worth-while effort
which they have put forth in connection
with the pending concurrent resolution.
He wishes to associate himself with the
purposes of the resolution and pledges
his wholehearted support. A long step
forward is being made, There is much
to be said also for the remarks of the
distinguished Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. McCrLeLLAN], and the junior Sena-
tor from New Jersey would like also to
associate himself with the remarks of
the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator
from New Jersey. We have an oppor-
tunity to take an afirmative step, which
will show that the Senate and Congress
stand together behind our representa-
tion in the United Nations. If we adopt
the resolution it will show that there is
no disunity or disagreement between us
on this iraportant question though some
of us would like to go much further. We
believe that our representatives are rep-
resenting us loyally in the United Na-
tions. I feel that thz taking of such an
affirmative step will not cnly hold up
their hands and give the impression to
the people of the world that our Nation
stands together on this vital matter,
but it will also have a very real effect
upon the minds of our fighting men in
Korea. It will sav to them that, in spite
of all the bickering thet may be going on
with reference to details of the sirategy
or policy which is to be adopted, on this
question we are proceeding arm in arm
throughout our Nation, and that we are
determined to go as far as we can go
to protect them while they are on the
battlefield against weapons, guns, and all
the other materials that may come from
any free nation, and to protect them
from any harm that may originate in a
free nation. It would say to them thab
there is absolutely no difference between
us and that as Americans we stand back
of cutting off this nefarious traffic.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for one question?

Mr. JOLLAND. Yes.

Mr. FERGUSON. There isan old say-
ing that everybody's business is nobody’s
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business. It looks as though when we
get into a United Nations war the United
Nations war seems to be no individual
country's war. That is why the matter
should be called to their attention. Does
not the Senator agree?

Mr. HOLLAND. There is much in the
observation of the Senator from Michi-
gan.

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

Mr,. HOLLAND, Yes.

Mr. STENNIS. The Senator knows of
my intersst in the resolution and my sup-
port of it yesterday in a brief speech
on the floor of the Senate. I again wish
to commend his very fine work on the
resolution. I should like further to sup-
plement the record with the eight pro-
visions of the resolution which is now
pending before the United Nations. I
ask unanimous consent to insert the
eight provisions, as published in the
Washington Post. I wish to call par-
ticular attention to the second provision,
which reads:

Each country will determine which com-
modities exported from its territory fall
within the embargo and will slap on controls.

Mr. President, I ask that the eight
provisions, as published in the Washing-
ton Post, be printed in the Recorp at the
conclusion of my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT, 1Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I voice
the hope that when the resolution has
been adopied by the United Nations each
country will see fit to give it a very strict
interpretation, because otherwise it
would be merely a milk and water propo-
sition, which would not accomplish the
results intended. I further express the
hope that even with the adoption of the
pending concurrent resolution the For-
eign Relations Committee will continue
its consideration of the very serious ques-
tion, which is being glaringly overlooked
by the United Nations, namely, that of
an economic embargo, or sanctions. If
such remedy does not work we shall be
driven to take such measures as we think
the circumstances justify.

ExHIBIT 1

The resolution calls for—

1. An embargo on the shipment to areas
under the control of Red China and Com-
munist North Korea of arms, ammunition,
and implements of war, atomic-energy ma-
terials, petroleum, and ftems useful in the
production of arms, ammunition, and im-
plements of war.

2. Bach country will determine which
commodities exported from its territory fall
within the embargo and will slap on con=-
trols.

3. Bach country will try to prevent circum-
vention of controls, such as transshipment
by a state not complying with the embargo.

4, Each country will cooperate with other
states in carrying it out.

5. Each country will report to the Addi-
tional Measures Cormmittee, which will over=-
see the embargo, within 30 days on the meas-
ures taken.

6. The Additional Measures Committee will
continue its consideration of steps to meet
the aggression in Korea.

7. The U. N. reaffirms its policy ealling for
a cessation of hostilitles in EKorea and the
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achievement of U. N. objectives by peaceful
means.

8. The U. N. requests the Good Offices Com-
mittee to continue its work,

Mr, WHERRY., Mr. President, will
the Senator from Florida yield for one
question? It will take only 30 seconds
to ask the question.

Mr. HOLLAND, T yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I am in favor of the
resolution, I have been in favor of such
an embargo against the Chinese Reds for
a long time. Is it noi just as important
that the recipient countries of ECA aid
be prohibited from exporting to Russia
and satellite countries materials which
aid Russia and Red China? It seems
to me the same principle is involved.
We have shut off such traffic from the
United States. Why should it not be
shut off from Great Britain and the
other countries who are doing the very

* thing that we are trying to prohibit by

the pending concurrent resolution?

Mr. HOLLAND. I will say to the Sen-
ator that it is important that shipments
through other channels shall be shut off,
and that the resolution which was
adopted yesterday by one commitiee of
the United Nations, ard which goes to
the political committee on Thursday,
does include such a provision.

Mr. WHERRY. Aslong as 2 years ago
the junior Senator from Nebraska
offered amendments to prohibit the ship-
ment of strategic materials. The distin-
guished Senator from Florida has done
very splendid work in providing that all
materials which might be used in con-
ducting a war be prohibited and that an
embargo be placed against them. That
is the very thing we attempied to do
2 years ago. I hope that when the con-
ferees meet on the third supplemental
appropriation bill, which was passed by
the Senate 3 or 4 days ago, thc House
will adopt the Senate version of the Kem
amendment, which requires that coun-
tries who get ECA funds be prohibited
from doing the things the Senator’s reso-
lution would proscribe.

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator,
and I join in his hope.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the concurrent
resolution as modified.

The concurrent resolution, as modified,
was agreed to, with the accompnanying
preamble, as follows:

Whereas the United States has initiated a
proposal, under the terms of which the Gen-
eral Assembly of the United Nations would
(1) call upon all member nations of the
United Nations not to send to Communist
China arms, ammunition, or any other ma-
terial which might add to the war-making
potential of Communist China; (2) urge
that steps be taken to guard against cir-
cumvention or nullification of such embargo
through loopholes which might enable the
Chinese Communists to acquire the banned
materials; and (3) establish a special com-
mittee to receive perlodic reports from the
complying member nations and to take other
measures aimed at making the embargo as
effective as possible; and

Whereas Communist China has long since
been branded an aggressor by an overwhelm-
ing majority of the member nations of the
United Nations; and

Whereas more than a dozen member na-
tions are partlclpatmg dlrectly with the
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United States in the heroic military action
against the common enemy in Korea, and
the troops of such nations are being shot at,
and killed, by the Chinese Communists; and

Whereas no United Nations soldler should
be the target of a bullet manufactured in the
free world, or required to fight against troops
supplied with materials coming from the
free world: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That the Con-
gress of the United States hereby requests
and urges that the General Assembly of the
United Nations take action leading to the
placing of an embargo on the shipment to
Communist China of arms, ammunition, and
all other materials which might add to the
war-making potential of Communist China.

EMERGENCY FOOD AID TO INDIA

The Senate resumed tl.e consideration
of the bill (S. 872) to furnish emergency
food aid to India.

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that on the cal-
endar day of Wednesday, May 16, 1951,
beginning at the hour of 12 o’clock, noon,
debate upon any amendment or motion,
including appeals, that may be pending
or that may thereafter be proposed to
the bill (8. 872) to furnish emergency
food aid to India shall be limited to not
exceeding 20 minutes, to be equally di-
vided and controlled, in the case of com-
mittee amendments, by the Senator from
Jowa [Mr. GiLLerTE]l and the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], respec-
tively, and, in the case of individual
amendments or motions, by the mover
of any such amendment or motion and
the Senator for Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE],
provided (1) that in the event the Sena-
tor from Towa [Mr. GILLETTE] is in favor
of any such individual amendment or
motion, the time in opposition thereto
shall be controlled by the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], or some other
Senator designated by him; and (2) that
no amendment or motion which is not
germane to the subject matter of said
bill shall be received; provided further
that debate upon the bill itself be limited
to 1 hour, to be divided equally and con-
trolled respectively by the Senator from
Towa [Mr. GiLLETTE] and the Senafor
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], or some
other Senator designated by him.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob-
Jjection?

Mr. MUNDT, Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from South Dakota has been at-
tempting this afternoon to submit a
resolution in the form of an amendment
to the bill. I simply wish to be sure that
under the proposed unanimous-consent
agreement, if it is entered, no interpre-
tation which might be given to it would
exclude the consideration of my amend-
ment. I do not know whether the
amendment will be considered relevant,
because it deals with the disposition of
the interest to be collected from India.
I should like to have the right to have
my amendment considered.

Mr. McFARLAND., Has the Senator
submitted his amendment?

Mr. MUNDT. I have it here, but I
have not yet submitted it.

Mr. McFARLAND. Will the Senator
submit it now, so it can be received,
printed, and lie on the table?
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Mr. MUNDT. Yes, if I may obtain
unanimous consent for that purpose.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the amendment of the Senator
from South Dakota will be received and
printed, and will lie on the table.

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr, President, re-

.serving the right to object—

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Minnesota wait a
minute until the amendment of the
Senator from South Dakota is read. I
should like to have it read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment will be read, for the information
of the Senate.

The legislative clerk read the amend-
ment intended to be proposed by Mr.
Munbpt, as follows:

On page 5, between lines 10 and 11, add a
new section reading as follows:

“Sec. 8. Any sums paid by the Government
of India on or before January 1, 1957 (or such
later date as may hereafter be specified by
act of Congress), as interest on the principal
of any debt incurred under this act shall be
placed in a special deposit account in the
Treasury of the United States, to remain
available until expended. This account shall
be avallable to the Department of State for
the following uses:

“(a) allocation, for designated educational,
agricultural, experimental, scientific, medi-
cal, or philanthropic activities, to American
institutions engaged in such activities in
India;

“({b) studies, instruction, technical train-
ing, and other educational activities in the
United States and its Territorles and pos-
sessions (1) for students, professors, other
academic persons, and technicians who are
citizens of India and (2) with the approval
of appropriate agencies, institutions, or or-
ganizations in India, for students, professors,
other academic persons, and technicians who
are citizens of the United States to partici-
pate in similar activities in India, including
in both cases travel expenses, tuition, sub-
sistence, and other allowances and expenses
incident to such activities; and

“(c) the selection, purchase, and shipment
of (1) American sclentific, technical, and
scholarly books and books of American lit-
erature for higher educational and research
institutions of India, and (2) American lab-
oratory and technical equipment for higher
education and research in India, and (3) the
interchange of similar materials and equip-
ment from India for higher education and
research in the United States.”

Renumber suceeding sections and ref-
erences thereto.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
have no objection to having the amend-
ment considered as being germane and
as coming within the germaneness pro-
vision of the proposed unanimous-con-
sent agreement.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, with
that understanding, I withdraw my res-
ervation of objection to the proposed
agreement,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, as I
understand the parliamentary situation,
the amendment has already been sub-
mitted and now lies on the table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Of course
it would still be subject to a point of
order, if a point of order were made.

Mr. WHERRY. Of course I under-
stand that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. However,
the Chair does not wish to pass on that
matter until a point of order is made.
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Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. Presideat, so
far as the unanimous-consent agree-
ment, as proposed, is concerned, I ask
that the amendment be considered as
being germane and that an exception be
made in the case of the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Arizona asks unanimous consent
that the amendment of the Senator
from South Dakota be considered as ger-
mane, regardless of any circumstances.

Mr. ATKEN. Mr. President, do I cor-
rectly understand that under the pro-
posed agreement all amendments must
bhe submitted now?

The VICE PRESIDENT. No.

Mr. McFARLAND. No; but amend-
ments to be submitted in the future must
be germane, if the proposed agreement
is entered.

Mr. WHERRY.
germane.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, as
a part of the unanimous-consent pro-
posal, I also include a provision that de-
bate on the bill be limited to one hour
and one-half, to be divided equally,

The VICE FRESIDENT. First, is
there objection to the request that the
amendment of the Senator from South

Yes; they must be

-Dakota be regarded as germane? The

Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.
The question now is on agreeing to

};}lxedunanimouspconsent request, as mod-
ed.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr., President, I
merely rise to submit an amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
is now considering a proposed unani-
mous-consent agreement in regard to
limitation of debate on Senate bill 872.
That matter has nothing to do with an
amendment.

Mr, HUMPHREY. I think it does
have something to do with an amend-
ment, Mr. President, because on a for-
mer occasion when we were debating
the farm labor bill, I found myself con-
fronted with difficulty when I attempted
to submit an amendment after a unan-
imous-consent agreement in regard to
limitation of debate on the bill and
amendments to it had been entered. I
wish to be sure that I do not become in-
volved in such a situation in connection
with this measure.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, let
me say to the Senator from Minnesota
that no such limitation is involved in
connection with the proposed agreement
now before the Senate, other than that
all amendments must be germane: and
; assume that the Senator's amendment
is germane.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Very well; so long
as I can submit the amendment later,
I shall not object to the proposed agree-
ment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pro-
posed unanimous-consent agreement
does not limit the right of Senators to
submit amendments which are ger-
mane.

Is there objection to the proposed

agreement as modified?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
shall not object, but I wish to point out
that I reserve the right to act as I see
fit and to vote as I see fit on all amend-
ments which are submitted to the bill,
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I reserve that right in connection with
the provision of the proposed agreement
in regard to the division of time and
my designation as the one to handle the
assignment of part of the time. The
fact that I am charged with assigning
part of the time does not mean, I point
out, that I shall be either for or against
a particular commiitee amendment or
other amendment. I have agreed to sueh
proposals, and I shall do so again, but
I wish it distinctly understood that I
continue to have the right to vote as I
choose on all such matters.

Let me also point out that although I
do not object to the request to have the
amendment which has been referred to
considered as germane, nevertheless I
wish to suggest to the majority leader
that if request is made that an amend-
ment be considered germane and if a
quorum call is not had at the time, be-
fore the request is acted on, Members of
the Senate who then are absent are thus
foreclosed from having an opportunity
to object. I believe that situation
should receive consideration when at-
tempts are made at the last minute to
have certain amendments considered as
being germane, for in reality every Sen-
ator should have an opportunity to
make a point of order against such
amendments. Therefore, I point out
that the proposal to consider certain
amendments as being germane is rather
far-reaching, and definitely should not
be considered as establishing a prece-
dent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob=
jection to the proposed unanimous-con-
sent agreement as modified?

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr, President, I
merely submit the amendment to which
I have referred, so there will be no ques-
tion about it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
hears no objection to the proposed
unanimous-consent agreement as modi-
fied; and, therefore, it is entered.

The amendment submitted by the
Senator from Minnesota will be received,
printed, and lie on the table,

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, let
me inquire whether the agreement as
modified provides for the limitation on
debate to begin at 12 o'clock or 12:30?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Twelve
o’clock.

Mr. McFARLAND., Mr. President, I
meant to provide for 12:30. I ask unani-
mous consent to have the agreement
modified accordingly.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the agreement will be modified
accordingly.

The agreement as entered was sub-
sequently reduced to writing, as follows:

Ordered, That on the calendar day of
Wednesday, May 16, 1951, beginning at the
hour of 12:30 p. m., debate upon any amerd-
ment or motion (licluding appeals) that
may be pending or that may thereafter be
proposed to the bill (S, 872) to furnish emer-
gency food aid to India shall be limited to
not exceeding 20 minutes, to be equally di-
vided and controlled, in the case of coms-
mittee amendments, by Mr. GmierrE and
Mr. WHERRY, respectively, and, in the case of
individual amendments or motions, by the
mover of any such amendment or motion and
Mr. GiuierE: Provided, (1) That in the
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event Mr. Grrerte is In favor of any such
individual amendment or motion, the time
in opposition thereto shall be controlled by
Mr. WHERRY or some Senator designated by
him; and (2) that no amendment or motion
that is not germane to the subject matter
of the said bill shall be received,

Ordered further, That debate on the ques=
tjon of the final passage of the said bill shall
be limited to not exceeding 1 hour and 30
minutes, to be equally divided and con-
trolled by Mr. Gmuierte and Mr. WHERRY Or
some Senator designated by him, respectively.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. Debate on the entire
bill is to be limited to 1 hour and one-
half, with 45 minutes to each side; is
that correct?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is cor-
rect; that modification was made.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN],
for himself, the senior Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripges] and my-
self, has submitted an amendment. I
send to the desk a modification of the
amendment and ask that it be read by
the clerk. ;

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will report the modification.

The modification of the amendment,
submitted by Mr. FercusoN, for himself,
Mr. McCArraN, and Mr. BRIDGES, was
read, as follows:

On page 2, line 17, strike out all of sectlons
4, 5, 6, and 7 and insert in lieu thereof the
following: :

“Sec. 4. The assistance authorized by this
act shall be made only on credit terms as
provided in section 111 (c) (2) of the Eco=
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948, as amended.

“Sec. 5. In order to carry out the purposes
of this act the President is authorized to
utilize not in excess of $190,000,000 during
the period ending June 30, 1952, of which
sum (1) not less than £100,000,000 shall be
made available immediately from funds here-
tofore appropriated by Public Law 759,
Eighty-first Congress, for expenses necessary
to carry out the provisions of the Economie
Cooperation Act of 1948, as amended, and
(2) $90,000,000 shall be available from any
balance of such funds unallotted and un-
obligated as of June 30, 1851, Provided, That
if such amount unallotted and unobligated
is less than $90,000,000 an amount equal to
the difference shall be obtained from the
issuance of notes in such amount by the
Administrator for the Economic Cooperation
Administration, who is hereby authorized and
directed to issue such notes from time to
time during fiscal years 1851 and 1852 for
purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury,
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to purchase such
notes and, in making such purchases to use,
as a public debt transaction, the proceeds of
any public debt issue pursuant to the Second
Liberty Loan Act as amended; And provided
Jurther, That $50,000,000 reserved by the Bu=
reau of the Budget pursuant to section 1214

of Public Law 7569 of the Eighty-first Congress,

from funds appropriated by that act for ex-
penses necessary to carry out the provisions
of the Economie Cooperation Act of 1948 as
amended, shall not be available for purposes
of this section,

“S8gc. 6. The credit terms provided for in
section 4 shall include repayment by transfer
to the United States (under such terms and
in such quantities as may be agreed to be-
tween the Administrator for Economle Co-
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operation and the Government of India), or
otherwise of materials required by the United
States as a result of deficiencies, actual .or
potential, in its own resources.”

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, this
amendment departs from the provision
of the pending bill in three respects.

First. This amendment provides that
the entire amount of assistance author-
ized shall be made available as a loan
rather than on basis of half loan, half
grant. The loan basis would be in ac-
cord with the manner in which aid has
been extended to many of the Marshall
plan countries under the Economic Co-
operation Administration.

Second. The amendment provides that
funds for this loan shall be made avail-
able out of appropriations heretofore
made to the Economiec Cooperation Ad-
ministration, which will not be required
by that agency to continue the Euro~
pean recovery program for the balance
of the present fiscal year. If those funds
are not sufficient, the balance required
would be made available under a public-
debt transaction.

Third. It is proposed that the credit
terms extended in making this loan shall
include permissive repayment provisions
by the transfer to the United States of
certain materials which India can pro-
vide and which are required by the
United States as a result of actual or
potential deficiencies in the supply of
such materials,

At the outset let me stipulate that the
sponsors of this amendment are anxious,
as Americans are always anxious, to re-
spond to a humanitarian call within the
limits of our ability to do so. Let there
be no question of that.

Buf when we tax the American tax-
payers and deduct from their earnings
at the source, we must always remember
that charity is a virtue, but also that
charity begins at home. In taking the
tax dollar from the American worker we
must bear in mind also that we repre-
sent him, as a trustee of that tax money,
and that when we use it, we should use
it as he would have us use it, and as he
would administer that charity.

I am sure that, when the American
taxpayer feels that there is a famine at
this time in India, even though con-
fributed to in part by the action of man,
rather than being an act of God, he is
glad that we are in a position at this
time to extend help, but he will want us
to extend his help wisely.

We disagree with the means proposed
by the pending bill for the discharge of
our humanitarian desires, and we there-
fore propose an alternate method. We
deny the validity of grant as the basis
for this aid. We believe that the loan
basis will satisfy India's need, and will
impose no undue hardship on her.

When the Senator from Nevada of-
fered this amendment, he offered for the
REcorp a statement tracing the legisla-
tive background of the proposal now be-
fore us, and he presented documenfary
evidence of India's asset position and
capacity to service a loan of the nature
that would be authorized by the amend-
ment. There is also available the report
of the House Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, House Report 373 on H. R. 3791,



5326

which even more fully offers conclusive
evidence of the feasibility and the de-
sirability of the proposal represented by
this amendment.

The compelling feature of the back-
ground for this legislation is that India
herself has never asked for a grant, The
official appeal, presented in a note by the
Indian Government dated February 8,
1951, simply requests “the United States
Government to give * * * ad hoc
assistance during 1951 to obtain 2,000,000
tons of food grains and would greatly
appreciate if the grain be supplied on
special and easy terms.”

I wish to repeat the conditions of as-
sistance contemplated in that request—
on special and easy terms.

That simply does not represent a re-
quest for a grant, and there is no record
of such a request. It is a part of a care-
free, grandiose, global give-away phi-
losophy that would gratuitously alter
that request to provide for a gift in whole
or in part.

I am sure that the American tax-
payer, particularly the workingman
from whose pay a deduction is made at
the source, would feel that, when India
requests only a loan, we, as trustees of
the fund which we collect as a tax should
not gratuitously offer to give his money
away if we decide that some assistance is
justified.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. AIKEN. Is it the purpose of the
Senator’s amendment to leave to the
American and Indian officials the deter-
mination of what the price shall be for
the wheat, and also for the commodities
which will be exchanged for the wheat,
as well as the rate at which deliveries
shall be made by the Indian Government
in return for the wheat?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct.

Mr. AIKEN, It would then be neces=
sary, would it not, for them to reach an
agreement, which might be based on the
world wheat agreement price, or on the
world market price, as to the fair ex-
change price of one commodity for an-
other?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct,
and I think that is the only way in which
this matter can be handled.

Mr. AIKEN, It is not intended, is it,
that India shall be required to make
deliveries more rapidly than would be
economically feasible for her?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct.
The Senator from Michigan understands
how India feels about this. If India
could negotiate the price and the terms
of payment, it would be to them a legiti-
mate business deal.

Mr. AIKEN., The Senator from Mich-
igan understands, does he not, that all
other arrangements made by India with
other countries for grains have either
been on a cash basis or on the basis of
barter?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct.

Mr. AIKEN. In other words, there
have been no gifts from other countries,
so far as we know, have there?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct.
That reminds me of the fact that upon
one occasion I was present at a round-
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table discussion with Nelson Johnson,
former Ambassador to China and Aus-
tralia, and several students from the
Far East. The students were selected
to come to America. They came from
countries in the Near East and the Far
East. They were young men and women
who were entering college, and they were
familiar with the respective countries
in which they lived. It was very diffi-
cult for them to understand how Amer-
ica could offer gifts to another nation.
They asked, “Well, what do you really
want? What do you want in return?”
They said they would rather know in
advance what would be expected in re-
turn, rather than be told at some later
time. TUntil very recently their coun-
tries were ruled as colonies in the Far
East and in the Near East, and it can
readily be understood that these young
people, and all their people, thought
they had a right to look a gift horse in
the mouth, because they needed to know
what they would later be required to
give in return.

For that reason I think I can under-
stand the attitude of Mr. Nehru, when
he stated he wanted our aid to be a
loan and not a gift. He wanted to be
able to say to his people that they were
going to be able to stand upon their own
feet. I am hoping that Mr. Nehru's
government and those which follow in
India will feel that this is a loan and
an obligation to be reprid at the very
earliest possible date. I feel satisfied
that if some outside interest does not
interfere—Russia, for instance—it will
be treated as a loan. But the difficulty
is—and it is difficult for them to under-
stand—Russia comes infto the question.

The Senator from Michigan knows of
no case in which Russia ever made a
gift to another nation. Russia’s materi-
alism sometimes works rather subtly.
I recall when Russia put a propaganda
show on in Calcutta. The Senator from
Rhode Island and the Senator from
Michigan went to see the motion picture,
which was a propaganda picture spon-
sored by the Russians. We paid ad-
mission in the regular theater in order
to see it. Russia did not give one cent.
When we were putting out moving pic-
tures it was done free of charge. Ithink
Russia had a better crowd in the theater
by virtue of charging for the show rather
than operating it free of charge. Russia
understands human nature. I say we
must understand if, too. We must un-
derstand that we cannot buy peace.

I think Nehru knows just what he is
doing when he says to his people, “I do
not want this to be a gift, in connection
with which there will be counterpart
funds.” Counterpart funds are strings
attached to our aid. They would enable
us to participate in India’s internal de-
velopment program. Nehru apparently
does not want that. I think he is being
sensible. I also think he is doing this
country a great service in declining an
arrangement that calls for counterpart
funds.

Mr, President, we are having great dif-
ficulty in solving the problem of counter-
part funds. In Italy there is a game
called “counterpart fund,” which has
been introduced to try to get the people
to know the meaning of the word “coun-
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terpart.” I doubt that there is one citi-
zen in America out of 10,000 who under-
stands the counterpart fund about which
we are speaking. One Senator just
pointed to himself to indicate that he
doubts whether he understands it.

Outside of Athens I talked to a farmer
about the ECA program and found that
he had never heard of it. I asked him
about the Marshall plan. He had never
heard of that. I talked to him through
an interpreter, of course. I said, “Did
you ever receive anything that came from
America?”

He said, “Yes; I got a mule.”

He happened to have the mule with
him. I asked him if he was not grateful
to America for giving him the mule.

He replied, “Oh, no; America did not
give me the mule.”

America gave the mule fo the Greek
Government, and the Greek Government
sold the mule to the farmer for enough
drachmas to make $150. Was that farm-
er grateful to America? No. He had to
pay full compensation in Greek drach-
mas for the mule, and it was Greek
drachmas that we call by the high-
sounding name of counterpart funds.
He is not very grateful about that ex-
pression of our generosity, because he
had to pay for it out of his pocket.

I was on a farm near Paris and met a
farmer who had a tractor for which he
had paid counterpart funds. The French
Government not only charged him the
cost of the tractor we had contributed
but it placed a 50-percent tariff on it,
payable by the farmer. The farmer paid
the price of the tractor plus a 50-percent
tariff. The price he paid the French
Government was called by the high-
sounding name “counterpart fund.”

Do we think we can get good will out
of that expression? If the foreign gov-
ernments want to give things to their
people, they should not use this so-called
subterfuge of a counterpart fund.

The only valid question relative to the
conditions of assistance requested by
India is whether the loan basis we pro-
pose contains special and easy terms.
When a man thinks he is receiving easy
terms he thinks he is getting a bargain.
People like to think they are getting bar-
gains. I am sure that if we give India a
bargain in terms, she will feel better
about it.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. AIKEN. Does not the Senator
from Michigan believe that the people of
India would be better satisfied to receive
the fair market value for their commodi-
ties than to be required to sell them at a
very low price, and then receive charity
as payment for them?

Mr. FERGUSON. I agree with the

Senator.

Mr. I have in mind particu-
larly the case of burlap, the price of
which was forced down by our own esti-
mable agency known as the OPS. Not
long ago India controlled the price of
burlap, which was selling for slightly
more than 22 cents a pound. Then the
controls were taken off, and the price
went to the world price of 26 cents a
pound. That was the world market price
at the time. Then the OPS proclaimed
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a general freeze as of December and
early January, which reduced the price
of burlap in this country below the world
market price which India could get by
selling elsewhere. We then stopped get-
ting burlap from India, because our Gov-
ernment agency had interfered with the
world market price and said, in effect,
“You cannot sell your burlap in Amer-
ica.” We use approximately from 20 to
25 percent of the burlap output of India.
India was told, in effect, “You cannot sell
it in the United States unless you sell it
below what you can get somewhere else
in the world.”

The price has gone to 34 cents. Large
manufacturers who are in the most-fa-
vored situation under the OPS ruling can
get some burlap, but, at the same time,
not all our manufacturers can get it to-
day because of the restrictions put on
them, not by India, but by our own Gov-
ernment. Why should not India get the
world market price if she can get it?

Mr. FERGUSON. In other words, the
Indian people have the right to ask,
“What do you expect in the future?”

Mr. AIKEN. I sometimes think there
are those in our Government who regard
foreign governments in the same light in
which they regard the American farmer.
They want to give them a hand-out and
force them to sell at half price.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Has the Senator seen
the proposed terms of the loan? I am
speaking of the loan which it is now sug-
gested we provide for India.

Mr. FERGUSON. No. I shall insert
in the Recorp an extract from the ECA
Act, which indicates the kind of loan
that is contemplated. I was about to
refer to the type of loan and its terms.
I think we must leave it to the Adminis-
trator to negotiate the nature of the
loan, as well as the price of the material,
We must expect that the Administrator
will be honest both to the United States
taxpayer and to the Indian recipients in
the negotiations.

Mr. WHERRY. Has the Senator seen
the terms of some of the loans made to
other nations?

Mr., FERGUSON. I have.

Mr. WHERRY. From their provi-
sions, would the Senator think they con-
stitute what could be called a straight
Government loan?

Mr. FERGUSON. Some of them con-
tain exceptional terms.

Mr. WHERRY. Has the Senator seen
the one with Iceland?

Mr. FERGUSON. I have seen refer-
ence to the terms of the loan to Iceland.

Mr. WHERRY. I hope the distin-
guished Senator from Michigan will ex-
amine the volume which gives a report
on the loans, the agreements, and the
conditions. I submit to the Senator
That some of the agreements I have seen
provide that by mutual consent of both
parties they can change or alter com-
pletely the promissory note given as a
basis for the loan. The reason why I
ask the question is because there are
amendments which provide for a loan.
What kind of a loan? Isit a loan which
is a straight Government loan, without
any conditions, and which will be paid
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when it matures, or are there loopholes
which make it only a loan in name, but
in reality a grant in the event the terms
are altered? That is the point I am
making.

Mr. FERGUSON. The loan will be
under the provisions of a law which
Congress has passed, section 111 (e¢)
paragraph 2 of the Economic Coopera-
tion Act of 1948. In a case such as this
it is very difficult in advance to prescribe
definitely the terms. The loan must
be negotiated in good faith. I take it
for granted that the terms of such loans
should be reported. The Senator from
Nebraska has indicated that in the last
10 years the United States Government
has loaned—what was the amount,
$100,000,000,000?

Mr. WHERRY. I am sure the Sena-
tor heard me make that statement ear-
lier today. What I attempted to say was
that that amount represented grants or
Joans, and I said that in my opinion
most of these transactions are grants.
I said the total amount was more than
$100,000,000,000 in the last 10 years. The
reason why I mention that is that the so-
called instruments which the Depart-
ment says are loans, to me seem to be
nothing more than grants. My feeling is
that inasmuch as our Government has
canceled many other debts, the admin-
istration can cancel or change the loan
in any way the administration desires to
change it under an agreement contain-
ing such terms as those which were nego-
tiated with Iceland, if it feels that the
economic situation of a country which
has made a loan from us is such that it
cannot meet the terms of the loan.

My point is: Is this a loan which is
dependable? Are we to be paid back?
Will the taxpayers be reimbursed? Or is
this a loan which contains such loop-
holes that it can be canceled when and
if the two Governments decide mutually
that it should be canceled?

Mr. FERGUSON. The loan would
come under the provisions of the Eco-
nomie Cooperation Act, section 111 (¢),
paragraph 2. I would say that if officials
of the Government made a loan which
was in effect a grant, they would be
violating their oaths of office. A loan is
a loan. A loan must be made, and if it
is not to be paid back then it is not a
loan. Certainly it is intended that this
Ioan to India shall be paid back.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. I wish to read para-
graph 4, as it appears in the House
Foreign Relations Commitiee report,
and which I read earlier today:

If at any time or from time to time the
parties hereto determine that it would be
in their common interests hecause of adverse
economic conditions—

Note this—

because of adverse economic conditions or
for any other reasons to postpone, or provide
for the postponement, of any installments of
interest or principal or to provide that such
installments or any part thereof shall be
made and received in local currency of Ice=-
land at a rate of exchange to be agreed upon,
or to modify the aforesaid promissory note in
any respect, they may by mutual agreement
in writing provide for any such postpone-
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ment, or payment in local currency, or any
modification hereof. Any agreement for pay=
ment in local currency may specify the pur-
poses for which such currency may be used.

I call .attention to the words “or to
modify the aforesaid promissory note in
any respect.” Would the Senator con-
sider that to be language which would
serve as the basis for what we would call
a good Government loan?

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from

" Michigan feels that is a stipulation in a

particular loan agreement. That is not
the language of the act. I made refer-
ence a moment ago to the provisions of
the law under which the loan would have
to be made. I now ask unanimous con-
sent that the relevant portions of sec-
tion 111 (e) (2) of the Economic Co-
operation Act of 1948 be printed in the
REecorp at this point.

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

{2) When it is determined that assistance
should be extended under the provisions of
this title on credit terms, the Administra-
tor shall allocate funds for the purpose to
the Ezport-Import Bank of Washington,
which shall, notwithstanding the provisions
of the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945 (59
S.at. 526), as amended, make and administer
the credit on terms specified by the Admin-
istrator in consultation with the National
Advisory Council on Intemat&onal Monetary
and Financial Problems. * *

* ¢ * The notes heretnnbove author-
ized shall be redeemable at the aption of the
Administrator before maturity in such man-
ner as may be stipulated in such notes and
shall have such maturity as may be deter-
mined by the Administrator with the ap-
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury.
Each such note shall bear Interest at a rate
determined by the Secretary of the Treasury,
taking into consideration the current aver-
age rate on outstanding marketable obliga-
tions of the United States as of the last day
of the month preceding the lssuance of the
note. Payment under this paragraph of the
purchase price of such notes and repayments
thereof by the Administrator shall be treated
as public-debt transactions of the United
States, In allocating funds to the Export-
Import Bank of Washington for assistance on
credit terms under this paragraph, the Ad-
ministrator shall first utillze such funds
reallzed from the sale of notes authorized by
this paragraph as he determines to be avall-
able for this purpose, and when such funds
are exhliausted, or after the end of 1 year from
the date of enactment of this act, whichever
is earlier, he shall utilize any funds appro-
priated under this title. The Administrator
shall make advances to, or reimburse, the
Export-Import Bank of Washington for nec-
essary administrative expenses in connection
with such credits. Credits made by the Ex-
port-Import Bank of Washington with funds
so allocated to it by the [fdministrator shall
not be considered in determining whether
the bank has outstanding at any one time
loans and guaranties to the extent of the
limitation imposed by section 7 of the Ex-
port-Import Bank Act of 1945 (59 Stat. 529),
as amended. Amounts recelved In repay-
ment of principal and interest on any credits
made under this paragraph shall be deposited
into miscellanecus receipts of the Treasury:
Provided, That, to the extent required for
such purpose, amounts received In repayment
of principal and interest on any credits made
out of funds realized frora the sale of notes
authorized under this paragraph shall be de-
posited into the Treasury for the purpose of
the retirement of such notes.
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Mr. FERGUSON. The language of
that provision does not go so far that a
loan can be converted into a grant.

Mr, WHERRY. A provision such as
I just read into the Recorp is not one
that should be the basis for a loan.

Mr. FERGUSON. That is how the
Senator from Michigan feels.

Mr. WHERRY. Certainly the State
Department, or whatever agency is to
handle the loan, will have some idea of
what the provisions of the loan will be.
Why does not the Congress know about
it? 1Is it to be a loan which tomorrow
or next year or 5 years from now or at
a later date, may, in its terms, be
changed? It will probably run for 30
or 35 years. The present administra-
tion will be out of office and another ad-
ministration will be in office. Under
such a stipulation as that made in con-
nection with the loan to Iceland, even
though the promissory note be negoti-
ated in good faith by the present admin-
istration, a future administration can
accept a modification of the agreement.
Why cannot we know whether the pro-
visions of an agreement for a loan to
India will be based on similar language
as the loan to Iceland? If it is, then
what we would be doing would be to
make a grant instead of a loan.

Mr. FERGUSON. No, the Senator
from Michigan does not feel that is cor-
rect, because each credit transaction in-
volves an agresment setting forth the
amount of the loan and any other neces-
sary arrangement.

Mr. WHERRY. If fixes the due date.

Mr. FERGUSON. Accompanying the
agreement is a promissory note, contain-
ing the interest rate, and the terms for
repayment of principal and interest.

Mr. WHERRY. Yes.

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Nebraska understands that when a
promissory note is given, it is intended
that it shall be a loan, and not a grant.
Unless we enter into an agreement in
the form of a treaty, which, after it has
been negotiated is ratified by the Sen-
ate, we must proceed in the way indi-
cated.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senate does not
confirm or ratify a negotiated loan.

Mr. FERGUSON. No. Todo what the
Senator from Nebraska wants done
would necessitate the negotiation of a
loan in such a form that it would have
to be ratified by the Senate.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. Does not the Senator
from Michigan agree with the junior
Senator from Nebraska that it is about
time that some branch of the Govern-
ment should have knowledge of the
amount of loans which are being made to
foreign countries, whether they are
bona fide loans, or whether they are
grants, or whether they are loans con-
taining so many loopholes that they
never will be paid? Certainly the
Senator knows the experience of the
United States in connection with loans
made to foreign countries. It is cer-
tainly not a very healthy and satisfac=-
tory experience.

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Michigan realizes that. I think that is
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why it is good for us to have this debate.
It certainly should serve as a warning to
those who negotiate the loans, that the
Senate of the United States expects that
they be genuine loans, and not grants-
in-aid or gifts.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I think it behooves
the proponents of this measure to come
forward and give the Members of the
Senate some assurance that what is pro-
posed to be done now is to make a loan,
because it seems to me that overnight
what is proposed to be done may be
changed from a loan to a grant. If loan
agreements have loopholes in them
which will result in the loan never being
paid back, I cannot for the life of me see
any difference between such loan agree-
ments and grants.

I think we ought to be fair to the
American people about this matter. If
this is to be a loan, and it is expected to
be repaid, the promissory note should
not be altered any more than a promis-
sory note would be altered in private life.
If I sign a promissory note, I must pay
the note and the interest on it. I can-
not suggest 6 months or a year from now
that the terms of such a promissory note
be altered or that it be canceled. I would
not be permitted to suggest that I pay
only 10 cents on the dollar, Of course,
if there were a bankruptcy proceeding,
that would be a different proposition. If
any conditions placed in the agreement
loans are bankrupt, we ought to know
about it now.

If the Senate is to approve this loan
its Members should know that it is really
a loan, which it is expected shall be
paid back; that it is a straight loan made
upon the basis of negotiations between
governments, and there should not be
any conditions placed i1 the agreement
which would permit either country to
step out from under any of its provisions
on any pretext. The loan ought to be
repaid; otherwise it would not be a loan.
‘We should not grant a loan if the agree-
ment contains loopholes as big as houses
through which its provisions can be
altered.

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Michigan agrees that it should not be a
grant, and it would not be a grant if our
public officials, acting as trustees, under
their oaths of office acted as they should.

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

Mr, FERGUSON. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Michigan said that the provisions of a
loan could be handled much like the
negotiating cf a treaty. I agree with
the Senator. In such a case should not
the officials of the department handling
the matter come to the Senate and ask
the Senate to ratify the provisions of the
agreement, or, in case there should be
proposed alterations in the promissory
note, to ratify the alterations, within
the provisions of the law?

Mr, FERGUSON. I would say that if
it were not for the situation now existing
in connection with the proposed aid to
India, the time element involved, such a
maftter could be negotiated and brought
back to the Senate in the nature of a
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treaty, and ratified by the Senate. But
under the Economic Cooperation Act we
have created the authority to make cer-
tain kinds of loans, and it expedites mat-
ters to be able to avail ourselves of that
authortiy in the present instance.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I am certainly not in
disagreement with the interpretation of
the law which the Congress enacted; but
in view of the statement made a moment
ago by the distinguished Senator from
Michigan to the effect that the loan
could be negotiated as a treaty, and that
we could write certain provisions into it,
of the loan is negotiated on the basis
of a straight promissory note, if the note
is altered and the debtor is relieved of
the debt, does not the Senator feel that
at least the departments of the Govern-
ment should come before the Senate and
and give the Senate an opportunity to
alter the note, rather than having it al-
;.ered by the department which made the

oan?

Mr. FERGUSON. Of course, the Sen-
ator from Michigan feels that public
officials should act in good faith, and
should report defaults. They should re-
port to the various committees, particu-
larly the Appropriations Committees, all
defaults. The Senator from Nebraska
has had some sad experiences. One of
them has been that he cannot find out
just how much money we have loaned. I,
too, should like to know the answers to
these questions. Another thing the Sen-
ator is unable to find out is whether or
1ot any of the loans are in default.

Mr. WHERRY. Or whether any of
them have been paid.

IMr. FERGUSON. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
know how much money has been paid on
foreign loans during the past 10 years?

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Nebraska has indicated that he cannot
find out. The Senator from Michigan
realizes that it is a pretty difficult thing
to find out when the Senator from Ne-
braska cannot find it out. But we have
discovered that, under the guise of so-
called security, many things are secreted
from the American people when they
should not be.

One of the things which the Senator
is trying to find out is how many loans
we have made, how many are in default,
and how many have | een paid, as well as
how many agreements have been
changed and why they ‘have been
changed. The facts ought to come to
the attention of the American public,
because, after all, these are tax dollars
that are being used. The situation is
very much like that in which the trustee
of an estate lends money from the
estate, money which belongs to widows
and children, without keeping track of
whether the loans are being paid or not.
‘When the public officials of America and
of other nations recognize the fact that
these are trust funds, and not their own
funds, then we shall have honesty and
morality in government. That is what
we need.

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

Mr, FERGUSON. I yield.
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Mr. WHERRY. I was not quarreling
over the point of whether the Senate or
both Houses of Congress should be in-
formed. I believe that both Houses
passed on the British loan.

I should like to ask the Senator an-
other question.: If India has furs or jute
for sale and does not wish to dispose of
them now, she can obtain a loan from the
RFC, can she not?

Mr. FERGUSON., I believe special
authority would be required.

Mr, WHERRY. Certainly she can ob-
tain a loan from the Export-Import
Bank.

Mr. FERGUSON. If she has good col-
lateral.

Mr. WHERRY. That is what I mean.

Mr. FERGUSON. Not good enough for
a bank loan, but good enough for this
purpose.

Mr. WHERRY. I cannot understand
the purpose of changing from a grant
to a loan overnight, on the theory that
this is a loan. The experience with ECA
loans has been that we adopt the at-
titude, “We will lend it to them. Perhaps
we shall get it back, but probably we
shall not get it back,” That is the theory
under which an ECA loan is made.

Mr. FERGUSON. I think the Sena-
tor from Nebraska understands that the
Senator from Nevada, the Senator from
New Hampshire, and the Senator from
Michigan do not want this transaction
to go through as a grant. They want it
to be a loan. They expect that it will be
negotiated on reasonable and fair terms,
and that the loan will be repaid. Any
nation which defaults on such a loan
when it has the capacity to pay, like any
other debtor in a similar situation, ac-
quires the reputation of not keeping its
agreements.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. AIKEN. The Senator has no
doubt, has he, that India is about as
likely to repay the loan in goods as are
most of the other countries to which we
are lending money. That is particularly
true because India produces things
which we must buy, and which do not
come in competition with our own pro-
ducers in the United States. It is the
logical place to buy.

Mr. FERGUSON. In other words, In-
dia has certain commodities, of which
jute is one. She has a capacity to re-
pay and we should expect her to do so.

Mr, ATEEN. That is correct.

Mr. FERGUSON. The United States
is a large user of jute, because we bag
so many things. Jute is raised in India.
I am glad to note that in February, In-
dia removed the embargo with respect
to Pakistan. India is partly to blame for
her own famine condition. It is to blame
to a great extent. India had a trade war
with Pakistan. She planted jute instead
of wheat because she did not want to buy
jute for the mills in Caleutta from East
Bengal. There was a trade war in prog-
ress. There was no rhyme or reason for
the trade war, except that the Indian
Government wanted to destroy the Pak-
istanian Government. The Senator from
Michigan feels that that is a fact. But
Pakistan had a war on with the Indian
Government up in IKZashmir, The
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United Nations has sent a representa-
tive over there to try to settle that war,
Those two nations, as young nations,
had better settle down and try to do
business. The Serator from Michigan
saw wheat in Pakistan lying on the
wharf. It could not be shipped any-
where, and it was destroyed by virtue of
age. India would not buy a grain of it.

Mr. ATIKEN. I believe that India has
now made arrangements to buy 10,000
tons of wheat from Pakistan.

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes. I am glad to
1;n]oée that the trade war is being set-

ed.

Mr. ATEEN. India is getting wheat
from Pakistan. It is probably getting
jute from Pakistan. I believe the trou-
ble referred to is partly due to the fact
that, as I understand, India had de-
valued her currency, bui 2akistan had
not got around to doing that necessary
thing.

Mr. FERGUSON. That was one of
the reasons.

Mr. DWORSH.\E. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUEON. I yield.

Mr. DWORSHAEK. In commercial
transactions between the Indian Gov-
ernment and countries in South Amer-
iea or Russia, involving wheat, is it true
that cash is paid? Or is the wheat
bought on an exchange basis, so that
there is a quid pro guo involved?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is the way
Russia does business.

Mr., DWORSHAK. How about the
South American countries?

Mr. FERGUSON. 1 think they oper-
ate in the same way. I know of no coun-
try outside the United States which takes
the tax dollar and gives it away. In her
colonial empire England used a similar
arrangement, but I believe that every-
one who was under that colonial empire
expected to pay the money back in tax
dollars or otherwise, and then some. But
I know of no nation in the history of
the world, unless it had a colonial em-
pire, which followed such a plan. We
do not have a colonial empire, so we do
not follow that program under such a
guise. I know of no other country which
takes its tax dollars, as we do, under the
general-welfare clause, or under our na-
tional-defense program, and gives them
away.

Everyone knows that one of the big
reasons for fighting the revolutionary
war was taxation without representa-
tion. In other words, we were being
taxed in the Colonies and the money was
being taken over to England and used
by the English. We said that we were
fighting a war because we were being
taxed and did not have any represen-
tation in the British Parliament. Now
we are doing exactly the same thing. In
the case of Britain, she was taxing the
Colonies. Now we are taxing the people
of America and sending the money to
England and other countries where we
have no representation, That is exactly
what was done in colonial days.

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

Mr. FERGUCON. I yield.

Mr. DWORSHAR. In view of the fact
that in India there are stocks of burlap,
chrome, and other strategic materials
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and commodities which are needed in
the United States in the interest of na-
tional preparedness, it would seem that
the Indian Government would prefer to

‘conduct this transaction on a commer-

cial basis, rather than to establish a
;)rtecedent which might be embarrassing
aLer.

Mr. FERGUSON. 8She does. We
placed in this particular amendment the
idea of exchange of strategic materials.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY, Why is this loan be-
ing made through ECA?

Mr. FERGUSON. Because ECA is one
of the agencies which is established for
the making of loans, Either the ECA or
the Export-Import Bank can make such
loans, although the latter is authorized
only to make production loans, I believe,
ECA represents the only method we have
ﬁl;esent.ly available of making a loan like

is.

Mr. WHERRY. It would be possible to
make g loan through the Export-Import
Bank without the necessity of going to
ECA at all. If it is contemplated that
repayment will be made in goods on a
commercial basis, I maintain the Ex-
port-Import Bank is the agency through
which the loan should be made.

Mr. FERGUSON. The Export-Import
Bank acts as the operating agency for
ECA. When the ECA passes out of ex-
istence the Export-Import Bank will
handle such matters. I hope the ECA
will go out of business, because it will
have outlived its span of life in 1952,

Mr. WHERRY. Is it not correet to say
that under ECA much easier terms are
provided? In other words, ECA does
what it wishes to do. - Under the Export-
Import Bank there is a semblance of a
straight loan made between countries.

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

Mr. FERGUSON, We passed the law.
It is perhaps the best method that we
have in existence at the present time.
The terms of each loan are arrived at
by the ECA Administrator in consulta-
tion with the National Advisory Council
on International Monetary and Finan-
cial Problems. Loans are extended on
that agreed basis. Therefore, we have
the machinery available, and it is hoped
that the officials will act as trustees for
American taxpayer dollars and honestly
carry out the functions that they are
supposed to carry out. If they do so, we
will have a loan, not a grant.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY., Would the Senaftor
consider modifying his amendment so
as to provide that section 4 of the Iceland
agreement shall not apply in the loan to
India unless Congress first gives its full
approval to it? The Senator need not
give his answer at this time. He may
wish to think it over. We are being told
that aid to India will be granted on the
basis of a loan, which will be paid back.
Therefore, it would seem to me that a
provision should be inserted that the
Iceland agreement shall not apply. Un-
lecs BCA wants to make it under the law
to which the Senator has referred, why
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should it not be necessary to come back
to Congress to get full approval of any
such agreement?

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. AIKEN. Is it not true that ECA
has the organizational set-up to deal
with a situation which involves a meas-
ure of relief, whereas the Export-Im-
port Bank is supposed to deal only with
strictly sound business propositions? I
believe there is about the same difference
as there is between the Farmers Home
Administration and the Production
Credit Associations. The Farmers Home
Administration deals with situations
which, strictly speaking, are not sound
banking propositions, although the per-
centage of repayments has been remark-
ably high.

The Production Credit Associations,
which deal with American farmers, are
just as restricted as any bank. I would
say in that respect we have perhaps an
analogy with the Indian situation. The
Senator from Michigan proposes to have
the ECA handle it, rather than the Ex-
port-Import Bank, which perhaps could
not make a loan.

Mr. FERGUSON.
own funds?

Mr. AIKEN. Out of its own funds.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. There may be some
provision under which it would not be a
production loan, and, therefore, it would
have to be handled by ECA. I am not
certain about it. However, I ask the Sen-
ator once again, if it is to be a loan and,
as we are told, it is to be paid back,
whether there can be any objection to a
modification of section 4 along the line
I have suggested? I do not see anything
wrong with it.

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Michigan will give consideration to the
suggestion,

In general, ECA loans have been for
periods of 33 to 35 years, at an interest
rate of 2'2 percent on unpaid prineipal,
with a period of grace for beginning in-
terest payments of from 2 to 4 years, and
a period of grace for beginning principal
payments of from 6 to 8 years.

There is no desire to strait-jacket the
terms of the loan contemplated by this
amendment in order to provide the “spe-
cial and easy terms” which India has
requested, and therefore there is no at-
tempt to write the loan conditions into
the hill or to depart from the discretion-
ary authority provided in section 111 (c)
(2) of the ECA Act.

The Senator from Michigan does feel,
however, that each loan should be con-
sidered by the officials making it on the
basis that they are dealing with trust
funds of the taxpayers of America, and
that they should constantly keep in mind
that it is a loan, not a gift.

As a matter of probabilities we have
a statement to the House Foreign Affairs
Committee that the NCA probably would
advise a loan for 35 years at 2'2 percent
interest with the required semiannual
payments of prineipal deferred for 6 or
8 years, but with no grace pericd for the

That is, out of its
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required semiannual payments of in-

terest. ‘

These probable terms fully meet the
only conditions of aid which were re-
quested by the Indian Government, and
in the light of that government’s asset
position would be entirely within its ca-
pacity to service,

It is ironical that we, who sincerely
wish to demonstrate our generosity to
the people of India, should have to quib-
ble as to whether the conditions or terms
of our assistance would be offensive to
the beneficiaries. But that is just what
has been happening.

It is a cruel irony that this quibbling
should take place when the Indian Gov-
ernment itself has given so little credit
to this Nation for its generous inten-
tions, and in faect has served the propa-
ganda line of the Soviet Union by stress-
ing an announcement that Russia has
just agreed to sell 50,000 tons of wheat
to India. That announcement to the
Indian Parliament by Prime Minister
Nehru was greeted by cheers.

What was never said was that in the
first 4 months of this year the United
States has sold and delivered to India
411,000 tons of grain, during which same
period something like 42,000 tons, or
about one-tenth as much, had been dis-
patched on similar terms by Communist
China.

I ask unanimous consent that an Asso-
ciated Press dispatch from New Delhi,
dated May 12, be printed at this point
in my remarks, as it recites this extra-
ordinary account of India’s gratefulness
to this counftry.

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

UNITED STATES AIDES IN INDIA SEE PRESTIGE
Loss—PRo-SOVIET FEELING INSPIRED BY
RUSSIAN GRAIN SHIPMENT Is LAID IN PART
T0 NEHRU
New DerLHT, INDIA, May 12.—United States

officials are chagrined at the pro-Soviet feel-

ing engendered here by the shipment of

Russian wheat to this nation, announced

on the same day that Prime Minister Jawa-

harlal Nehru accepted the terms for much
larger United States aid.

Mr. Nehru himself contributed to a major
Communist propaganda gain among India’s
hungry millions by the dramatic announce=
ment in Parliament Thursday that “Russian
ships with wheat have started for India.”
He referred to a relatively minor 50,000-ton
purchase,

Only an hour later did he tell Parliament
that he saw no political strings attached to
the famine relief bills n the United States
Congress to supply India with 2,000,000 tons
of wheat.

The result was that the American move
to help was obscured by the start of the
Russian shipment. Obscured also was the
fact that more than 100,000 tons are coming
to India each month from the United States
through regular trade channels.

One influential newspaper, the British-
controlled Statesman, headlined the Russian
move and gave secondary position to India's
acceptance of United States terms.

The same attitude was reflected in other
parts of the Indian press, and in the con-
versations of Indian officials, leaders, and
plain citizens.

For weeks, Indians have been viewing with
growing impatience reports from Washing-*
ton on the ups and downs of the proposals
for a grant or loan to India. It is a £190,-
000,000 project.
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An important segment of Indian opinion,
wavering between east and west, swung
farther toward the Soviet camp when Mr,
Nehru announced that Russia already was
starting the 50,000 tons without waiting for
the conclusion of negotiations on the terms.

The Indian Government and United States
Information Services have failed to get across
to the Indian people that the United States
has been doing for a long time on a large
scale what the Soviet Union proposes to do
on a small scale.

Shipping records show that the United
States has sold and delivered 411,000 tons of
grain to India in the first 4 months of this
year. The only delivery from Communist
countries in that period was 42,000 tons from
Communist China.

But Indian Journalists are increasingly
caustic about the slow progress of the famine
relief hills in Congress.

“The United States took only 24 hours to
help Korea, but it already has taken 6 months
to help save India’s people,” said one Indian
Journalist.

The Hindustan Times, which often reflects
Government opinion said in an editorial:

“Americans are making a poor impression
psychologically on our people by the way they
are discussing the request for 2,000,000 tons
of food grains.”

Mr. FERGUSON. However that may
be, Mr. President, we do have the ques-
tion whether this eurrent assistance pro-
gram will meet India's requirements in
a manner acceptable to that Nation.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant
reading clerk, announced that the House
had agreed to the concurrent resolution
(&. Con. Res. 31) favoring an embargo
by the United Nations on shipments of
war materials to Communist China.

CONCURRENCE BY THE HOUSE IN SENATE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 31

Mr,. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I am
sure it is very good news to the Chair
and to the Senator from Michigan that
the House so speedily adopted the con-
current resolution which the Senate
adopted earlier this afternoon. It will
be evidence to the United Nations, par-
ticularly to our delegation, that Congress
acted very speedily in accordance with
the feelings of the American people.

This speedy action by Congress will be
evidence to the other nations of how
deeply the American people feel about
this vital matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Horranp in the chair). If the Senate
will permit the present occupant of the
chair to state what he feels he may
properly express, the Chair would like
to commend the Senator from Michigan
for his statement and to join him
therein as far as he can properly do so.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I should
like to congratulate both the Chair, the
Senator from Florida, and the Senator
from Michigan on this splendid ac-
complishment today in the Senate, and
to rejoice with both of them that the
House of Representatives has acted so
promptly on the concurrent resolution.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, this
quick action should also give heart to
the American people and should show
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them that the Congress can act speedily
when speedy action is required.

Frequently, statements are made about
the slowness of Congress to act, and on
many occasions the newspaper headlines
carry the word “filibuster,” with the re-
sult that the American people receive
the impression that Congress cannot act
speedily, However, the concurrent reso-
lution was submitted only yesterday; it
lay ove: for 1 day, under the rule, and
now has been adopted by the Senate and,
after geing to the House of Representa-
tives, has been adopted by that body.
If the concurrent resolution were a meas-
ure which required the signature of the
President, it could very readily be signed
by the President this evening and thus
could become the law of the land. How-
ever, the concurrent resolution does not
require Presidential signature. If is an
expression of the will of Congress as to
what should happen.

I hope the American people will rec-
ognize that when Congress should act
speedily, it can do so, and does so.

EMERGENCY FOOD AID TO INDIA

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (8. 872) to furnish emergency
food aid to India.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
have already stated why I believe the
current assistaice program, as my
amendinent would provide it, should meet
India’s requirements in a manner accept-
able to India. The Indian Prime Minis-
ter, in fact, has acknowledged as much.

Somewhat later on the day that Nehru
informed the Indian Parliament of Rus-
sia’s great generosity, he made entirely
clear that the terms and conditions of
aid contemplated in this amendment are
altogether agreeable. Here is what he
said, in discussing the bills which are
before the United States Senate and
House of Representatives at the present
time:

In our view [they] have no political or
discriminatory conditions attached to them
and there can be no objection on these
grounds to our accepting either of these two.
We prefer the terms of the House bill be-
cause they are simpler.

The terms of the House bill, let me
add, are essentially those of this amend-
ment.

The present bill provides that $95,000,-
000 of the funds authorized by this
measure shall be provided out of the
appropriation heretofore made to the
Economic Cooperation Administration.
The committee report indicates that ac-
cording to ECA officials, that much would
be available as not needed for the cur-
rent year’s recovery program in Eu-
rope.
1;}'I‘elw:re is no record to advise us
whether or not ECA has indicated that
anything more than $95,000,000 would
not be needed for current year opera-
tions of ECA. The fact of the matter is,
Mr. PFPresident, that ECA will have
enough funds o provide all or most of
the sum required by this measure without
interfering with the current year’s re-
covery program in Europe.

I shall not go into the details of ECA's
anticipated unobligated balances as of
the end of the current fiscal year. It
is conceded that the absolute minimum
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will be in the neighborhood of $120,000,-
000 and there is every reason to expect
it will exceed that amount.

What we provide is that such unobli-
gated balances as remain, in no event
less than $10,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for this loan program. There is
no desire to cut off the amount of ECA
funds which may go to Formosa or as
military aid under that program. Any
difference between what can be made
available from ECA's balances and the
total of $190,000,000 authorized for this
India wheat program would be made
available through a public-debt trans-
action.

The third provision of this amendment

is that the terms for the extended’

credit shall include provision for repay-
ment by the transfer of strategic or
critical materials to the United States.
There is nothing mandatory about the
extent to which these materials shall be
transferred as repayment.

As indicated by the Senator from Ver-
mont, we must do business with India
and India must do business with us on
a businesslike basis. The authority is
permissive, so as not to' handcufl the
lending authorities; but in the language
of the House Foreign Affairs Committee
report on a similar proposal, this would
not be “an invitation to the executive
branch to ignore the responsibility to
acquire these strategic materials wher-
ever possible.”

Mr. President, again I say that when
these agencies are handling the taxpay-
ers’ dollars, which are trust funds, they
should keep in mind that the United
States should on every possible occasion
acquire strategic materials and should
exert every possible effort to obtain them.
India, which is one of the nations at the
present time associated with us in the
United Nations in the war, should feel
the same way about that matter.

Mr. President, the fact is that India
produces a number of materials regard-
ed by the United States as critical or
strategic. Among these are beryl, cas-
tor-oil seed, chromite, cyanite, man-
ganese, mica, monazite, opium, pepper,
shellae, tale, zircon, coconut oil, rutile,
and natural-rubber latex, all of which
are on the Munitions Board group I
stockpile list. She also produces jute,
leather, and sesame oil, which are in
short supply in this country, although
they are not being stockpiled.

These are all items which the United
States needs in its battle for survival
and the support of its allies in the fight
against communism.

By the way, Mr. President, India must
always remember, and we must remem-
ber, that- India is one of the nations
which is joined with us in the United
Nations in the same battle against com-
munism. If India forgets that she is in
the battle against communism, commu-
nism can take over India very quickly,
and then Mr. Nehru and his Government
certainly will cease to function.

India needs food; but as the Hcuse
committee has said:

With due regard for India's policies on
strategic and critical materfals * * * in
the long-term view strategic materials are as

vital to national survival of the United States
as food grains are to India.
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That is true, Mr. President, because
war can kill our people a3 well as starva-
tion can kill the people of India.

It seems only right and propzsr that
our Nation and the Indian Nation should
exchange these items which are so nec2s-
sary to each of wus. Therefore, the
amendment provides that the terms of
the loan shall contain provision for a
conticuous flow of some of these stra-
tegic items to the United States. It is
indeed a small price to pay for the loan
and the value that such a loan will bring
to the Indian people.

I hope the sponsors of the bill will ac-
cept this amendment. I believe it is
acceptable to the Senator from New Jer-
sey, and perhaps he can speak for the
other sponsors, or at least perhaps he can
say a few words in regard to the amend-
ment and in favor of it.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. ATKEN. Mention has frequently
been made of the 50,000 tons of wheat
which Russia is selling to India.

Mr, FERGUSON, Yes.

Mr. ATIKEN. I wonder whether there
have been stated for the Recorp the
amounts India has already arranged to
purchase from the United States during
the present year, entirely aside from the
arrangements to be made under the pro-
visions of the pending bills.

As I have the figures, which I think
are up to date, of the 55,000,000 bushels
of wheat which India is entitled to buy
at a low price—a lower price, let us say—
under the world wheat agreement, we
are to furnish 28,000,000 bushels. So
about 750,000 tons of wheat will go to
India from the United States under the
International Wheat Agreement arrange-
ment,

We also have sold to India this year
about 125,000 tons of wheat entirely aside
from the wheat-agreement arrangement,
I assuine that wheat was sold at a higher
price,

Then last month India arranged to
buy 300,000 tons of sorghum grain in the
United States. Thus India has already
arranged for a total of approximately
1,175,000 tons of grain to come from the
United States. That is over half India’s
normal importations of grain of all kinds.

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes; but that does
not seem to be mentioned in the inter-
national news releases. The failure to
mention it is most unfortunate.

Mr. ATIKEN. Yes. So we have already
arranged to provide India with more
than 20 times the amount of grain which
Russia agreed to sell India, which agree-
ment received such widespread publicity.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carelina.
Mr. President, let me point out that the
wheat we have already arranged to sell
to India has been sold or is to be sold at
a reduced rate.

Mr. AIKEN. The 750,000 tons of
wheat which we are furnishing under
the infernational wheat agreement is
being furnished at the reduced rate. I
do not know exactly what it is. It can-
not be over $1.80 a& bushel. How much
]lgis than that it is this year, I do not

OW.
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Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
The difference between the world rate
and the American rate at the time, is to
their advantage, is it not?

Mr. ATKEN. That is true; but it can-
not be over $1.80, as I understand; so
we have already, in the first 3 months of
this year, arranged to provide India with
almost 1,200,000 tons of wheat and
sorghum.

Mr. FERGUSON.
tor.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
President, will the Senator from Michi-
gan yield for an observation?

Mr. FERGUSON. 1 yield to the Sena-
tor from New Jersey.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I desire
to commend the distinguished Senator
from Michigan upon the presentation he
has made of his proposed amendment to
the pending bill. As the one who intro-
duced the hill, although I cannot speak
for all the cosponsors, and though, as a
member of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, I cannot speak for the members
of that committee, I should like to say
that, from my experience during the
past few weeks, and especially from my
contacts with the Indian Embassy in
Washington, together with the recent
statement made by Mr. Nehru, of India,
it seems to me we would be taking the
proper action, if we were to adopt the
proposal contained in the amendment,
to make this an outright loan, rather
than half grant and half loan, as origi-
nally proposed. Many arguments could
be made in favor of a grant, with
counterpart funds, and the regular pro-
cedure for a grant under the ECA pro=-
gram; but, in the light of the circum-
stances, and in view of the fact that the
Indian Government itself appears to pre-
fer the loan basis, I think we should con-
cur in that view. Therefore, so far as
the Senator from New Jersey is con-
cerned, as the proposer of the bill, I hope
that my colleagues who are cosponsor-
ing the bill with me will agree with my
view. It seems wise for us to support
the amendment offered by the Senator
from Michigan, which he has so ably
presented.

I propose to speak further on this
point, tomorrow, if necessary, before the
bill is finally voted on; but tonight I
merely make this statement of my ap-
proval of the amendment. I have been
in conference for some days with the
Senator from Michigan and other Sena-
tors interested in the amendment. We
have come to an agreement as to the
terms and as to the way the ECA will
work in handling this important pro-
gram. So again I thank the Senator
from Michigan for his contribution and
his great assistance in helping us with
this proposed legislation.

Mr, FERGUSON, I thank the Sena-
tor for his remarks.

Mr. President, while I have the floor
I wish to address myself to another sec-
tion of the pending measure. Section
10 of the bill would provide for an ad-
vance of $20,000,000 from the RFC to
reactivate reserve Liberty ships, for use
in transporting the wheat to India, if the
President finds that private shipping fa-
cilities are unavaithble or inadequate.
There are no published Senate hearings
on this bill, but the committee report

I thank the Sena-
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shows the cost of reactivating 100 Lib-
erty ships would be $14,000,000, of which
amount $2,000,000 would be recaptured
on one voyage through freight charges.

It seems to me we should not incur
such a tremendous expense as that rep-
resented by the difference in the costs
and the freight revenues that might be
returned, unless it is absolutely essen-
tial. I have good reason to believe it
would not be necessary to reactivate the
reserve ships to carry this grain, and
I therefore wonder why this section is
necessary.

In hearings before the Appropriations
Committee last month, the Secretary of
Agriculture told how well shipments of
grain were going to India through regu-
lar trade channels. The Senator from
Michigan asked him particularly about
the ability of private shippers to trans-
port this grain. I should hope we would
simply project that shipping program
under this bill, and that, as his testi-
mony would indicate, no shipping diffi-
culties would be encountered.

I know that evidence was submitted to
the PForeign Relations Committee re-
garding a critical shipping condition,
which might affect this program ad-
versely. I believe further examination
will show that situation has been much
relieved .since the Foreign Relations
Committee heard the testimony. A
member of my staff has contacted the
Director of the Transportation and
Warehousing Branch of the Department
of Agriculture, who would be responsi-
ble for moving this grain to India, and
he has confirmed that fact. We were
informed that the aid program could be
superimposed upon the current shipping
program without anticipating any great
difficulty, and without reactivating the
reserve ships. I have requested the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to confirm this in-
formation by letter, though as yet I have
not received such confirmation from
him.

I ask unanimous consent to insert in
the Recorp at this point in my remarks
a telegram which I sent to Secretary
Brannan on Saturday, May 12, to which
I am, of course, expecting a reply mo-
mentarily.

There being no objection, the telegram
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Maxy 12, 1951,

Hon. CHARLES BRANNAN,
Secretary of Agriculture, Department
of Agriculture, Washington, D. C.:

Would you please confirm by letter Mon-
day whether contemplated India wheat pro-
gram can be carried out by trade shlpping
facilities now available and operating with-
out resort to reactivating reserve cargo ships.
My understanding that cah be done follows
your answers to my questions in appropria-
tions hearings April 12 and from telephone
convemation between Mr. Hudtloff and my
assistant Thursday. Also would appreciate
your comment on availability of wheat for
India under contemplated program consid-
ering Friday report on domestic crop pros-
pects. Would you not agree a proviso re-
quiring your certification of availability
above necessary domestic carryovers was
highly desirable to protect against any criti-
cal deterioration in domestic reserves as a
result of reduced crop prospects. Personal
regards.

HOMER FERGUSON,
United States Senator,

May 15

Mr. FERGUSON. For the purpose of
making certain that the expense of re-
activating ships will not be incurred un-
necessarily, I wonder whether the Sena-
tor from Iowa, who is in charge of the
bill, will not accept an amendment to
section 10, reading as follows:

On page 6, line 2, strike out the word
“finds"” and insert in lieu thereof a comma
and the following: “after consultation with
appropriate Government officials and repre-

sentatives of private shipping, finds and pro-
claims.”

Mr. GILLETTE. ZEBeing in charge of
the bill on behalf of the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, I think I am justified
in accepting the amendment which the
Senator from Michigan has just offered.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. As the
proposer of the bill, I am glad to accept
the amendment. We had in mind, of
course, that there must be a finding that
private shipping was not available.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair understands that a committee
amendment is pending before the Senate,
so the actual acceptance of this amend-
ment will have to wait until after the
pending amendment is disposed of.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Then. I
shall change my statement, and instead
of saying that I accept it, I may say that
I shall be glad to support the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from
Michigan.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, is
there an amendment now pending?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first
committee amendment is now pending.
That amendment is itself subject to
amendment,

Mr. FERGUSON. Then, Mr. Presi-
dent, I should like to offer the amend-
ment which I sent to the desk as an
amendment to the committee amend-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
present occupant of the chair is advised
that the amendment sent forward by
the Senator from Michigan is in order
only as an amendment to a portion of
the pending committee amendment. It
may not be offered as an amendment at
this time, except by unanimous consent.

Mr. FERGUSON. I ask unanimous
consent, Mr. President, that it may be
offered as an acmendment to the pend-
ing rommittee amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the amendment sent forward
by the Senator from Michigan is recog-
nized as an amendment proposed to the
pending committee amendment.

A CITIZEN RETURNS HIS PMA CHECK

Mr. FERGUSON., Ihave a matter here
which I am sure the Senator from Ver-
mont will appreciate, since he and the
Senator from Michigan have been inter-
ested in certain activities of the Produc-
tion and Marketing Administration in
the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. President, I shall ask to have
printed in the body of the Recorp a letter
which I have just sent to the Secretary
of the Treasury.

V7ith this letter I have enclosed g
properly endorsed check from Hilarian
Bibicoff of Chelsea, Mich., which repre=
sents a payment to him by the United
States Government for attending =
county PMA meeting,
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Mr. Bibicoff had written me to de-
scribe the meeting which he attended
and to request that I deposit his check
“anywhere with the Government, except
the PMA and the USDA, a wasteful and
unnecessary agency,” because “I do not
feel justified to accept taxpayers’ money
for nothing.”

Mr. President, I want tc compliment
Mr. Bibicoff for the spirit he has dis-
played. The amount of the check is al-
together immaterial. The point is, as I
have written the Secretary of the Treas-
sury, that Mr. Bibicoff's letter is another
demonstration to me of the basic good
sense and integrity of the people of our
country. There must be thousands of
people like Mr. Bibicof who are
thoroughly disgusted with the waste and
extravagance in Government policies
and operations.

It is indeed refreshing to see that the
people themselves have better judgment
anc more concern about Governmeng
expenditures than do the bureaus and
agencies which needlessly spend the
the people’s money.

Of course, it can be seen why Mr.
Bibicoff did not want his check to go
back to the Production and Marketing
Administration, because he believed it
would be used to pay someone else in the
same manner. I ask unanimous consent
that this letter be printed in the REcorp
at this point in my remarks.

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

May 15, 1951.
Hon. JoHN SNYDER,
Secretary of the Treasury,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mg. SecreTARY: Herewith I enclose
a check for the sum of $7.50 properly en-
dorsed for deposit in the Treasury of the
United States,

This check was sent to me by a citizen of
Michigan with instructions to see that the
money it represents he returned to the
Government and deposited In any account
except that of the Production and Market-
ing Administration.

This check is a payment by the Washtenaw
County PMA Committee of the Production
and Marketing Administration of the United
States Department of Agriculture, to a
Michigan farmer, Mr. Hilarian Bibicoff, for
attending a PMA meeting in Ann Arbor,
Michigan. ]

Mr. Bibicoff does not want this money, and
his letter to me shows how unnecessary the
expenditure was. He writes:

“Dear SENATOR: With this letter I am en-
closing a Government check I received for
attending a meeting of a County PMA in
Ann Arbor, Washtenaw County, Michigan.

“At the time all I had to hear was a reading
of a statement of Secretary Mr, Brannan (a
copy was distributed among all community
representatives present) and three identical
requests for more corn and soy beans from
three agents of the USDA. (A letter to this
effect reached me a few days later.)

“I do not feel justified to accept taxpayers
money for nothing and wish you to deposit
this check anywhere with the Government,
except the PMA of the USDA, a wasteful and
unnecessary agency.

“Sincerely yours,
“H. BIslcoFr.”

Mr. Bibicoff’s letter 1s another demonstra=
tion to me of the basic good sense and in-
tegrity of the people of our country. There
must be thousands of pecple like Mr. Bibi-
coff who are thoroughly disgusted with the
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waste and extravagance in Government pol-
icies and operations.

I recall very clearly a similar occurrence
on something of a wholesale scale a year
ago. A large PMA meeting was held in
St. Paul on April 8 and 4, 1950. Routine
farm business was the excuse for calling
part of the group together, but the main
attraction was a speech on the Brannan
plan by the Secretary of Agriculture. For
this purpose the PMA went out of its way
to guarantee a large attendance. Farmers
who had no occasion to be there were per-
suaded to come and all were promised 2 days'
subsistence at $8 per day and 5 cents per
mile travel pay.

There was some dispute about the num-
ber in attendance, but it seems that over
4,000 farmers were entitled to claim sub-
sistence and travel pay for attending the
meeting. At the time of our inquiry, I
recall, 2,043 claims for reimbursement had
been made and the total paid out for this
single meeting was $34,000,

In these days when the need for govern-
ment economy is so impelling, and when
inflation threatens the very future of our
country, it is refreshing indeed to see that
people themselves have better judgment and
more concern about government expendi-
tures than do the bureaus and agencies
which needlessly spend other people’s money.

I am sending a copy of this letter to Mr,
Bibicoff, but I hope you will also send him
some official acknowledgement that you have
received the return of this money.

RECESS

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, I move that the Senate
stand in recess until 12 o'clock noon
tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o’'clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednes-
day, May 16, 1951, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received May

15 (legislative day of May 2), 1951;
IN THE Navy

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be
ensigns in the Navy:
James W. Bohlander
Gordon R. Bryan, Jr,
Lloyd H. Carpenter
Donald E. Ellis
Donald I. Garnett
James F. George
Eenneth L. Holmes

William F. Blaze (Naval ROTC) to be an
ensign in the Navy, in lieu of ensign in the
Navy, as previously nominated and con-
firmed, to correct name.

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be
ensigns in the Supply Corps of the Navy:

John F. Hassenplug

John D. Tomlinson

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be
ensigns in the Supply Corps of the Navy, in
lieu of ensigns in the Navy, as previously
nominated and confirmed:

Clovis M. Eaker Gary C. Leighty

Cecil B. Johnson
Robert J. Piette
Charles H. Propster, Jr.
John A. Richardson
Rogers P. Ryerson
Robert W. Wilson

Gerald Barton Franklin “J" Lesh
Daniel W. Blaylock II Allan G. Levis
David T. Boyd James R. Maxwell III

John M, Daniel, Jr,
Albert D. Falther, Jr.
Arthur C. Folli
Newton R. Fuller
Gary D. Ghostley Robert T. Silkett

Karl R. Jacobson Glenn A, Tomlinson
Richard C. F. Eerwath Eugene A, Ulrich
Rufus M. King Matthew H. Van Order
Willet B. Kiplinger Andrew J. Walsh

John A. Kohler Bruce C. Young

Bertil R, Koller Robert E. Young
Richard J. Larsen

Robert G. Rogers, Jr.
Charles H. Samuelson
Herbert W. Severns
Jack L. Short
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Roger H. Burnet (Naval ROTC) to be an
ensign in the Civil Engineer Corps of the
Navy.

George L, Otis, Jr. (Naval ROTC), to be an
ensign in the Civil Engineer Corps of the
Navy, in lieu of en égn in the Navy, as pre-
viously nominated.

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be
ensigns in the Civil Engineer Corps of the
Navy, in lieu of ensigns in the Navy, as
previously nominated and confirmed:

Charles J. Roth, Jr.

George P. Turci

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to
be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps:

Harry E. Atkinson Benjamin C. Pratt
James P. Coley John P. Recher
James P. Connolly II John B. Reynolds
Willlam P. Foxworth William R. Riddell,
David D. Francis Jr.
William H. Hildemann Walter A. Robertson
John H. House John J. Ross III
Joseph F. Inman, Jr. Dan W, Schausten
Branch Jordan Paul A. Shrader
William D. Lauerman, Paul L. Siegmund
Jr. Willam J. South-

Fred D. MacLean, Jr. erland, Jr.
Richard C. Marsh Charles C. M. Wood-
Clarence E. May, Jr. ward

Rowland M. Murphy Thomas V. A, Worn-
Martin I, Penner ham

Leo M. Schneider, Jr. (Naval ROTC), to be
a second lieutenant in the Masine Corps, in
lieu of ensign in the Navy, as previously
nominated and confirmed.

The following-named (civilian college
graduates) to the grades indicated in the
Medical Corps of the Navy:

LIEUTENANT
Harry “D" McGee
LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE)

Franeis L. Bergquist

Ralph E. Munson

The following-named to be ensigns in the
Nurse Corps of the Navy:

Sylvia J. Lanneau Gilda G. Whitfleld
Dorothy I. Moore Gloria M. Whitfield

The following-named officers to the grade

indicated in the Nurse Corps of the Navy:
LIEUTENANTS

Bhirley M. Balley

Eathryn M. Drozda

Frances R. Kissinger

IN THE MARINE CORPS

The following-named officers of the Ma-
rine Corps for permanent appointment to
the grade of major general:

Robert H. Pepper

Gerald C. Thomas

The following-named officers of the Marine
Corps for permanent appointment to the
grade of brigadier general:

John Halla Randolph McC. Pate
Edwin A. Pollock Clayton C. Jerome

Maj. Gen. Graves B. Erskine to have the
grade, rank, pay, and allowances of lieu-
tenant general in the Marine Corps while
serving as commanding general, Fleet Marine
Force, Atlantic.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuespay, May 15, 1951

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras-
kamp, D. D., offered the following prayer:

O Thou infinite and eternal God, who
hast entrusted us with a high vocation,
grant that in these strange and perilous
days we may discharge our duties and



5334

responsibilities faithfully and with a
pure and steadfast devotion.

We are humbly conscious of our own
frailty and inadequacy but we know that
in Thy divine wisdom and mercy Thou
art able and willing to use us even to the
limit of our meager capacities and

abilities.

: May we daily be numbered among all
who are seeking to establish Thy king-
dom of peace upon this earth. May the
day be hastened when Thy promises
shall be gloriously fulfilled.

To Thy name we ascribe all the praise,
Amen,

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

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr, Miller, one of
his secretaries, who also informed the
FHouse that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills of
the House of the following titles:

On May 14, 1951:

H.R.632. An act for the relief of Janina
Wojcicka, Wojclech Andrzej Wojeicki, and
Stanislaw Wojcicki;

H.R.664, An act for the relief of Mrs.
Coral E. Alldritt;

H.R.789. An act for the relief of John Yan
Chi Gee;

H.R.£91. An act for the relief of Mary
Valsamis Dendramis and Vassili. G. Den=-
dramis;

H.R.1101. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Sadako Eawamura Lawton;

H.R.1111. An act for the rellef of Taro
Takara;

H.R.1268. An act for the relief of Dr. Chia
Len Liu;

H.R.1264. An act for the relief of Jac-
quelyn Shelton; and

H.R.23857. An act for the relief of Lucla
Adamos.

On May 15, 1951:

H.R.714. An act for the relief of James
A. G. Martindale;

H.R.850. An act for admission to the
United States of Mrs. Margot Eazerski; :

H.R.1121. An act for the relief of Chin
Yok Eong;

H.R.1438. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Ingeborg Ruth Sattler McLaughlin; and

H.R.2068. An act for the relief of Sook
Eat,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
‘Woodruff, its enrolling clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment concurrent resolutions of
the House of the following titles:

H. Con. Res. 98. Concurrent resolution to
make the publication, Guide to Subversive
Organizations and Publications, a House
document and to provide for additional
printing of this publication; and

H. Con. Res. 99. Concurrent resolution to
make the publication, 100 Things You
Should Enow About Communism Beries,
etc., a House document and to provide for
additional printing of this publication.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a joint resolution of
the following title, in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

8.J. Res. 70. Joint resolution to suspend
the application of certain Federal laws with
respect to an attorney employed by the Sen-
ate Commitiee on Rules and Administration.
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THE LATE OSCAR Dr PRIEST

The SPEAKER. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Bussey].

Mr. BUSBEY. Mi. Speaker, today
we note the passing of former Congress-
man Oscar De Priest who died at Provi-
dent Hospital in Chicago last Saturday.
Those who were his colleagues in the
Seventy-first, Seventy-second, and Sev-
enty-third Congresses will remember his
advent into this Hall back in 1929, He
stood on the floor with other Members-
elect and took the oath while former
Congressman Nicholas Longworth was
Speaker. He came to this body,
“Horatio Alger-like,” the son of former
slave parents, blazing landmarks on his
upward climb from a little lad in Flor-
ence, Ala., where he was born in 1871.
He attended public school in Salina,
Kans.,, where his parents migrated to
the wheat fields of that area. The small
town was no permanent place for him.
He left Salina for Dayton and Defiance,
Ohio, spent a short while in Toledo, then
later found his place in business and
politics in Chicago, Ill. He started
business as a house painter, later be-
came 8 painter-contractor. Developing
traits of leadership he became associated
with the late Congressman Martin B.
Madden, whom he succeeded as the
Representative from the First District
of Illinois. His figure was noticeable on
the floor—tall, white-haired, and dis-
tinguished. He seldom made formal
speeches in the House but he was recog-
nized and respected for his fearless lead-
ership, courage, and his ever-present in-
fluence against racial segregation in any
form., He had no urge for a multiplicity
of bills in the hopper but was active in
the work of his committee assignments,
especially the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. His services in his State and city
included a term as Cook County com-
missioner, and first of his race to be
elected to the city council in Chicago.

Mr. De Priest was an outstanding lead-
er of the colored race and was always
in the forefront in any fight to improve
conditions for his people and establish
a dignified place for them in society.

In honoring his memory today I wish
to include the following tribute to his
life and character which was paid to
Mr, De Priest by his former secretary,
Mr. Morris Lewis:

Gnarled, and worn, still tall, less straight,
he stood, a great ocak in the forest. His
were the years of service to mankind, and
his God, just as he saw it. Unswerving, un-
bending, he had hewn to the line, let the
chips fall where they may. Consistently he
shouted aloud—this is my land, my native
land, of whom then shall I be afrald. I am
the son of my father, of earth and of heaven,
a creafure of God Almighty, made in His
image, and I am not afrald. He feared no
man, or set of men; he was resolute, immov-
able, like the Rock of Ages. His record is one
of achievement, of works well done, a beacon
light for leaders of all generations to follow.
Out of the multiplicity of his travels, the
paths he trod, the councils he joined, from
the beginning as the little son of former
slave parents in Alabama, to a seat in the
Congress of the United States is a fine ex-
ample for Negro posterity. Verily, in his
community, in this Nation, among his people,
the name of Oscar De Priest is a household
word.

MAy 15

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Sreaker, will the gentloman yield?

Mr. 3USBEY. I yield.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I join with the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois in this tribute to
a former Member of the House. It was
my privilege to serve in the Congress
with Osear De Priest. I also was asso-
ciated with him in several of our national
campaigns.

Fe was & man of great ability and de-
voted to the service of his adopted city of
Chicago. Born 3 slave, he was able
through study, sacrifices, and a ceaseless
ambition to rise to a position of trust
and esteem. He was a devoted worker
for the colored race and he hoped
through his efforts to improve their po-
sition in the world. He was a Repub-
lican by tradition and gave generously
of his time to advance the cause of his
party. As a Congressman he won dis-
tinetion and respect. Through his fine
service he made it possible for others to
follow. My sincere sympathy is extend-
ed to the wife and family of our former
colleague.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BUSBEY. I yield.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday I learned witk most profound
sorrow of the death of a former col-
league from the State of Illinois. I
speak of Oscar De Priest, of Chicago, I11.,
who served in the Seventy-first, Seventy-
second, and Seventy-third Congresses.
I had the good fortune to have served
with him during the Seventy-third Con-
gress.

‘To millions of people Oscar De Priest:
will be remembered as having been the
first colored person from Illinois fo serve
in the Congress of the United States. I
shall remember him as one of pleasing
personality, of exceptional ability, as one
who was helpful to me as a new Member
of Congress when I first came here in
1933. He was indeed a true friend and
loved and respected by everyone who
knew him,

Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker, it was my
very great privilege to have known Oscar
De Priest, to have known him very well.

When I campaigned for a seat in this
body in 1946 he was my-confidant, my
counselor, and my friend.

He had a great capacity for friendship,
and his friends of all creeds and races
were legion.

Born of slave parents, his span of life
encompassed that period of American
history that witnessed tremendous for-
ward strides by his race, an objective
that was dear to his hearf. He was a
true representative of his race and a
conscientious representative of all of
the people. He was representative of
the fact that under our American way
of life a man from humble
could reach greaf heights,

His life and his works have left the
world a better place in which to live.

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Speaker, Oscar
De Priest was well known in Eansas, and
stood high in the esteem of all who knew

His life demonstrates that this is truly
the “Land of Opportunity,” and no-

Mr. Speaker,
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where else could a man with his humble
beginnings rise to such heights.

In his passing, a great American has
left us, leaving with us a great influence
for good.

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask un-
animous consent that all Members who
desire to do so may extend their re-
marks in the Recorp on the life and
character of the late Honorable Oscar
De Priest.

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

There was no objection.

HON. JAMES P. RICHARDS ELECTED

CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON FOR-

EIGN AFFAIRS

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I
offer a resolution (H. Res. 228) and ask
for its immediate consideration,

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res.
228), as follows:

Resolved, That JaAmEs P, RicHARDS, of South
Carolina, be, and he is hereby, elected chair-
man of the standing Committee of the House
of Representatives on Forelgn Affairs.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. PATMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 15
minutes today, following the legislative
program and the conclusion of special
orders heretofore entered.

Mr. LANE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 10
minutes today, following the legislative
program and the conclusion of special
orders heretofore entered.

GOVERNOR WARREN: ABLE EXECUTIVE
WITH GREAT HUMAN APPEAL

Mr. JOHNSON, 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 Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I read
with interest in last night’s Washington
Star that many delegates at the Repub-
lican cunference in Tulsa, Okla., were
looking with favor upon the prospect of
having Earl Warren as the Republican
candidate for President in 1952.

I wish to emphatically state to Re-
publicans in particular and to all voters
who want a change in 1952 that Mr.
Warren is the man who can bring that
about, and how.

After Governor Warren had served 2
terms—8 years—this is how the voters
of his State treated him in 1950: In his
campaign for Governor he carried every
county in the State; he defeated his op-

- ponent, James Roosevelt, by 1,173,808,
and in the County of Los Angeles he won
by over 434,000 votes. This is more than
Taft's majority—431,184—in Ohio in
1950.

Governor Warren’s vote was a vote of
confidence, based upon 8 years of per=
formance; on his integrity and high
ethical concept of the public service; on
his refusal to play cheap polities in the
making of appointments. It was a vote
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of confidence in his ability to understand
and to develop programs for the solution
of the problems of today in his State and
also on the national level.

Everyone admits that we must have a
change in national administration, after
20 years of rule by one party. Earl War-
ren is the man who can assure that re-
sult. He would revive the confidence of
the American people in their National
Government. He would bring courage,
ethics, integrity, efficiency, and the hu-
man touch back into the National Gov=-
ernment,

His record is his best salesman. I hope
that every American voter will study and
learn it.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. VELDE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 15 min-
utes today, following the legislative busi-
ness and any other special orders hereto-
fore entered.

SPECIAL ORDER CANCELED AND
SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I have
a special order for this afternoon which
I desire to cancel, as I do not have my
material ready.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iask unanimouscon-
sent, Mr. Speaker, to address the House
for 30 minutes on Thursday next after
all other business and on Monday next
for 30 minutes, following the legislative
business of the day and any other special
orders heretofore entered.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

CEREMONY IN HONOR OF CONSTANTINO
BRUMIDI

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted the following resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 100) for printing in
the RECORD:

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That there is here-
by created a joint congressional committee,
composed of five Members of the Senate, to
be appointed by the President of the Senate,
and five Members of the House of Represen-
tatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives. The com-
mittee shall select a chairman from among
its members. It shall be the duty of the
committee to prepare plans for and to hold
an appropriate ceremony in honor of Con=
stantino Brumidi, the artist who spent many
years decorating the Capitol Building of
the United States and dled as the result of a
£all while working on the rotunda frieze, his
last assignment in the Capitol. Such cere-
mony shall be held in the Rotunda of the
Capitol on July 26, 1951, the one hundred
and forty-sixth anniversary of the birth
of Constantino Brumidi, or on such other
day as the committee herein provided for
may designate. The committee shall extend
invitations to attend the ceremony to the
President of the United States, the Vice
President of the United States, the Chief
Justice of the United States, the Assoclate
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United
States, the Member. of the Senate and
House of Representatives, the Ambassador
of Italy, and such other public officials and
ﬁrsons in private life as the committee may

ect.
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PROTECTING GIRL SCOUTS IN USE OF
EMBLEMS AND BADGES

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan.
imous consent for the immediate con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3442) to pro-
tect the Girl Scouts of the United States
of America in the use of emblems and
badges, descriptive or designating marks,
and words or phrases hereafter adopted
and to clarify existing law relating
thereto.

The Clerk read the title of the hill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act
entitled “An act to incorporate the Girl
Scouts of the United States of Ameriea, and
for other purposes,” approved March 186,
1950, is hereby amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 6. The corporation shall have the sole
and exclusive right to have and to use, in
carrying out its purposes, all emblems and
badges, descriptive or designating marks,
and words or phrases now or heretofore used
by the old corporation in carrying out its
program and hereafter used by the corpora-
tion, including the sole and exclusive right
to use, or to authorize the use of, during
the existence of the corporation, the badge
of the Girl Scouts, Inc., which is referred
to in the act of August 12, 1937 (Public, No.
259, 75th Cong.; 50 Stat. 623), and all the
other aforesaid emblems and badges, de~
scriptive or designating marks, and words or
phrases in connection with the manufactur-
ing, advertising, and selling of equipment
and merchandise, it being distinctly and
definitely understood, however, that nothing
in this act shall interfere or conflict with
establised or vested rights.”

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 2, line 2, after the word “corporation”,
insert “and by its successor.”

And on lines 2 and 3 delete the words
“and hereafter used by the corporation.”

Page 2, lines 11 and 12, strike out “mer-
chandise, it being distinctly and definitely
understood, however, that" and insert in
lieu thereof “merchandise: Provided, how-
ever, That."

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

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

The title was amended so as to read:
“To protect the Girl Scoufs of the United
States of America in the use of emblems
and badges, descriptive or designating
marks, and words or phrases heretofore
adopted and to clarify existing law re-
lating thereto.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Private Cal-
endar day. The Clerk will call the first
bill on the calendar.

MORRIS TUTNAUER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3527)
for the relief of Morris Tutnauer.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Morris Tutnauer, of New York City, N. ¥,
the sum of $28,365.50, in full settlement of
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all claims against the United States by sald
Morris Tutnauer on account of the injuries
sustained by him when an automobile being
operated by him was struck by a War De-
partment automobile on July 22, 1943, in
Queens County, New York City, N. Y., said
War Department automobile being operated
by a private of the United States Army: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or dellvered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be’deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$28,365.50" and
insert in lieu thereof “$10,000.”

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

HAROLD W. ERITTON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 658)
for the relief of Harold W. Britton.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Harold W. Brit-
ton, of Pawtucket, R. I., the sum of $2,712.80.
Payment of such sum shall be in full satis-
faction of all claims of the said Harold W.
Britton against the United States on ac-
count of his unwarranted suspension on
December 7, 1945, from duty as a civilian
employee of the War Department at Camp
Miles Standish, Mass.: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
In excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

~ Page 1, line 6, strike out “$2,712.80” and
insert in lieu thereof “$1,500.”

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

PAUL MATELLI

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1443)
for the relief of Paul Matelli.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Paul Matell,
Chicago, Ill., the sum of 8800. The pay-
ment of such sum shall be in full settlement
of all claims of the said Paul Matelll against
the United States for refund of part of the
amount of $1.000 which he posted as cash
bail bond in the case of The United States

was

was
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of America against Edward Caselll, and
which was forfeited by the United States
Distriet Court for the Northern District of
Tllincis on December 6, 1932. Such court, on
Cctober 20, 1935, ordered the refund of $800
of such amount to the sald Paul Matelll
(2100 belng deducted as court costs) but
such refund could not be made because such
amount had been covered into the Treasury:
Provided, That no of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
celved by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
clalm, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person viclating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

MRS. EVELYN CAMPBELL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2913)
for the relief of Mrs. Evelyn Campbell.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. DOLLIVER and Mr, SMITH of
Wisconsin objected, and, under the rule,
the bill was recommitted to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

MRS. ALBERT W. LACK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3229)
for the relief of Mrs. Albert W. Lack.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That notwithstanding
the provisions and limitations of sections 15
to 20, both inclusive, nf the act entitled “An
act to provide compensation for employees
of the United States suffering Injuries while
in the performance of their duties, and for
other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916,
as amended (U. 8. €., 1940 ed., title 5,
secs, T65-T770), the Bureau of Employees’
Compensation is hereby authorized and di-
rected to receive and consider, when filed,
the claim of Mrs. Albert W. Lack, widow of
Albert W. Lack, for compensation under such
act, within 6 months from the date of enact-
ment of this act, on account of personal in-
juries alleged to have been sustained by
Albert W. Lack on October 29, 1942, while in
the performance of his duty as a member of
the Coast Guard Temporary Reserve in the
Ingall's Ship Yard, Pascagoula, Miss.; and the
Bureau, after such consideration of such
claim, shall determine and make findings of
fact thereon and make an award for payment
of compensation to Mrs. Albert W. Lack, as
widow of Albert W. Lack, provided for in such
act of September 7, 1916, as amended: Pro-
vided, That no benefits shall accrue prior to
the enactment of this act.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 9, after the word “the”, insert
“Department of Labor.”

m‘l‘he committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

SUNDRY FORMER STUDENTS OF AIR
RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRAINING CORPS

The Clerk called the bill (H. E. 3562)
for the relief of sundry former students
of the Air Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps.
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
C. Raymond Pohl, Jr., 506A Magnolia Avenue,
Frederick, Md,, $83.95; Dan K. Rawlings, 205
Laurel Avenue, Corbin, Ky., $13.10; Harold
L. Reed, 201 West Lindell Street, West Frank-
fort, Ill., $12.20; Marcus A, Sessi, 417 West
Pennview Street, Pittsburgh, Pa,, §8; Robert
D. Simmons, 8351, Broadway, New Orleans,
La., $23.85; Harry P. Bmith, Jr., 2225 Chesa~-
peake Avenue, Hampton, Va., §60.€6; Paul E.
Smith, 2109 Eoff Street, Wheeling, W. Va.,
$£6,10; Raymond C. Sowko, Gleenland Apart-
ments, State College, Pa., $444.40; Clyde C.
Spears, 347 Linden Walk, Lexington, Ky.,
$236.60; Donald E. Spears, 123 West Central
Avenue, Belle, W. Va., $212.70; Homer R.
Steele, Route 1, Fairview, W. Va., $142; John
D. Stiles, Wadestown, W. Va., $110.20; George
F. Stock, Jr., Hollandale, Miss., $236.95; David
A. Btockton, 1056 East Beventh Street, box
256, Ritzville, Wash., $179.65; Frank A. Sulll-
van, 7949 Susguehanna Street, Pittsburgh,
Pa., $396.80; Willlam E, Sutton, 981 Fincastle
Road, Lexington, Ey., $141.25; Floyd Ramsey
Tarr, 3729 Marlamont Drive, Weirton, W. Va.,
$170.05; Hagop H. Terzagian, 217 Myrtle Ave-
nue, Jersey City, N. J., $338.85; Jack Alfred
Thalimer, 4518 West Grace Street, Richmond,
Va., $226.80; Eugene R. Thomas, 9 South
York Street, Wheeling, W. Va., $223.20; For-
est G. Thompson, 2201 Frederica Street,
Owensboro, Ky., $157.80; Joseph C. Thomp-
gon, box T0C, O. M. 8., Travis AFB, Falrview,
Crlif., $428.25; Thomas W. Tigertt, box 93,
Wilmer, Te:",, $583.90; Richard J. Torchia, 630
Dow Avenue, Carnegie, Pa., 8220.80; Lee C,
Truman, Jr., 2422 Allen Street, Owensboro,
Ky., $252.40; Charles B, Upshaw, 394 West
Wesley Road NW., Atlanta, Ga., $191; George
J. Walters, Jr., 438 Scouth Dallas Avenue,
Pittsburgh, Pa., $435.55; Gilbert Watz, 834
Bnyder Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa., $366.45;
Arthur J. Weinsten, 501 Manheim Street
(22-A), Philadelphia, Pa., $200.10; Robert J.
Weiss, 111 West Cherryhill Street, Pittsburgh,
Pa., $280.25; Jemes Bernard Welborn, 442
Cherry Street, Russellville, Ky., 8107.55; Earl
M. Williams, box 204, Evarts, Ky, $207.50;
Edwin J. Williams, Jr., 1832 Chuckatuck Ave-
nue, Petersburg, Va., §505.60; Charles P. Wil-
son, Jr., Route 1, Walkersville, W. Va., $404.16;
end Harold W. Wilson, 20515 Fourth Street,
Parkersburg, W. Va., $§324.20. The payment
of sald sums shall be in full satisfaction and
final settlement of all claims of the above-

. named claimants against the United States

for damage to or loss or destruction of per-
sonal property as a result of a fire that oc-
curred on June 28, 1948, in the bullding in
which ihey were quartered at Langley Air
Force Base, Va.: Provided, That no part of
the amourts appropriated in this act In ex-
cess of 10 percent of any claim shall be paid
to or received by any agent or agents, attor-
ney or attorneys, on account of services ren-
dered in connection with such clalms, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding,
Any person violating any of the provisions of
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meancr and upon conviction thereof shall be
fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was orcered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

ADOLPHUS M. HOLMAN
The Clerk c:lled the bill (H. R. 3651)
conferring jurisdiction upon the United
States District Court for the District of
New Mexico to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim of
Adolphus M. Holinan. :
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is
hereby conferred upon the United States
District Court for the District of New Mexico
to hear, determine, and render judgment
upon the claim of Adolphus M. Holman, of
Las Cruves, N, Mex., for personal injuries
and property damage sustained by him on
September 28, 1942, when the car which he
was driving was struck by a United States
Army vehicle on the highway near Alamo-
gordo, N, Mex.

Sec.2. In the determination of such claim,
the United States shall be held liable for
damages, and for any acts committed by any
of its officers or employees, to the same ex-
tent as if the United States were a private
person.

Sec, 8. Suit upon such claim may be insti-
tuted at any time within 1 year after the
enactment of this act, notwithstanding the
lapse of time or any statute of limitations.
Proceedings for the determination of such
claim, and appeals from any payment of any
Judgment thereon, shall be in the same man-
ner as in the case of claims over which such
court has jurisdiction under the provisions
of paragraph twentieth of section 24 of the
Judicial Code, as amended.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

ANGELINA MARSIGLIA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3653)
for the relief of Angelina Marsiglia.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Angelina Mar-
siglia, New York City, N. Y., the sum of $10,-
000 in addition to $1,288.50 for medical and
funeral expenses. The payment of such sum
shall be in full settlement of all claims of
the said Angelina Marsiglia against the
United States on account of the death of
her husband, Michael R. Marsiglia, who was
fatally injured on December 2, 1944, when
he was struck by a United States Army motor
vehicle while said motor vehicle was proceed-
ing on and over the public highway at the
corner of West Houston and Varick Streets,
Manhattan, New York City, N. Y.: Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated in
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall
be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with this claim, and
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person
violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ord2red to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

JOHN K. JACKSON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3706)
for the relief of John K. Jackson.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to John K. Jackson, of Astoria, Oreg., the
sum of $4,44230, in full satisfaction of his
claim against the United States for damnges
for persoral injuries suffered on December
22, 1937, at Asticiia, Oreg., when shot by
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Garwyn 8. Diehl, radioman, first class, United
States Navy: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 1C percent thereof shall be paid or de-
livered to or received by any agent o attor-
ney on account of services rendered in con-
nection with this claim and the same shall
be unlawful, any contract to the contrary
nutwithstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and wupon conviction
thereof shall be fined in ~ny sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MIRCEA GROSSU AND HIS FAMILY

The Clerk called the bill (8. 7T) for
the relief of Mircea Grossu and his
family.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Mircea Grossu, his wife Lucia, and their son,
Mircea John, shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
dete of tue enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fees and head
taxe.. Upon the granting of permanent
residence to such allens as provided for in
this act, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper quota-control officers to deduct
the required numbers from the appropriate
guota or quotas for the first year that such
quota or quotas are available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

JOSEPH GIRARDI

The Clerk called the bill (S. 119) for
the relief of Joseph Girardi.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Joseph Girardi shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the date
of the enactment of this act, upon payment
of the required visa fee and head tax. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
alien as provided for in this act, the Secretary
of State shall instruet the proper quota-con-
trol officer to deduct one number from the
appropriate quota for the first year that
such quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

ROBERT JOHANNA SORENSEN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 165) for
the relief of Robert Johanna Sorensen.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Robert Johannsa Sorensen shall be held and
considered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence as
of the date of the enactment of this act,
upon payment of the required visa fee and
head tax. Upon the granting of permanent
residence to such alien as provided for in
this act, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper quota-control officer to de=
duct one number from the appropriate quota
for the first year that such quota is avail-
able.
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The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

LARS DANIEL SORENSEN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 166) for
the relief of Lars Daniel Sorensen.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Lars Daniel Sorensen shall be held and
considered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residencs
as of the date of the enactment of this act,
upon payment of the required visa fee and
head tax. Upon the granting of permanent
residence to such alien as provided for in
this act, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper quota-control officer to

.deduct one number from the appropriate

quota for the first year that such quota
is available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

MRS. ROBERT M. STERNBERG

The Clerk called the bill (S. 822) for
the relief of Mrs. Robert M. Sternberg.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be il enacted, ete., That, in the adminis-
tration of the immigration laws, the pro-
visions of section 13 (¢) of the Immigra-
tion Act of 1924, as amended (8 U. S. C. 213
(c)), which excludes from admission to the
United States persons who are ineligible to
citizenship, shall not hereafter apply to
Mrs. Robert M. Sternberg (Hanae Sano),
Japanese wife of Robert M. Sternberg, an
American citizen.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

GERTRUD LOMNITZ

The Clerk called the bill (S. 824) for
the relief of Gertrud Lomnitz.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Gertrud Lomnitz shall be held and consid-
ered to have been lawfully admitted to the
United States for permanent residence as of
the date of the enactment of this act, upon
payment of the required visa fee and head
tax. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such allen as provided for In this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the appropriate quota for the
first year that such quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF
CERTAIN ALIENS

The Clerk called Senate Concurrent
Resolution 9.

There heing no objection, the Clerk
read the Senate concurrent resolution, as
follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress

favors the suspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter namecd, in
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which case the Attorney General has suse
pended deportation for more than 6 months:
, Abe Shizu.

, Abramo, Flippo.

, Ahmed, Ismail,

Aitken, Marcella Vitalini,
Albanese, Frank.

Albert, Mary (nee Teuber).
Albert, Anton.

Albu, George Vasile or Josif

Alfonso, Joaquina Maria Mrs. or
Joaquina Marla Alfonso, formerly Fidalgo
(nee Pinto); J. Maria Alfonso; Joaguina
Goncalves Barroso; Joaguina Marla Pinto;
Joaquinnia Alfonza; Maria Joaquina Pinto;
Joagquina Maria Pinto Barraso dias Fidago;
Mary Alfonso; Maria Alfonso.

m, Allie, Ahmed Ben (alias Ahmed
Allie allas Samuel Ben Allle).
Alt, Fred Willy.
Andrew, Peter James or Pete
James Andrew or Panaglotis Demetriou An-
drltsakos

Andriolas,
Leomd'ls Andreolas.
Anestakis, Paraskevl or Paras-
kevi Kurnelios Anestakis or Paraskerl Anes-
taki.

Leonidas Nick or

Antypas, Willlam George.
Apergis, Eonstantinos Nicolaou

Arsenis, Peter Gabriel.
Atkinson, George.

| Baddo, Benedicto Balals or Vie-
Baldini, Malania Ada (nee

Babaris, Pavlos, or Paul Felix.
Barberis, Vasilios or Bill Bar-

, 'Baréellini, Louis.
, Baucc, Basllio.

].lmi or Bessie Rosah.ud Margaret Baxter or
Bessle Margaret Rosalind Durn (nee Dow).
, Belazis, Niki Thomas or Mrs,
Nikl Angelopoulos Belzals (nee Niki Polyrios
poulou) or Niki Belazis.

Benedix, Ernst Gustav,
Benton, Madeleine Patricia

Berck, Lionel Neil.
Bertuccelli, Amleto.
Blale, Glovanni Battista or

, Bolnavita, Zaharia.
Bonechi, Dante.
Bonime, Selma or Selma Pla-

, Bonner, John Herbert.
Bosettl. Enrico Ambroglo.

Braun, Elly (nee Schlesinger).
Buono, Domenico Lo or Joe

Bursich, Louis,

. Butkus, Antanos.

, Caetano, Joao, Jr,

, Campbell, Anna Mary or Ana-

: Carbajo, Salvador Pena.
Carfagna, Frank Joseph.
Carney, Valeria Boyle (nee

Carpino, Agostino Eugenio Ane
gelo or Carmelo Angelo Carpino or Angelo
Carpino

Caruso, Michael Vittorio.
Chamberlain, Mary Elizabeth,
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Chan, Shirley Shui-Ling.
Chang, Meng Ling.
Chang, Shurman You Hsl or

Cnang, Shurman Shao Mel.

, Chao, Fang Yu or David Chao,
, Cuao, Manual Perez.

Chayes, Chainine or Norman

Chejfec, revel or Joel Chafetz.
, Chen, Julia 1. H. (Chinese
I-Hsuan) or Julla H. Chen.
Chi, En Tao or Andrew Robert

Chin, Quong Lun.
Chira, Betty (nee Dweck).
, Chounard, Janice Veronica or

Chrlstensen Charles William.
Christiades, Athanasios

Cintala, Andrej or Andy Cintala.
. Coelho, Joaquim.
Coggins, John Willlam.
Coleman, Garland Michael.
Conlon, Matthew.

Contoglannis, Constantinos
Demetrios.

Cornelius, Margaret

Nicholson), formerly Steacy.
, Dan, Eng Suey or Suey Eng or
Edward Eng.
| Dantas, Alberto.
De Lisa, Velia,
Demouchikos, John Nicholas or
hr Nick Dimos or Ioannia Demouchikos or
John Nick Demouchikos or Ioannia Nicolaoa
Demouchikos.
, De Barros, Antonlo Rodrigues or
Antonlo Rodrigues.

, De Mandelbaum, Carmen Rick-
arm:‘mm R. Mandelbaum; Carmen
Rickards Mandelbaum.

De Martini, Rosa Victoria.
De Martino, Pasquale.
De Mergel, Maria Lunar (nee

(nee

Lunar).

De Olmedo, Guadalupe Sevilla
or Inez Garcia.

De Pirro, Filippo or Lilippo De

Pisso.

. De Winne, Vitale or Vital De
Winne also known as August De Winne.

, Diamantakis, Maria (nee Maria
Papageorgiu).

Di Costanzo, Lucy (nee Trani)
any.

Daock, Lee or Dock Lee.

4 Donohue, Alexandra (nee Trze-
treew nski) or Alexandra Trzet,

Dorenfeld. Lo'a (nee Lola

or Lucy

Dos Santos, Agostinho Gon-
calves or Augusuno Santos.

Dracius, Raphael Anatole,
Durantini, Caterina Alice,

4. Economou, Vasillos Alexandrou
or Basll Alexander Economou,.

m Edquid, Uldarico M, or Uldarico
Maatubang Edquid.

Edquid, Ludivino M, or Ludi-
aatubank Edquid.

Edquid, Ida Ruth M. or Ida

vino

Eide, Inger Else,
, Elefther, Sofia.
Eng, Bee,

Etimos, Martha (nee Eoudjari

or Kotzaria).

Etimos, Mary.

Evenson, Olav Arthur or Ar-
thur-Boyd.

Fabio, Carmelo or Charles or
Charlie Fabio.

w Fabrizio, Anna Maria (nee Cap-
pelletta), :
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4 - Falt, Eliska or Eliska Freiberg.
, Farhat, Mansour.

, Fatovie, Ante,

, Pernandez, John or John Fer-

Ferenz, John.
Fernandez, Pllar (nee Rodri«

, Ferrl, Domingo Pinar.
, Fikaris, Constantines or Costas

Filipovie, Frank or Franjo.
Finando, Yetta (nee Feiga

Fischl, A:ana (nee Weissu_.gar)
| Fong, Woo Lan or Woo Lang
chv (Shee).

, Fontana, Adelino or Leo Fone

Fook, Wong or Fook Wong,
, Fragakis, Gerasimos George or
Jerry Fragakis,

Pragkias, Jerry or Gerassimos

Gragkias.

% Franczoz, Emery or Emeric or
Imre anczos or Moishe or Mirko or Imre
Franczoz.

, Pranczoz, Irenl (nee Menczer)
or Irene Franczoz or Franczos,

Fuller, Stanley William,
Funk, Clementina Fidela (nee

Galatolo, Armﬁ.ndo.

Galos, William Ernest or
Emanuel Galos or William Emanuel Galos or
Willlam Ernest Mastrosofl or Eobellachenko,
Geller, Louls or Liepe Celler.
German, Phillp Zaker.

, Gevorkian, Vazgen or Gevorgian
(allas vazgeu Nazar-Begian).

, Glinos, John.

, Goldstein, Fred or Fritz Gold-
stein or Fritz Goldstone.

w. Gomes, Anthony Lopes or An-
thony SBantos Gomes or Antonlo Gomes or
antlwny Santc:s and Antonio Santos.

Goo, Oy Lin Lam or Lam Oy
Lin or Oy ng Lum.

, Grabner, Eatherine Siha or
Katherme Siha.

W Graiman, Hrlen or Helene Slo-
botzki

poseevesed Gralak, Ludwig or Ludwik

Gralak.

, Gray, John Willlam.
, Greer, Thomas Anthony.
, Grimes, Francis or Francols

Grivich, Ivan or John Grivich,

Grumberg, Romuald Peter or
Roman Peter Ellers.

m@' Hafenbraedl, Otto or Charles
enbraedl,

Halberstam, Janka (nee Janka

, Hamiga, Franciszek.
Hanacik, Anna (nee Barvir),
_________ , Harlow, Constantine or Con-

Ida Mirlam  (nee

, Heathorn, George Alfred or
George Alfred Heath.

, Helm, Betty Stucken.
, Heropoulos, Gallicpe (nee Mav=

, Hiltunen, Anna.
Hing, Leung, Wal or Leung

Chow, Chan Fung or F. C. Chan
ow Ming.

, Holmsten, Sylvia Suleima (nee
Harma).



, Holst, Prehen Wilhelm.
, Hondas, John.
, Hong, S8heng Hwa or Hung or

Wesley Sheng.
@, Hong, Florence Fung Yee Wung
(nee Fung Yee Wong).

= Horngacher, Hedwig Magdalena
or Sister Mary Blanka Horngacher.
Howlett, John Joseph.
Huff, Bertha Isabella or Bertha
Isabella Hanna.
, Huneke, Nikolaus.
, Hurtl, Frank Anthony or Franz
Anton Hurtl Frank Anton Hurtl or Frank
Anthony Xavier Hurtl, Frank Hurtdle.
m Hyuck, Choy Lung or Choy Long
Hyuck or Hugh L. Choy.
e , Iwanaga, Toshio.
, Jakobowicz, Rosalla or Rozalia
Jakobowitz or Rosalia Buxbaum or Rozalia
Meneczer.
s

, Janner, Maria Hubertina,

, Janssenes, Michael.

, Jelsovsky, Karl or Carl Heinz or
Carl Heinz Jeiso\rsky or Heinz Henninger or
Karl Heinz Henninger.

, Jepeway, Marie or Marie Salim

, Johannsen, Emil Peter.
Johnson, Lempl Alexandra
Eoskinen.

Johnson, Martha Irene or Mar-
tha !rene Miskala,

, Junus, Jeff.

Juul, Poul Tage.

Kadlee, Edward Laurence.
Kaliszezuk, Onofry or Fred Kal-

lin or Otto Fred Kallin.
4, Kamp, Gisela Mertins or Gisela

Eamp Mertins.

, Kane, Sara or Sale Eane.

, Kaps, Frank alias Frank Capps

(alias Eap ch alias Capsch).

Eaptzan, Ariadna.

| Karas, Dora or Dnora Karasik.
Karavolos, Stavros Nicolaa

Nicolau Karavolos).

Karlsen, Karl Bjorn.

Karnavouras, Michael.

Karnuts, John,

Karnuts, Elizabeth (nee Kiss).

Katikas, Christos Nicolau.

Katona, Laszlo (or Louis).

~~~~~~~~~~ Katsimpiris, Nickolaos Michael

ick Fadis.
m Katz, Dorothy or Dwojra Katz
or Kora Katz (nee Dorothy Mandelbaum).

Katzias, Concepcion (nee

3. Kee, Yip Eon or Hon Yip or
Hon Eee Yip.

3 Eegyes, John or Janos EKegyes.
Kekenak, Steve.
Khodabandeh, Mostafa.

, Kim, Lucla or Ryang Kim.
, King, Patricia Biel (nee Patricia

Kircan, Rasit.

Klimm, Basilius.

Koltz, Harry.

EKomar, Julianna.

Eoplowitz, Bertha formerly
Miller formerly Wachman (nee Grabovsky).
Eopassakis, Emmanuel Xeno-

phon or !mmanuel Xenophon Copassakis or

Kopassis, or Eopasakis,
m. Koprowski, Boleslaw Karol or

Boleslaw Eoprowskl.

EKorman, John,

Kornis, Lonis or Louis E. Eornis,
Koulianos, Theofilos or Theo=
filos Coulianos or Teddy Koulos.

, Kozas, Semon or James Alex-

Kremke, Harry Herman,
[Kremmydas, Panagiotis or Pana-
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or Panagiote Crommidas or Peter Dallas or
Pete Dallas.

Kuchta, John.

Euhle, Arnold John or John J.

Elizabeth
Purvishk,

, Eukkanen, Lydia.
, Kushigemachi, Suyekichi.

Ewan, Hal Lu or Harry Lu

, Ewan, Siu ¥Ying Hou or Susan
Kwan or Susan Y. Kwan,

Kyriakides, Costas or Costas
Papazoglou or Gus Pappras,

Labaro, Raflaele,

Labos, De Devenyl Rajmond or

John Lambros or John Michael Lambros or
Michael Lambros or Ioannis Michael Lamp-
rinidis or Ioannis Lamprinidis.

Lande, Sevine (nee Serine
Lang, Gudrun Margarete.
Langa, Michel or Michel Langas

or Mike Langa.

, Lauridsen, Halvor Norup.
Laux, Rosine Eatherina (nee

Laynas, John George.
, Lee, Bessie Pi-Yun or Bessie

Lee, Bor or Lee Bor Cheung.
Leon, Emanuel Constantin or

, Lewinski, John Stanislaw.
, Lewis, Guilhermina Mendonca

, Lione, Edward John or Edoardo

Liptak, Andrew.

, Lo, Shih Ting or Steven Lo.
Loftus, Larry Arthur.
________ , Long, Danny Boyd or Danny
Longolius, Conrad Rudolf,
Lordt, Antoine Leon.

Losada, Manuel Fraga,
Lourbacos, Petros or Pete or

Lourenco, Jose Maria.
W Malliaroudakis, Constantinos

Pericles or Kostas Pericles Malliaroudakis or

Gust Malliaroudakis,

| Mallon, Sarah Jane (nee Dev-

4, Manalis, Constantinos or Gus
, Maniatis, Constantinos or Gus

, Mantzarls, George or Georgios

Manzino, Torino Hugo.
Mariotti, Anelio.
, Mark, August George or August

Markarian, Markar,
Martin, Andrew or Andras

, Martinez, Antonio Gonzalez,

, Marttinen, Lea Mirjam.
Marttinen, Risto Kullervo.

, Marttinen, Hannu Matti,
Marttinen, Pekke,

Mascarinas, Arturo or Arturo
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, Mascarinas, Antonio or Antonio

Matsuba, Shige.
Mattera, John or Giovanni Mat-

Matura, Marijan.
Mazzone, Giuseppina Pala.
Mekjian, Dikranoi or Dikranol

Semizoglu.

frreervoed

, Metaxas, Gerasimos Agourias or
Jerry Mataxes‘

Micko, Stefan.

Milcetich, Peter or Peter or

Milisis, John.
, Miller, Aino Johanna or Aino

Miller, Eugenie Gabrielle Fuy-
nel (nee Eugenle Gabrielle Guynel) .
, Miller, Charlotte Jennifer,
, Milrod, Izrael.
, Milrod, Lydia Ruth.
, Moi, Jung Yin or Teddy Moi.
, Moi, Goon Shee or Wal Ying.
, Monzo, Jessie Leaetta (nee Alex-
andra or De Alexandra).
4, Morales, Matilde or Matilde

e, Morrow, Maria or Maria Mo-

, Moy, Shee Tong.
Muller, Eugenia.
Musial, Hans Erich Eurt or

Johns or John Michael or Mihali Joan Musi.

m. McCutcheon, Grace (nee Grace
Steinmetz),

, Napoleoni, Maria Palma.
, Neider, Edward Julius or Edort

, Nicolescu, Traian or Dan or
Daniel Nicholas or Dan Nicolescu or Floria
Bergian.

Nicosia, Gaetano or David C.

, Noxon, Anne Wookdridge.

, Nunes, Serafino Da Rocha.

, Oaks, Eugene Vernon.

, O’Connor, Earle Robin,

, Odenbach, Rolf Dieter,

) Olmer, Joseph or Joseph Morris

=4 Haw (How), So Woon Ying or
Busie Hall (nee So Woon Ying).
Ortoljo, Math of Matthew or
Matthew John Ortoljo.
Orzea, Candit or Orzia or John
Orzea.
, Oseguera, Karl or Karl Vizvari.
Otamendi, Marla or Sister

Ozaki, Yoshio (nee Toshiyo

| Ozdizdar, Hamdi Hasan.

, Paasuke, August Richard.
Pagano, Aniello.

, Page, Albert Joseph.
Pagoulatos, Jerasimos or Jerry

_____ , Penagakos, Dimitra or Dimitra
Panagopoulos, Eugene

Pangos, Eugenio.

Pantazis, .Iolm Nicholas or

Papadakis, Nicolaos,
Papademas, Charalambos (alias

Papadopoulos, Stefanos.
Papoutsis, George.
Paris, May Estelle.
Pastor, Charles Emil

Karaly Emeil Pastor),

m Patterson, John,

(alias



, Pejko, Joseph or Jozef or Joe

Pelechata, Anna.

Perdew, Blanche Sophie Ghli-
slane or Blanche Sophie Ghlisiane De
Vriendt.

, Perez, Andres or Andrew Perez.
Pessl, Eric.

Peters, Benjamin or Peter Ben-
jamin and Samuel Anderson.

4. Petrator, Peter or

Petros

Petratos, Peter Panagiotis.
Petrowsky, Emil Edouard Bern=
hard or Emil Werner.

: , Phasoulakes, Eustratios Michel
or George Fasalakis or Fassalakis or George
Michael Fasalakis or Fassalakis.

Pihala, Eaiho Marjatta (nee

Fung). ;
m Plagmann, Max or Michael or

l\.ﬂchale Lewls,
, Pochert, Emil Herman.

, Polselli, Federico or Frederick
, Posantzis, Vasilios Homer,

, Poulios, Theodore.

, Prester, Julio,

, Prochaska, Nora Zweybruck or
Nom Edltha Ernestine Prochaska.

Quinagon, Fely or Fely Guzman
Quinagon formerly Felipa Reyes.

m‘ Quinagon, Maurice or Maurice
Guzman Quinagon formerly Mauricio Guz-
man Reyes or Mauricio Amador Reyes.

, Quinn, James Hannick.
Racenstein, Harry or Harry

, Raftopoulos, Deoneseos SBocrates
or Denuis Raftls‘

, Ramiene, Chana (nee Epstein)
or (,hana Ramm

Ramos, Carlos Gumsindo,
Rasmussen, Erik Aage,
Rasofsky, Ladislav or Larry

Rush.

uuuuuuuuuuu Raypert, Stanislawa (nee Ko-

O Reeves, Clara Brandon (nee
Morrison) or Clara Lewis Erandon Reeves.

w, Reid, Irma Maria or Serena
Irma Maria Reid.

4, Reitz, Margare: Eunst or Mar=

garet Schmidt.
, Rekow, Christine EKay.
Riley, Harry Edward

(alias

, Rinaldi, Antonio.

. Rivera-Medrano, Augusto.

, Robles, Gregorio Laciste.

, Roig, Juan Jose Balta Seller.

, Rose, Ramiro.

4, Rosovich, Emil Zebo or Euseblo

, Rossbacher, Ingeborg Gerda.
Roussos, John,

Ruckdeschel, August Franz,
Ruppert, Peter Earl or Peter

Earl Ruppert Jones,
ﬁ. Ruppert, Kurt or Eurt Ruppert

Russo, Francesco or Frank
, Rytkonen, Waino Heikkl
Sabaija, Joseph or Josip.
Sagner, Karin Monica Eliese.
Sakaguchl, Namie or Namle

, Sakamoto, Shonosuke or Frank

, Sakamoto, Eolto,

, Sandberg, Gustal Adolf,
Sandnes, Rolf George.

, Sang, Ho or Sang Ho or Ho Tin

, Sanles, Ricardo Santos or Dia=
montino Almeira Campos.
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Santini, Enrico Enio.
Sardis, Eleftherios Nicholas.
Schaefer, Reinhardt.
Schaefer, William Erich or Willi
Erich Schaefer or Willie E. Schaefer or Eriche
Max Willy Schaefer.

4 Schonfeld, Isidor.
Bchultz, Helena (nee Pawlak).
Schwalie, Barbara.
4, Schwulera, Ida (nee Eommor-

, Bcibetta, Josephine or Giuseppa
or Gluseppina Scibetta or Schibetta (nee
Perrone or Perrune or Hrrone).

Seemann, Rudolf.

Beitzer, Catherine (nee Appinel)
formerly Brett.

, Shadrina, Agreppina Terentiev-

or G'.useppe ar Joseph Silinunte or Silin-
unte or Silimonte or Selinonte or Selimunte
or Selimonte or Szlinunte or De Giriolamo
or Muffolette or Muoletta or Moulletta or
Nuffolette or Monte.

Simhon, Enrigue, or Entigue
Simhon Cohen.
, Skellas, Stefanos.
, Sklavounos, Aggelos or Angelo

Sklavos.

3, Smith, Stephen Klar.

, Souza, Mary Alice Eim or Mary
e Kim or Mary Alice Kim.

, Spathari, Antonio.

, . Nitas, Antonios Speridon or
Evaugelos Stelatos.
Spicjarich, John.
SBpithogiannis, Lambros Eon-

Steinfeld, Paul.
{ Steinfeld, Ruzena (nee Herzog),

Stenger, Michael.
Stulman, Max, or Norbert Max

Sundstrum, Karl Hjalmar,
Svevar, Axel Lennart Waldemar

Switzeny, Peter Klaus.
Switzeny, Leonora.
By’vcrt.sen Bernt Johan or Bert

tine Szczeps.ki.
: =4 Sze,

or Sge Chiu Hua.

Takahashi, Tku.

Tang, Kwok Cho or Danny

Manuel, or Sze Chiu Wah

Tang, Marguerite Zing-Tsung
or Mrs Zubm Percy Tang.

Tang, Zubin Percy.

Tang, Mina.

, Tanikawa, Masahi or Tadashi

, Teachman, Brame Jay or Teack-
man or Ben Teachman.
. Terecido, Ramon Deus or Ra-

Thmbjcrn.sen Arne Thorlef.

, Toralballa, Leopoldo Vasquez.

, Toralballa, Gloria (nee Cortes).

Torcello Rodulfo.

Trague!s, Apriano Marques.

Treesh, Purificacion Nabong,
Tsang, Betty Ling or Shu

Hsieng Tsang (nee Ling) or Elixabeth Simpe

son Ling.

‘Tsang, Slen Moo or Seymour.
Tslen, Virginia or Cho Ing or
ﬂrginla C. Tslen,

, Tsikouris, Helen or Helen Ga-
tis Tsikourls or Helen Kouskoutis.
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, Tsikouris, Ioannis or John Tsi-
kouris .or Giovannis Kachias or John Nico-
laou Eakias or John Chekourls,

i, Tyler, Bertha Drewett or Ber-

Vago, Isabella Nat.alina.
Valentis, Jacovoa or Jacochos Va-

Vanenburg, Jules Armand.
Varian, Maria Franco.

Varian, Morris Franco.

Varian, Terestia Franco.

, Varian, Helen Franco.

Vecere, Maria Maddalena or

Ver, Paz Silva.
Veta, Benedetto.
Vigorita, Gaetano or Thomas

, Warnack, Fritz Johann.
, Wegelius, Lennart.
Weintraub, Stanislaus.
, Weiss, John or John or Janos

‘Weller, John.

Wellner, Christine Doris.
Weskis, Johannes.

‘Wiest, Harold Henrl.
Wilkinson, Maurice Finbar.
Williamson, James Oliver or

Peters.

Wincup, Charles Christopher.

Wing, Ching or Hing Ching or

Jimmie Hing.

Woods, Synnove or Synnove

Wujeik, Paul or Wujick.
Wujeik, Prances or Wujick (nee

ich.

or Lum Chai You (alias Walter Lam or Lam
San Ping).

shima.

Yeun, Wong or Wong-Yun.
, Yunger, Anna Steibel or Anna
Kirch (malden name).

Zainudin, Yousuf or Esouf
Eusoof Jainoo.
3., Zamparo, Frank or Francesco

, Zolas, Edward.
, Zolas, Astghik Fimi,

, Zorilla, Jesus Apariclo or Jesus
Zorilla or Zorrilla.

Mora y Gonzales, Isidoro Felipe

de,

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On page 3, line 13, strike the registration
number and name:
, Benedix, Ernest Gustav.”

On page 9 line 6, strike the registration
number and name:
, Galatolo, Armando.”

On page 11 lines 8 and 9, strike the regis-
tration number and name:
Horngacher, Hedwig Magda-
lena or Sister Mary Blanka Horngacher.”

On page 23, line 2, strike the registration
numher and name:
, Sang, Ho or Sang Ho or Ho Tin




1951

The committee amepdments were
agreed to.

The Senate concurrent resolution was
ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider was laid on the table.

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF
CERTAIN ALIENS

The Clerk called Senate Concurrent
Resolution 10.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the Senate concurrent resolution,
as follows:

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

Abalo, Celestino or George
Abalo or Celestine Aballe,
, Ackerman, Zelda (nee Schneid-
er).

| , Agaccio, Edmondo Gluseppe or
Edmondo Joseph Agaccio or Joe Agaccio or
Edmondo Ogaccio.

, Akiyama, Sur iyuki or Stanley
Akiyama.

. Allen, Arthur Albert (alias Al-
bert, Allen).
, Almaz, Paul Salin.
Alves, Jose Lino.
i Anagnostidis, Constantin
Emanuel or Gustav or Constantin Emannel
or Constantin Emanuel Efstratadis or Lorenz
Melarand or Milerand.
Angelaras, Dimetrios,
Angeles, Lopez, Augustine
George (Jorge) or Agustine Angeles Comacho
or Augustine George Angeles.
B2  Angelopoulous, John or John
Angel.
EEEEmesd, Arakaki, Taro or Isamu Oka-
mura.

Baches, Loukas or Lucas Bachas.
, Backhaus, Elizabeth or Eliza-
beth Hartman or Elizabeth Vozel or Eliza-
beth Klein.

B2 Backhaus, Joseph or Joseph
Klein.

Badamo, Giuseppe or Joseph.
Ballis, Constantin Stavros.
, Ballis, Helen Constantine (nee
Andrews or Andriou).

, Ballis, Eimon or Cimon Con-

sta

Barbieri, Giorgio Angelo.

, Farbosa-Ramos, Rosendo (alias

Roberto Rodriguez).
Barone, Antonio or Tony

Barone,

, Barone, Antonio or Tony

Barone,

Nathalle, Velmo or Bascome

(nee Joell).

, Bastoni, Albertina Fosca (nee

Mariottl).

. Beck, Redvers Howard, or Red-

vers Howard Simpson.

, Beck, Margaret Elizabeth (nee

Gagzzard), formerly Simpson.

Bekrakis, John.

Belvedere, Vittorlo.

Berry, Robert Duncan.

Bertoglio, Giacomo (alias Pete

Bertoglio).
E , Bestani, Mohamed Adib Amine,

, Bladt, Michael, or Mikal Bledt.

EEZ=22222y Blais, Marie Madelaine (nee

Gagne).

, Bodfish, George aka Juergen

Eantor.

Bonati, Richard Joseph.

, Bonello, Anthony.

, Boot, Anton.

, Bottino, Mariano.

Boules, Antonios Michael.
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=222, Bove, Fulvia Teresa (or Theresa)
(nee Capuana) or Sylvia Capulano.
, Bravo, Thomas Amorin,

m Bregant, Francis Charles, or
Franz or Frank Bregant.
Brown, Jack.

Brussee, Wietske Van Der Goot.
Buchinnick, Harri, or Harry

Kitz.

, Guono, Gluseppe, or Joseph

Buono or Jose Buono.

Butterfield, Jean Donald.

Cacerez, Saturnino Rodriguez.

Calcanides, Sofia (nee Christo-

forides).

Calcanides, Despina,

Careklas, Orestes George, or

Oreste Careclas.

, Carinos, Emanuel, or Emmanuel

or Emanuel EKarinos.

, Caropreso, Virginio, or Virginio

Rocco Antonio Caropreso.

, Carrieri, Raffasle (allas Ralph

Carrleri).
E , Caruana, Carlo.

, Castagna, Pletro.

, Cavallaro, Ilario.

, Chang, Cheng Shu Wang.

, Charbides, Evdochia

Mimopoulos).

Charron, Willlam Joseph.

, Chen, Man Chu.

. Chen, Shou Heng Chue.
ive: x4, Chen, Fung-Cheung, or Francis

Feng-Hsiang Chen.

, Chen, Raymond Fung-Chu or

Fung Chu-Chen,

, Chengges, Louis or Elias Di-

mitrius Chenggas or Cheggis or Tsengges.

, Chengges, Christina or Chris-

tina Louls Chegges or Cheggis or Tsengges.

, Chiang, Hual-Chang.

, Chiang, Zoh-Ing (nee Shen).

Chin, James Chee or Wing Chin

(nee

(Chan).

@ EE===23. Chinchefas, Michael Constan-
no.

, Chryssikos, Paul Nicholas or

Paul Nicolas Chryssicos.

Chuan, Raymond Lu-Po.

, Clarizio, Saverio or Sam.

Clasoff, Elia Dimitroff or 1lija

Dimeff Klasoff or Dimovich or Lewie

Dimitroff.
, Cohen, Frances (alias Frances

Eneeter).
Colombos, John or Icannis

Colombos.

, Constantinides, Eugenia Savvas
or Eugenia Savva (nee Eugenia Evangelou
Pagonis).

, Custas, Elpiniki
Petros Glannopoulou.

, Crowder,

or Elpiniki

Gertrude Agnes or
Jerabek

. Czerniawska, Anna.
, Daniel, Suzanne Olga or Su-
zanne Olga Mornaghini.

, Daras, Gerasimos Anastassias
or Gerasimos Daras or Jerry or Geris or Gerry
Daras or Darros.

, Darinskas, Bernardas or Ben

Darin,

, D'Arpino, Arcangelo.

, Da Silva, Agostinho Ferrelra or
ia.

., Da Silva, Alfred Alves.
Daughenbaugh, Edith Cecilla
Lopez or Eddit Lopez.

, Davis, Aglala Constintin Stafilas
or Aglaia Constantin Stafilas.

, Dawson, William Rudeman or
Wwilllam Rudman Dawson.

B4, Dawson, Constance Beatrice,
Debney, Audrey Rennie,

De Carvalho, Manuel Cordeiro
De Covello, Vincent Scotto o1
Scotto, Vincent.

, Deftereos, Nicholas John or
Nicholas J. Deftereos or Nicholaos Deftereos
or Nicholas Thefteros or Nick Defterios or
Nick Dafterion.
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, Del Greco, Dino or Danny.
Dell’Aquila, Pasquale.

De Mammos, Maria, formerly
Maria Eichvald (nee Maria Amers).
, De Seaton, Celia Torres or Celia
Torres Villanueva or Celia Villanueva de Sea-
ton or Celia Villanueva de Espinoza.
., De Wit, Louis Charles.
, Diamandopoulos, Eustache.
, Di Carlo, Francesco or Frank

Di Carlo.

, Di Filippi, Antonino.

Di Meo, Gennaro.

Dimoff, Pete or Pando Eftimo-

vich.

EE=======4 Dittiger, John Caspar or John

Dittiger

, Dobrocky, Michael.

, D'Oliveira, Manuel.

Dorizas Katina Michalopoulos

(nee Katina Michalopoulos).

, Doukis, Ourania S. (nee Ouranis
Ourania Doukis or Ourania

Sahinis or
Doukis).
Drivas, George J. or Georglos
Drivas or George John Drivas.
, Du Theodora Sumner Hsu,
Dugdale, Ernest or Thomas Dug-
dale.
, Dunat, Kuzman or Cosman
Dunat.
EE====23 Duvekot, Taetske (nee Van Der
Helde aka Thea Duvekot).
Edwards, Alfred James.
, Elfant, Zelman.
Esposito, Crescenzo or Christie
or Prunk,
., Ewing, Ernest Aleck or Ernest
Aleck Kleeman.
Ewing, Monika Margot or Mon-
ika Margot Kleeman.
Fafalios, Spiros or Spiros Leo-
nida Fafallos.
, Farga, Soledad Maria Comparro
formerly known as Soledad Maria Camporro
or Soledad Camporro Alonso.
Fernandez, Manuel Ben or
Manuel Ben.
, Ferell, Alvan Sigfrid or Alvar
Sigfrid Carlson.
, Ferrugia, Charles,
, Finkelstein, Benjamin or Ben-
Jjamin Finkelsztejn.
pe . Pisch, Esther or Esther Persiner,
, Follet, Claude Jean Rene.
, Follet, Guy.
. Frank, Ernest or Ernst Stopsack.
, Fricioni, Giluseppina (nee Balle-
rini).
EEEEEasd, Frost, Joseph or “Joe" Frost or
Meroski or Marawske or Muryczka,
, Fucco, Pasquale.
, Fuchs, Alexander.
, Fuchs, Serena (nee Serena Zol-

, Fut, Lim Yun.
, Garcia, Geronimo or Geronimo
Garcia Nieves.
, Garcia, Jesus Dopazo or Jesus
Dopazo or De Paso.
Garcla, Jose Lago or Jose Garcla
Lago or Lago Jose Garcla.
w, Gatsios, Panaglotis.
, Gatsios, Olga.
, Gavitt, Ethel May (nee Leane).
, Georgopoulos, Eonstantin Gera-
simos or Jerry Gregory.
, Giancarli, Sarah E. or Serafina
Emilia Glancarli (nee Mattioli).
, Giardina, Serafina Cascio.
Ginters Emma Emilia (nee

Stulpe) .
m, Gloulis, Constantinos Michael.

EEEEEEEd, Glass, Rachel Anna nee Neu-
mark or Rae Glass.

, Glenos, Athanasios Demetrlos or
Tom Glenos.

, Goldberg, Sophie or Sophie
Goldenber

. Gonzalez-Garcla, Demetrio.
Gorlero, Gilbert or Gilberto Cor-
lero or Gilbert Golero.



Goudas, Spiros Charilaos.
Gray, James McEwan.
Gray, Wesley.
Grayson, Yvonne Carole.
Green, Eva.
Grenedler, Masha (nee Golad
alias Molly Grand).

, Grenedler, Solomon or Solomon
Bol Grand.

, Grigoriou, Vasilios or Bill Gri-
gouriu or Vasilios Grigauriu.
Grimley, George.
Grubelich, Jacob.
Guariglia, Nicola.
, Gunther, Carl Heinrich or Carl
Heinrich Guenther or Carl Henry Guenther.

, Hannah Cornelia Sophie or Cor-

nelia Sophie Van Dillem or Cornelia Sophie
Tierie.

Grand or

, Hansen, Johannes Vikkelso or

John Vi.
Hanuszek, Rosa Lina (nee Hey-

mann).
3 Haripar, Kurt Claus formerly

Bah

Havlick, Edward.

Heckert, France Aimee, maiden
name Meister.

, Hee, Mrs. Wong Wah or Ng Yee
or Ng Woon Tal or Suey Yee Wong or Woon
Tai Ng or Suey Yee or Woon Tal.

, Hellevik, Eonstanse Petrine or
Eonstance or Constance Petrine Hellevik.
Hendry, Violet Maryon Oma.
Hignett, Thomas Henry.

Him, Quon Ming or Quon

Seetoo.

, Hing, Lee Wal or Harry Lee.
Ho, Guy Chang-Ching.

Ho, Wan or Ho Wan.

, Hoi, Lo or Hol or Lo Park Chen.
, Hummel, Wenzel.

, Hutt, Florence.

Hyla, Wladyslaw or Willlam

Iengo, Antonio,

, Imre, Strasser or Imre Strasser,
, Strasser, Irene (nee Menczer).
Ing, Dick or Charlie Woo.

, Inkster, Norah (nee Park).

, Inouye, BShokichi or Henry

, Ioannou, Petros or Peter Joanou.
, Ishakawa, Kichihei or Ishikawa
Kichihel or Junjiro Eoshimizu.

Isnard, Marcel Eugene Thecdore.
Iversen, Jhalmar Lindberg.
Jefflrey, Moses or Mohamed
Jaferii. %
, Jensen, Ole.

, Johansen, Halfdan Jarl or Half-
dan Earl Johansen,

, Johansson, Werner Leopold.

, Johnsen, Kristian Henry Vin-

cents.
, Jongejans, Gerrit, Junior (allas

===
George Johnson).

w. Junke, Gerhard Eurt Hugo or
Gerhardt Juemke.

, Eainz, Earl Joseph.

, Eainz, Helen Marle.

, Eajlwara, Kaorl.

Eapor, Vincent Dominlek or

Vincent Eapor.
woxaran. Nikola P. or Nicolas Peter
Earan formerly Nikola P. Karanikitch.

, Karavitis, Nicholas George.
, Karibon, Lilly (nee Schott).
, Earpenkiel, Theodore EKarl or
Theodore Earpenkiel.
, Earpenkiel,

Gertrude (nee
Labahn).

, Eastrissios, Emmanouel D. or
Emmanouel Demetrios EKastrissios.
Eataoka, Yoshizo.

EKatomeritis, Nicholas Ste-
Eleanora

Eavooras, (nee

, KEawczynskl, Antoni or Anthony

220000000 |
Eawczynski.
m, Eechriotis, Stamatios.
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, Eeller, Nicolal or Nicolae Eeller.
, Keller, Maria.
, Kennedy, Noel Percy.
Eeong, Loule Wah or Lay Hua
Chiang or Willis Loule.
Khan, Peer.
Eimm, Richard Chi Yon or Chi
Yon Eimm or Richard Chiyon Eimm.

, Eiparisus, Evangelos Georgos
or Angelo George Eipper.

Klausen, Karl Johan or Carl

Johan Clausen.

, Kleppe, Lars Johnson,
Elinger, Magdalina (nee Gang).
Kloucek, Henrlk, Peter.
Enotick, Annie or Annie Lil-

lian Fusier.

, EKobylinski,
Arthur Collier).

, Kosparek, Mary Frances (nee
Chmelar) or Mary Frances Harrison.

Eostandinos, Risto or Hristo

Vasil Naumovich Sahdros (alias Thomas
Christ Stoikofl).

, Eousoulinos, Timoleo Panteli
(allas Timoleon Eoussoulinos, alias Tom
Konsolas).

Aleksander (alias

EEEEEEEsd Krazik, Alexander Ignatz or
Alex Erazik or Ignatz Krazik,
, Eremedas, Ioannis Mihail or
John Michael Medas or John Mitchell Medas.
Kylitis, Antonios or Anton
Kylitis.
, Lahtl, Eino Esajas or Eino
Lahtl.

Lambrinides, Pholikroni or
Pnul Lambros

, Lanzoni, Rino Custone.

tonios Patrinos.

, Larson, Gudbjorg (nee Gud-
bjorg Stefansdottir).

Laughton, Walter or Walter

Lauktien.
, Leng, Hsi-Hung.
, Leong, Yot Chung or George
Loeng or Leong Ling or Leong Ling or Mon
Tong.

, Leto, Gluseppe or Joseph.
TLeung, Alicla (nee Alicia

, Levedas, George Leonidas.
, Levi, Pamela Shirley Loulse or

, Lezls, Apostolos or Paul Lazos
Raftopules,
, Liblich, Zofia (nee Laurowicz).
, Lie, Leif,
, Lier, Martinus Van.
, Ling, Young or Alvin Young

Ling.
EE=d Liu, Yoh Han or Yok John Liu
or Y John Liu.
, Lokker, Aaltje Wilhelmina or
Aaltje Wilhelmina Noback.

EE==24, Lopes, Alejandrina or Alejan-
drina Mendez y Perez.

B2, Lopez, Manuel or Mannel
Lopez y Barredo.

B2 Louda, Svatava or Svatava
Louda (nee Kysela).

, Louda, Frantisek or Frank

Louda.

, Lucza, Emery Ehiss or Emreic
Lucza or Ehiss or Emery Lucza.

Macaleese, Angele Marie Almee
or Angele Marle Almee Bertrand (maiden
name) or Angele Marie Almee Defosse (first
marriage).

, MacGillicuddy, Joan Marie
Therese or Joan Magglll or Joan Winfield.
B2 MacGillicuddy, Mellie Veronica
(nee O’Connor).
Macia, Rodasindo Beloso.
, Macone, Pasquale.
, Magglore, Vincienzo or Vincent

Maggiore.

, Makris,

Christopoulou).
Mamais, Anthony or Antonios

Nicolaou Mamals,

Evangelia or (nee

May 15

, Manis, George C. or George
Conutantinos Zagrimanis.
Martinez, Franclsco Gongzalez.
slartinovich, Joseph or Joso
Sime Martinovic.

Martinsons, Anna or Stankious

{nee Beckman).
Massimino, Marlo.
Mastrogeorgakes, Demetrios or
James Mastrogeorge.

, Mastrojohn, John or Ioannis

, Matsul, Yoshiakl,
, Matsul, Matsuko.
Maynard, Irene Agatha (nee

McDowell, Thomas.
Mecker, Bernhard Frederich

Withelm.,

=== Mestousls, Demetrios Nick or
James Nick Metousis.

, Metellz, Trudy Loulse or Liza

Meterilza or Elka Samseber.

B2 Miah, Chang or Abdul Miah or
Suna Miah.
Michalek, Peter Michael,
Milicia, Pietro.
Millas, Themis Demetrios or
Themistogles Demetrios Millas.
Moe, Ho Fuh or Moe Ho Fuh.
Momjian, Harry or Haroutine
Batrag Momjlan.

, Montella, Giuseppe or Joseph

Montella or Guiseppe Montella or Montello.
, Morgan, Ernest George.
, Moschourls, Loukas.
Mouldevanou Eonstantina I.
Moy, Ou.
, Mulholland, Patrick Joseph,

w Najera, Manuel or Manuel Na-
Jera Cano.

, Naccache, Ellas Gabriel,
, Nannettl, Roberto or Robert
Nannettl.
% wh , Nicolau, Stilian Iovanis or Steve
ohn.
, Nordbeck, True Einar or John
Einar Nordbeck.
, Normazr, Horatio Macfadyen.
, Ntuli, Isaac William,
. Nunes, Xavier.
=221, Nymann, Elsa Irene Catharina
Wang (nee Elsa Irene Catharina Wang).
Nymann, Rolf.
Nymann, Bjorn.
Bl Okubo, Sugao or Kudao Okubo
(alias Sam Saiki).

=223 Oling, Emil Isak.,

W, Olsen, Agnes Ovida (nee Agnes
Ovida rahamsen). : ¥
, Orenbain, Saul or Salo Morit

Orenbain.

B2y Otero-Ventin, Jose or Jose
Caruso.

B2 Ozata, Mehmet Selim.

, Pacheco, Arnaldo or Chico

Pacheco.

, Pagliara, Gennaro or Jerry
, Pahy, Lota or Lotta Pary.
, Palan, Viasta.
, Paloheimo, Riitta Marjatta
, Paloheimo, Eric Scott,
, Papadopoulos, Kostas.
Papalazaros, Lagaros Demetrios
or Laml 0s Demetrios Papalazarou,

, Pasquale, Alano, De.

. Patterson, Richard.
[\ Pa.tt-erson. Teodora Aguillon.
, Patterson, Sylvia.
of, Paupin, Lisa (nee Lisa Kieec or
Lisa Kundsin).

w Pelizon, Celestine Kowalska or
Celestine Genovefe Klein or Clestine Eowal-
ska,

, Pereira, Eduardo Vicente.
, Peros, Frane Mile.
Fesic, Paolo Svetislay or Paul




Petekas.

, Petrides, Stephan or Stephan

Pettersen, George.
, Philipides, Novolaos Theodoros.
Phillis, Antigone or Antigone

, Piceininno, Vito Antonio.
, Pizzo, Concetta formerly Espo-

, Plaxton, Willlam Michael.
, Podimatos, Dionissios or Denny

Ponevejsky, Irene Anatolievna.
Ponevejsky, Tamara Anato-

, Poon, Sew Kal or Poon Sew Eal.
, Portcheller, Max.
, Portcheller, Eva (nee Trendler).
, Portcheller, Eva.

tonios Portocalides.

Pozner, Goldie or Goldie Himel.

Pulido, Susana Peralta Sumal-

bag or SBusan Peralta Sumalbag.

Quintas, Trinidad (nee Trini-

dad Bosin Rey}
o0 Quistgaard, Helma Kirsten

Rados, Demetrios George or

James Rados.

Ramirez, Ramon or Ramon

Rando, Giuseppe or Joseph

Rasmussen, Victor Emanuel.
Ratoliska, Dallbor Vaclav or
Dalibor Ratoliska.

, Reppas, Splros.

Ricchetti, Giacomo Mario or

Rissone, Adelina or Adelina
Kissone or Rissone or Adelina Gibellino or
Adele Rissone.

, Rodrigues, Joao or Rodriguez or
John Rodrigues.

y Lopez.

Rodriguez, Edita (nee Edita
Dominguez-Fernandez).
, Rogale, Josef (Joseph).

, Rondon, Sidney.

Roumeliotis, Peter John or
Panagiotls Roumeliotis.
| Roussos, George or George M.

riguez

Rudanil, Enrico or Henry

, Ruona, Marie Maria.
, Salutsky, Arvum or Mordche
or Max Semigielski or Abraham

, SBamonas, Nicolaos or Nicholas

Sander Bernat.
j, Bankilampil, Johan Jhalmar or

Scheuer, Berish or Benjamin or
Ben Scheuer.

Schmidt, Helene (nee Pollack).
Schneider, Michael or Michel
Schneider.

3 Scognamillo, Giovanni or John
Bcognamillo,
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Scuderi, Giuseppe or Joseph

Shalhoub, Vioclette Youssef
(nee Fallaha).

ey, Sharman, Edna Gladys May or
Edna Glndya May Lane or Edna Gladys May
W

Ehee, Ho or Law Ho Shee.
Shee, Lum Woo (malden

Shuitkas, Spiros Georgiou or
Steve Adams or Styros Shuthas.

Siira, Sulo Onnl.

Silinsky, Alexander Basil.
Siva, Ralph or Rafael (allas

, Siva Diamante or Diamante
Nassy y Alterez alias Mercedes Morina Her-
nandez

, Sjolin, Erik Gunnar.

, Smilovici, Otto-Michel or Mi-
chael Smiley.

, Smith, Arnold Wilhelm Robert

. Boderquist, Elof Rolf Aka.
. Sokolowskl, William Dominick

Spiegel, Sidonia (nee Hirsch).
Spilipoulos, Evangelos.
, Stalder, Herman Peter.
, Stamatiou, Lesvia Jean or Les-

, Tal, Lee Kin or Charlie Lee.
| Takeuchi, Yuwako or Yuwako

Tamzarian, Kegham or Eay

, Tarcson, Maria or Mary or
Maria or Mary Nyakas.

Tasso, Gluseppe Felice or

Joseph Tasso.
z +ofl, Tessman, Manuel or Manuel
x4, Teus, Dolores Deanna or Dolores

Thorsen, Reidar Geyer.
Tomaszewski, Frank,

Tripodi, James Vincenzo or
Vincenzo Tripodi.

w. Tsemperis, Michael Nick or
Michael Tsemperis gr Michael N. Tsemperis
or Mike N. Tsemperis.

Udris, John Areid or Harry

Udris, Emily or Emily Auder.
Urrutia, David Victorio Gastelu
or David Gastelu.

W, Uy, Julita Habaluyas (nee Ju=-
lita uzman Habaluyas).

w Uy, Yu Sin or Florencio Chuy=
tie Uy. £

Uzzell, Henry,

Valente, Raul,

Van Bokhoven, Alexander Jo-
hannes Andrianus Marinus or Alexander J,
Van Bokhoven.

Vasiliou, Anna nee Vrostou or

Anna Vassili.
Vaslloff, Bozin (allas Christ
Vassiliou, Theocharis Con-

Venzen, Lily Vitalia.
Vergou, Alkaterini or Eatherine

Vergoy, Demetrios or James
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4 Vineberg, Benjamin or Benja-
min Wajnbergier.
Vocos,

James Dimitrios or

| Vonakis, Julla (nee Julia Chara-
lambos Hatzlharalambos).

, WaJsman, Perla or Walsman or
Perla Windman or Perla Winderman,
Welssman, Osias Noe or Jean

Wilson, Alice Ann,

Wolther, Irving or Isaak

Yamanaka, Satiko,
Yang, Ling Fu or Yang Ling Fu.
Yang, Shiang Ping.

Yang, Anna Hsiao or Anna

Yanushkevich, Gregorio or

Yu, Horace I-Sen,
Yu, Lota Lois,
Yuki, Anthony Toschimichi.
ZefHler, Astrid Sigrid.

j Kulukundis, Manuel Elias also

anuel Kulukundis (nee Calliope Elias
Hadjilias).

liope

Kulukundis, George Elias.
Kulukundis, Manuel Michael.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On page 15, lines 13 and 14, strike the reg-
istration number and name:

‘w, Liu, Yoh Han or Yok John
Liu or ¥ John Liu.”

On page 16, line 9, strik> the registration
number and name:

¥ , Maggiore, Vincienzo, or Vin-
cent Maggiore.”

On page 18, line 19, strike the registra-
tion number and name:
Pacheco,

Arnaldo or Chico

Pacheco."
On page 20, lines 19 and 20, strike the
registration number and name:

Dolores or (nee Muerlin). ”
On page 26, after line 18, insert the reg-
istration numbers and names:

seppl Arturo Foti or Giuseppi Correale or
Arthur La Plerre.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The Senate concurrent resolution was
ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

MABEL MONROE BONDS

The Clerk called the hill (H. R. 629)
authorizing the Secretary of the In-
terior to issue a patent in fee to Mabel
Monroe Bonds.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
issue to Mabel Monroe Bonds a patent in
fee to the following described lands on the
Blackfeet Indian Reservation, Mont.: Lot 6
and the north half of the northwest quar-
ter of the southeast quarter of section 33,
township 36 north, range 14 west, Montana



9344

prineipal meridian, containing seventy-six
and sixty-one one hundredths acres, more
or less,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause
and ingert the following: *That the Secre-
tary of the Interior, upon application in
writing, is hereby authorized to sell the
homestead allotment numbered 1641 of
Mabel Monroe Bonds, described as lot 6
and the north half of the northwest quarter
of the southeast quarter of section 33,
township 36 north, range 14 west, Mon-
tana principal meridian, containing seventy-
slx and sixty-one one-hundredths acres, and
to disburse the proceeds of such sale for
the benefit of Mabel Monroes Bonds: Pro-
vided, That when the land is offered for sale
the Blackfeet Tribe or any Indian who is a
member of said tribe shall have 80 days
within which to execute a preferential right
to purchase said tract at the price offered
by a prospective buyer willing and able to
purchase: Provided further, That if the land
is purchased by the Blackfeet Tribe or a
member thereof title shall be conveyed by
deed to the United States in trust for the
purchaser, and if the land is purchased by
a non-Indian a patent in fee shall be
issued to the purchaser.”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.

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

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to authorize the sale of certain
allotted land on the Blackfeet Reser-
vation, Mont.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

RICHARD JAMES BROWN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 630)
authorizing the Secretary of the In-
terior to issue a patent in fee to Richard
James Brown.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
{ssue to Richard James Brown a patent in
fee to the following-described lands allotted
to him on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation,
Mont.: The west half of the northwest quar-
ter, section 12, township 37 north, range 10
west, Montana principal meridian, contain-
ing elghty acres.

Sec. 2. Sald patent in fee when issued shall
contain a reservation to the Blackfeet Indian
Tribe of the oil, gas, and all other mineral
deposits as provided in the act of June 30,
1919 (41 Stat. 16).

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read fthe third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

ALICE E. WILLIAMS BISK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 631)
anthorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue a patent in fee to Alice E. Wil-
liams Sisk.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
issue to Alice E. Willlams Sisk a patent in
fee to the following-described land allotted
to hér within the Crow Indian Reservation,
Mont.: Lots 10, 11, and 12 of section 3 and
the west half and the west half of the east
half of section 10, township 2 south, range 29
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east, Montana principal meridian, comprising
five hundred ninety-five and sixty-four one-
huncdredths acres,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

SUPPLEMENTAL PATENT TO CHARLES A.
GANM

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 651)
to provide for issuance of a supplemental
patent to Charles A. Gann, patentee No.
152,419, for certain land in California.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the Becretary of
the Interlor is authorized and directed to
issue a supplemental patent to Charles A.
Gann for the following-described lands:
southeast quarter southeast guarter north-
west quarter, northeast quarter northeast
quarter southwest quarter, east half north-
west quarter northeast quarter southwest
quarter, south half northeast quarter south-
west quarter, section 1, township € north,
range 16 east, Mount Diablo merldian, Cali-
fornia, containing forty-five acres more or
less according to the official plat of resurvey
accepted April 1, 1943,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ISSUE A PATENT IN FEE TO PERCIVAL H.
GLENN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 964)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
t(.;'o1 issue a patent in fee to Percival H.

enn.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interlor is authorized and directed to
issue to Percival H. Glenn a patent In fee to
the following-described lands, known as al-
lotment numbered 2368 on the Crow Indian
Reservation, Montana: The west half of the
southwest gquarter of section 8, lots 1, 2, 3,
and 4 and the southeast quarter of section 4
and the west half of the northwest quarter
of section 10, township 4 south, and the east
half of section 33 and the west half of the
west half of sectlon 34, township 3 south,
range 27 east, Montana principal meridian,
containing nine hundred ninety-six and
twenty-four one-hundredths acres.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

CONVEYANCE OF LANDS BY CENTRAL
PACIFIC RAILWAY CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R, 1129)
to validate a conveyance of certain lands
by the Central Pacific Railway Co., and
its lessee, Southern Pacific Co., to the
Union Ice Co. and Edward Barbera.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the conveyances
hereinafter particularly described and here-
tofore executed by Central Pacific Rallway
Co., a corporation, and its lessee, SBouthern
Pacific Co., & corporation, involving certain
lands or interests therein, in the city of Lodi,
all in the county of Ban Joaguin, State of
California, and forming a part of the right-
of-way of said Central Paclfic Rallway Co.,
granted by the Government of the United
States of America by an act ol Congress ap-
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proved July 1, 1862, entitled “An act to aid
in the construction of a railroad and tele-
graph line from the Miesourl River to the
Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern-
ment the use of the same for posta:, mili-
tary, and other purposes” (vol. 12, U. 8.
Stat. L. 469), and by sald act as amended
by act of Congress approved July 2, 1864,
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled
‘An act to ald in the construction of a rafl-
road and telegraph line from the Missouri
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to
12e Government the use of the same for
postal, -military, and other purposes,’ ap-
proved July 1, 1862” (vol. 13, U. 8. Stat. L.
368), are hereby legalized, wvalldated, and
confirmed with the same force and effect as
if the land involved therein had been held
at the time of such conveyances by the cor- .
porations making the same under absolute
fee simple title.

The conveyances, recorded in office of
county recorder of San Joaguin County,
Calif., in book of official records, which are
hereby legalized, validated, and confirmed,
are as follows:

1. Beptember 18, 1937: the Union Ice Co.,
a corporation; volume 584, page 31.

2. October B, 1946; Edward Barbera; vol-
ume 1022, page 88: Provided, That such legal-
{zution, validation, and confirmation shall
not in any Instance diminish sald right-of-
way to a width less than 50 feet on either
side of the center of the main track or tracks
of said Central Pacific Rallway Co. as now
established and maintained: Provided fur-
ther, That nothing herein contained is in-
tended or shall be construed to legalize, val-
idate, or confirm any rights, titles, or in-
terests based upon or arising out of ad-
verse possession, prescription, or abandon-
ment, and not confirmed by conveyance
heretofore made by Central Pacific Rallway
Co. and {ts lessee, Southern Pacifie Co.: And
provided jurther, That there shall be re-
served to the United States all oil, coal, or
other minerals in the land, and the right
to prospect for, mine, and remove the same
under applicable laws and regulations to be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

GRANTING TO EAISER STEEL CORP. OF
RIGHTS-OPF-WAY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1853)
to authorize the granting to Kaiser Steel
Corp. of rights-of-way on, over, un-
der, through, and across certain public
lands, and of patent in fee to certain
other public lands.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
to grant to Kalser Stee. Corp., a corporation
organized and existing under and by virtue
of the laws of the State of Nevada, perma-
nent rights-of-way, not exceeding two hun-
dred feet in width, on, over, under, through,
and acress public lands of the United States
in the county of Riverside, State of Califor-
nia, in the townships, ranges, and sections
described in section 2 of this act, for the pur-
poses of construeting, operating, and main-
taining any and all works, structures, facili-
ties, roads, railrosds, power lines, and pipe-
lines necessary, convenient, incidental, or
appurtenant to the operation of the mines,
camp sites, and mill sites of Eaiser Steel
Corp. in the vicinity of Eagle Moun-
tain, Riverside County, in the State of Cali-
fornia: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Interior shall, in his discretion, attach and
impose such conditions on sald right:-of-



1951

way, and promulgate such rules and regu-
lations as he shall deem appropriate, consis-
tent with the use of sald rights-of-way for
the purposes prescribed in this act.

Sec. 2. Sald rights-of-way shall extend
through all lands owned by the United States
or any department or agency thereof in any
of the following townships, ranges, and sec-
tions of Riverside County, in the State of
California:

(a) Township 8 south, range 11 east, sec-
tions 20, 29, 28, 27, 21, 22, 23, 14, 13, and 12;
township 8 south, range 12 east, sections 7,
8, 9, 10, and 8; township 7 south, range 12
east, sections 34, 35, and 36; township 7
south, range 13 east, sections 31, 32, 29, 28,
21, 22, 23, 14, 13, and 12; township 7 south,
range 14 east, sections 7, 8, 5, and 4, town-
ship 6 south, range 14 east, sections 33, 28,
21, 16, 9, 8, 7, and 6; township 5 south, range
14 east, sectlons 31, 32, 29, 28, 27, 26, 23, 24,
13, and 12; township 5 south, range 15 east,
sections 7 and 6; township 4 south, range 15
east, sections 31, 30, 19, 20, 17, 18, 7, and 6;
and continuing through townships 4 south
and 3 south, range 14 east, to a terminal
point at the site of the mill and camp of
Kaiser Steel Corp. in the vicinity of Eagle
Mountain in the State of California.

(b) Township 4 south, range 15 east, sec-
tions 30, 19, 20, 17, 18, and 7, and continuing
through townships 4 south and 3 south, range
14 east, to a terminal point at the site of the
mill and camp of Kaiser Steel Corp. in the
vicinity of Eagle Mountain in the State of
California.

(c) Township 3 south, range 15 east, sec-
tion 31, and continuing through townships 4
south and 3 south, range 14 east, to a termi-
nal point at the site of the mill and camp
of Kaiser Steel Corp. in the vieinity of Eagle
Mountain, in the State of California.

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior be,
and he is hereby further authorized to grant
a patent in fee to Kaiser Steel Corp., a cor-
poration organized and existing under and by
virtue of the laws of the State of Nevada,
that property located in townships 4 south
and 3 south, range 14 east, Riverside County,
Calif., which said Kaiser Steel Corp. now
maintains as a camp site and mill site in
connection with its mining operations, and
which is composed of four hundred sixty-five
and eighty-five one-hundredths acres, more
or less,

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Interior shall
fix, and Kaiser Steel Corp. shall pay, a rea-
sonable sum or sums to the United States,
including compensation for the cost of sur-
veys necessary to carry out the grants and
patent authorized hereby, as consideration
for such grants and patent. Said grants and
patent shall include suitable detailed de-
scriptions of the property covered thereby.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 3, line 17, after the word “to” insert
“grant a.”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ISSUE PATENTS IN FEE TO CERTAIN
ALLOTTEES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2349)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue patents in fee to certain allot-
tees on the Crow Indian Reservation.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
issue to the Iollowlng-named persons pat-

amendment was
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ents in fee to their allotted lands on the
Crow Indian Reservation, Montana:

Estella Wolfe, the ~outh half of the south-
eastern quarter of section 20, the northeast
quarter, and the northeast guarter of the
southeast quarter of section 29; the south
half of the southwest quarter of section 21;
the northwest quarter, the north half of the
southwest quarter, the northwest quarter of
the southeast quarter, and the northeast
quarter of section 28; the northwest quarter
of the northwest quarter of section 27, town-
ship 5 south, range 58 east, Montana princi-
pal meridian, containing 840 acres.

Mark Wolfe, the south half of the north-
east quarter, and the southeast quarter of
section 24; the north half of the northeast
quarter of section 25, township 5 south, range
37 east; the south half of the southwest
quarter of section 20; the northwest quar=-
ter of section 29, township 5 south, range
38 east, Montana principal meridian, con=-
taining 560 acres.

Furman E. Wolfe, south half of the south-
east quarter of section 25, township 5 south,
range 37 east; the southwest quarter of sec-
tion 29; the northwest quarter, the south
half, and the southeast quarter of the north«
east quarter of section 32, township 5 south,
range 38 east, Montana principal meridian,
containing 760 acres.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 11, strike out the following
language: “and the northeast quarter of sec-
tion.”

Page 2, lines 1 and 2, strike out the fol=
lowing language: *“28; the northwest quar-
ter of the northwest quarter of section 27.”

Page 2, line 3, strike out the word “eight”
ar 1 insert in lieu thereof “six.”

Page 2, lines 11 and 12, strike out the fol-
lowing language: “south half of the south-
eastern quarter of section 25, township 6
south, range 37 east.”

Page 2, line 12, following the word “the”,
insert “south half of the.”

Page 2, line 16, strike out the word “seven”
and insert in lieu thereof “six.” Strike out
the words “and sixty.”

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Mogrris as an
amendment to the committee amendment:
Page 2, line 18, after the word “hundred”,
strike out “and sixty.”

The committee amendment as amend-
ed was agreed to.

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING SALE OF CERTAIN
ALLOTTED INDIAN LAND

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3215)
authorizing the Secretary of the In-
terior to issue a patent in fee to Eloise
White Bear.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the SBecretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
issue to Eloise White Bear a patent in fee
to the following described lands allotted to
her on the Crow Indian Reservation, Mon-
tana: The southeast quarter of section 14
the northeast quarter, the west half of the
southeast quarter, and the west half of the
east half of the southeast quarter of section
23, and the northwest quarter and the west
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half of the northeast quarter of section 24,
township 8 south, range 37 east, containing
680 acres.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert “That the Secretary of the Interior,
upon application in writing, is hereby au-
thorized to sell the remaining lands con-
tained in trust allotment numbered 3613 of
Eloise White Bear, described as the south-
east quarter of section 14; the northeast
quarter, and the west half of the southeast
quarter, and the west half of the east half
of the southeast guarter of section 23; the
west half of the northeast quarter, and the
northwest quarter of section 24, all in town-
ship 8 south, range 37 east, Montana prin-
cipal meridian, containing 680 acres, con=-
veyance to be made by deed or the issuance
of a patent in fee to the purchaser and to
disburse the proceeds of such sale to Eloise
White Bear for her benefit.”

The committee amendment
agreed to.

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

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to authorize the sale of certain
allotied land on the Crow Reservation,
Montana.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

was

TOMAS J. ZAFIRIADIS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 616)
for the relief of Tomas J. Zafiriadis.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Tomas J. Zafiriadis shall be deemed to be a
native of Uruguay.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

FRANZ FURTNER AND OTHERS

The Clerk called the hill (H. R. 617)
for the relief of Franz Furtner, his wife,
Valentina Furtner, and her daughters,
Nina Tuerck and Victoria Tuerck.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Franz Furtner, his wife, Valentina Furtner,
and her daughters, Nina Tuerck and Victoria
Tuerck, shall be held and considered to have
been lawfully admitted to the United States
for permanent residence as of the date of the
enactment of this act, upon the payment of
the required visa fee and head tax.

Sec. 2. Upon the enactment of this act,
the Secretary of State shall Instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct the
necessary quota numbers that are required.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 1, strike out “the necessary
quota numbers that are required” and insert
“four numbers from the appropriate quotas
for the first year that such quotas are avail-
able.”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

amendment was
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DR. GIUSEPPE MAZZONE

The Clerk called the bhill (H. R. 895)
for the relief of Dr. Giuseppe Mazzone.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Dr. Gluseppe Mazzone shall be held and con-
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence
as of the date of this act, upon payment of
the required visa fee and head tax. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
alien as provided for in this act, the Secretary
of State shall instruct the proper quota-
control officer to deduct one number from the
appropriate quota for the first year that such
quota is avallable,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS, VASILIA PARSELLES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1233)
for the relief of Mrs. Vasilia Parselles.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Mrs. Vasilia Parselles, of San Francisco, Calif.,
who entered the United States in September
1947 for a temporary stay, shall be held and
considered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence
as of the date of such entry. Upon the en-
actment of this act, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper quota-control officer
to deduct one number from the guota for
Turkey for the first year such quota is
available,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert “That, for the purposes of the immi-
gration and naturalization laws, Mrs. Vasilia
Parselles shall be held and considered to have
been lawfully admitted to the United States
for permanent residence as of the date of
the enactment of this act, upon payment of
the required visa fee and head tax. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
alien as provided for in this act, the Secretary
of State shall instruct the proper quota officer
to deduct one number from the appropriate
quota for the first year that such quota is
available.”

The committee amendment was agreed

to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon=-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. SELMA CECELIA GAHL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1234)
for the relief of Mrs. Selma Cecelia
Gahl.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen-

eral be, and he is hereby, autherized and
directed to record the lawful admlission for
permanent residence of Mrs. Selma Cecelia
Gahl as of February 8, 1948, the date on which
she was admitted to the United States.
S8ec. 2. Upon the enactment of this act
the BSecretary of State shall Instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the quota for Australia for
the first year that said quota is available,
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With the following amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert in leu thereof the following:
“That, for the purposes of the immigration
and naturalization laws, Mrs. Selma Cecelia
Gahl shall be held and considered to have
been lawfully admitted to the United States
for permanent residence as of the date of
the enactment of this act, upon payment of
the required visa fee and head tax. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
allen as provided for in this act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
officer to deduct one number from the appro-
priate quota for the first year that such
quota is avallable”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
third time, and passed, and & motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

ANTRANIE AYANIAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1457)
for the relief of Antranik Ayanian.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
the alien Antranik Ayanian shall be held
and considered to have been lawfully ad-
mitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of enactment of this
act, upon payment of the required visa fee
and head tax. Upon the granting of per-
manent residence to such alien as provided
for in this act, the Secretary of State shall
instruct the proper guota-control officer to
deduct one number from the appropriate
quota for the first year that such quota is
available.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

JOE LEE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2114)
for the relief of Joe Lee (also known
as Lee Jow).

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the genfleman from
Towa?

There was no objection.

JINDRICH (HENRI) NOSEK AND MRS.
ZDENKA NOSEK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2310)
for the relief of Jindrich (Henri) Nosek
and Mrs, Zdenka Nosek, "

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Jindrich (Henrl) Nosek and his wife, Mrs.
Zdenka Nosek, shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon the
payment of the required visa fee and head
tax. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such alien as provided for this act,
the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the number of displaced per-
sons who shall be granted the status of
permanent residence pursuant to section 4
of the Displaced Persons Act, as amended
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(62 Stat, 1011; 64 Stat. 219; 50 U. S. C.
App. 1953).

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line B, strike out “fee and head
tax” and insert “fees and head taxes,”

Line 9, strike out “allen” and insert
“aliens.”

Line 11, strike out "“one number”
insert “two numbers.”

The committee am~>ndments were
agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed

and

“and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the {able,

MICHAEL POST-POSNIAKOFF AND
ZINAIDA POST-POSNIAEOFF

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2372)
for the relief of Michael Post-Posnia-
koff and Zinaida Post-Posniakoff.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Michael Post-Posniakoff and Zinaida Poste
Posniakoff shall be held and considered to
have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon the
payment of the required visa fee and head
tax. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such allens as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper gquota-control officer to deduct
two numbers from the number of displaced
persons who shall be admitted for perma-
nent residence pursuant to section 3 (b) (2)
of the Displaced Persons Act, as amended
(60 U. 8. C. App. 1852).

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 8, strike out “fee and head
tax” and insert “fees and head taxes.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

QUON MEE GEE

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 2852)
for the relief of Quon Mee Gee, also
known as Loui Siu Lin.

Theve being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Ee it enacted, etc., That, solely for the pur-
pose of section 4 (a) and section 9 of the
Immigration Act of 1824, as amended, and
not withstanding any provisions excluding
from admission to the United States per=-
sons of races ineligible to citizenship, Quon
Mee Gee, also known as Loui Siu Lin, a minor
Chinese child, shall be considered the alien
natural-born daughter of Tal Hung Leong, a
citizen of the United States.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 4, after “amended"”, strike out
“and not withstanding any provisions ex-
cluding from admission to the United States
persons of races ineligible to citizenship.”

to':l:’he committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.
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SHIZUE SAEURADA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2853)
for the relief of Shizue Sakurada.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Shizue Sakurada,
who lost United States citizenship under the
provisions of section 401 (e) of the Nation-
ality Act of 1940, as amended, may be nat-
uralized by taking prior to 1 year after the
effective date of this act, before any court
referred to in subsection (a) of section 301
of the Nationality Act of 1940, as amended,
or before any diplomatic or consular officer
of the United States abroad, the oaths pre-
scribed by section 335 of the said act. From
and after naturalization under this act, the
said Shizue Sakurada shall have the same
citizenship status as that which existed im-
mediately prior to its loss.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

DOROTHY FUMIE MAEDA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2854)
for the relief of Dorothy Fumie Maeda.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That Dorothy Fumle
Maeda, who lost United States citizenship
under the provisions of section 401 (e) of
the Nationality Act of 1940, as amended, may
be naturalized by taking prior to one year
after the effective date of this act, before any
court referred to in subsection (a) of section
301 of the Natlonality Act of 1840, as
amended, or before any diplomatic or con-
sular officer of the United States abroad, the
oaths prescribed by section 335 of the sald
act. From and after naturalization under
this act, the said Dorothy Fumie Maeda shall
have the same citizenship status as that
which existed immediately prior to its loss.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

SHIZU TERAUCHI PARKS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2916)
for the relief of Shizu Terauchi Parks.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the provisions of
the immigration laws relating to the exclu-
sion of aliens inadmissible because of race
shall not hereafter apply to Shizu Terauchi
Parks, the Japanese fiancée of Henry Francis
Parks, a citizen of the United States, and
that the sald Shizu Terauchi Parks shall be
eligible for a visa as a nonimmigrant tem-
porary visitor for a period of 3 months: Pro-
vided, That the administrative authorities
find that the said Shizu Terauchi Parks is
coming to the United States with a bona fide
intention of being married to the said Henry
Francis Parks, and that she is found other-
wise admissible under the immigration laws.
In the event the marriage between the above-
named parties does not occur within 3
months after the entry of the sald Shizu
Terauchl Parks, she shall be required to
depart from the United States, and upon
failure to do so shall be deported in accord-
anr: with the provisions of sections 19 and
20 of the Immigration Act of 1917, as
amended (U. 8. C. title 8, secs. 155 and 156).
In the event that the marriage between the
above-named parties shall occur within 3
months after the entry of the said Shizu
Terauchi Parks, the Attorney General is au-
thorized and directed to record the lawful
admission for permanent residence of the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

said Shizu Terauchi Parks as of the date of
the payment by her of the required visa fee
and head tax.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ROSINA MOURADIAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3063)
for the relief of Rosina Mouradian.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
the provisions of the eleventh category of
section 3 of the Immigration Act of 1917, as
amended, Rosina Mouradian may be ad-
mitted to the United States for permanent
residence if she is found to be otherwise ad-
missible under the provisions of the immi-
gration laws.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

CHIN YUEN LING

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3133)
for the relief of Chin Yuen Ling, minor
unmarried Chinese child of a United
States citizen.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza=-
tion laws, the provisions of sections 4 (a)
and 9 of the Immigration Act of 1924, as
amended, shall be held to be applicable to
the alien Chin Yuen Ling, the minor un=-
married child of Chin Yick Goon, a citizen
of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRES. VIVIAN M. GRAHAM AND HEREBERT
H. GRAHAM

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 643)
for the relief of Mrs. Vivian M. Graham
and Herbert H. Graham.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Vivian M.
Graham, San Pedro, Calif., the sum of $3,000,
and to Herbert H. Graham, San Pedro, Calif.,
the sum of $6,788.25. The payment of such
sums shall be in full settlement of all claims
against the United States of the sald Mrs.
Vivian M. Graham on account of personal
injuries sustained by her, and of all claims
against the United States of the said Herbert
H. Graham on account of personal injuries,
property damage, and loss of earnings sus-
tained by him, on August 12, 1945, when an
automobile operated by George T. Copp, of
Bellfiower, Calif., in which the sald Vivian
M. Graham and Herbert H. Graham were rid-
ing was in collision with a United States
Marine Corps truck on United States High-
way No. 66, approximately 2! miles east of
Barstow, Calif. The operator of such Marine
Corps truck was not operating within the
scope of his employment: Provided, That no
part of either of the sums appropriated in
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall
be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with the claim settled
by the payment of such sum, and the same
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shall be unlawful, any contsact to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “£3,000”, and in-
sert llmo.ll

Page 1, line 7, strike out “$6,788.25", and
insert “$2,400.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

EMIL SBARBORI

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2363)
for the relief of Emil Sharbori.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Emil Sharbori, of Jersey City, N. J., the
sum of $815. The payment of such sum
shall be in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for personal in-
Juries, medical expenses, and loss of earning
power sustained as a result of a collision on
September 6, 1943, on Route No. 25, Eliza-
beth, N. J., between an automobile in which
he was a passenger and a United States Navy
station wagon No. 17791, driven by an enlist-
ed man of the Navy, operating from the
United States Navy, Department of Super-
visor of Shipbuilding, 11 Broadway, New
York, N. Y.: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or deliv-
ered to or received by any agent or attorney
on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with this claim, and the same shall be
unlawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
& misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
:111%%01}5 fined in any sum not exceeding

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 5, after the word “appro-
priated,” strike out the bill down to the colon
in line 4, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof
“to Mr. and Mrs. Emil Sharbori, of Jersey
City, N. J., the sum of $375; to Edna Perfettl,
of Union City, N. J., the sum of $125; to
Anthony Perfetti, of Union City, N. J., the
sum of $20, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for personal in-
Juries and medical expensss sustained as a
result of a collision of September 6, 1943,
on Route numbered 25, Elizabeth, N. J., be-
tween an automobile in which they were
passengers and a United States Navy statlon
wagon, numbered 17791, driven by a Navy
employee, operating from the United States
Navy, Department of Supervisor of Ship-
building, 11 Broadway, New York, N, Y.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

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

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of Mr. and Mrs.
Emil Sbarbori, Edna Perfetti, and An-
thony Perfetti.,”
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A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.
JOHN R. HARRIS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2453)
for the relief of John R. Harris.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the hill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to John R, Harris,
Scranton, Pa., the sum of $326.50. The pay-
ment of such sum shall be in full settlement
of all claims of the said John R. Harris
against the United States for reimburse-
ment of the cost of travel performed by his
wife Mary P. Harris from Secranton, Pa., to
Paris, France, In March 1948, while he was
serving in Paris as an officer with the Quar-
termaster Corps, Headquarters, American
Graves Registration Command, European
area: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of & misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$326.50”, and
insert “$201.”

The committee amendment was agreed

to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

LULA M. WHITEBEAR

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3216)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue a patent in fee to Lula M. White-
bear.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized and directed to
issue to Lula M. Whitebear a patent in fee
to the following-described lands allotted to
her on the Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.:
The east half of section 11, the northwest
quarter of the northwest quarter, the north=
west quarter of the southwest quarter and
the south half of the southwest quarter, sec-
tion 12, and the northeast quarter of section
14, township 8 south, range 37 east, Montana
principal meridian, containing six hundred
and forty acres.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 4, strike out “Lula” and insert
“Lulu.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to

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

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to issue a patent in fee to Lulu
M., Whitebear.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

NICOLETTA AND GUILIA PONTRELLI

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
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Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 756) for
the relief of Nicoletta and Guilia Pon-
trelli, with an amendment of the Senate
thereto and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Line 10, after “Pontrelli”, insert *: Pro-
vided, That there be given a suitable and
proper bond or undertaking, approved by the
Attorney General, in such amount and con-
taining such conditions as he may prescribe,
to the United States and to all States, Terri-
tories, counties, towns, municipalities, and
districts thereof holding the United States
and all States, Territories, counties, towns,
municipalities, and districts thereof harm-
less against Nicoletta Pontrelll becoming a
public charge.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

LOUISE LEITZINGER AND DAUGHTER

Mr. WALTER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 1722) for
the relief of Louis Leitzinger and her
daughter, with an amendment of the
Senate 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 2, strike out lines 14 and 15 and in-
sert “date of the payment by them of the
required visa fees and head taxes.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was con-

curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

JOSE ENCARNACION ORTIZ

Mr., WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 1823) for
the relief of Jose Encarnacion Ortiz, with
an amendment of the Senate thereto and
concur in the Senate amendment,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Line 10, strike out “Upon the enactment
of this act” and insert “Upon the granting
of permanent residence to such alien as pro-
vided for in this act.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I
make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

May 15

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 55]

Anfuso Frazier Magee
Angell Gary Miller, Calif.
Beall Gilllette Miller, N. Y.
Belcher Gordon

Boykin Gregory Morrison
Buckley Gwinn Murphy
Byrne, N. Y. Harden Murray, Wis.
Celler Harrison, Va. Pickett
Chiperfield Herlong Powell
Colmer Herter Rogers, Tex.
Coudert Irving Short

Cox Jackson, Wash. Taylor
Dawson Jonas ‘Whitaker
Dempsey Jones, Woodruff
Dingell Hamilton C.

Eberharter Kersten, Wis.

The SPEARKER. On this roll call 387
Members have answered to their names,
& quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ﬁgings under the call were dispensed

COMMITTEE ON PUELIC WORKS

Mr, from the Committee
on Rules, reported the following privi-
leged resolution (H. Res, 158, Rept. No.
447), which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed:

Resolved, That the Committee on Public
Works, effective, from January 3, 1951, acting
as a whole or by subcommittee, is authorized
and directed to conduct studles and investi-
gations relating to matters coming within the
Jurisdiction of such committee under rule
XI (1) (o) of the Rules of the House of
Representatives. For such purpose such coma-
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, is au-
thorized to sit and act during the present
Congress at such times and places within the
United States, its Territories and possessions,
and the Dominion of Canada, whether the
House 18 in sesslon, has recessed, or has ad-
Journed, to hold such hearings, and to require
by subpena or otherwise the attendance and
testimony of such witnesses and the pro-
duction of such books, records, correspond-
ence, memoranda, papers, and documents, as
it deems necessary. Subpenas shall be issued
only over the signature of the chairman of
the committee or & member of the committee
designated by him; they may be served by
any person designated by such chairman
or member,

The committee may report to the House
of Representatives from time to time during
the present Congress the results of its studies
and investigations, with such recommenda-
tions for legislation or otherwise as the com-
mittee deems desirable. Any report sub-
mitted when the House is not in session shall
be filed with the Clerk of the House.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 10 minutes today, following the
legislative program and any special or-
ders heretofore entered.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO-
PRIATION BILL, 1952

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3973) making
appropriations for the Department of
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.
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Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H, R. 3973,
with Mr. Foranp in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-
mittee rose on Thursday, May 10, the
Clerk had read through and including
line 25 on page 26 of the bill. If there
are no amendments to be offered at this
point, the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Froop CONTROL

For expenses necessary, in accordance with
the Flood Control Act, approved June 22,
1836 (Public Law 738), as amended and sup-
plemented to make preliminary examina-
tions and surveys, and to perform works of
improvement, and to plan the agricultural
phases of the development of the Columbia
Basin area, the Arkansas-White-Red River
area, and the New England-New York area,
in accordance with the provisions of laws
relating to the activities of the Department,
including not to exceed 100,000 for employ-
ment pursuant to the second sentence of
section T06 (a) of the Organic Act of 1944
(5 U. 8. C. 574), as amended by section 15
of the act of August 2, 1946 (5 U. 8. C. 55a),
to remain available until expended, $8,000,-
000, with which shall be merged the unex-
pended balances of funds heretofore appro-
priated or transferred to the Department for
flood-control purposes: Provided, That no
part of such funds shall be used for the pur-
chase of lands In the Yazoo and Little Talla-
hatchie watersheds without specific approval
of the county board of supervisors of the
county in which such lands are situated, nor
shall any part of such funds be used for the
purchase of lands in the counties of Adalr,
Cherokee, and Sequoyah, in the State of
Oklahoma, without the specific approval of
the board of county commissioners of the
county in which such lands are situated:
Provided further, That of the funds avall-
able herein, not in excess of $6,000,000 (with
which shall be merged the unexpended bal-
ance of funds heretofore made available for
these purposes) may be expended in water-
sheds heretofore authorized by section 13 of
t“e Flood Control Act of December 22, 1044,
for necessary gully control, floodwater de-
tention, and floodway structures in areas
other than those over which the Department
of the Army has jurlsdiction and responsi-
bility.

Mr. H CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I offer en amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. H. CARL ANDER-
sEN: On page 27, line 14, strike out “$8,000,-
000,” and insert $6,112,800."

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr, Chair-
man, this amendment will give to this
pamcular division the same amount of
new money which was given to them for
the 1851 fiscal year. I am proposing to
reduce the $8,000,000 now in the bill to
$6,112,800, Let me call to your atten-
tion how a division or a bureau keeps on
growing and growing. In 1947 we gave
to this particular small division only the
sum of $2,101,000. That was upped 50
percent in 1948, giving it about $3,000,-
000 of new money. In 1849 the appro-
priation was doubled and the Congress
gave them $6,000,000, In 1950 we gave
this bureau $9.500,0008 In 1951 we gave
them $10,312,000.

What happened to the $10,312,000 that
the Congress last year said was neces-
sary? If you will recall the Congress in-
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structed the President under the one-
package bill last year, and mistakenly so,
to make a $550,000,000 reduction at
his discretion in the one-package bill.
The Congress was too worn out by the
length of time that bill required to clear
the House to do its work properly.

I hold it is the responsibility of the
Congress under the Constitution to con-
trol the purse. The President, in order
to achieve that $550,000,000 cut last year,
took from this particular item the sum
of $4,200,000. To my mind by that
action, the administration stated that
they had little confidence themselves in
this particular program as it was being
operated. It is disturbing, Mr. Chair-
man, to note this fact and I wish you
would turn to page 772 of the hearings
and see where the chairman, the gentle-
mt:n from Mississippi [Mr., WHITTEN],
5 :

I notice last year that you had reductions
under section 1214 of the appropriation hill,
You took a cut of $4,200,000. How were you
able to do that? Where did you absorb that
amount of money?

Mr, Phillips, Mr, Wills’ assistant, re-
plied:

About §200,000, Mr. Chairman, from pre-
liminary examinations and surveys and about
$4,000,000 from works of improvement.

Mr. WHITTEN. You just held up the works
of improvement to that extent?

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is right.

In other words, Mr. Chairman, the
amount cut by the President under sec-
tion 1214 was applied in the main to the
actual work involved in flood control.
Only $200,000 was taken from the large
item, preliminary surveys.

Think of them spending $1,700,000 for
surveys at a time when we already have
171 prelirninary surveys of watersheds
and full survey reports on 19 projects.
Here we are in the position of actually
working on only 11 watersheds, half of
that work being done in two States, Mis-
sissippi and Texas, and yet when this
group were told by the President that it
would be necessary to take off $4,200,000
of the 1961 appropriation, did they take
the bulk of that from the preliminary
survey work? Oh, no. According to Mr.
Phillips’ statement, just quoted, $4,000,-
000 of the $4,200,000 reduction was saved
at the expense of the actual work of con-
struction, while $1,700,000 was expended
for the further preliminary survey work
and a continued program of that kind
which surely could have been dispensed
with rather than to reduce by half the
actual flood-control work last year.

Mr. Chairman, the cut which I propose
through this amendment should be ap-
plied largely at the expense of prelim-
inary examinations and surveys. Please
keep in mind, as I mentioned previously,
that here is one division of Government
which has grown by leaps and bounds
since 1947. These people aske. only
$2,100,000 for this work in 1947. They
very modestly increased their request to
$3,500,000 for 1948. Then they jumped
the request almost threefold to $9,004,-
000 for 1949, hiked it to 510,000,000 in
1951, and in 1951 they apparently de-
cided there was no limit to our Treasury
and unblushingly came before us and
asked for $11,700,000 for the very same

5349

division wiich received less than one-
fifth * that amount only 4 years ago.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of tue
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Iam trying tofol-
low the gentleman’s statement. I am
having some difficulty in reconciling the
gentleman’s statement with the report.
On page 13 of the report the committee
states that this item has been reduced
from last year’s appropriation by $1,201,-
575. Is that correct?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The re-
port is not clear, I think. I am referring
to the new money that we are putting
into this particular activity. Last year
this particular activity had a little over
$6.,100,000 of new money given to it. My
amendment would give to it the very
same amount for this coming fiscal year.
It seems that the report takes into con-
sideration moneys which are available
from previous years.

Mr. ABERNETHY, I still do not un-
derstand how you could have a reduc-
tion. The report shows less money is
to be spent than last year. I just can-
not reconcile the statement the gentle-
man makes with the report.

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr., H. CARL ANDERSEN. If the
gentleman will turn to page 752 of the
hearings, h2 will see that there is ap-
propriated for 1952, $6,112,800. That is
the figure I am operating upon. That is
the base figure.

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield.

IAr. GRANGER. Would the gentle-
man tell us how it is we have a flood-
control appropriation in an Agricultural
Department appropriation bill?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Well,
that is a puzzle to me. Of course, the
responsibility of the Army engineers only
goes to a certzin point on these rivers.
Above that your have the Department of
Agriculture, on the small tributaries
leading down in; and the Department
of Agriculture, in turn, divides its work
between the Forest Service and the Soil
Conservation Service, and they, in turn,
call in the Extension Service, the Bureau
of Agricultural Economics, the Produc-
tion an 1 Marketing Administration, and
two or three others. I think we should
put all of this work which the Army
engineers do not take care of under one
group, the Soil Conservation Service.

Mr. GRANGER. I agree with the
gentleman.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. We should
stop, look, and listen. Let us take a
little money out of this appropriation,
and then let us request, through the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CaNNON], the
kind of investigation we should have,
and find out exactly what we are doing
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and why it is necessary to pile up a great
numbcr o preliminary surveys at a tre-
mendous cost, when we all want the
actual construction work performed as
soon as possible.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.

Mr. D’EWART. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Minnesota may proceed for two ad-
ditional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Montana?

There was no objection,

Mr. DDEWART. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, I yield.

Mr. DDEWART. On page 13 of the re-
port it is stated that the Forest Service
and Soil Conservation Service have a
primary responsibility for this work and
that the work is to prepare surveys for
the installation of watershed improve-
ments, control of water runoff and water
flow, protection from soil erosion and
so forth. Is it the opinion of the gen-
tleman that this $6,000,000 that will be
left could be used for range improve=
ment in place of the $500,000 that was
stricken from the bill under the Forest
Service item the other day?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, I do not
think this particular item has to do with
that matter specifically but the language
is broad enough to perhaps permit such
use, if I understand the gentleman cor-
rectly.

Mr. DDEWART. No; reseeding of the
ranges, holding water in the national
forests.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I certainly -

agree with the gentleman that this
money could be spent to better advan-
tage.

All T want to do, I may state to the
gentleman from Montana, is to stop,
look, listen, and see where we are going.

Mr. D’EWART. It would appear to
me, since part of this money is to be used
by the Forest Service and since it is to
retard stream flow, that it could well be
used for the purposes I have mentioned
and in cooperative range management.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I would
not want to commit myself on that.

Mr., GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield.

Mr. GRANGER. Is there any provi-
sion made on the part of sponsoring
agencies for this improvement?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Yes; to a
certain degree. It is cooperative; it
varies. Some places they even cooperate
to the extent of 50 or 60 percent.

Mr. GRANGER. That sometimes just
to the extent of furnishing rights-of-
way?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Sometimes
to the extent of very little, if any.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has again
expired.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment and ask
unanimous consent to proceed for five
add:tional minutes.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr., Chairman, we
all have a very high regard for our friend
from Minnesota and his desire to save
public money. As you may have noticed,
his knowledge of this program does not
come from having any of it in his dis-
trict; I mean this cut would not reach
Minnesota.

Mr, H, CARL ANDERSEN. May I
correct the gentleman? There isan item
that reaches Minnesota, 1 of the 11.

Mr. WHITTEN. What is the name of
the project?

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. The Little
Sioux in Iowa in Minnesota, the third
largest. The two other projects, if the
gentleman will yield, are in Mississippi
and Texas. The States of Mississippi
and Texas get more than half of this
money.

Mr. WHITTEN. Of course, he groups
Mississippi and Texas; I do not know
what is spent in Texas, but I know the
amount in Mississippi is very small as
compared to the total amount in this bill,
and much, much smaller when compared
with the costs of the dams built there,

The question has been asked: Why put
flood control in the Department of Agri-
culture? Mr. Chairman, let us get this
matter of funds straight. Last year
there was a carry-over of $3,000,000
which with the amount appropriated
gave a total of $13,401,000 of funds avail-
able for work this year. With the Presi-
dent’s reduction of $4,200,000 we have
available for the present year $9,200,000.
I want you to know that your committee
has brought in reductions, because the
amount available this year, $9,200,000,
was reduced by the budget to $8,900,000.
Your committee then reduced that
amount by $900,000 leaving $8,000,000, as
against available funds for this year of
$9,200,000.

I have never made any special pleas
since I have been a Member of this Con-
gress for my district, but I do think I
have the right to ask for fair play. This
is a construction program, this is a case
of building projects, it is a program
where the States and local people put
up approximately 50 percent of the cost.
Let us see whether what we are asking
here is fair treatment. I want to use
this by way of illustration because, as I
say, while some of this is in my district,
we have cut it in the same way that we
have cut every other item in this bill by
more than 10 parcent.

‘We have cut it as against funds avail-
able this year by 15 percent. This Con-
gress provided funds of about $56,000,000
and went down into my area—they au-
thorized it before I came here—and the
$75,000,000 of Federal funds will be used
to close up the outlets of four rivers, two
are now closed and two more will be
closed. The Congress appropriated the
money. You have already spent $56,-
000,000 of it. You did not require any
contribution from the folks below these
dams as their contribution. When you
stopped up those four rivers the effect of
their being stopped up was felt in every
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diteh clear on up to the headwaters. Not
only did you flood the land of the man in
that area but the man that was back of
it, where you did not take his land and
where you did not pay him a dime dam-
age by stopping up the outlet of that
stream, and you made his little ditches
close up, too, but when you passed this
legislation for those four dams you said:
“We are going to provide as a part of this
for flood control work above the dam, we
are going to pay 50 percent of the cost.”

You did not do that for the fellow be-
low the dam. But after two of these dams
have been built, after the effects are he-
ing felt, notwithstanding the fact that
the farmers in the area put up 50 percent
of the cost, you say: “No, the dams are
there, but we are going to take our own
good time before we live up to the other
obligation and try to relieve the ill effects
that we have visited on you.” 3

Those people did not want the dams,
they opposed the dams, and I say that
the Congress of the United States has an
obligation to carry out the commitment
that you made when you put these dams
on those folks down there and spent $75,-
000,000 without any contribution locally
at all. Under this program the local peo-
ple have to put up 50 percent.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Is it not a fact
that the Appropriations Committee over
the protest of the people in the area ap-
propriated money for the construction of
those dams that visited these hardships
upon the people of our district?

Mr. WHITTEN. That is correet, and
under this amendment you would welch
on your agreement to go ahead with these
construction projects. These are con-
struction projects and if you want to save
money and you are committed to build-
ing something, is it helping any to drag
out the period of time in which they are
being built? Everything is going up, up,
up. Do you save any money by needlessly
dragging it out? I cannot see that.

Again I want to say to you that this is
a cooperative program. The Govern-
ment has committed itself in times past
and your committee has reduced it by
more than 10 percent. You have already
put these dams there and flooded the
land of these people, it has had this effect
on the local streams. I say you owe it
to them not to drag out this situation.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. We want
to do what is right about this particular
matter. On page 765 of the hearings the
gentleman asked this question of Mr,
Phillips, assistant to Mr, Will:

I notice last year you had a reduction un-
der section 1214 of the appropriation bill,
you took a cut of 4,200,000, How were you

able to do that? Where did you absorb that
money? &

Mr. Phillips replied:

About $200,000, Mr. Chairman, was taken
from preliminary examinations and surveys
and about $4,000,000 from construction.

Chairman,
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Now, that is what they did about the
construction item the gentleman is talk-
ing about. They only took $200,000 from
'$1,500,000 that we gave them for pre-
liminary surveys yet, according to the
statement in the REecorp they took
$4,000,000 off the actual construction

money.

What is wrong? There is something
wrong in the administration of the
whole matter.

Mr. WHITTEN,. The administration
of it, as the gentleman knows, is not in
this item, but the administration of it
is in the Secretary’s Office and in the
Soil Conservation and in the Forest
Service. Of course, they had to hold it
up. They had their reasons for this.
They had their appropriation, and the
President cut off $4,000,000. What else
could they do? They did not have the
money; they could not spend it. We
have made the same reduction here that
we have made elsewhere. I plead with
you to be fair, There is hardly a Mem-
ber of this House who has not on occa-
sion been before the committee. We
have tried to be fair with you; we have
tried to be fair with these projects. We
have given the same cut here that we
have given elsewhere in this bill, and
I urge you, in view of the situation we
have, and in view of the fact that the
Congress brought it about, that you
have an obligation, and you are nof
spending any money here needlessly.
You are carrying out your commitments
where the farmers put up 50 percent of
the cost.

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, WHITTEN, I yield to the gentle-
man from Utah,

Mr. GRANGER. Will the gentleman
tell us whether or not these projects are
under construction at the present time?

Mr, WHITTEN. They are in each of
these cases.

Mr. GRANGER. They are all projects
that are being constructed.

Mr. WHITTEN. Absolutely.” The
Congress has committed itself to the
completion of these projects and, as I
say, in my own area the project was
made necessary because you appropri-
ated $75,000,000 to stop up four rivers on
the poor folks that live up above them.
We said, “We will help you out of it, but
you have to put up 50 percent of the
cost” but now under this amendment you
would be welching on that. I believe the
amendment should be defeated.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minaesota, and I do it for this rea-
son: I have had some experience with
surveys in my congressional district, and
I know that there is very little interest
taken after they get the money to get a
survey, In 1944 an amendment of mine
passed the House providing for a survey
of the Susquehanna River on the North
Branch up around my particular sec-
tion. In 1948 we had a major flood there
and there had been no rendition of a re-
port of any kind by any of the authori-
ties until that time, and nobody had any
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idea what the recommendations were for
flood control in spite of the fact that
they had citizen meeting after citizen
meeting in protest against the deplorable
flood conditions.

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi, Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield
to the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr., SMITH of Mississippi. Does not
the gentleman know that survey reports
and flood-control work comes entirely
within the purview of the Army engi-
neers? i

Mr, EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. We
talked that point over, and the gentle-
man from Minnesota, in presenting his
amendment, says that there is too much
slight-of-hand work under the table
anyhow; we will pass too much money
around among these different groups, so
for that reason, I think we ought to cut
them; the whole bunch of them, because
they certainly did wrong by my district,
and they did not give them any satisfac-
tion whatsoever. Not only that, but they
slapped the House of Representatives in
the face, because here was a legislative
direction for those engineers to go ahead
and make an elaborate report on the
Susquehanna River in my district there.
And what did they do? They lumped
it into a big report of the north branch
and nobody had any opportunity to know
what was going on until just this last
year, 6 years after the amendment that
I had presented to the House, which was
passed by the House and the Senate and
approved by the President, and the ex-
ecutive authorities had not gone ahead
and done the bidding of the Congress in
the matter, so I ask the question, What
is the use of having any of these sur-
veys or directing any of these people to
go ashead with orders from Congress
when they deliberately ignore them?

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield
to the gentleman from Tennessee,

Mr. SUTTON. I have no money in
this whatsoever; nothing in this appro-
priation goes to Tennessee, but in all
fairness to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi and to the people from Mississippi
who did not want these rivers dammed
up, if Congress put it on those people

against their objections, do you not think -

it nothing but right for Congress to carry
out their commitments and the promises
to these people?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Is the
gentleman referring to my district?

Mr. SUTTON. I am referring to the
time when the gentleman was in Con-
gress and I was, and when the gentle-
man from Mississippi was here, and
when this was passed.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I am
speaking of an amendment which was
adopted by the House directing a survey
of flood condifions in my district. They
apparently ignored it. They flouted the
will of the Congress, and they apparently
took the money along with it.

Mr. SUTTON. The gentleman says he
wants to go along with cufting this ap-
propriation.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL., I am
all for it.
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Mr. SUTTON. I know the gentleman
wants to economize wherever he can. I
am sure the gentleman from New York
is one of the top nomizers, one of the
most economical men in the Congress.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I ap-
preciate that.

Mr. SUTTON. However, we made a
promise to these people, we made this
pledge to them. In all fairness, does not
the gentleman believe we should carry
out this pledge?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I am
wholeheartedly in agreement with the
gentleman’s.contention.

Mr. SUTTON. At the same time, the
gentleman does want to carry out the
promise we made to them?

" Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I am
simply pointing out that the will of the
Congress was flouted in the matter, and
the people of my district, at least, never
got any satisfaction out of legislation
which was designed to improve the flood
conditions in the district.

Mr., H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield
to the gentleman from Minnesota,

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I do not
know whether the survey to which the
gentleman refers comes under the Army
engineers or the Department of Agricul-
ture.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. It is
the prineiple of the thing.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN., However,
if the gentleman will permit, I should
gi:e to quote from page 765 of the hear-

g5:

Mr, WaITTEN. This committee, in an effort
to understand better how the Department
of Agriculture operates, and to check on some
of the reports that have come to us, had an
investigation made of the activities of the
various units within the Department, one
of which was the flood-control program. I
quote here from a report: '

“No detailed examination of the United
States Department of Agriculture flood-con=
trol program was made. However, from the
limited examination made, it appears that
the same multiplicity of United States De-
partment of Agriculture bureaus, with the
resultant duplication and overlap, exists in
this program as in the soll-conservation pro=
grams. As one Government official stated,
‘the United States Department of Agriculture
is trying to load the flood-control budget
with many other United States Department
of Agriculture bureaus. This is uneconomi-
cal and is stifiing the Forest Service and the
Boil Conservation Service which have been
delegated primary responsibility for flood
control by the Secretary of Agriculture’.”

Those are the words of an investigator
our committee put to work on the job.
The gentleman cannot tell me that there
is not considerable we should look into
in this particular case.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HAIIL. The
reason I am supporting the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Minne-
sota is that this is the very thing that
happened in my district. I hate to see
the people get a run-around. I hate to
see the legislative authority of the Con-
gress challenged. They simply make
fools of all of us when they do not carry
out the mandates Congress passes.

In my district, according to the head-
lines of the Gannett newspapers, lurid
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headlines on the front page, beef is going
up 28 percent, after the order to roll
back the cattlemen’s prices. I wonder
what is going to happen when the pack-
ers take their cut. Are the people of my
distriet going to have to pay about 25
percent more for their meat than they
are now? It is something we all ought to
consider, and see that this Price Admin-
istrator gets a talking to from the people
of the United States.

Mr. EKENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I
offer a substitute amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. KENNEDY as &
substitute to the amendment offered by Mr.
H. CARL ANDERSEN:

On page 27, line 14, strike out “#$8,000,000"
and insert in lieu thereof *“$2,5600,000."

On page 28, line 4, strike out “$6,000,000"
and insert in lieu thereof “'$1,800,000.”

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment would cut the appropriation
from $8,000,000 to $2,500,000, of which
not more than $1,800,000 may be ex-
pended in watersheds heretofore author-
ized for necessary gully control, flood-
water detention, and floodway struc-
tures in arcas other than those over
which the Department of the Army has
jurisdiction and responsibility.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. EENNEDY. I yield.

Mr. WHITTEN. Would the gentle-
man object to an amendment providing
that the Federal Government knock out
all these dams, and let the water down
on those people who live in the areas
affected?

Mr. KENNEDY. I would.

In addition to the $2,500,000 which
would be available, I think we can antic-
ipate there will be a carry-over of up
to $2,000,000 from last year's appropria-
tion. In 1949 there was a carry-over
from the previous year. From 1949 to
1950 there was a carry-over of over
$1,250,000. From 1950 through 1951
there was a carry-over of over $3,000,000.
Of last year's appropriation, which was
$9,000,000-0dd, the total funds obligated
as of April 30, are about $6,000,000, which
means there is an unobligated balance of
over $3,000,000. So that we can antici-
pate at that rate of expenditure that
there will be a carry-over this year, as
there has been in past years, of up to
$2,000,000, which will mean the total
appropriation, if my substitute is ac-
cepted, will be nearly $4,500,000. I do
not think there is any doubt that this
program can stand this cut.

Mr. H CARL ANDERSEN. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EENNEDY. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Is it not
a fact that during the war this entire
program was practically cut out?

Mr. KENNEDY. ' Yes; I believe it was.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That in
itself would show that it is one of those
so-called nonessentials that we can
certainly go slow with at this time.

Mr. EENNEDY. Yes. I believe this
program is most worth while, but I do
believe it can be postponed. Many of
these programs are not of an emergency
nature, and can be delayed until an-
other year, when the situation may not
be as critical. I note that the report
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of the committee said that these projects
did not use critical and strategic ma-
terial., I certaily think a dollar this year
is a critical and strategic material, and I
do not think we ought to go ahead with
projects which are not of a defense
nature.

While this whole program is intended
to increase the agricultural productivity
of this country over a long-range period
of time, I think many of these projects
which are of a general benefit to the
country can be postponed to another
year when we are not in as critical a
period.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY, 1Iyield.

Mr. ALBFRT. The gentleman from
Minnesota said that this program was
curtailed during the war. That is true.
But, may I point out, that we did not
have any flood control or any soil con-
servation program for 100 years in this
country. Is that any reason why we
should not have it now?

Mr, KENNEDY. No. I think he was
making reference to a previous critical
period when the dollar was in short sup-
ply. The point has been raised by the
gentleman from Utah [Mr. GRANGER] as
to whether work on these watersheds
has already begun. It is true that the 11
big watersheds have work already com-
menced on them.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN.
correct.

Mr. KENNEDY. Buf these watersheds
are divided into sub-water-sheds. Many
of these have not had work commenced
on them, and I think many of these can
be postponed to another year.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY. 1 yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Construc-
tion is actually underway on 11 au-
thorized projects, and my contention is
that it is wasting money to continue this
everlasting job of piling up preliminary
reports on top of one another which we
may never use for the next 20 or 30 years.

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes, I was trying to
point out to the gentleman the’ these 11
watersheds are divided into sub-water-
sheds and many of these sub-water-sheds

That is

‘have not had work commenced on them,

and they can be postponed until another
year. I think there is no clear-cut con-
nection between this work this year and
defense this year. This program is for
the purpose of increasing the produc-
tivity of agriculture in many areas of the
country over a long-range period. I am
for that. But I think this year, having
a heavy financial deficit, many of these
projects can be postponed until another
time when we are not in such critical
condition. I think we ought to spend
money this year only when it has defense
implication. I do not think anyone can
argue that this is a case of spending
money for defense. There will be over
$4,000,000 at the end of this year for ex-
penditures for this purpose. Emergency
conditions can be dealt with and the
others can be postponed over a longer
period of time.

I believe this substitute should be ac-
cepted by the House,
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
KenNeDpY] has expired.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of the amendment,

Mr. Chairman, I have no purpose to-
day in rising to talk on this proposition
except to be fair. I tried to find out
something about this particular provi-
sion of the bill. If you will recall, I
asked some questions during general de-
bate about this part of the bill. We
have some excellent programs that are
nationwide. We have the Forest Serv-
ice program, which I have always
strongly supported. The Soil Conserva-
tion Service has done an outstanding
job. The PMA has done an outstanding
job on soil conservation. I shall speak
on that subject later on.

Here we have joint responsibility. We
have the responsibility of the Forest
Service and the Soil Conservation Serv-
ice. Apparently, sometime, due to an
act of Congress, an over-all program was
set up above that, which, as near as I
have been able to find out, is a duplica-
tion of the effort of the Forest Service
and the soil Conservation Service. In
looking at the hearings on this particu-
lar bill, I want to emphasize that this
program was practically discontinued
during the war years 1942 to 1947, but
lest we get confused, on page 750 of the
hearings, in talking about the number
of positions we have “Estimated Posi-
tions, 1,033 Federal employees.” Those
employees are working on this particular
program which, as near as I have been
able to determine, appears to be a dupli-
cation,

In addition to that, we have over half
of the money going for salaries. So
when we falk in terms of what we are
going to do as far as contracts and the
fixing up of these things is concerned,
over half of this money goes for per-
sonal services; duplication.

There is a group set up here that will
hold a conference with people who are
charged ith the responsibility of doing
the work. We have the Forest Service
and the Soil Conservation Service. In
addition to that we have to have a group
over and above that to get those two
agencies to come together in a confer-
gnce and decide what they are going to

0.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentlentan yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I am very
glad the gentleman is emphasizing that
part, because he and I both want to see
emphasis placed upon actual construc-
tion work in this particular division. I
want to reiterate that when $4,200,000
was cut off last fall the flood-control
group themselves took $4,000,000 of that
off of construction, and only decreased
their survey work by $200,000.

Mr. MARSHALL., My good friend
from Minnesota is a farmer and he
knows, as I do, that conservation is not
conservation until it is an accomplished
fact on the land. That is where it has
to be. We can talk all we want to about
planning, we can talk all we want about
schemes of how we are going to control
things, but until those things are actu-
ally carried out it does not amount to a
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saving to anybody. It is a matter of
piling up salaries, it is a matter of piling
up expenses, it is a matter of piling up
detailed data which, after all, becomes
obsolete. Most of the things that we
ask for in the matter of surveys have to
be resurveyed again because of costs.
The things in this particular bill for con-
struction will have to all be gone over as
a matter of cost, to determine what will
be done.

I say this is one of the places where
we can save some money and it is not
going to harm anybody. A little later on
we will get into some phases of the agri-
cultural program that we are all inter-
ested in, that will save our soil—conser-
vation practices, and all that sort of
thing. This is something that can be
just as well set aside. The proof of the
pudding is in the eating, and the proof
is that it was set aside during the war
years 1942 to 1947.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, I wish to
call the attention of the House to the
fact that the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. MarsHALL] is in position to know
whereof he speaks because for quite a
few years he held a very responsible po-
gition in the Department of Agriculture
working in our State of Minnesota.

Mr. MARSHALL. I thank the gentle-
man.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman,Irise in
opposition to the amendment.

Mr, Chairman, I take this time to try
to procure the assistance of the gentle-
man from Mississippi, ehairman of the
committee, in getting the record straight.

Both of our distinguished friends from
Minnesota have said that there is mo
justification for piling up a large num-
ber of surveys, and I agree with that.
Yet, a consistent program of planning
and survey work should be carried on.
Certain new projects should be started.
But I should like to ask the gentleman
from Mississippi how much of the money
in this bill as it comes before the com-
mittee is for surveys of new projects?

Mr. WHITTEN. The committee made
no special set-aside at all for surveys.
Out of the funds available they have
made some surveys, and it is estimated
that such examinations and surveys
under the budget estimate was $1,784,000.
I understand this work is being carried
on in 11 watersheds. I know, being on
this committee, how many able Members
of Congress and others have been on
delegations urging this type of work
which is badly needed in many areas,
The only way you can start a project is
to have something you can check against.

I do not know whether the purpose of
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota is just a straight cut, or
to have the cut applied fo the elimination
of surveys and reallocated for construc-
tion work. Just what he has in mind
I do not know.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the genfleman yield?

Mr. ALBERT, I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Certainly
the purpose of the gentleman from Min-
ne-cta is to decrease to $250,000 the sum
requested by the Department for pre-
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liminary surveys. I might say to the
gentleman, if he will permit, the figure
on the completed preliminary surveys is
171 watersheds, according to page 755 of
the hearings, but we are actually work-
ing on only eleven.

Mr. ALBERT., Ithank the gentleman.
I should like to find out from the gen-
tleman whether his amendment would
slow down construction on projects in
basins which are already under con-
struction,

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I doubt
whether it would cn big projects, I may
say to the genfleman from Oklahoma,
because they have a large carry-over.
At the most it would affect them to the
extent of about one-fifth in work that
they would do for this coming year if the
Depariment of Agriculture would do
what we are aiming at; that is, to take
the bulk of this cut from preliminary
surveys and also save on other items
that they have requested which have
very little to do with actual construction.

Mr. ALBERT. I thank the gentleman,
I am glad to have that statement in the
record. I would hate to see work on
projects under construction slowed
down.

Mr., H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr, ALBERT. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. 1 feel that
if we were assured that the money would
be spent mainly where we want it to be
spent, on actual construction, that fol-
lowing the passing of this present emer-
gency the Congress would be well justi-
fied in putting up $20,000,000 or $25,000,-
000 a year until these particular projects
are completed. This work is important.
We must stop the water upstream as
much as possible and prevent it from
flooding the lower areas. We have a
vast field to work in. I hope all of this
will eventually be turned over to one
ageney, preferably the Soil Conservation
Service, and help that agency do the sort
of a job on the upper watersheds as the
Army engineers is now doing with the
navigable rivers.

Mr. ALBERT. I agree with the gen-
tleman because we are spending on some
of the large dams on these watersheds
as much as $250,000,000. For a relative-
1y small amount we can construct small
dams and do soil conservation work that
will prevent silting, that will preserve
these great reservoirs on which the tax-
payers have spent many millions of dol-
lars. In my own State the work on the
Washita Basin should be speeded and
not slowed down, not only to conserve
thousands of acres of good land but to
protect Lake Texoma. This is a pro-
gram for the conservation of soil. Con-
trary to the statement of my friend from
Minnesota [Mr. MarsrALL] this is not a
program which duplicates any other
program. The regular program of the
Soil Conservation Service dovetails into
this program, but under that program,
construction projects such as these are
not possible.. On the other hand, the
Army engineers and the Bureau of Rec-
lamation have no authority to go down
and buiid these small dams on creeks
and small tributaries of the larger
streams,
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for two
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALBERT. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr, MARSHALL]
was not referring to duplication as far as
the Army engineers are concerned. He
was referring to duplication within the
Department. We have about seven dif-
ferent agencies getting their fingers into
this pie and all I am asking by my
amendment is to stop, look, listen and
straighten the thing out before we go
ahead with further expenditure of many
millions of dollars.

Mr. SUTTON. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ALBERT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee.

Mr. SUTTON, Will the gentleman
from Minnesota amend his amendment
to cut out all surveys and let the con-
struction go ahead?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I could
not agree to that.

Mr, SUTTON. I thought that was
the gurpose of the gentleman’s amend-
ment,

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Well, I
want to knock out the bulk of the pre-
liminary surveys but I would not want
in case of an emergency, for example,
to prevent doing absolutely necessary
prggﬁnﬁnary or final surveys and map-
ping.

Mr. SUTTON. Then the gentleman
wants to cut out some construction?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, Very little.
Affer all we are at war and, as the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
KennepY] so well said, we have a strate-
gic material here, the dollar, that we are
thinking about today. We must be will-
ing to curtail even the things we favor
most.

Mr, SUTTON. What is more strategic
than the soil of this country?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oklahoms has again
expired.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the reg-
uisite number of words.

Mr. Chairman, in listening to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTEN]
one would gather that at some time in
the not too distant past some of these
agencies had pulled a few dirty tricks on
the folks down in his district. The other
day I recall listening to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK],
the majority leader, who told us in
several different ways that all those who
had been listening to the Communists
and dealing with them were getting a
dirty deal. That is too bad. It is regret-
table the State Department and the ad-
ministration did not realize that fact
long ago.

But I am wondering whether some
time we are going to get back—and I
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mean the Congress—and do a little
homework for our own folks.
HOMEWORK NEEDS ATTENTION

While hundreds of thousands of men
are fighting for “a free world”; while ad-
ministration spokesmen and Members
of Congress are debating how best the
American people can make further sac-
rifices, do more for so-styled “free peo-
ples” and “free nations,” some of us
have been wondering when this admin-
istration and Congress will take effective
action to make our people a “free people.”

Because of the propaganda put out by
those who worry overmuch over the fact
that other people in some parts of the
world have less of this world’s goods, less
freedom of action than do we; our own
people, those who elect a President, Vice
President, and Members of Congress and
who pay them, are, because of ever-
increasing taxation and regimentation
imposed by those who should be their
servants, finding it more and more diffi-
cult to meet their tax bills, to purchase
in the open market at a reasonable price,
the things to which they have become
accustomed.

But far worse and more harmful in the
end is the ever-increasing curtailment
of the freedom of the individual to exer-
cise what so many call his “civil rights"—
rights guaranteed by the Constitution
heretofore exercised by all of us—rights
which professional organizations intent
upon protecting some civil rights, ignore.

What I am trying to put across is a
realization that here in America, “the
land of the free,” in Georgia, for
example, for weeks men and women who
desired to work for a livelihood were, by
a minority using deadly weapons, forci-
bly prevented from working.

We all know that if a man and his

family would eat, he must—unless he is
the object of charity or of someone’s
generosity—go about his daily task., But
here in free America, in Georgia, indi-
viduals are not -free.
" While seeking, through our Armed
Forces to bring freedom to a people
thousands of miles away—who may re-
sent our efforts, should we not worry a
little about our own citizens?

Nor is Georgia the only place in Amer-
ica where men are not free,

The press tells us that in Chicago peo-
ple—heads of families—cannot purchase
milk for family use, for the baby or
babies of the family. Why? Because
those who distribute milk—which other-
wise is available—refuse to permit its
delivery.

While we are spending billions of dol-
lars, sacrificing thousands of American
lives, to bring about a greater degree of
freedom in Asia, would it not be well if
we used the laws already on the books
to help the farmer sell the milk he pro-
duces, give the housewife who has the
money, the opportunity to buy the milk
she needs?

In Detroit, without notice, individuals
who operate the city-owned transporta-
tion system have, for weeks—carried on
a strike, tied up the city’s transportation
system,

Result? Thousands of people are
forced to seek other methods of trans-
portation, This, despite the fact that
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Michigan has a law which provides that
when a municipal employee goes on
strike he loses the job, is no longer an
employee. Another law makes it a
criminal offense for any individual to
interfere with another who seeks to go
about his daily task. A union official
says, in effect, that the streetcars will
not run unless the union’s demands are
met,

The mayor of Detroit has refused to
yield to the demands of the strikers.
Presumably, he realizes that if he yields
to one demand, shortly others will follow.

Hundreds of thousands of people in
Detroit are inconvenienced, some griev-
ously injured because a minority refuses
to recognize the law, insists upon having
its will imposed upon an overwhelming
majority.

And Frank X, Martel, president of the
Detroit and Wayne County Federation
of Labor, says:

The DSR (Department of Street Railways)
vehicles will appear only on the streets of
Detroit when they are operated by members
of division 26 (the striking local) wunder
union conditions.

lDoes this indicate we are a free peo-
ple?

Will Governor Williams meet the Mar-
tel challenge or will he yield to political
pressure?

Again, parmit me to ask, why should
American youth be conscripted for free
nations abroad while here at home—in
Georgia, in Illinois, and in Michigan—
our law-enforcing officers permit, be-

“cause of expediency, let us say, millions

of people to be deprived of their freedom?

Will some who seem to have the cares
of the world on their shoulders turn
their eyes homeward—do a little home
work here before they continue to sacri-
fice the lives of more and more of our
men abroad?

Instead of devoting all our thought
and efforts toward the betterment of
“free peoples” who do not exist, why not
free Americans whose rights are denied
them?

Mr. ABERNETHY., Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, in view of what the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HorFFMan]
just said, that is, that the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTEN] appar-
ently felt that someone down in the de-
partment had played a trick on him. I
think I should make some explanation of
what did happen. The trick was played,
to use the words of the gentleman
from Michigan, on the districts which
the gentleman from Mississippi and I
have the honor to represent, not by any-
one down in any department, but by the
Congress of the United States. I do not
agree with my colleague that it was ex-
actly a trick, I am simply using his
words.

Now here is what happened. In 1936,
after the Army engineers had made their
reports on the proposed construction of
the dams and reservoirs, the Congress
authorized their construction, The Con-
gress did this even though the engineers
reported the projects to be economically
unsound.

The dams were put under construction
prior to the war and were subsequently
suspended. After the war construction
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was resumed and the projects are now
nearing completion.

So by an act of this Congress the
waters of several rivers have been backed
over the farms in the north central Mis-
sissippi. I think I should add that this
was done over the protest of Mr. WHITTEN
and myself. We appeared before the
Committee on Appropriations and
begged committee members not to ap-
propriate money for these projects. We
made our case of protest on the basis of
the engineers’ report and submitted evi-
dence that the projects would ufterly
destroy many of our farmers, The com-
mittee and the Congress, in their wisdom,
disagreed; and so the projects were pro-
ceeded with. Now that is water over the
mill but the effect of the projects on
our districts is not. To partially com-
pensate our people and make their bur-
dens as light as possible, this same Con-
gress promised that the backwaters and
runoff waters would be controlled as
much as possible. That is one of the pur-
poses of this particular item in the bill.
We were also assured that there would
be a good project of erosion control,
which would not only benefit such land
as we had left, but would control the
flow of waters into the reservoirs. Those
were firm commitments made to us by
this Congress. Now, if you want to cut
that out, that is your business; but it
seems to me that when and if you do,
then it would be nothing but right and
fair that you restore the status quo in
our districts. Of course, the latter is
impossible because the dams and reser-
voirs are about finished and certainly
flh?um be finished with the least possible

elay.

All we ask is that you carry out your
commitment and give us the water and
erosion control projects that were so
faithfully promised in consideration of
the sacrifice made by our people.

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,
H. CarL ANDERSEN] said a great portion
of this money is going to administrative
costs. Sure it is. Do you know why?
Because the landowners are paying pri-
marily for the actual work. The Gov-
ernment is primarily furnishing techni-
cal services through administrative ex-
perts and is preparing and presenting
plans, all of which naturally throws a
large portion of this item to administra-
tive costs. It is more or less an admin-
istrative item because the farmers them-
selves are doing the work. This Congress
is building the dams and reservoirs for
the benefit of people below the levee free
of charge, but as for us above the dams,
we are getting technical services only
and paying for the work., That is the
agreement. Now certainly you are not
going back on it.

The gentlemen of the committee have
already cut this a reasonable sum, in
fact, to a greater percentage than the
percentage cut made in other bills that
have come to the House, I think the
committee has been very reasonable and
I feel that we should support the item
as is. If you see fit to support either of
the pending amendments, that is your
privilege. But such action would be
most unfair and constitute a breach of
agreement with our people. I have faith
in your wisdom and fairness and am con-
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fident you will vote down the amend-
ments, particularly the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. KENNEDY].

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word, and ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr, HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, I want
to propound a question to the chairman
of the subcommittee. May I ask just
how the pending amendments would af-
fect the Little Sioux River project in
northwest Iowa?

Mr. The Little Sioux
project is in the bill for approximately
$908,000. The amount of the cut, of
course, is much greater than that
amount of money. How it would be ap-
plied I do not know, but the amount of
the cut far exceeds the amount that was
set up for the Little Sioux project, in
Iowa.

Mr, HOEVEN. As I understand, the
sum now in the bill is $908,000, whereas
during the last fiscal year we appro-
priated $1,000,000. Is that correct?

Mr. WHITTEN. Yes. The commit-
tee has made reductions in our very seri-
ous efforts to hold down every project we
could. We have even cut those projects
which we considered to be vital to some
areas.

Mr. HOEVEN. The pending amend-
ments are in the false-economy class. I
think my record for economy in Govern-
ment is equal to that of anyone present.
The Little Sioux River project is the
pattern for soil-conservation practices
throughout the United States. It was
set up some years ago, and has been un-
duly retarded. The proposed amend-
ments would further slow up the soil-
conservation work that is being done
under the project.

The situation has been particularly
aggravated this year due to serious floods
in the Little Sioux area. I should tell
you that the Little Sioux project is al-
most entirely within my congressional
district. The flooding of the Little Sioux
it almost a yearly occurrence. Only a
few weeks ago people were forced from
their homes in Cherokee, Correctionville,
and Spencer, in my district. The town
of Anthon, due to its peculiar location,
is constantly in danger from the flood-
waters. That situation demands par-
ticular attention.

It seems to me that instead of retard-
ing the development of this flood-control
project we should at least stop, look, and
listen. The Little Sioux project is a
thing in being. The work of redeeming
the land and stopping the flood waters
has been going on for severral years.
Our farmers are cooperating, devoting a
1ot of time and effort and even furnish-
ing their own money to help complete
the project. They are using scil con-
servation practices, are planting shrub-
bery and trees and are doing everything
humanly possible to retain the raindrops
where they fall. I therefore feel it is
imperative to continue work on the proj-
ect without interruption, and it should
be completed as soon as possible. We
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are not only dealing with the destruc-
tion of rich agricultural land, but are
also dealing with human beings whose
lives are placed in jeopardy every time
the Little Sioux goes on a rampage.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOEVEN, I yield.

Mr. H CARL ANDERSEN. I thank
the gentleman. I want to call to the at-
tention of the gentleman that the proj-
ect which he refers to is also in my con-
gressional district, and I think a good
portion of it is in the congressional dis-
trict of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
JENSEN]., May I add, if the gentleman
will bear with me, that the main part of
this cut which I want to put into effect,
namely, $1,500,000 of it will come out of
the preliminary surveys which will not
have a thing in the world to do with the
Little Sioux-Minnesota River project.
That project is already authorized and
in construction. I will admit that about
20 percent will be the rate of reduction
in our particular project which we are

both interested in. I do not see that that -

can do much damage.

Mr. HOEVEN. The gentleman does
admit his amendment will slow down
the program.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. It will
slow it down to the extent of 20 percent
on the construction end. But may I say
to the gentleman, if the Department
sees fit it can take most of the survey
money and utilize it on the construction,
where this money should be used. The
Secretary has the right to do that. I do
not think, may I say to the gentleman
from Iowa, if this amendment is adopt-
ed, it will be necessary basically to slow
up any of these 11 projects very little, if

any.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr, JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pro forma amendment.

Mr. Chairman, for the information of
the House I think it is well that I give
you more information about the Little
Sioux problem than has already been
given by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Hoeven] and the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. H. Carn AwnpeErsenl. The
Little Sioux Valley begins in Minnesota
about 20 miles above the Iowa-Minne-
sota line, and extends approximately 100
miles from that point down into the dis-
trict I have the honor to represent.
There is approximately 4,000 square
miles in the Little Sioux River Valley.
We have had terrific rains and floods
there this spring to the extent that in
my district right at this minute thou-
sands upon thousands of acres of the
finest land that lays outdoors is under
water. The part of the Litfle Sioux Riv-
er Valley in my district is the lower part
of the valley and hence it is the people
in my area that suffer most from the
floodwaters which inundated the land
and will keep that land from being cul-
tivated this year when food is so badly
needed. I had a phone call last Friday
from a very reputable gentleman of that
area who said there were 60,000 acres of
land in the Little Sioux Valley in Mono-
na County and Harrison County in my
district under water at that time, and
that it would be impossible to get that
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water off of thousands upon thousands
of acres of that land in time to put in
crops this year. I certainly would be the
last one to ask the House to spend money
that should not be spent. But I am not
at all embarrassed in asking that the
full amount in this bill be appropriated
for this very necessary purpose. The
Congress, with my help, has appropri-
ated hundreds of millions of dollars to
apply irrigated water on some of the
poorest land that lays outdoors in the
Western States and to make that land
productive, but, when it comes to the
point of keeping water off of the finest
land that lays outdoors, it is a different
story.

It does not make one from an area
such as I represent feel very good after
he has been kind to the Western States
in appropriating money to place desert
land under irrigation, to be refused a
small amount, comparatively speaking,
to keep the floodwaters off of the finest
land that lies outdoors, Of course,
the will of the House will prevail, but
I do want my colleagues to know the
true situation.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma.

Mr, ALBERT. This program keeps
the floodwaters off of the good bottom
farms of this country, does it not?

Mr. JENSEN. It does.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

MrH CARL ANDERSEN. How does
spending $1,500,000 for unnecessary pre-
liminary surveys and planning, which
cannot be used for years to come in ac-
tual construction, help keep the water
off of your land? You want this money
spent in construction, I am sure, in the
upper reaches of the streams so that the
flow of too much water at one time can
be retarded or prevented?

Mr. JENSEN. Yes.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Well, that
is what I want. They are, however, using
too much money for work other than
construetion.

Mr. JENSEN. Very well, but survey
funds are also necessary for other water-
sheds.

Mr. H, CARL ANDERSEN. I do not
know of a man in this House who has
fought more for economy than has the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN], but
I think the gentleman is making the
wrong decision here. I know that he
has the welfare of the people of his dis-
trict at heart.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for five
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr. JENSEN. I have a very good un-
derstanding of the matter under discus-
sion. Do I understand that $1,500,000 of
this cut is to be taken out of surveys and

o investigations?
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Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, As far as
I am concerned, yes. That is my inten-
tion. The record will certainly inform
the Department as to where we think
this reduction in the main should be
applied.

Myr, WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENSEN. Iyield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTEN. The gentleman from
Minnesota probably has the very best
of intentions along that line, but if he
had had that in mind I wonder why his
amendment did not read, “No part of
which shall be used for preliminary sur-
veys.” Then it would have had the ef-
fect of actually reducing the expendi-
ture for this purpose, but he just cut the
money. I am sure that he meant to
have them reduce the funds for surveys,
but had he wanted to do that, he should
have tied it down in an amendment
saying, “No part of which shall be used
for such and such.”

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I will ac-
cept an amendment to that effect, if
the gentleman will prepare it.

Mr. JENSEN, Mr. AnpERSEN, all of us
know of your great fight for soil conser-
vation. But there is something else in-
volved here. There are many small
tributary valley-wide soil-conservation
and flood-control watersheds in this
United States that are now receiving
attention by the Soil Conservation
Service and Army engineers, that be-
ing the cheapest way for all the tax-
payers to help conserve our soil and
to keep our land productive and hence
to hold food prices down to a fair level
in those watersheds where the farmers
have already contoured and terraced and
filled gullies, grassed their waterways
and done everything they could with
their own money to conserve the soil.
Now, this survey money which you say
is in this bill is to be used to make sur-
veys of that no-man’s land between
where the Soil Conservation Service can
legally operate and where the Army en-
gineers have authority to operate today.
That is along the small streams or tribu-
taries to the main stream. A number of
resolutions have been submitted to the
Committee on Public Works of this House
for watersheds and flood-control surveys.
The Honorable CLIFF Davis is the chair-
man of the subcommittee handling that
proposed legislation. The facts are that
that is the cheapest way to conserve the
soil and to stop floods before the floods
reach the lowlands and to keep the rain
where it falls. That, my colleagues, is
not only proper soil conservation but also
flood prevention. I would hesitate to
put language into this amendment which
would deny the Soil Conservation Serv-
ice, the Army engineers, and the Forest
Service permission to make such surveys
and investigations as they will make if
money is allocated for that purpose.
That also is very important. I believe
the Members of this House who know
something about watershed problems
will agree with me that sooner or later
we are going to have to treat these
small watersheds as individual prob-
lems in order finally to get the com-
plete job of soil conscrvation, flood
prevention, and flood control done ef=
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fectively. Remember that before the
Army engineers or the Soil Conservation
Service will operate on the streams, the
farmers must have contoured and ter-
raced, to a considerable extent, to keep
the water out of the streams.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all tirie for de-
bate on this amendment and all amend-
ments thereto, close in 14 minutes, the
last 5 to be reserved to the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from West Virginia [Mr. Bameyl is
recognized.

Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Chairman, I have
asked for this time for the purpose of
registering my opposition not only to
the Andersen amendment but to the
Kennedy amendment to the Andersen
amendment. We in West Virginia are
interested in multiple-purpose dams, not
in power projects. On two of the proj-
ects in my district the Agriculture De-
partment is using money out of these ap-
propriated funds that you are proposing
to cut today. They have joined in the
State along with the Forestry Depart-
ment. What we need over in West
Virginia, Mr. Chairman, is some trees
back on the hillsides that will stop these
flash floods which over the last 10 years
have drowned from 60 to 70 resicents
of the State of West Virginia. Only last
July 34 people were drowned because our
forefathers did not have presence of
mind enough to leave some timber on the
hillsides. It is true that there will be
no actual construction work on projects
in West Virginia this year, but there is
a whole lot of work that should be done
both by the Forestry Department, De-
partment of Agriculture, and the Army
engineers in working up these projects.
I sincerely hope we will not let our ideas
of economy injure so important an ap-
propriation as this.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN].

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, the gentleman from Minne-
sota has been as responsible as any man
has through the past few years, in seeing
to it that soil conservation districts as
such secure ample appropriations for the
new districts created every year. This
amendment however has nothing to do
with that at all.

I am trying to cure a situation that
the investigator from our committee
said exists. He reported that this pro-
gram, referring to the way the flood-
control program is being operated, is
uneconomical and is stifling the Soil
Conservation Service. It is stifling it be-
cause other agencies of the department
can come in and charge against this
program for people it places upon its
money that should rightfully be used in
the Forest Service and Coil Conservation
Service for the actual construction pro-
gram under flood control.

Is there any good reason in the name
of common sense why we should con-
tinue making more surveys, to the ex-
tent of $1,500,000, than are absolutely

_ necessary? If you will turn to page 760
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you will see where the Department asks
for $250,000 for general basin investiga-
tions. That money, together with the
larger portion of the near $1,750,000
asked for to continue preliminary sur-
veys and planning, could much better be
devoted to the actual work upstream on
projects already authorized by Congress.
I am just as much for helping out my
particular district as any man in the
House, and one of these projects is par-
tially in my district. I personally how-
ever do not object to seeing that project
slowed down to the extent of 20 percent
in construction if necessary so as to
give to the Congress the opportunity to
fully study this entire set-up.

We are at war and we can afford to
slow down on even desirable public
works so as to use our men and money in
lines more closely akin to the war effort.

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr, WHITTEN].

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr, Chairman, the
amendment which the gentleman from
Minnesota has offered, according to my
figures, would cut the works project here
about $1,000,000, even though it were
applied to surveys. The gentleman
from Massachusetts, motivated, I am
sure, by the best of intentions, offers to
cut the $8,000,000 down to $2,500,000.
You know, that is typical of all in these
times; we all recognize the absolute need
for saving money, and we all can see
where we can afford to cut out anything
that is across the hill. With all due
deference to my good friend from Mas-
sachusetts—and I listen to him on mat-
ters coming before his Committee on
Foreign Affairs—I have a very strong
suspicion in my mind that he is not a
great expert on the conditions that exist
in Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Tex-
as, West Virginia, California, Oklahoma,
and a number of other States. Now, he
is sincere in believing that you can cut
those things out in those States and
it will not hurt anything, and he is hon-
est about it, but he does not know. That
is what we here on this committee do
every day. The gentleman from Min-
nesota read from the report of the in-
vestigation., That investigation was
made because I asked that it be made.
Do you know who put it in the Recorp?
I put it in the Recorp. Do you know
why I put it in the Recorn? To tell
them to correct things that the report
showed were bad. PFirst, I had the
obligation to try to find out; I had the
investigation made and we found out
and I had the obligation of putting it in
the REcorp to correct it. I had the obli-
gation of recommending to the commit-
tee to cut out enough funds to force them
to correct it, and we cut this 15 percent,
I think I have discharged my responsi-
bility, but I am going to follow it up next
year and see that they do. It is not a
question of somebody else finding out,
We get along fine in our committee. The
gentleman from Minnesota and I and the
other members of the committee council
together. This issue was never raised
in the committee; there was not one
word said about it. I think that he
knows, in all sincerity, that all of us
want to do what we can. The gentle-
man from Iowa was disturbed about the



1951

Little Sioux. Under the amendment on
the desk you just cut out so much money.
There is no way to tell how much of the
cut might be applied to the Little Sioux.

There is no duplication here. The
people in the Secretary’s office that try
to ccordinate that are under a different
appropriation. The Soil Conservation
Service does have some of its people
assigned to this work. The PMA has
some. ‘This is what I think is the best
approach” to soil conservation. First
you go out and make a plan. Then
your work projects are required to fit
into that plan. That is what I think
efTective soil conservation should be; that
is what it is here. But beyond all that,
this is an obligation of the Congress.
I printed out to you that the problems
that exist in my area were created by
the Congress when you appropriated
money to build these dams. In con-
nection with it you gave assurance that
attention would be given to this kind
of problem. You said the people up
above the dams would have to put up
50 percent of the money, but now, under
this amendment and the substitute, you
say, “Well, we have got the dams in
and we flooded you out, but now we
are going to welch on carrying out the
Government's obligation to put up 50
percent of the cost of relieving the situa-
tion which the Government brought
about; you would not assist them to open
small streams and do the best they can,
because the Federal Government stopped
up the river down below.”

I believe I have a good record for
economy in this Congress. I believe 1
have a good record on this committee.
I have investigated every chance I had
where I thought there was any chance
of doing good. I did it here. We made
proper reductions, and we are going to
follow up and see that this money goes
where it should go.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendments
will be defeated.

The . The time of tha
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.
All time on the amendments has ex-
pired.

The question is on the substitute of-
fered by the genfleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. KEnnepy] for the amendment
offered by the genileman from Minne-
sota [Mr. H. CarL ANDERSEN].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. WHITTEN)
there were—ayes 100, noes 96.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair-~
man appointed as tellers Mr. WHITTEN
and Mr., EENNEDY.

The Committee again divided; and
the tellers reported that there were—
ayes 110, noes 124.

So the substitute amendment was re-
jected.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion now
recurs on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. H. CARL
ANDERSEN].

The guestion was taken; and on a
division there were—ayes 123, noes 95.
So the amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word and I ask
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unanimous consent to proceed partially
out of order.

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

Mr. WHITTEN. Reserving the right
to object, Mr. Chairman, we had an
agreement to start with, that we would
have to object to any Member speaking
out of order. I regret very much to
object but this is the third day on this
bill, and with the leadership trying to
move forward, we must insist on the
agreament.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. It is my
recollection that that agreemeni was
with refercnce to general debate only. I
do not recall that there was any agree-
ment with reference to speaking under
the 5-minute rule,

Mr. WHITTEN. Ido not want to hold
the gentleman to any agreement he did
not make, anc therefore I will not object.

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I ob-
ject.

Mr. RE£D of New York. I would like
to ask the gentleman if he does not pro-
pose to deal with the highway question.

Mr. KEATING. I do, and I shall be
glad to proceed in order, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
proceed in order and is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. EEATING. Mr. Chairman, this
is an appropriation bill, and my remarks
have to do with the expenditure of public
funds.

Mr. Chairman, Hopewell is a quiet,
law-abiding community in western New
York. When a high-powered car
charged through the town at 70 to 75
miles per hour, it was overtaken and
stopped by police officers. The driver is
reported to have said that he was acting
for the President of the United States,
that he had the President’s sister in the
car with him, and that “the President
will be distressed if his sister is de-
tained.” The police officer, thinking that
this was simply another excuse for speed-
ing, although admittedly a novel and in-
genious one, insisted on taking the driver
into custody.

He gave his name as Grady A. Stowe
and his occupation as a special agent
assigned to guard a member of the Presi-
dent's family. He was not able to pro-
duce a driver's license. He was sen-
tenced to be fined $20 or imprisoned for
20 days. He paid the fine and departed.

Investigation then developed, to the
surprise of the inhabitants of Hopewell
and the surrounding countryside, that,
sure encugh, it was the President’s sister
traveling around in western New York in
a Government-owned limousine together
with two Secret Service agents assigned
to drive and guard her. It further de-
veloped that the accused was from Grand
View, Mo., the home town of the Presi-
dent's sister, and apparently a friend of
the Truman family who had been placed
on the Federal payroll for this usual
assignment,

Justice of the Peace Warren Smithem,
of Hopewell, wryly commented at the
close of the proceedings in his court
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that he would probably now receive a
letter from the President.

If this violation of law had not taken

place, it is questionable whether this
newly devised method of squandering the
taxpayers’ momney would have been
brought to light. One can understand
why it is necessary for the President’s
immediate family to have protection in
the form of a bodyguard. But if this
same privilege is to be extended to all the
President’s collateral relatives, a fair in-
quiry would be how many there are now
receiving this kind of treatment, nor-
mally accorded only to visiting digni-
taries.
. It is reported also that this car was
traveling in an easterly direction. If
they were on their way from Washington
back to Grand View, Mo., they would
never have had occasion to travel in
anything except a northerly or westerly
direction. Also it would seem t-at, if a
guard was necessary, one man ought to
ke able to do the job.

It is not the dollars and cents involved
in this particular incident which con-
stitutes the inherent scandal in the
situation. It is the evidence of callous
disregard for the legitimate inferests of
the taxpayers and wage earners who
must foot the bill for Government cars,
chauffeurs, and bodyguards which is the
really serious element in this disclosure.

Mr. RCONEY. Mr, Chairman, I make
g point of order against the gentleman
from New York proceeding further on
the ground that his remarks have noth-
ing whatever to do with appropriations
for the coming fiscal year for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture but concern some
picayune matier which seems to be of
interest only to the people of Hopewell,
N. Y.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York will proceed in order.

Mr. KEATING. The disclosures to
which I have referred are symptomatic of
the squandering of the taxpayers’ money
which we are seeking by the cuts in this
bill to eliminate and put a stop to, at
least in part. They indicate too that
the need to improve the ethical and
moral standards with relation to the
waste of public funds in the Executive
Office of the White House reaches to the
highest echelon in that office. Let me
hasten, however, to exculpate the Presi-
dent’s sister. I understand she is a
thoroughly estimable lady of high char-
acter. There was no reason for her to
question the propriety of a sightseeing
trip in a Government car with a driver
and companion, all compensated out of
the pay envelopes of American workers.
Indeed, there was every reason for her
to accept that as the norm of conduct
for one with deep roots in the White
House. The President has been taking
everybody else in the country for a ride
for 6 years. Why not his own sister?

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, I in-
sist on a point of order against the
gentleman’s proceeding. He is out of
order and is taking the Committee for
a ride by violating the rules of the House.

Mr. KEATING, Mr, Chairman, I re-
fuse to yield.

Mr. ROONEY. If the gentleman
would acquaint himself with the rules
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of the House, he would know I do not
have to ask his permission to address
the Chair on a point of order. I further
insist on the point of order that the
gentleman from New York is not pro-
ceeding in order.

Mr. MASON., Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York must proceed in order.

Mr. MASON. Mr. CLairman, I wish
to be heard on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has
ruled. The gentleman from New York
will proceed in order.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. EEATING. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. MASON. Iwanttocall the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that the
gentleman asked to proceed out of order.
There was temporary objection to it,
then the objection was withheld, and
the agreement is that he can proceed out
of order,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Illinois is in error. The gentleman
from Michigan [Mr, SHAFER] objected.

Mr. McCORMACK, A Republican.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SoIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for carrying out
the provisions of the act of April 27, 1935
(16 U. 8. C. 590a-590f), title III of the act
of July 22, 1937 (7 U. 8. C. 1010-1012), and
the act of August 11, 1945 (7 U. 8. C. 1011
note), including research and investigations
into the character, cause, extent, history, and
effects of erosion, soil and moisture depletion,
and methods of soil and water conservation
(including the construction and hydrologic
phases of farm irrigation and land drainage,

~and the construction, operation, and main«
tenance of experimental watersheds, stations,
laboratories, plots, and installations and
water regulation to conserve the soil and
reduce fire hazards in the Everglades region
of Florida, except that expenditures for all
work in the Everglades region shall be lim-
ited to a sum not in excess of funds made
available for such work by the State of Flor-
ida, or political subdivisions thereof); mak=-
ing conservation surveys and plans and es-
tablishiLg measures to conserve soil and
water (including farm irrigation and land
drainage and such special measures as may
be necessary to prevent floods and the silta-
tion of reservoirs); establishment and op-
eratlon of conservation nurseries; develop=
ment and management of land utilization
project lands and facilities; dissemination of
information; purchase and erection or al-
teration of permanent buildings; operation
and maintenance of aircraft; and furnishing
of subsistence to employees; $54,278,000:
Provided, That the cost of any permanent
building purchased, erected, or as improved,
exclusive of the cost of constructing a water
supply or sanitary system and connecting
the same to any such building and with the
exception of buildings acquired in conjuncs=
tion with land being purchased for other
purposes, shall not exceed $2,500, except for
eight buildings to be constructed or im-
proved at a cost not to exceed $15,000 per
building and except that alteratlons or im-
provements to other existing permanent
buildings costing $2,500 or more may be
made in any fiscal year in an amount not
to exceed 8500 per building: Provided fur=
ther, That no part of this appropriation shall
be available for the construction of any such
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building on land not owned by the Govern-
ment: Provided jurther, That in the State of
Missouri, where the State has established
a central State agency authorized to enter
into agreements with the United States or
any of its agencies on policies and general
programs for the saving of its soil by the
extension of Federal aid to any soil conser=
vation district in such State, the agreements
made by or on behalf of the United States
with any such soil conservation district shall
have the prior approval of such central State
agency before they shall become effective as
to such district: Provided further, That no
part of this appropriation may be expended
for soil and water conservation operations
under the act of April 27, 1935 (16 U. 8. C.
590a-590f), in demonstration projects: Pro-
vided further, That not to exceed £5,000 may
be used for employment pursuant to the
second sentence of section 706 (a) of the
Organic Act of 1944 (6 U. B. C. 574), as
amended by section 15 of the act of August
2, 1946 (5 U. 8. C. 55a): Provided further,
That not to exceed $265,000 of funds au-
thorized for fiscal year 1951 for development
of land utilization projects may remain
available until expended.

Mr. HORAN., Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HoraN: On page
30, line 22, after the period insert a new
proviso, as follows: “Provided further, That
qualified local engineers may be temporarily
employed at per diem rates to perform the
technical planning work of the service.”

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment is offered in an attempt to
make it possible for the work of the soil-
conservation distriets to proceed with
more speed.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HORAN. I yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTEN, Personally I have no
objection to the amendment. I cannot
speak for the committee, however.

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, I know
there are quite a number of Members
who are interested in the point I am
bringing up now. I want to impress upon
the Committee the fact that we have
shown here a great interest in all types
of soil conservation from the watershed,
the very crests of our great mountains,
down to the deltas of our rivers. We are
interested in that and we are urging
that more soil-conservation districts be
formed. We are appropriating more and
more money each year for this purpose,
Today the total number of soil-conserva-
tion districts in the United States is
somewhere in the neighborhood of 2,300
or more. That is a round figure and
approximately right.

Keep in mind that if the intent of this
body continues, and I hope it does, it will
result in a final figure in 1970 or 1975,
when we have reached the acme of this
program that we want, of 15,000 people
working in the Soil Conservation Service,
I do not quarrel with that because we
are asking for it, but I certainly would
do everything in my power to provide for
per diem or non-civil-service people who
can qualify for this great work, a lot of
which lies ahead of us. That is the in-
tent of this amendment which I under=-
stand has been accepted by the chair-
man.

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
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Mr. HORAN. Iyield to the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. GATHINGS. The gentleman has
offered a very good amendment and I
hope it will be adopted. I wonder if at
the present time they have that au-
thority?

Mr. HORAN. No.

Mr. GATHINGS. The authority to
hire these civil engineers?

Mr. HORAN. No. We had a lot of
trouble with that very item. ‘This
amendment will put them right on the
spot as to whether or not they will do it.
They have not been doing it and we have
had protests from qualified civil engi-
neers in some districts in which they
have had difficulty getting technical
service. The intent of the amendment
is to bring out in the open that very
point.

Mr. GATHINGS. I have prepared an
amendment that would utilize the serv-
ices, when practicable, of private civil
engineers in connection with the conser-
vation and use of agricultural land re-
sources program. I trust that your
amendment will attain that objective,
if so it will not be necessary for me to
present mine.

Mr. HORAN. They have that power
now; the transfer of 5 percent of the
conservation and use funds for the Soil
Conservation Service work.

Mr. GATHINGS. Since the consoli-
dation of the Soil Conservation Service
offices with the Production and Market-
ing Administration local offices I have
received complaints that private accred-
ited ecivil engineers in counties that are
not in soil conservation districts have
been deprived of laying off the farms and
doing this technical engineering work
that they had formerly done. I hope
that the gentleman’s amendment will
keep these engineers in business. They
should not have to apply to the Govern-
ment for a job.

Mr. HORAN. They have that power
g.quady. although it is on a voluntary

asls,

Mr, JENSEN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HORAN., I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr, JENSEN. I can see where the
effect of this amendment will be for
economy. This will be temporary help?

Mr. HORAN, Yes.

Mr. JENSEN. Instead of the Depart-
ment hiring people on a yearly basis,
then having the possibility that many of
them will lay around in the off-peak
period, they will simply be permitted un-
der the gentleman’s amendment to hire
technical assistants when needed?

Mr. HORAN. That is exactly right.

Mr. JENSEN. Then they will be re-
moved from the rolls when not needed?

Mr. HORAN. That is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. Horan].

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

PRODUCTION AND MARKETING ADMINISTRATION
CONSERVATION AND USE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND
RESNURCES
To enable the Secretary to carry Into effect
the provisions of sections 7 to 17, inclusive,
of the Soil Conservation and Domestic Al-



1951

lotment Act, approved February 29, 1938, as
amended (16 U. 8. C. 680g-580q), including
not to exceed $6,000 for the preparation and
display of exhibits, including such displays
at State, interstate, and international fairs
within the United States; $256,600,000, to re-
maln ayailable until December 31 of the next
succeeding fiscal year for compliance with
the program of soil-building practices and
soll- and water-conserving practices author-
ized under this head in the Department of
Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1851, carried
out during the perlod July 1, 1850, to De-
cember 31, 1951, inclusive: Provided, That
not to exceed $25,250,000 of the total sum
provided under this head shall be available
during the current fiscal year for salaries and
other administrative expenses for carrying
out such program, the cost of aerial photo-
graphs, however, not to be charged to such
limitation; but not more than $4,966,000
ghall be transferred to the appropriation
account, “Administrative expenses, section
882, Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938":
Provided jfurther, That payments to clai-
mants hereunder may be made upon the cer=-
tificate of the claimant, which certificate
shall be in such form as the Secretary may
prescribe, that he has carrled out the con-
servation practice or practices and has com=-
plied with all other requirements as condi-
tions for such payments and that the state-~
ments and information contained in the ap-
plication for payment ara correct and true, to
the best of his knowledge and belief, under
the penalties of title 18, United States Code:
Provided jfurther, That none of the funds
herein appropriated or made avallable for the
functions asslgned to the Agricultural Ad-
justment Agency pursuant to the Executive
order No. 9069, of February 23, 1942, shall
be used to pay the salaries 2r expenses of any
regional information employees or any State
information employees, but this shall not
preclude the answering of inquiries or sup-
plying of information at the county level
to individual farmers: Provided jurther,
That sueh amount shall be available for sal«
arles and other admiristrative expenses in
connection with the formulation and admin-
istration of the 1852 program of soll-building
practices and soll- and water-conserving
practices, under the Act of February 29, 1836,
as amended (amounting to $225,000,000, in-
cluding administration, and formulated on
the basis of a distribution of the funds avail-
able for payments and grants among the
several States in accordance with their con-
servation needs as determined by the Secre-
tary, except that the proportion allocated to
any State shall not be reduced more than 15
percent from the distribution for the next
preceding program year, and no participant
ehall receive more than $2,500); but the pay-
ments or grants under such programs shall
be conditioned upon the utilization of land
with respect to which such payments or
grants are to be made in conformity with
farming practices which will encourage and
provide for soil-building and soil- and
water-conserving practices in the most prac-
tical and effective manner and adapted to
conditions in the several States, as deter-
mined and approved by the State committees
appointed pursuant to section 8 (b) of the
Boll Conservation and Domestic Allotment
Act, as amended (16 U. 8. C. 590h (b)), for
the respective States: Provided further, That
not to exceed 6 percent of the allocation for
the agricultural conservation program for
any county may be al'otted with the ap-
proval of the State committee to the Soil
Conservation Service for services of its tech-
nicians in formulating and carrying out the
agricultural conservation program and the
funds so allotted shall not be utilized by the
Boil Conservation Service for any purpose
other than technical and other assistance in
such county: Provided further, That such
amounts shall be avallable for the purchase
of seeds, fertilizers, lime, trees, or any other
farming materlals, or any soil-terracing serv=-
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fces, and making grants thereof to agri-
cultural producers to aid them in carrying
out farming practices approved by the Secre-

under programs provided for herein:
Provided further, That no part of any funds
avallable to the Department, or any bu-
reau, office, corporation, or other agency con-
stituting a part of such Department, shall
be used in the current flscal year for the pay-
ment of salary or travel expenses of any per-
son who has been convicted of violating the
act entitled “An act to prevent pernicious
political activities,” approved Auguct 2, 1839,
as amended, or who has been found ‘n ac-
cordance with the provislons of title 18,
United States Code, section 1913, to have
violated or attempted to viclate such section
which prohibits the use of Federal appro-
priations for the payment of personal services
or other expenses designed to influence in
any manner a Member of Congress to favor or
oppose any legislation or appropriation by
Congress except upon request of any Member
or through the proper official channels,

Mr, TABER. Mr, Chairman, I offer an
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. TaBer: Page 33,
line 4, strike out “$225,000,000,” and insert
*'$150,000,000.”

Mr., TABER. Mr. Chairman, I have
offered this amendment on page 33, line
4, to reduce the $225,000,000 figure to
$150,000,000. This proposal is designed
to reduce the amount of allotments to
be made under the act of February 29,
1936, as amended. It has the endorse-
ment of the American Farm PBureau
Federation, and all of you have received
a telegram from Mr, Allan B, Kline, pres-
ident of the Ameriecan Farm Bureau Fed-
eration, which I will read. It is dated
the 10th: Y

Reduction Federal expenditures absolutely
essential part sound inflation-control pro-
gram. Unless we control inflation, we jeop-
ardize the freedom of all citizens, farmers in-
cluded. Therefore, farmers willing to do
their share toward accomplishing this ob-
Jective. Specifically urge your support the
amendment agricultural appropriation bill
to reduce agricultural conservation program
funds for 1952 crop year to $150,000,000.

ALtaN B. ELINE,
President,
American Farm Bureau Federation,

This matter is in somewhat the follow-
ing situation: These funds have been
spent or supposed to be spent for differ-
ent items that have been handed to the
farmers to use on their farms: Inorganic
fertilizer to the tune of 50 percent; pro-
tective green manure crops, 15 percent;
erosion-control practices, 15 percent;
range and pasture improvement, 15 per-
cent; and other items, 5 percent. The
figure last year was $285,000,000 and the
budget submitted that figure to go in the
bill for this year and the committee cut
it to $225,000,000.

The Farm Bureau at its meeting dis-
cussed this situation and they said this:

With respect to our recommendation of
$150,000,000 for the 1952 program, we reit-
erate our previous position that these funds
be apportioned on the basis of need.

The encouragement of better farming
practices which this program has fostered
has been a sound public investment. Many
of these practices have become interwoven
into farming operations to the extent that
many farmers will follow them because they
are good business. In other words, the edu-
cational and demonstrational ts of
the program have served their purpose. The
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existence of a firm demand for the greatest
production of grain, fiber, and livestock prod-
ucts which can be turned out is an added
reason for reducing these funds,

Then they quote their resolution.

That is a part of the situation. I have
been up against that situation in my own
territory many times. I have had many
farmers come to see me about it. This
is what has happened. Several hundred
pounds of fertilizer would be dumped in
the corner of a lof, and the farmer on
whose land it was dumped would not
even know it was there. At other times
they have brought in fertilizer that was
not suitable for the land in question,
and left it with the farmers. Many
times they have brought in lime where
the soil was underlaid with limestone,
and it would be absolutely useless to try
to put lime on it with any desirable
effect.

Mr. Chairman, we are right in this
situation, a pretty serious situation.
The Committee on Ways and Means is
holding continuous sessions frying to
find ways to raise money to pay the 1952
expenditure bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr., TABER. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for five
additional minutes.

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

There was no objection,

Mr. TABER. Every day you read of
some group on whom they have in-
creased taxes. Is it not about time that
we take things in hand and undertake
to reduce expendifures as far as it is
Ppossible, so that our budget can be bal-
anced and we will not have to pay our
debts with further inflated dollars? It
seems to me it is about time we wake up
to our responsibilities and meet them
face to face. I know there will be farm-
ers who will want to have this money
handed to them, but this is not a soil
conservation program. That is the item
that was covered from page 28 to the
middle of page 31. This is a program
where we turn over money to the farmer
to use on his own soil if he uses it.

I believe any friend of the farmer can
come to realize that unless we do away
with these things that are costing money
and are for the benefit of individual
farmers and for the benefit of farmers
as a class, outside of such advisory pro-
grams as the Soil Conservation Service
and such things as agricultural research,
we are really doing them a disservice.
The longer we carry on with those things
and the more money we spend that way,
the more we make the farmer subject to
being a target of other folks.

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Nebraska.

Mr. BUFFETT. The gentleman will
be interested to know that a few weeks
ago the leading farm paper in Nebraska
made a check with the farmers in our
State and asked them whether payments
for certain soil conservation practices
that benefit the farmer should be
omitted from the President’s budget.
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The farmers voted 72 percent in favor of
omitting those benefits.

Mr. TABER. That is the situation
with the best of the farmers. The lights
in the Chamber went out temporarily
just a moment ago. The lights will go
out for good if we do not begin to save
money. Let us start now with an intelli-
gent approach to this problem.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I
offer a substitute amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MARSHALL &8 a
substitute for the amendment offered by Mr.
Taser: On page 33, line 4, strike out *'$225,-
000,000" and insert “$285,000,000.”

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for
five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. NICHOLSON.” Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL, I yield.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Is this the item
where the cranberry bog owners were
paid to sand in their bogs?

Mr. MARSHALL. That is a part of
this particular program.

Mr. Chairman, one of the greatest
problems we have and which will ever
face this country is the production of
food, fiber, and oil which is needed.
That is a hugs problem. One of the
greatest problems that our forefathers
had when they came to this country was
the conservation of our natural re-
sources. The pages of history are filled
with examples of how Thomas Jefferson,
George Washington, and Patrick Henry
carried on soil-conservation programs.
Patrick Henry said something to the ef-
fect that no man is a greater patriot
than he who conserves his soil. They
began that kind of work to conserve their
soil, But in our greed to get the wealth
out of the soil we have depleted our natu-
ral resources. We have depleted our
timber supplies and depleted our soil, It
is very questionable if any nation in the
world has ever depleta2d its soil as rap-
idly as the United States has. Unless
we do something to sustain the soil and
to build up the resources that we have
in this country we can very soon sink
to the status of a third-rate power. All
my amendment intends to do is to carry
on a soil-conservation program for
which the Congress originally author-
ized $500,000,000, on the same basis that
it has heretofore been carried on. The
psychological effect at this time would
be very bad if we were to say that we
do not need food and fiber and oil in
this critical period. We made that mis-
take in World War I. We did not pay
proper attention to the conservation of
our soil, and because we did not we went
into a stage in our history, which is a
sad chapter to look back on, The Dust
Bowl grew out of the lack of proper con-
servation of our soil,

We have people in a number of Fed-
eral agencies who are interested in soil
conservation. The Soil Conservation
Service, which we just considered, has
been doing a remarkable job. The For-
est Service has been doing a remarkable
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job. But over and above that the Pro-
duction and Marketing Administration,
with its agricultural conservation pro-
gram, has done an outstanding job. One
of the reasons it has been doing an out-
standing job is that it can reach every
farm family in the United States. Five
and three-quarter million farms have an
opportunity to carry on soil-conservation
practices under this program. With an
excellent job of planning this year and
with the greatest of optimism, the Soil
Conservation Service program will reach
about 900,000 farms since its inception.
This program year in and year out will
reach and hence give opportunity to
every farmer to comply with it. It is
true enough that a leading farm organi-
zation, the National Farm Bureau Fed-
eration, of which I am a member and
of which I am proud to be a member, has
come out recommending that we spend
$150,000,000 for soil conservation for the
next fiscal year. That spirit and that
intent of tLe National Farm Bureau does
not indicate what the Farm Bureau units
in my distriet think.

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee.

Mr. SUTTON. Last year the presi-
dent of the American Farm Bureau Fed-
eration came out against the cotton bill.
He made a mistake there, because we
are in dire need of more cotton right
now. Yet, he said the cotton bill 2 years
ago was too liberal. I wonder what he
will say on his fighting the cotton bill
at this time.

Mr. MARSHALL. That indicates that
it is possible for a human being to be
in error. I think he is very much in
error in this instance. I read his report
bqfore the Committee on Appropriations.
His statement asking for a cut in this
worth-while appropriation is not justi-
fied by his statement.

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman referred
to the Farm B-ireau Federation. I won-
der whether the gentleman is aware of
the division in the Farm Bureau Fed-
eration Board itself,

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand it was
very close.

Mr. HARDY. My information is the
vote was 9 to 11.

Mr. MARSHALL, I thank the gen-
tleman. I am interested in his state-
ment because I understand that the
great Senator from the gentleman’s
State, Senator Byrp, has advocated that
we have at least $300,000,000 appropria-
tion in order to carry on the proper con-
servation work.

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman
yield further?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. HARDY. I wonder whether the
gentleman has any information to indi-
cate whether or not this action on the
part of the American Farm Bureau Fed-
eration may have a background of this
internal fight in agriculture between Ex-
tension and the AAA, and whether this
might be based on prejudice rather than
on national interest.
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Mr. MARSHALL. It is certainly not
based on a knowledge of farm condi-
tions. In every community of our coun-
try we see farms abandoned because
proper soil-conservation programs are
not ecarried out on those particular
farms.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield te the gen-
tleman from Georgia.

Mr. LANHAM. Isit not true that Mr.
Klein and a portion of the Farm Bureau
Federation has for the last several years
been attempting to get all of the soil-
conservation functions under the Exten-
sion Service, and do you not think that
this is really an underhanded way of
trying to accomplish what they have
been unable to accomplish otherwise?

Mr. MARSHALL. I know the Secre-
tary of Agriculture has been doing an
outstanding job in attempting to get or-
ganizations interested in soil conserva-
tion to work together. This Congress is
interested in avoiding duplication of the
various agencies engaged in soil conser-
vation. The Secretary of Agriculture has
made great strides in that direction. I
hope that we will all give him an oppor-
tunity to make his program work. I
would not know what is in the mind of
Mr. Klein. I am talking today in terms
of things which affect my farm neigh-
bors. Every time we have a farm which
goes to pieces because of improper main-
tenance of fertility, that farm becomes
a burden upon the community, upon the
county, and the State. Every one of us
can go out into our districts now and see
farms which have been abandoned on ac-
count of failure to maintain fertility.
This program that we are talking about
now of providing for $285,000,000 to carry
on the soil conservation program to the
extent it has been carried on will not pro-
vide sufficient funds to completely do
the job. It will provide funds to carry on
the program to the extent it has been
carried on during the last year. That is
highly important at this time, because
we are asking our farmers to produce, as
they have never had to produce before,
the food and fiber that is needed. We
are calling attention to the fact that we
must safeguard our soil resources. We
must carry out a crop rotation program.
We must carry on the seeding of legume
crops to protect the soil. We must pro-
vide for green manure crops, for the ap-
plication of phosphate, We must pro-
vide for lime that is so badly needed to
protect our soil and our land and our
grasses.

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

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. McCORMACK. What effect would
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York [Mr, TaBer] have should
it be adopted?

Mr. MARSHALL. It appears to me
that the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. TaBEr]
would completely sabotage the program
and would cut down the payments to
such an extent that after allowances for
administrative work which it would be
absolutely necessary to maintain there
would not be adequate money left to
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carry on these practices so necessary for
proper conservation of the soil.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for
two additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. . The thing that we
want to emphasize is that this is no
handout to the farmers. The farmers
contribute more than 50 percent of their
funds besides their labor to carry on
these practices. We are doing it in a
democratic way, not in an autocratic
way; it is not regimentation. The older
countries say to the farmers or to their
peasants, if you will, “You must do so
and s0.” We do not do that in this coun-
try; we say to them that if they will
carry out these worth-while practices
that are intended to maintain soil fer-
tility we will cooperate with them and
give them part of the funds with which
to do it. Just think what a wonderful
thing that is in a country like this—to
earry out principles of soil conservation
in that matter. Just think what won-
derful things have been done by this pro-
gram and will continue to be done by
this program, the building up of our
water resources, the building up of soil
fertility, the preservation of our great-
est resource, the land; all those things
which affect the future wealth and wel-
fare of our country.

It will be entirely false economy to
cut this appropriation at this time, be-
cause every dollar spent on this program
renders a return of nine or ten times.
We are going to need to sustain and
maintain our economy in the very best
manner we know how. It would be &
very poor bargain to do away with soil
conservation and let our soil be depleted.
That is very poor economy, because we
need every acre of it that we have; every
particle of that soil to provide fine food
and fiber to maintain the economy of our
people now and for future generations.
WHY ACRICULTURAL CONSERVATION PROGRAM

APPROPRIATIONS SHOULD NOT BE CUT

The United States cannot measure the
strength of its agriculture on its capacity
to satisfy only home needs for grain,
cotton, and other farm products. For
this purpose, our lands and farmers are
more than adequate. Since 1939, United
States agriculture has been shouldering
increasing responsibilities reaching far
beyond our shores and we need to con-
sider carefully whether farming is strong
enough when measured against these
world responsibilities. The TUnited
States farm program is now a world pro-
gram and our allies and many other
nations await with great anxiety the
determination of our food policies.

During the past decade, the role of
United States agriculture as a member of
the Nation’s defense team has been
greatly expanded. During and follow-
ing World War II, United States farms
provided the chief guaranty of food
security for ourselves and our allies. The
urgency of the present world situation
on the food front demands that our
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agriculture be made strong enough to
meet any emergencies that may arise.
These demands require greater not less
effort to increase and strengthen the pro-
duction capacity of our farms—a pro-
duction capacity which must be meas-
ured against the requirements of emer-
gencies which may dwarf all past emer-
gencies in intensity of demand on our
agricultural resources.

The agricultural conservation program
has and continues to bring about, a
steady increase in the productive ca-
pacity of American farms, A high de-
mand for food without equally vigorous
programs to protect and improve our
fertility reserves and expand the future
productive capacity of agriculture in-
;nl&es risks our Nation can scarcely af-

or

Periods of high production are periods
of heavy drain on our soil, water, ranges
and woodland resources. In such per-
iods uniess adequate programs are kept
in force deterioration of our resources
sets in unless labor, equipment, essen-
tial materials and supplies needed for
sustained high production are provided
and made readily available. Erosion
and loss of fertility are a constant threat
to food security. When conservation is
slowed down the forces that tear down
our agricultural resources speed up.

The cost of the agricultural conserva-
tion program is not great, in fact, it is
small compared to the benefits. An ap-
propriation of $285,000,000 amounts to
$1.82 per person in the United States and
its insular possessions. The proposed
authorization of $225,000,000 would be
$1.44 per person or a difference of 38
cents per person.

A food insurance policy at a cost of
$1.82 is cheap indeed. A saving of 38
cents would be expensive economy right
now and a gamble on food production
we as a Nation cannot afford to take.

The $60,000,000 difference means much
more than $60,000,000 less soil-conserva-
tion and soil-building practices applied
to the land. Farmers more than match
the Government contribution and throw
in their labor for good measure.

One of the most remarkable things
about the agricultural conservation pro-
gram is that it gets soil-building
measures carried out far in excess of
that expected from the payments made.
The effectiveness of the Government
assistance in getting measures applied to
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the land in increasing volume and
thereby strengthening the productive
capacity of our farms has been clearly
demonstrated.

Great strides have been made. In
1936 the use of limestone under the pro-
gram was 3,600,000 tons. In 1949, 24 -
400,000 tons were used; however, it is
estimated that 78,900,000 tons should be
used annually. The story is similar for
phosphate. The acreage of cover and
green manure crops has increased from
5,900,000 acres in 1936 to over 17,000,000
acres in 1949. Before the program
started, dust storms were becoming in-
creasingly severe. Stripcropping, an
effective wind-erosion control measure,
was practiced on 6,800,000 acres in 1949.
The acreage of land terraced under the
program totals 16,900,000.

Little had been done about the western
range prior to 1936. It was in bad
shape. Stockwater and other facilities
to obtain proper stock distribution and
better range management are being pro-
vided for under the program but are
still inadequate. Fifty-eight thousand
stockwater reservoirs were built in 1949;
however, over one million remain to be
built. In the principal livestock-pro-
ducing areas, pasture and range seed-
ings of grasses and legumes are im-
portant to conserve soil and feed live-
stock. In 1949 over 5,000,000 acres
were seeded under the program. This
is more than double the acreage seeded
in 1936. The increasing productive
capacity of all our farm and ranch
lands are our insurance of abundant
food now and in the future.

The effect of incentive payments
under the program is amply demon-
strated in the following table which
shows just a few practices. In 1948 the
ACP authorization was cut to $150,-
000,000 from $300,000,000 in the previous
year, 1047. The extent of practices car-
ried out fell off sharply. In 1949, when
funds authorized totaled $262,000,000 for
the agricultural conservation program,
substantial recovery was made in the ex-
tent of practices applied, but it will be
noted that the recovery was slower for
permanent-type practices. This is to be
expected as contractors become scattered
or get on to other work, equipment is
dispersed, and farmers hesitate to go
ahead in memory of the previous years’
programs.

Practice Unit 1047 1948 1949
Dams to conserve water for irrigation or livestock or | Number........ 118, 066 65, 028 €9, 368
to control erosion.
Drainage Lo S el T o e R e 5, 595, 070 3, 200, 850 3, 718, 550
Pasture and range seeding e s R 5, 32 3, 538, 076 B, 035, 975
EFTET AT ) S DN S S A S Tons. 29, 285, 677 22, 284, 542 24, 433, 957
Green manure and cover crops ACTeS . e ceainen 18, 617, 621 13, 914, 457 17,379, 708
Terracing._._..._. b b do 1, 592, 634 1,253, 337 1, 566, 008
Farms fcipatin, 2,729, T4 2, 296, 056 2, 586, 701
Individual practices carried out 5, 851, 647 4, 396, 756 5,404, 622

The picture is similar for other prac-
tices, irrigation and water conservation,
erosion control, drainage and the rest.
Farmers just cannot carry out conserva-
tion measures if they don't have the
money. The costs of carrying out con-
servation measures are up; supplies, ma«
terials and labor also cost more. When
a farmer has to choose between spending

his money for daily necessities or con-
servation, the conscrvation loses out
even though he knows that the conser-
vation practices will repay their costs in
future years, Many practices repay
their costs only over a long period.
Some even reduce income as compared
with exploitation of the soil. Some
practices do not increase production at
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all. They do prevent its reduction by
protecting the soil. Many practices are
of more value to other land downsfream
than to the land on which performed.
In general, the permanent and semi-
permanent practicas are of a type that
repay their costs only over a long time.

Great strides have been made but
much remains to be done. It is esti-
mated that five times the $285,000,000
I am asking for is needed annually to do
the job.

Our agricultural responsibilities may
be briefly reviewed.

Food and our growing population: We
have a much larger population here at
home to be fed than ever before and it
is growing larger at the rate of about 2,-
000,000 each year. Our present popula-
tion is over 150,000,000 and may number
170,000,000 by 1960. We must prepare
ourselves to feed them diets that will
keep the Nation strong.

Food and the ever-normal granary:
The ever-normal granary was estab-
lished in the thirties to cope with
weather contingencies. We needed re-
serves to tide us over another emergency
drought period.

Not drought, but war, emptied the
granary and it was emptied despite
phenomenally good weather. During
the past decade, we have twice seen what
seemed to be over abundant supplies of
wheat, corn, cotton and other farm prod-
ucts rapidly disappear. Our own popu-
lation growth and our international re-
sponsibilities leaves no doubt that we will
need a much larger granary in the
future,

Our farms must fill and maintain this
more commodious granary. At the same
time, they must fully meet the current
requirements for food, feed and fiber.

Food and fertility reserves: Storage
reserves, no matter how big we make
them, are good for emergencies only.
They cannot possibly be big enough for
the long pull. We must place our de-
pendence for food security on greatly
expanding the productivity of our farms
by increasing fertility reserves in our
soils.

We have in the present situation, a far
greater urgency for the creation of fer-
tility reserves than ever existed before.
Objectives must now go far beyond mak-
ing up for our exploitative errors of the
past and set out to create fertility re-
serves that will insure fruits, vegetables,
grains, fibers, meat, milk, and eggs in
such abundance as to fully meet the
needs of our people and supply a lot for
others.

Food and reconstruction: Immediate
postwar years are usually those when
food demands are at their peak and pro-
duction the lowest. Reconstruction
periods, therefore, begin with many peo-
ple in war-torn countries desperately
seeking food. These are years also when
vanquished peoples are reconstructing
their governments and seeking guidance
and political prineciples to follow.

Food and friendship are potent an-
swers to Communist oratory and disci-
pline. Food helped mightily to stop
communism in Western Europe; how-
ever, the margin was too close for com=-
fort but the fact remains that we won
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because we could deliver food as well as
oratory.

The next reconstruction period will
enable United States food, if the country
is prepared to supply it, to be an enor-
mous boon to suffering humanity and a
most potent political weapon. Perhaps
nothing could argue so well as the funda-
mental strength and decency of our de-
moeracy as could the faect of its having
made provision to feed a hungry world
when food was most needed. In fact,
at no other point, is the argument for
creation of great fertility reserves in our
soils quite so eloquent as this relating
to reconstruction period food supplies.

Food and the financial health and
vigor of agriculture; The financial
health and vigor of agriculture is a nec-
essary condition for the continued up-
ward progress in the further develop-
ment and expansion of our agricultural
resources. The parity concept of price
support combined with orderly market-
ing and production through the opera-
tions of the commodity loan and allot-
ment programs have contributed greatly
in making it possible for agriculture to
gain and maintain a healthy financial
condition.

The agricultural conservation pro-
gram gives the needed incentive and di-
rective force and constant vigilance nec-
essary to assure steady improvement
and protection of our food supplies for
the future.

These programs were well conceived
and helped create a favorable economic
environment for United States agricul-
ture. Indeed, the improved financial
condition of agriculture since the incep-
tion of these programs, has been the
greatest single factor in accounting for
the rapid progress made in conservation
farming and the phenomenal production
records our farmers have made during
the past decade.

I do not propose to weaken these prov-
en programs when there is such an
urgent necessity to build up the fertil-
ity reserves in our soils at a much faster
rate than has heretofore been neces-
sary. The urgency of the present inter=
national situation and our tremendous
responsibilities of our Nation adds force
to the view that greater, not less, effort
needs to be direzted toward strengthen-
ing the produective capacity of our farms.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I have been listening
to arguments here for several days and
I am convinced we have before us three
fallacies.

Just before we rose last Thursday
the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr.
Dempsey] had spoken persuasively on
the subject of the value of the dollar.
He made the statement that there had
been a change in the dollar. The gen-
tleman was absolutely right. The fallacy
is that we think we are dealing with the
same kind of dollar.

The 1900 dollar is worth 31 cents to-
day; the 1939 dollar is worth 46 cents
today. If you want a very visual demon=-
stration, it would take this $2 bill to buy
what this $1 bill bought 12 years ago.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. PHILLIPS. I have but a moment
and I have three points I wish to make.

The second fallacy, is one for which
I will use as an illustration the substi-
tute amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Minaesota, I will voie against
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. MarsgaLL] and I
will vote for the amendment cffered by
the gentleman from New York ([Mr.
Taper]., Somehow we have been sold
the idea that these expenditures can only
be made if the Federal Government
makes them, that these things will not
be done unless the Federal Government
does them, that nobody can spend money
unless the Federal Government spends
it, and that money cannot be secured
anywhere nor work done except by the
Federal Government. That fallacy has
arrived in the 18 years in the increased
centralization of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The gentleman from Minnesota, when
he thinks about it, will agree with me
that many of these things will continue
to be done by all good farmers. When
he talks about phosphates or fertilizers
he knows we are putting fertilizer on our
land because it increases production,
therefore we are going to get more in
the way of crops. When he talks about
cover crops, he knows a good farmer puts
cover crops on his land, as I have done,
and many of you have done, because it
increases the productiveness of the land.
These things will be done.

Many of the things we are talking
about in the appropriation bills will be
done cheaper, better, more efficiently,
by the States or by the local agencies or
by the farmers in this case, by the people
themselves.

The third fallacy I touch upon only
briefly in the time remaining, This is
the fallacy that we are in a normal
time. We are not in a normal time.
‘We are in a third world war. The Con-
gress just 2 days ago by its action on the
Veterans’ Hospitalization Act declared
that we were in a third world war and
created the veterans of the third world
war.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

Mr, PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for one
additional minute,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, it
seems to me that if we are in an emer-
gency, we should declare by our votes
upon this floor that we are going to dis-
tribute these responsibilities. We are
going to ask the States to carry some,
we are going to ask the citizens to carry
some; we are not going to continue the
centralization of expenditures and the
centralization of power as we have in
the past and this, in my opinion, Mr.
Chairman, would be an excellent place to
start. I support the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr,
TAaBER].

Mr. MARSHALL, Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.
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Mr. MARSHALL., I want to inform
the distinguished gentleman that every
practice that these funds help is done
by the farmers themselves, as I am sure
the gentleman realizes.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes, and more often
at their own expense.

Mr. MARSHALL. Unless these prac-
tices are encouraged by the Federal Gov-
ernment they will drop off. And also I
would like to inform the gentleman that
during this time, and I am sure the gen-
tleman agrees with me, the farmers are
going to be asked fo carry a tremendous
portion of our production load and that
they will do the best they can.

Mr., PHILLIPS. I am sure they will
and many of the farmers are strongly
supporting this amendment.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
California [Mr. PrILLIPS], in sort of a
dramatic way, took some bills out of his
pocket. He first showed us a one dollar
bill and then a bill of a higher de-
nomination and referred to one as a New
Deal bill. Yes; I remember 1930, 1931,
and 1932 when we had the raw deal bill.
Those were the “raw bill” deal days;
those were the days when the American
people were sold down the river through
lack of unthinking leadership under the
Republican Party and under former
President Hoover. Those were the days
when cotton was selling for 6 cents a
pound, when wheat was selling for 25
cents a bushel, when corn was selling for
about the same, and when oil was selling
for 25 cents a barrel; yes, when 12 to 15
million people were unemployed, and
behind them were millions of others de-
pendent upon them, their wives and
their children. So, when in his Repub-
lican-minded way my friend from Cali-
fornia talked about the New Deal dollar,
he honors the Democratie Party, because
it was the leadership of the Democratic
Party that took the country out of the
economic nose dive it had taken and
brought it back so that today instead of
a $39,000,000,000 national income in
1932, last year we had a national income
of $270,000,000,000, and the national in-
come this year will be higher.

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us refer briefly
to the amendment offered by my friend
from New York [Mr. TaBerl, who made
a sincere argument in support of his
amendment, for whom I have profound
respect. I come from a district that has
not got one farm in it, but I know the
value of agriculture to our national life.
I know, studying history, that many
great nations of the past that were
great agricultursi nations, became
deserts when they forgot the topsoil,
That four to six inches or more that is
the topsoil of a nation, and which is
the productive part in connection with
agriculture, is vival in the life of a nation.
I wonder how many realize the value
of the fertile topsoil to a nation. Four
to six inches deep, yes, but take that
away, thin it away, then the nation
commences to go down and down. The
strengtih of our Nation lies in our in-
dustry, but without agriculture we would
be dependent. I am glad that we are not
only a powerful industrial Nation, but
I am very glad that we are a powerful

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

agriculture nation. God has been good
to us, and we have to keep that topsoil
fertile; we have to keep it productive. I
am speaking of one who realizes, from
my study of history, what has happened
to great agricultural nations of the
past. Take many deserts that exist in
the world of today. ¥Yes, at one time
they, too, were productive areas. Other
areas of the world, great nations of the
past, have come and gone, and invariably
you find, as you study history, that one
of the main causes has been their failure
to conserve the topsecil of their land,
the failure to assist agriculture in pre-
serving its strength, in preserving its
dignity, and in preserving its soil pro-
ductive capacity. So, we in America, in
appropriating money through the Con-
gress of the United States for purposes
of this kind, are aot only making a sound
investment in connection with our coun-
try as a whole, but in connection with
our national defense. We are making
a very important investment, because a
country in these modern times, particu-
larly with » powerful and active agricul-
ture, is all the stronger from the angle
of national defense because of it. And
I am surprised to see my Republican
friends offering an amendment to reduce
the amount included in this bill by the
committee from $225,000,000 to $150,-
000,000. We Democrats recognize the
value of the topsoil. I hope the ma-
jority of the Republicans will join with
us in defeating the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
TABER].

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pernding amendment,
and ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr, HORAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
speak on what I conceive to be the
thought of the subcommitiee that has
had this matter under consideration.
You may not agree with us, but I think
it only fair for me to come down here in
the well and review the work of this
subcomimittee through the years, be-
cause our able chairman and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. H. CARL
Anpersen] and I have served for some
6 years or more on this subcommittee
which annually considers this item.

Let us once and for all give up the
idea that these soil-conservation pay-
ments are anything in the nature of an
addition to the income of the farmer, at
a time when, to keep his place in this
indationary national income of ours, he
must have in the neighborhood of $40,-
000,000,000 a year. Certainly, in that
light, this appropriation does not amount
to much, so let us forget that.

Let us get on to the bill, and perhaps
I might reflect the two attitudes that
have obtained in our committee and the
reason for what youa find in the bill now.
You find in this bill an appropriation of
two hundred and fifty-six million-odd
dollars for commitments which we made
in last year’s bill, Then on page 33, and
that is what the amendments are ad-
dressed to, you find various amendments
offered against the commitment for our
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next crop year, that your committee
thought was fair in the light of the in-
formation that had come to us and the
various ways that we as a subcommittee
reacted to the various pressures and ar-
guments both pro and con on this item.

We arrived, I think, quite generally on
the figures that are in the bill by give
and take. We are here today defending
our action. It is not anything that we
did arbitrarily, because we have lived
with this iterr. We can cut it or we can
raise it, but I feel that our judgment was
such that it should remain where it is.

Our chairman has been most eloguent
in the past in pointing out that this is
not really an appropriation that goes to
individual farmers but is a protection
against erosion and the loss of valuable
topsoil, and a security and assurance that
we are going to have crops each succeed-
ing year. Our ranking Republican on
this committee has been most eloquent
also in pointing out the good work, in
addition to this type of thing, that our
local committees do.

Bear in mind that none of the amend-
ments nor the commitment does any-
thing in the direction of lowering or ad-
justing or modifying the twenty-five and
a quarter million dollars that is in this
bill and is involved in the commitment
for next year that will go for local ad-
ministration, the paying of your county
committees.

I make this explanation because I feel
it only fair that you have the advantage
of our committee work.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, before commenting on
the pending amendment I want to ex-
press the appreciation of those of us who
come from agricultural sections of the
United States to our distinguished ma-
jority leader, who historically has stood
in the well of this House and defended
agricultural legislation and agricultural
appropriation bills. He comes from a
city; nevertheless, he has been a loyal
friend of agriculture. I can say that he
has that same broad attitude about other
segments of our economy. It is a thing
that makes him one of the great majority
leaders of all times, in my opinion.

The amendment of the gentleman
from New York is designed to do one
thing. It is the beginning of a step to
kill this conservation program. Iam just
as confident as I can be that if it were in
the power of the gentleman from New
York [Mr, TaeEr] today to take his pen
and write off this program for good, the
gentleman would not waste much time in
doing it. This program originated under
a Democratic administration. It has
been one of the things that has made the
Democratic Party strong in the agricul-
tural sections of our country. The Dem-
ocratic Party has historically sponsored
legislation favorable to the farmers of
the Nation. I know there are Members
on the Republican side today who are not
going to support this amendment and
who realize the importance of this pro-
gram to their sections. In the brief time
I have I would like to point out to the
committee that we are all concerned with
our production and in how much we can
increase our potential for production in
this great hour of crisis.
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We are allowing industry to charge
off expansion costs within a period of
5 years and to depreciate capital in-
vestments in that short length of time.
We are actually lending money to steel
companies and machine-tool companies
at practically no cost or with a very
low rate of interest in order to bring
about greater production. The agricul-
tural-production effort is just as impor-
tant to our war effort as our industrial
effort is. So it seems to me to be penny-
wise and pound-foolish to strike at one
of the most important parts of our total
mobilization program. Do you mean to
tell me this is not an important pro-
gram? I have seen it work in my sec-
tion of the United States. It has
brought about a total change in the type
of farming that we used to engage in.
This very soil-conservation program has
revised and revamped our entire agricul-
tural system in my section of the coun-
try. Today—not because of inflation,
but because of this soil-conservation
work, land is worth twice as much in my
section of the country as it would be
worth if it had not been for this very
program, It has worked. If is a good
investment. It is not a give-away pro-
gram. It is not a subsidy. We do not
back off on subsidies for shipping and
for aviation and other industries. This
is not an actual subsidy. It is a capital
investment in America.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PRESTON. I yield.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. And the land
produces twice as much as it did 15 years
ago, does it not?

Mr. PRESTON. Thatis correct. That
is the purpose of the program. The land
produces more when you follow these
.soil-conservation practices. So I say to
my friends on the right, from the city
districts, I beseech you to follow the
good example set by our majority leader.
Let us not have a coalition in reverse on
this amendment. Stand with your
farmer friends and let us defeat this
amendment and preserve this important
plank in the program of the Democratic
Party.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the Taber
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that at this
time I cannot agree to the amendment
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
MarsHEALL]. If we were not at war, I
would vote for his substitute. As
the gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Horan] has well pointed out, we on the
subcommittee first took into consider-
ation the point of how much money was
spent under this program in the last crop
year. We found that that sum was
two hundred and fifty-six-odd million
dollars. Last year, if you will recall,
the Congress set the figure at $285,000,000
for the program. The President saw
fit—and when I say “the President,” I
mean the administration—to impound
last fall, as part of his $550,000,000 sav-
ings, approximately $28,000,000 which
was in this particular fund and which
normally would have been used to carry
over into this crop year as a sort of
revolving fund for the purchase of soil-
conservation materials.
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I think the position of the subcommit-
tee should be upheld, because, after all,
this is what we have done: First $285,-
000,000 was last year ordered by the Con-
gress for this year's program. Only
$256,000,000 was spent, We have taken
this $256,000,000 figure which was the
cost of the program for both this year
and last year and we have simply
cut it about 11 percent, about the
same amount that was cut generally
throughout the Department of Agricul-
ture bill. We felt that this program, re-
gardless of how much we think of it,
should also take its proportionate cut.
So we have placed in the bill for next
year the sum of $225,000,000, and I do
think that amount will give us a very
good and effective program, allowing for
the fact that we must save money for
the war effort.

I am glad to see that this House has
not tried to amend or question the actual
$256,000,000 appropriation in this partic-
ular bhill for this program. By putting
that in there we showed faith with the
farmers. We promised them last year
a certain program. We are simply giving
to them that particular amount of
money, although, as I stated before, the
budget did impound the normal carry-
over on this particular program amount-
ing to $28,000,000. We have also provid-
ed ample money for the proper operation
of our PMA and committees right
down to the township level. These com-
mittee organizations are the very heart
of all of our price-support programs. I
have fought for ample money for them
ever since coming to Congress.

I might say again about the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. MarsHALL], that if things
were not as tough financially as they are
I would today vote for his amendment.
In normal times we must have about a
$300,000,000 program if we are to hope to

‘leave our soil to our children in more

fertile condition than we found it.

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. TACKETT. The gentleman was
talking about what the farmers had
been promised. What were they prom-
ised for this program this year?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Exactly
what we have in the bill. All commit-
ments under the announced $285,000,000
program are being taken care of.

Mr. TACKETT. I understood they
were promised $285,000,000.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The
$285,000,000 was the base for this year's
program. It has not all been expended,
as far as I know.

" Mr., WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield.

Mr. WHITTEN. Of course, I want to
add to what the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN] has said,
that we announced last year a $285,000,-
000 program. What we do in the spring
is to state the amount the Government
will contribute if the works are done.
How much you actually owe at the end
of the year depends on how much of the
work has been carried out by the farm-
ers. It was believed that the amount in
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the bill would be sufficient to pay our
obligation to the extent it had been car-
ried out by the farmers.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That is
correct.

Mr., WHITTEN, We did provide that
under the basic law, if it did not cover
the amount of work done, the Govern-
ment would carry out its full amount to
the extent of the $285,000,000.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. We have
provision, as the gentleman has said,
that, if it does require more funds than
we have put in the bill, this fund will be
made available. Any commitments
made by our Government should be
honored.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield t
the gentleman from Minnesota. r

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman
knows as well as I do, because I have
heard him repeatedly make remarks on
the floor of this House, the cost of pro-
duction which the farmer has to contend
with. Therefore, during this time we
need to think in terms not only of right
now but of future generations, as a time
when an additional incentive is needed
to carry on soil conservation practices.
In a short-sighted way, because of lack
of information, we are in danger of fail-
ing to carry out the things that we all
know we should carry out in connection
with good soil conservation practice.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. H, CARL
ANDERSEN] has expired.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. MTr, Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to proceed
for two additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I may say
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
MarsraLL] that what we have done in
the bill in proposing a $225,000,000 pro-
gram for 1952 is about halfway between
the viewpoint of the American Farm
Bureau Federation and the Farmers
Union. Personally, I am a member of
the Farm Bureau, and here is my card

-for 1951. I have been a member, prob-

ably, for more years than Mr. Kline. I
do not agree with his contention that we
should cut this program down to $150,-
000,000, any more than I can agree to the
contention of my friend, Mr. Christen-
sen, head of the Farmers Union of
Minnesota, who wired me today to sup-
port the Marshall amendment for $282,-
500,000. I think if we go between those
figures, about $225,000,000, as we have
placed in the bill, we will have as good a
program as we can in good conscience
ask the Congress to approve, considering
the straits we are in today.

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from Rhode Island.

Mr, FOGARTY. The gentleman has
made the statement that we should give
the President credit for impounding the
$28,000,000.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. You un-
derstand that I also gave to the Demo-
cratic administration credit for helping
this soil conservation program through
these years. Ialso want the President to
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take the credit or blame, as you may look
at it, for impounding that $28,000,000 last
fall. In effect he cut the $285,000,000
program down to the $258,000,000 pro-
gram we here give funds for.

Mr. FOGARTY. That is why I want
fo straighten the gentleman out. The
gentleman, as I know, voted for the
Taher-Thomas amendment a year ago,
when the over-all bill was up before us.
The reason for the impounding of that
money was the action of the Congress
itself and by the vote of the gentleman
from Minnesota and practically every-
body on that side; you voted for the
Taber-Thomas amendment, and when it
came back from the Senate we abdicated
our authority and gave our authority
down to that place on Pennsylvania
Avenue about which the gentleman has
been hollering for the last 15 years.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Certainly
I voted for the Thomas-Taber amend-
ment last year, and I would do so again.
But never will I vote, and never have I
voted, to give to the President the power
to cut our appropriations. It is our joh,
I may say to the gentleman from Rhode
Island, here on the floor of the House to
do as we wish, and should do with these
appropriations; it is not up to us to give
our authority to the administration.

Mr. FOGARTY. That is exactly what
the gentleman did a year ago, and he
knows it.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Not with
my approval.

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
largely to ask one question: Does any
member of this committee know of any
nation in the world, any nation any-
where, any civilized nation, that is
wasting its soil like the United States is?

I think that is a question for us to
ponder. I do not have at my fingertips
the exact details in regard to some sta-
tistics that I wish to use, but I do have
the picture indelibly impressed in my
mind, and I can give it to you in sub-
stance. There are two counties in Okla-
homa, one of which is in my congres-
sional district, that have lcst more top-
soil in the last 40 years than all of Ire-
land has lost in 2,000 years. As a matter
of fact, we have been the most wasteful
people on the face of the earth with our
natural resources, and especially our soil.
It has become, I am sorry to say, almost,
if not, a national disgrace, and it does
seem to me that if there is any place in
the world where we ought to be very lib-
eral in ecarrying out a program, it is right
here in the field of soil conservation,

You know, we are not the largest na-
tion in the world as far as land is con-
cerned; it takes the sun 8 hours to cross
Russia, and Russia is more than twice
as large as we are from a square-miles-
of-land standpoint. China is just a little
bit smaller, as I remember the square
miles, China proper; but China, with
some of its outlying territories, is a little
larger. Brazil, as I recall it, is just a lit=
tle larger than we. So if we are to main-
tain the leadership of the world, we must
be liberal in this matter contained in
this appropriation bill right here.

Then there is one other thing. I do
not claim to be a doctor, but T am in-
terested in the health of my family and
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in my own health, in the health of my
friends and in the health of America. I
love America. We all do. We love this
country. I am interested in the health
of my fellow man of the people here in
Ameriea, of you both on this side of the
aisle and on the other side of the aisle.
If I read current literature correctly, and
I think I.do, the greatest health-giving
elements in our soil are right under our
very feet. The minerals that are vital
and necessary to our physical well-being,
we fread cn every day. The most
precious part of our soil is right on top
and v/e are permitting so much of it to
wash and blow away. If I read the
health articles correctly that appear in
our daily press and in our magazines and
books, and if I am correctly informed,
it is very probable that much of the heart
trouble that is plaguing us, yes; and even
cancer and other serious, deadly, and
malignant diseases are, if not caused by,
at least a~gravated by, lack of proper
minerals and other essential elements
that ought to be in the food that we eat.
It is not alone just the type of vegetables,
fruit, and food generally that we eat that
does us so much good, but the quality
of it as well, We are permitting our very
lives to be washed and blown away.

Yes, it we are to maintain this leader-
ship of the world, and all of us want
to do that, we better not start cutting
here. We better support the amendment
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
MarsHALL] and raise it. That is what we
ought to do; and of course we should
defeat the amendment of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. TABER].

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike cut the requisite number of
words.

Mr. Chairman, it is with the greatest
regret that I find myself in an opposing
position to some of my very good friends
with whom I generally see eye to eye.

This bill teaches us that we people
from the cities have got to take more of
an interest in what goes on on the farm,
because we are paying the bill. We are
paying it in the form of the cost of food,
and in this matter of appropriation in-
volved, we are paying it, in addition, in
taxes.

I think the point that has not been
brought out as yet is what we are talking
about. We are talking only about what
individual farmers are to be paid for
taking care of their own land. We have
already passed an appropriation of over
$50,000,000 for advising farmers on good
soil conservation practices and this is
proper, indeed. We are not dealing with
that now. There are also appropriations
which have to do with building dams
and carrying out drainage and other
works—in this or other bills—in order to
preserve the land. We are dealing now
only with what we pay the individual
farmer for using fertilizers, spreading
lime, plowing under certain crops, and
similar practices.

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JAVITS. Iyield to the gentleman

from Washington,
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Mr. HORAN. We are talking about
soil conservation on a national basis,
area wide. I think if you were to com-
pile the amounts in this bill for that pur-
pose, including all of these funds, it
would be i1 excess of $325,000,000.

Mr. JAVITS. May I point out that
according to the testimony before the
committee it is made very clear what
these payments are for. I should like to
quote from page 539.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JAVITS. 1yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr, WHITTEN. I gather from what
the gentleman says that there might be
a little element of payback here.

Mr, JAVITS. No.

Mr. WHITTEN. May Isay thatif that
is involved here, God save the country.

Mr, JAVITS., I agree with the gentle-
man. Nobody has moved to eliminate
this or to cut it 95 percent. The biggest
cut before us is only a cut of 40 percent.
So there is no paybacks in what I say nor
is any whatsover intended by me and I
should like to stick solely to the facts.

Mr, WHITTEN. I am glad that the
gentleman has prepared himself on this
because, really, if there is anyone more
dependent upon the farmer than the
consumers in the city, I do not know who
itis, The farmer is going to grow enough
under any circumstances to feed himself.
But those of us, like you and me, who are
dependent upon that surplus which he
has over and above his needs, which goes
into the cities, are much more dependent
on this bill right today than the farmer.

Mr. JAVITS. Might I tell the gentle-
man that there is no such thing as much
more dependent? We in the cities are
fully dependent upon the products of the
farm and the farmer is fully dependent
upon the city worker and employee for
clothes and automobiles and machinery
and often for the very fertilizer which he
spreads on the ground. Ve are com-
pletely interdependent—ecity and coun-
try—and we should treat each other that
way, and I propose for my part to pro-
ceed in that fashion.

M. SUTTON. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JAVITS. 1yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee, if he will get me more
time,

Mr. SUTTON. As one who voted for
public housing, coming from a rural sec-
tion, I would like to say this: This ap-
propriation for the soil-conservation
program will enable your people in New
York to buy food cheaper, because the
farmer will produce more food at a
cheaper price.

Mr. JAVITS. May I continue with my
analysis of the situation:

The testimony before the committee
shows the following—page 535:

The rates of assistance vary by practices
and by states and area so as to make the
most effective use of available funds. The
average rate of assistance for all practices
is less than one-half the cost of performing
the practice, the farmer bearing the balance
of the cost.

So what we are dealing with here is
how much of the cost the farmer shall
get from the Government, whether he
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shall get 50 percent, 40 percent, 30 per-
cent or what percentage he shall get, and
on that I think the evidence from the
farm areas is very good.

I quote now from the Des Moines Reg-
iser, a newspaper published in the farm
area, of January 4, 1951, this very year,
and under an editorial headed “Here's
a place to cut the Budget” speaking about
these very soil conservation payments
to individual farmers they say the fol-
lowing:

In other words, most of this Government
money is used to pay farmers for performing
good farming practices—not for conserva-
tion, in the sense of saving the soil for
future use. Most of the payments go to
the higher-income farmers who ordinerily
farm according to approved methods. Rela-
tively little goes to the poorer farmers who
do not use up-to-date methods. Thus, the
ACP payments are primarily an outright
cash subsidy to high-income farmers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the centleman
be permitted to proceed for five addi-
tional mirutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ilinois?

Mr. BURDICK. I object, Mr. Chair-
man.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it has
been said here that Mr. Kline, head of
the Farm Bureau, has recommended this
amendment. I received Mr, Kline's fel-
egram. I also received more than 100
telegrams at the noon hour from farm-
ers of my own district, including mem-
bers of the Oklahoma Farm Bureau,
every one of whom has said that he was
in favor of retaining the commitfee bill.

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the
amendment to reduce the authorization
for the agricultural-conservetion pro-
gram for the year 1952, The com-
mittee in reducing this item to $225,000,-
000 has, in my judgment, cut it far too
deep. To reduce it further to $150,-
000,000 would be one of the gravest
errors this Congress could make at this
time.

I am personally familiar with the
benefits of this program in my own
district. Through the aid which farm-
ers have been given we have seen worn-
out soil reclaimed and good soil saved.

The Government is calling upon
American agriculture this year to pro-
duce record crops for the defense effort.
Fertilizer is scarce and expensive. Un-
less farmers receive this assistance I am
fearful that they will not be able fo
attain the goals set by the Depariment
of Agriculture.

We hear a lot about the high cost of
food and fiber. The only way to reme-
dy this situation is through abundant
production. Abundant production, in
turn, is dependent upon the fertilizer
and food and fiber-producing chemicals
that are placed in the soil. This phase
of the agricultural-conservation pro-
gram is in every respect a defense meas-
ure. It is an anti-inflationary measure
as well.

Many of the practices which have
been approved by committees in my
State and across the Nation are of a type
designed to conserve the soil for the fu-
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ture benefit of this country. Many of
these practices require years before divi-
dends are returned to the farmer. The
average farmer simply cannot tie up his
small capital in a long-term investment.
He is forced to realize a profit from year
to year in order to feed and clothe and
educate his family. Unless he is assisted
by the Government, he will not be able
to undertake many of these practices. If
he fails to do so it will not be his loss so
much as it will be a loss to future genera-
tions of Americans. This is not just a
farm program. It is a program for all
the people of this country, a program for
the continuation of a strong and produc-
tive America.

The program which this Congress has
been sponsoring during recent years is
going to pay dividends during this emer-
gency. Soil-conservation practices have
stored up a reservoir of mineral and or-
ganic substances in our soil which will
enable our farmers to produce far more
of the necessary food and fiber than they
would have been able to produce had we
not had an agricultural-conservation
program. The big crops that will be
planted and produced this year are go-
ing to take their toll. They are going to
tap this reservoir. We will be making a
mistake that we will live to regret if we
start out on a program of taking more
and more from the soil and putting less
and less back into it. That is going to
be the precise result of an agricultural
policy based on stepping up production
and simultaneously reducing the agricul-
tural-conservation program.

I sincerely hope that the amendment
to reduce this item will be defeated and
that this Congress will go on record as
being in favor of continuing at least on
an even keel the great program which
during these postwar years has become
a standard policy of our Government.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALBERT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I think it might
be said that inasmuch as the Des Moines
Register said something that should not
necessarily make it so. It might be that
the writer of the editorial could have
been influenced by their neighbor, Mr.
Kline,

Mr. ALBERT. The gentleman may
have a point there.

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr, Chairman, it may seem paradoxi-
cal for someone from New York City to
stand in the well and talk about a farm
bill. But when one considers it and
gives it some thought they must recog-
nize that we in New York City would
starve without the help of those hard-
working people who till the soil. During
my service in this body I have supported
my friends who have advoecated the vari-
ous agricultural projects such as this one
of soil conservation. Our tall buildings
may be fine as long as they are filled, and
our factories are useful as long as they
are working, but when human beings
leave these places, they must be fed and
their food is sent to them from your
State and your State and your State.

So foday I rise to support the commit-
tee and take issue with my distinguished
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colleague, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taser].

I was impressed, as I sat in the back
of the Chamber and heard a member of
the committee, the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. FreEsTON] say, “Let us have
no coalition in reverse.” 1 agree with
him. Let us have no coalition at any
time. It was the Democratic Party that
won. Only a few days ago when the
people of my city suffered because of the
vote on the housing bill, I am afraid we
had what looked like a coalition. But
that is past. Let us work as a united
party because it is not your district that
counts or my district alone. It is the
United States of America. We want the
city people to have homes as we want the
farmers to be prosperous, We want the
farmers to be economically strong, and
I call upon my friends from New York
City, and the metropolitan districts, to
support the committee and support the
gentlemen from the farm areas.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. McGRATH. I yield.

Mr. ALBERT. I wish the gentleman
would understand that the coalition did
not include all of the Representatives
from agricultural distriets.

Mr. McGRATH. I appreciate that,
and if the gentleman remembers, I said
it looked like a coalition. But I am sure
I was e bt naive.

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. Chairmaa, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. McGRATH. I yield.

Mr. JAVITS, Does not the gentleman
feel that at a time like this, I know the
gentleman very well and know how he
feels, we ought to speak not only of one
party, but of one House of Representa-
tives as Americans because that is what
we are here for?

Mr. McGRATH. Why, definitely. I
agree with the gentleman. The gentle-
man knows full well that in every speech
that I have made in New York I have
urged national unity. Ihave made some
nice speeches about him, too, he has
crossed the party line and done very fine
things because he did that which he
thought was for the goed of the country.
So I call on my colleague from New
York City and Members from the big
cities to support this bill. I am sure if
we do that, the time will come when we
can reason with our fellow members
from the agricultural areas and they will
understand our problems a little better,

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, McGRATH. I yield.

Mr. MARSHALL. We farmers from
the Midwest are etermally grateful for
the fine statesmanlike support we receive
from gentlemen, like the gentleman
from New York [Mr. McGgraTH], now
addressing the Committee. We sin-
cerely appreciate it. I would further
like to call the attention of the gentle-
man that in seiting aside this money
and saying that this is a program for
farmers we are a little bit at fault when
we use that term because this is a pro-
gram for all of the people of the country,

This is also a program that will not
only safeguard our soil but will provide
a great deal of security to the city dis-
tricts in the future.
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I would like to think when we speak
of this appropriation that it is not an
appropriation for farmers, but an ap-
propriation for America.

Mr. McGRATH. I agree with the
gentleman.

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. McGRATH. I yield.

Mr. CHELF. I wonder if the gentle-
man does not mean that when we keep
the soil the soil will keep us, whether
we are from the farm or from the city.

Mr. McGRATH. The gentleman is
correct. If we lose the soil we will be
completely lost.

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McGRATH. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. I would
like to join my colleague, the gentleman
from Minnesota, and the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. PresToN], and extend
to you the appreciation of the farmers
of the South for the great interest which
the gentleman from New York shows in
the welfare of all the people in the
country.

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment. Let me remind the Com-
mittee that the farmers of America are
patriots. They are deeply concerned
with the peril in which this country finds
itself. Like all good Americans they are
demanding economy and the elimination
of all unnecessary spending. They are
willing to do without some of the things
to which they may feel themselves en-
titled until this emergency is over. A
good many references have been made
here to an amendment offered by me last
week reducing public housing. I propose
to be consistent and I am supporting this
amendment for many of the same rea-
sons that I supported a reduction in pub-
lic housing.

I have always contended that we need
a good farm program. I shall continue
to support a floor under farm prices and
I think that floor should be at parity.
I am as strong in favor of soil conserva-
tion as anyone. However, let us not
make a shibboleth of soil conservation,
Let us not waste any money in the name
of soil conservation, This amendment
has nothing to do with the Soil Conser-
vation Service.

Mr. Chairman, I grew up on a farm,
all of my people have been farmers for
generations. The stability of the family-
size farm is necessary to the stability of
the Nation. This appropriation has
nothing to do with the stability of the
family-size farm. A reduction in this
PMA appropriation will not hurt food
production. It will eliminafe some of
the so-called soil-conserving practices.
In my part of the country it will reduce
tank building, fence building, and mes-
quite clearance for the time being. If we
are going to reduce all other civilian
spending, as I think we should, then we
can well reduce this spending. A major-
ity of the farmers in my district agree
with this viewpoint. The farmers are
willing to set an example for others to
go by in the matter of economy.

This amendment has the official sup-
port of the Farm Bureau and numerous
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other farm organizations who wisely
contend for reduced spending and a bal-
anced budget. It ought to be adopted.
Mr. FISHER. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
Mr. GOSSETT. I yield to my col-

league from west Texas, a rancher.

Mr. FISHER. I also represent a dis-
trict which is almost 100 percent agri-
cultural and livestock raising. Prac-
tically every land owner is the recipient
of benefits under this program. I asso-
ciate myself with the gentleman from
Texas in supporting the Taber amend-
ment.

If the gentleman will bear with me for
a moment, I should like to point out that
all this talk about the farmers and pro-
ducers being so strong for this program
should be examined. A lot of them are
realistic and know that we cannot afford
everything we might like during this
grave emergency. A few mronths ago a
newspaper in my district asked me for
an expression of how we can cut ex-
penses. I toid the paper, among other
things, that a substantial cut could and
should be made in the program which
we are now considering. Following that
time the directors of the Texas Sheep
and Goat Raisers’ Association, number-
ing some 11,000 members, every one of
whom are recipients of benefits under
this program, unanimously approved my
position. The directors of the Tom
Green County Farm Bureau Felderation
met and unaniurously commended me
for the position I then took. The Texas
and Southwestern Cattle Raisers’ Asso-
ciation in their convention in Dallas 2
months ago unanimously took a similar
position. The New Mexico Cattle Rais-
ers’ Association did likewise. These peo-
ple are all recipients under this program,
but they are deeply concerned about the
plight of the Federal Treasury. They
are disturbed about the solvency of this
country and they want to do something
about it,

As the gentleman has pointed out, this
reduction will have very little to do with
soil conservation, as such. We have ap-
proved the soil conservation in a preced-
ing section. It will go on as it should.
It is a great program and one in which
I am intensely interested. But thisis an-
other thing, a program that can be re-
duced without doing any violence what-
ever to food production or the productiv-
ity of the soil during this emergency.

It is often said that economy is a good
thing if it is applied to the other fellow.
Here is a chance to apply it across the
board. I have been one who has voted
consistently for reductions in Federal ex-
penditures when other appropriation
bill have been brought here. I have not
hesitated to vote against nonessentials
in other measures. So why not apply
it here and cut this appropriation by
$75,000,000. Most of the work will still
go on., It is not going to hurt food pro-
duction to any noticeable extent. I rec-
ognize, of course, that a lot of people like
to get Government checks. But let us
worry a little about the magnitude of
the public debt. Let us look around
for a chance to do some cutting, even
though it affects us from the farming
and ranching areas. Let us not say, “I
am for retrenchments so long as it does
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not affect my own people.” Let us let it
apply across the board.

Mr. Chairman, the people down where
I come from are genuinely alarmed about
the magnitude of the public debt. They
are disturbed about the solvency of this
Nation, and they want to make necessary
sacrifices in order to put our house in
order, But they do not want their money
wasted during this emergency on non-
essentials, things that are fine but which
they can get along without. This reduc-
tion can be justified. It is sound. If is
a little hard to take by some, I realize,
It may not be good politics to advocate
cutting such aid to one's own people.
But I have an idea the people do not
want all this as bad as some who have
spoken here today claim. These pro-
ducers know what the score is. They
know about the public debt and the need
for retrenchment. They know it should
apply to all, and they are willing to take
their share, regardless of what some of
the statements amount to that we have
heard here today.

Mr. GOSSETT. I thank my colleague
for his contribution.

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

Mr. GOSSETT. I will yield briefly, but
not for a lengthy statement.

Mr. RANKIN. I want to say in re-
ply to the distinguished gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Fisuer], who has just spoken
he spoke for the sheep raisers, the goat
raisers, and the cattle growers, none of
whom plow the land, and therefore their
soil does not wash away.

Mr. GOSSETT. They get a large part
of this money for so-called soil-conserv-
ing practices.

Mr. RANKIN. All right. If they do
not need it, let the farmers have it who
do need it.

Mr. GOSSETT. They are not going to
get but very little out of this appropria-
tion.

_Mr. RANKIN., If they do not want
it, they do not have to take it.

Mr. GOSSETT. There is a great deal
to be said for the viewpoint of the gen-
tleman from New York, with whom I do
not always agree. However, in this in-
stance I am compelled to agree with some
of his observations. There are about
five different farm organizations in every
county in the country. There is the
Production Marketing Administration,
the Soil Conservation Service, the Farm-
ers Home Administration, the Extension
Service, and usually the Farm Credit Ad-
ministration. If we are going to be con-
sistent, and if we are going to save this
country from continued inflation due to
reckless spending and save the country
from economic collapse, we have to in-
duce some efficiency entirely across the
board. I, for one, intend to be consistent.
When it applies to farm organizations, I
say we can take it, and we will take our
part of the cuts where necessary in in-
terest of economic stability.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Gossert]
has expired.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment and all amendments
thereto close in 50 minutes, the last 10
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minutes to be reserved for the com-
mittee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objecton
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objectio .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. SurToN] is recog-
nized for 2% minutes.

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, in 2%
minutes I want to say to the gentleman
from New York [Mr, Taser] and the
gentleman from New York [Mr, Javirs]
that they are going to follow Mr. Kline
who does not have 100 percent support
of the Farm Bureau.

Mr. JENSEN. How does the gentle-
man know I am going to follow Mr.
Kline?

Mr. SUTTON. I was not talking
about you; I was talking about the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Taser] and
the gentleman from New York [Mr,
JaviTsl.

Mr. JENSEN. I am not following Mr.
Kline in this instance.

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, I do
not yield.

I may say to my friend from New York
[Mr. Javirs] that Mr. Kline was against
the 75-cent minimum hour wage; he
was against public housing; he was
against the cotton bill last year, against
liberalizing it to take care of hardship
cases. Now he is against this just be-
cause he is a disappointed office seeker,
He was in hopes that he would be Sec=
retary of Agriculture under Tom Dewey.
Personally I would much prefer to see
some man like CLirr HopE as Secretary
of Agriculture rather than a man like
Allen Kline.

Mr. Chairman, this is something that
will bring down prices for you people in
the city, because if you improve the soil
you will get more production. So if
you people will go along with us we will
produce more for you.

Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. MarsuALL] is a little drastic
in rasing it to $285,000,000, I think we
should stick to the committee figure
of $225,000,000. We should maintain
this, for it has already been allocated.
We have made the commitment to the
farmers and we should not go back on
our promise to these people, because it
would prove embarrassing not only to
the Democratic Party, but to the Repub-
lican Party everywhere, in Congress and
out.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. NicHOLSON] is
recognized.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, it
is not the purpose for which this money is
appropriated that my people back home
object to; it is the way it is being used.
I represent more cranberry farmers than
any man in the world, and we raise more
cranberries in my district. You came
down there and paid men who had any-
where from $10,000 to $200,000 invested,
paid them for sanding their bogs, when
there was not a soul in my district be-
lieved that they ought to have done it
or who believe that they ought to do it
today. Certainly if a man can afford to
invest $100,000 in a cranberry bog he can
afford to put sand, fertilizer, or whatever
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it is they put on cranberry bogs, to make
it grow.

You do not need to worry about the
farmers; they will get along this year
and next year; and you will not need to
worry about production because plenty
will be raised.

We are not destroying this soil con-
servation program; all we are doing is
cutting down a little so that we may buy
guns and munitions of war to protect
our lives. No one should think the whole
program is gone because the gentleman
from New York moves to cut it down a
little.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Rangin] is recog-
nized

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, this is
a question that will confront the Amer-
jcan people for generations yet to come.
We have been very slow in realizing
just what we are really confronted with
in the washing away of our soil.

There is as much soil in the world
as there ever was; it is just at the wrong
place. The time will come—listen to
this—the time will come when the Amer=-
ican people will be using the facilities
and inventions of our modern civiliza=
tion to take the muck, the soil that is
washed down into the mouths of our
streams, and return it to the land.

Let me give you an example. In the
Philippine Islands they have been using
rice terraces for 1,500 years. Every fall
they would go down into the valley and
dig the muck out of the bottoms of the
ditches, put it in bags or sacks, and take
it back and put it on the land. In that
way they have been able to produce
rice throughout the centuries on land
that otherwise would have been washed
away probably centuries ago. Their soil
would have been entirely gone in many
areas if this had not been done.

I realize that some of this money may
be wasted, but I should hate to turn
the fate of the farmers I represent over
to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Javirs] and let him try to teach them
how to milk ducks.

He would probably be like one fellow
who came down from the city and de-
cided he would do a little farming. He
bought a milk cow. When he went out
to milk her she kept switching her tail;
the fiies were pretty bad. He took out
his book and read where it said, “If the
;:ow switches her tail, tie the tail to a

eg."”

He misunderstood that, and tied it to
his leg. She broke and ran, and he said
later that she had not gone 200 yards
with him until he saw his mistake.

I represent more small farmers than
almost any other Member in Congress.
The average farm in my county is around
60 acres. It is one of the most pro-
ductive counties in America. I know
what this soil erosion means. I know
it is something to which the Congress
had better turn its attention, rather than
giving billions of American money to
Europe, Asia, Africa, Israel, or Japan,
or to some other country that is not
interested in the welfare of the Ameri-
can people.

As far as I am concerned, I shall sup-
port the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr, MARSHALL],
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and if that fails I shall support the bill
as reported by the committee,

We have waited too long now about
rebuilding the soil for the American
people now and for generations to come.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-

- nizes the gentleman from North Dakota

[Mr. BurDICK].

Mr. BURDICE. IAr. Chairman, this
is one time when I rise to speak where
I have no personal interest in the matter.
I live in western North Dakota, one of
the last virgin spots of prairie soil in
the United States. Our soil has not
started to deteriorate. Maybe 100 years
from now we will have to dredge the
Gulf of Mexico and bring our soil back,
but we are all right at the present mo-
ment, but we are here legislating for
the entire country, the North, the South,
the East, and the West.

I know what the soil is in the East—
while in Congress I live down in Mary-
land and you could not raise an umbrella
on that soil without fertilization and
soil conservation. The farmers there
are too poor to afford to rest their lands
and practice soil conservation without
some aid from the Government. Many
old sections of the United States are in
the same condition, {

You Members do not understand, or
many of you believe, that we are engaged
in world war III, but I believe we are.
Do you want to shut off that weapon
that will win this war? It has won
every war this country was ever engaged
in—I refer to food. If it appears to you
that this is the thing to do go right
ahead, in the name of economy which
you preach this afternoon, and do it.
We can live longer in my section of
the country on our wheat than you can
1:11 the East on your manufactured arti-
cles.

I listened with great interest to the
speech of that bonanza tractor farmer
from New York—where his broad acres
of waving grain are contained within
city limits—the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taper], and I hope I may
be excused if I chance to depart from
his advice on this bill, I was also eager
to learn the position to be taken by
that other prominent power farmer of
New York where his vast acreage of wav-
ing corn flourishes on Fifty-sixth Street.
From his actual experience in large farm
operations I felt I must follow his advice.
He said to me, “Do you know anything
about this bill?” I said, “How could I?
You know it all, so there is nothing left
for me.”

But alas! T could not follow the ad-
vice of either of these noted and dis-
tinguished farm operators. )

If you want to curtail production of
food in the name of false economy you
can save $75,000,000, but tomorrow or
next week you will not hesitate to vote
another $500,000,000 to Yugoslavia, to
try to win Tito away from Stalin. I do
not know how these two gentlemen will
vote on appropriations for foreign coun-
tries which will soon be before Congress,
but it is a sure thing that many Members,
who now preach economy, will vote for
billions to be given away to foreign coun-
tries. Those who vote billions for for-
eign countries shout “economy” and al-
most shed tears over appropriations to
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assist the people of the United States.
This same situation must have arisen in
Shakespeare’s time for he remarked
once, “Consistency! Thou art a jewel.”

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from North Dakota has ex-
pired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Horgl.

Mr., HOPE., Mr. Chairman, I think
this appropriation should be cut below
what we have been spending for this
activity, but I do not believe it should
be cut 40 percent as proposed by the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Taser]. Neither do
I believe it should be increased at this
time as would be the case under the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. MarsHALL]. You
can say what you want, but this is a
sound program. There may be some
money wasted. I expect anyone could go
out and find some instance of waste just
as he could in the case of any Govern-
ment program. But it is becoming a
better program all the time and one in
which the country is getting its money’s
worth for the amount spent.

It has been said before, but I think it
can well be emphasized, that the reason
for our high standard of living in this
country is in the main, because we have
had a soil originally so rich, and farmers
so competent that 15 percent of our
people living on the farms can produce
enough food and enough ofher farm
products to take care of the rest of us.
You can go to China and India and the
backward countries of the world and it
takes 85 to 90 percent of the people to
feed 100 percent. Here 15 percent can
do it, leaving 85 percent of the people to
produce the luxuries and conveniences
which give us the high standard of living
which we enjoy.

But we can do this only as long as we
can maintain the fertility of our soil.
Much of our topsoil has already been
lost, much of the original fertility is
gone. But thank God we are restoring
it through sound conservation programs
as provided for in this bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas has expired.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the time allotted to me be yielded to
the gentleman from Kansas.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection,

Mr. HOPE. I thank the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman
from Utah.

Mr. GRANGER. Does the gentleman
remember when he was chairman of our
committee and that great committee
made a trip all over this country from
coast to coast interviewing farmers,
large and small, and, as I remember
their reaction to all of the programs that
had been inaugurated, they were more
in favor of soil conservation, is that not
correct?

Mr. HOPE, That is absolutely cor-
rect and I am glad the gentleman calls
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attention to that matter because I can
sincerely say that this trip convinced
me as I had never been convinced before
of the value of this program. We went
into every part of the country, in New
England, in the South, in the Southwest,
in the Corn Belt, and out on the Pacific
coast. We found there might be differ-
ences of opinion among farmers on
other subjects but there were no differ-
ences of opinion on the value of this
program.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I was
privileged to take that particular trip
out West with the gentleman’s commit-
tee, and that is my recollection. Practi-
cally every man or woman who got up to
address this committee on that trip, at
those three or four occasions, Denver,
Salt Lake City, and Spokane, among
others, were in agreement as to the good
work of this particular program.

Mr. HOPE. My recollection, of course,
is the same as that of the gentleman.
At every 1 of the 12 formal meetings we
held, as well as many informal meetings,
the testimony on the part of the farmers
was the same. They wanted this pro-
gram continued.

And if the 85 percent of our people
living off of our farms are smarf they
will want it continued also because they
can only maintain their high standards
of living as long as the farms of this
country continue to produce abundantly.

I think the committee has acted
wisely in making a moderate cut in this
appropriation. Farmers want to do
their share in balancing the Federal
budget. But there is no logic and no
real economy in making a 40-percent cut
as urged by the gentleman from New
York.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Vermont [Mr.
Prouryl.

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I know
of no legislative body which is more con-
scientious in its approach to questions
involving appropriations than the Ver-
mont Legislature.

In a sense each member sets himself
up as an individual committee to weigh
the pros and cons involved in the ex-
penditure of public funds. The mem-
bers are not niggardly or parsimonious.
They can be and, on occasion, are very
generous but they are aware, too, that
there are times when appropriations are
not in the general interest regardless of
the worthiness of the purposes for which
they are intended. Vermont appropri-
ates funds to carry on the activities of
government on a highly selective basis,
and all such proposals have to be justi-
fied beyond a reasonable doubt before
they are approved.

I mention these characteristics of the
Vermont Legislature hecause it seems to
me that it adds emphasis to its action
in passing a joint resolution advocating
that Congress appropriate $285,000,000
for the conservation and use of agricul-
tural land resources. This resolution
was adopted only after the most search-
ing analysis and I am sure it represents
a studied conclusion that in Vermont, at
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least, the merits of the program have
been proven by results.

Some twelve to fifteen thousand Ver-
mont farmers are participating in the
program and in most instances they are
spending far in excess of the funds re-
ceived from the Federal Government.

To my mind even more important than
the incentives provided to farmers for
proper land use is the growing recogni-
tion of the urgent need for sound meas-
ures to conserve our natural resources
as a result of this program.

The annual growth of our forest re-
sources equals only.about two-thirds of
annual consumption. Nature requires
anywhere from 300 to 1,000 years to
create a single inch of topsoil, and about
a third of this Nation’s has been allowed
to blow or wash away. It has been
estimated that the annual cost to the
United States as a result of uncontrolled
erosion and water runoff amounts to
about $4,000,000,000 annually, and that
only 100,000,000 of the Nation's 460,-
000,000 acres of cropland can be counted
secure against erosion.

In a very real sense modern agricul-
ture and industry are undermining the
very essentials necessary to their con-
tinued existence, and it is most impor-
tant that we recognize this fact or the
time may come when we shall be unable
to produce enough for our people to eat
and wear,

It seems to me that to reduce the
appropriation to a level at least below
that recommended by the committee
would be a great mistake, because this
would have the effect of drastically cur-
tailing efforts to meet one of our great-
est national needs, and at a time when
increased production is so vital.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
HALLECK].

(Mr. Keatine asked and was given
permission to yield the time allotted to
him to Mr. HALLECK.)

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Chairman, in my
time here in Congress I have voted for
most of the agricultural programs. I
voted for the Soil Conservation Act. I
did not vote for the Compulsory Control
Act of 1938, and I have lived long enough
to have many people applaud me for
that action.

In the years I have been here,
and more in recent years, I hear Mem-
bers get up and talk about the great
things these programs have done for
the farmers and what a great deal has
been accomplished by the Administra-
tion program. I am something of a
farmer myself. I have owned a farm
sinece 1935. I have a couple of them now.
They are good, black, flat land out in
Indiana, that produce very well. Prac-
tically all of that land is in cultivation.
So when I talk about some of these
things I speak from practical experience,
I have here my north farm book, in
which I have been writing down from
gjear to year the prices I have been get-

fagm

Let us not criticize the programs but
let us keep the record straight as we see
first just what happened in respect to
farm prices until World War II came
along. Of course, when you get in war
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you cure about everything as far as
prices are concerned.

I had that farm in 1938, Would you
be surprised to know that that year I
sold my wheat for 53 cents a bushel, my
oats for 19 cents, and a lot of my corn
for 33 cents? That is after we had had
5 years of these programs. Those prices
are practically those of the depth of the
depression.

Let us go on to 1939. I sold wheat for
57 cents a bushel, oats 23 cents, and my
corn crop that I had that fall went for
40 cents a bushel. You farmers that
know about these things do those sound
like great big prices accomplished by
some very efficient administration that
rushed to the aid of the farmers? They
are a little higher than they were at
the depth of the depression, but not very
much.

In 1940 what happened? I sold my
corn for 51 cents. I sold oats for 26
cents a bushel. That is the record, and
it ought to be borne in mind.

As to this particular amendment, I
support the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TaBerl.
I supported a similar amendment—only
an amendment that went further than
this—back in 1947 and 1948. I took the
trouble then to break down the payments
going to my 12 counties out in Indiana,
and they aggregated about $1,000,000.
But I supported the amendment to cut
it to $150,000,000 the following year and
then to do away with it completely. Ido
not recall getting any substantial criti-
cism for that action.

The trouble with this economy busi-
ness is that we are all for economy if we
will take the “me” out of it. That is the
reason, knowing as I do that of this
amount here to be appropriated, a very
considerable amount will go into my dis-
trict, that I am going to stand up in the
House and say that it ought to be cut. I
am going to vote to cut it.

I do not know how we are going to
keep this country solvent unless we do
that very thing. I could go into greater
detail on this subject because, as I say,
I am something of a telephone farmer.
I know that out there we have learned
if you sow clover with the oats and let
it go to hay and seed, the second year
you can raise two wacking corn crops
right after that. You do not have to
pay the farmers out there to plant some
of his 1and to clover in a good crop rota-
tion practice. He is going to do that
anyway.

The cuts here proposed will leave
plenty of money to carry on this program
wherever it needs to be carried on.

Again may I say I do not know of any
way we can meet the challenge which
confronts us here as duly elected repre-
sentatives responsible for the solvency
of our Government—yes, and for the
value of the dollar—unless we are will-
ing to make these cuts and to make them
even where it may hurt a little.

Very shortly we are going to struggle
again with the question of price controls
and wage controls. A great many farm
people are disturbed about price and
wage controls. They see what they do
to them. One of the things basically
which needs to be done is to put our
financial house in order. When we do
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that we will begin to preserve and pro-
tect the value of the dollar which in my
opinion is No. 1 on the domestic agenda
for this country.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California [Mr,
ScupbpER].

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, com-
ing from that great nonpartisan State
of California, I hate to see partisanship
brought into the discussion on this
measure. We have been giving, or
rather the Democrats have been taking
credit for the soil-conservation program,
We+should go back a little further, some
85 years ago when Mr. Lincoln was Pres-
ident of the United States. He had en-
acted the soil-conservation measure and
for some 70 years following that nothing
was ever done to start soil conservation.
If we are going to give anybody credit
for this, you might say that out of the
depression was born soil conservation,
because it was primarily started to take
care of the unemployment throughout
the country.

I had two ranches in the Gold Ridge
Corservation District which was the first
district to be formed in California. I
know what this progran. is and I have
had the benefit of some of it. I believe,
however, the amendment to increase this
fund should be defeated. The farmers
in my district are asking for economy
and they are willing that economy he
practiced in the field of agriculture as
well as elsewhere. I just received a copy
of a letter from the secretary of the
Gold Ridge Soil Conservation District,
and I would like to read it to you. It is
directed to Mr. Waters 8. Davis, Jr., Na-
tional Association of Soil Conservation
Districts, League City, Tex.

The letter is as follows:

GoLp RIDGE SoiL CONSERVATION Di=i1@ICT,
Sebastopol, Calif., April 30, 1951.
Wavter 8. Davis, Jr.,
National Association of Soil Conservation
Districts,
League City, Tex.

Dear Sm: We directors of the Gold Ridge
Sofl Conservation District, S8ebastopol, Calif,,
are of the belief that the Conservation Dis-
trict movement is the democratic way of
doing the conservation job. The entire pro-
gram is directly in the hands of the farmer,
We now have 75 percent of the Natlon's farms
and ranches within soill conservation dis-
tricts. These districts if given a free hand
and the time, can complete the conservation
job ahead without farmer-conservation-
subsidy. Conservation farming is profitable,
and we are therefore interested in making
conservation work pay its own way. At

esent there are two methods of selling con-
servation farming to the farmer; one is the
soil conservation district method which fun-
damentally is adjusting farming to fit the
land and may involve several farming prac-
tices on the same acre of land, the other
method is the praetice subsidy program
which does not necessarily give the farm
nor a portion thereof sufficient consideration
for a sound land use and farming economy.

‘We believe that the soll conservation dis-
trict program should be given the chance
to do the job for which it has been equipped
without interference from any other pro-
gram which divides authority on conserva-
tion.

The soll conservation distriet program f{s
working. The program does not come from
‘Washington and as farmers learn to differ-
entiate the Government program from their
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own district program they find a distinct
and enduring liking for the latter.
Bincerely yours,
Gorp Ringe Sor. CONSERVATION
DISTRICT,
D. H. Fours.
Boarp oF DIRECTORS,
By D. H. Fouts, Secretary.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WinsTEAD] IS rec-

Mr., WINSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the Taber amend-
ment.

Mr, Chairman, I wish to protest against
the efforts of those who would curb us
who are trying to maintain the fertility
of our soil during this period of emer-
gency. We are asking the farmers of this
country to produce beyond anything they
have ever done. The Depariment of
Agriculture says that it will take more
than 21,000,000 additional acres in soil-
depleting crops than we had last year.
This means we should increase our atten-
tion toward the preservation of the fer-
tility of our soil. Affer all this soil con-
servation payment is only a payment in
that it is a contribution toward the cost
of soil-improving practices. Prior to
the time of this program this country had
wasted its resources at a faster rate than
any country in history. Under this pro-
gram the Government puits up about a
third of the cost and the farmer puts up
about two-thirds of the cost, but the total
amount goes into the restoration of our
soil and its productive capacity. This
Nation has expended billions of dollars
since the last war in foreign-aid pro-
grams. Many of them I have voted
against, Nevertheless, we have through
that means required in the spending of
counterpart funds much larger sums on
the restoration of the forests and soils
of foreign nations than is involved in the
present appropriation.

Today we have large food shortages in
our own Nation, and yet a big part of
available food comes from the fact that
we have in the last 10 or 12 years given
attention to increasing the ability of our
pastures, through pools and grasses and
other means to support more and more
cattle. Through these programs we have
inecreased the production of our soil. We
have gained 19,000,000 people in the last
10 years. At that rate of increase the
demands upon our soil will become ever
greater as the years go by.

Prior to the present emergency we had
very striet limitations upon the produc-
tion of cotton and many other commeodi-
ties. In my section of the country it
meant that many farmers had to con-
vert their farms to other commodities
rather than cotton. The soil program
helped tremendously to meet that need:
of converting over to beef or some other
commodity which was required by law
passed by this Congress.

I plead with you not to be short-sight-
ed as to reduce this program. In my
judgment it should be strengthened.
Other countries are in the shape they
are in today because they have consis-
tently taken more out of the soil than
they put back in. For the period of our
history we have been more guilty of that
than any other nation in history. A few
years ago we set out to stop the drawing
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out of more than we put back into our
soil. Now of all times we should strive in
every way to continue that policy of pre-
serving for future generations the ability
and capacity of this country to give us
adequate food and fiber to maintain the
high standard of living which we now
enjoy.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks at this point in the
RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, my record in voting for econ-
omy in the operation of Government will,
I believe, stand the test of severest
scrutiny. I am just as much in favor
of eliminating wasteful expenditures in
our agricultural program as I am in
other and unrelated Government under-
takings. In supporting the position of
the committee on this amendment, I am
thoroughly convinced that the ends of
economy will be served, but that further
reductions in appropriations for this pro-
gram, such as proposed in the Taber
amendment, would, in the end, react
against the cause of economy, and would,
to all intents and purposes be an act of
false economizing.

No program ever undertaken by a de-
partment of the Government has met
with such signal success and general
acceptance as has our program of soil
conservation. God has blessed us with
the gift of fertile soil; the maintaining
of that fertility is a responsibility which
we must assume ourselves. We owe it
not only to ourselves, but to future gen-
erations, to see that their inheritance
will not be a land devoid of fertility and
incapable of producing the food and
fiber necessary to sustain life. Mr.
Chairman, I intend to oppose the Taber
amendment and the Marshall substi-
tute; and, instead, to support the bill
as originally presented to the House by
the Subcommittee on Agriculture Appro-
priations, on which may able friend and
colleague the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. WHITTEN], has done such a
magnificent job.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY] is
recognized.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I, of
course, understand that the soil-con-
servation program is not the program
of any person or political party. This
great program came into being because
Members of Congress of both parties
were impressed with the importance of
protecting and conserving the soil of this
great Nation. During the consideration
of the legislation which finally was en-
acted and culminated in this very worth-
while activity, partisan politics did not
once lift its ugly head. In the success
of the soil-conservation program all
Members of Congress can take just pride.
No one person or political party should
claim full crediv. It might well be said
that this agency of the Government is a
child with two parents, the Democratic
and Republican Party.

The gentleman who has just preceded
me mentioned Abraham Lincoln, the
patron saint of the Republican Party. It
was exactly 89 years ago today that
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Abraham Lincoln signed the bill which
created the Department of Agriculture
of the United Siates Government. In
considering the matter now before us
we should not be actuated by the spirit
of partisan politics.

As I have listened to this debate and
to the arguments which have been sub-
mitted for and against the pending
amendment, I have been keenly con-
scious of the meritorious activities of
this great agency of the Government.
A distinguished North Carolinian, Dr.
Hugh H. Bennett, is frequently referred
to as the father of soil conservation for
the reason that he has done more to
make the people of our Republic soil
conscious. Dr. Bennett, as no other man
in all history, aroused all America to the
sad realization that we were rapidly de-
pleting the fertile topsoil of our farm
lands. Once aroused, the people of the
country sought to do something about
the situation. Under this great program
farmers have been taught something
about the arts of agriculture and the'
value of diversified farming and soil-
building practices. While I appreciate
the fact that the soil-conservation pro-
gram we are now discussing is not the
program of the Soil Conservation Serv-
ice, the agency which Dr. Bennett di-
rects, it is nonetheless a program of im-
portance and one which goes hand in
hand with all of the programs of the
Soil Conservation Service. TUnfortu-
nately, on account of a lack of both
money and manpower, the Soil Conserva-
tion Service has not been able to reach
or to serve all of the families of the Na-
tion, but it is making great progress and
bringing great lessons to all of the people
of America. Through the program we
are now discussing we have reached more
farmers and have encouraged better
practices on more farms than the Soil
Conservation Service has been able to
reach or to serve. Actually this program
working alongside of the Soil Conserva-
tion Service has just about revolution-
ized agriculture in my district and in
my State. Our people have been en-
couraged to diversify their farming and
to preserve their soil and to engage in
soil-building practices. They have not
only been encouraged, but by these pay-
ments have been induced and persuaded
to engage in many activities beneficial
to their farms and better farming.
North Carolina farmers have been en-
couraged to increase their pasture lands
and to go into the business of producing
beef cattle and building dairy herds, and
under the program we are making mag-
nificent progress.

Perhaps this program should be re-
fined or altered or changed, but this is
neither the time nor the place for us to
make such modifications or changes. If
the program is to be improved, the mat-
ter should be considered first by the
legislative committee charged with the
responsibility of drafting legislation, If
certain farmers are receiving benefits
which they should not receive, that is a
matter which should be considered, and
I assure you that it will be considered,
and if it appears that legislation should
be presented, I can assure you that our
cocmmittee will present it. - I urge you
not to destroy or to peril this program
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which has meant so much to the farmers
of the Nation and which will mean so
much to generations yet unborn.

We must look down the long corridors
of time; yes, down the road a thousand
years from now, to evaluate this pro-
gram properly. No man knows the value
of an acre of land. Not all of the mathe-
maticians, economists, and experts in
all of the departments of the Govern-
ment can tell us the actual value of the
top soil of even one acre of American
farm land. If it is protected through the
years, it will be a blessing to generations
yet unborn. We are here engaged in a
program, the primary purpose of which
is the storing up for future use of the
fertility of the farm lands of our country,
and, I repeat, the richest resources of
our Nation.

If this Nation is to continue on the
road of progress, we must maintain our
agricultural economy and we must pro-
tect the foundation upon which that
economy must be built, and that is upon
the farms and ranches of America.

Mr, Chairman, I want to congratulate
our good friend the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi, Jamie WaITTEN, and the mem-
bers of his subcommittee, Yes, I want
to congratulate all the friends of agricul-
ture and all of the farsighted members
of the Appropriations Committee. They
have made a contribution to the cause
of economy and have, in a scientific way,
made many reductions and accomplished
many economies. I urge you again not
to use an awkward meat ax on this im-
portant appropriation. I hope that the
Taber amendment will be defeated and
that you will stand by the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTEN] and his
committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from North Carolina has ex-
pired.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Davis] is recognized.

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I think the chairman of the great
Committee on Agriculture the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY] is to
be complimented for dragging this dis-
cussion above the partisan level. I cer-
tainly cannot understand the kind of
political argument that dragged us back
to the days of 1931 and 1932, when we
had a Democratic House and a Republi-
can in the White House and laid all the
ills at the White House door, but when
you come to talk about the Republican
Eightieth Congress and a Democrat in
the White House, that same gentleman
seeks to lay all the ills of the country at
the door of the Congress instead of the
White House. In the same kind of par-
tisan vein we hear this appeal against
a coalition. If I ever heard an appeal
for a coalition, and a disgraceful coali-
tion at that, it was the argument on the
part of the city folks, “We are going
along with you and vote for this, but
don't forget us when public housing
comes around,” a disgraceful coalition
to raid the Treasury of the United
States,

I think I represent as good an agricul-
tural district as li»s beneath the sun in
this country, but I do not think the dairy
farmers of Wisconsin want me here to
be for economy for everybody else but
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to consider the dairy cows of my district
as sacred cows. I concur in what the
Farm Bureau has said, that the need for
economy is so great that we must all
bear a share of the burden that has to
come from it, and I am going to support
the Taber amendment down the line.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Poace] is recognized.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, it seems
to me that this amendment should be
an illustration of the importance of try-
ing to do the reasonable thing rather
than trying to do the spectacular thing.
Of course, we are all for economy. I
think most of us sincerely want economy.
I think we would all like to s2e the ex-
penditures of government reduced. Buf
is the pending Taber amendment likely
to result in any reduction cf Government
expenditures? If a majority of this
House votes for it this afternoon, it will
look good in tomorrow morning’s papers,
but Go you really expect such a meat-ax
cut to be sustained in the other body? Is
it not reasonable to suppose that by ac-
cepting the comm‘ttze figure you can
actually reduce governmental expendi-
tures by $60,000,000, whereas by passing
an extreme amendment you may well
achieve nothing more lasting than your
name in toraorrow morning's papers?
Do you want to cut expensss or do you
want publicity?

I think we ean reduce the expenditures
of government. I think this committee
has done a splendid job in reducing ex-
penditures. It has brought in a bill
which consistently reduces the sums ap-
propriated for about every agency of the
Department. It has made a $30 000,000
cut on a very vital activity of the De-
partment. That is a very large cut, al-
most 25 percent. It is a much larger cut
than we have made on most other itzms.
Now it is urged that we record ourselves
as favoring a gesture of a 50-percent cut,
which would prokhably never be more
than a gesture. It seems to me you geb
over on the grrund of being ridiculous
when you cut that far. Let us keep our
promises within the realm of our ability
to deliver.

Let us not get off on wild extremes;
let us not try to make this a matter of
partisan advantage or of personal ad-
vantage., I think that it must be fairly
said that within the last 6 years we have
had two great chairmen of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, the present chair«
man, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. CooLEY] and our immediate
past chairman, the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr, Horel. One is a Demo-
crat, the other a Republican. Un-
der both these men we have had, I think
most intelligent, enlightened, and pro-
gressive leadership of agriculture in this
country. The same can be said for the
two gentlemen who have during the same
period served as chairman of the Agricul-
ture Subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropriations.

I think it is a sad day when anyone
appears on this floor and tries to use a
program of this kind to promote votes
for either the Democratic or the Re-
publican party; I think it is a sad day
when the extreme left wing or the ex-
treme right wing comes out here and
uses this great program of maintenance
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of the fertility of our soil as a means of
keeping someone in or puiting someone
out of Congress. I think it is far better
that we try to follow a policy that will
feed our children for a thousand years,
a policy that will guarantee to America
the ability to maintain a high standard
of living for generations yet to come.

If you go so far as to destroy this pro-
gram, you jeopardize the whole future
of this country. If you go to the other
exireme proposed by the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. MarsuaaiLl, I fear we
might indeed halt all of the desirable
trend toward real economy. We must
cut appropriations. We must cut those
which mean most to cur own interest if
we are to expect any reductions to the
appropriations in which we are not di-
rectly interested. I have been voting for
cuts all along the line. I propose that we
join with the committee in making a
$60,000,000 cut on an item which is espe-
cially dear to me and to my people, but
1 cannot concur with those who would
single out our conservation program for
a cut of nearly 50 percent when I know
that the results of this program are prob-
ably the most lasting of any for which
we make appropriations, I urge you to
follow a reasonable, a common-sense,
and a nonpartisan course of action.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. ABERNETHY] is
recognized for 2% minutes.

Mr. ABERNETHY, Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the Taber amend-
ment. First, I would like to echo what
my friend, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Foaeel, has just had to say about
the Appropriations Subcommittee on
Agriculcure. If you have examined the
report which accompanies the bill and
the analysis of the various items which
appear in the back o the report, you
will not find a single plus mark oppo-
site the amounis appropriated. With
the exception of a very few items, each
and every recommendation made to the
Appropriations Committee by the Bu-
reau of the Budget was materially re-
duced by this economy-minded commit-
tee. The committee has made substan-
tial cuts in almost every item and in-
creased none above the budget recom-
mendation. Those of us who advocate
and fight for economy should express
our thanks to this committee.

As the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
PoagE] has just said, this committee re-
duced this particular item not by just
a nominal sum, but by $60,000,000. I
am one of those who has been voting
for a majority of the economy amend-
ments that have been offered on this
floor. And I want to say to you that
I would be votiing for an amendment to
reduce this appropriation if the com-
mittee had not already done a good job
itself. Now when the subcommittee has
recognized the necessity for a reduction
in appropriations and has acted accord-
ingly by reducing this item by $60,000,-
000 and the over-all appropriation bill
by more than 12 percent, then I think
that is all we or the public can reason-
ably expect.

I think it is rather unfortunate that
some of the officials of the American
Farm Bureau Federation, which I think
is one of the outstanding farm organ-
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izations of America, have gotten them-
selves involved in support of this amend-
ment.

Mr. COOLEY, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ABERNETHY. I yield to my dis-
tinguished chairman.

Mr. COOLEY., T wish to point out
that the Farm Bureau Federation is tak-
ing the position it takes by virtue of a
one-vote margin. Had other members
of the commitiee been present they
would not have taken the position they
are taking. I know that from the Farm
Bureau people in my State.

Mr., HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ABERNETHY. I yield to my
former chairman, whom the Republicans
would do well to follow on this amend-
ment.

Mr. HOPE., Is it not the position of
the Board of Directors of the Farm Bu-
reau rather than the position of the
members of the Farm Bureau?

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman is
correct.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Both of my
friends are correct. As I was saying, I
think it is most unfortunate that the
bureau has hecome involved in this
amendment. I have a very high regard
for Allan Kline, president of the Ameri-
can Farm Bureau. I credit him with
having done much for the good of Amer-
ican agriculture. There are times, how-
ever, when I must differ with him and
this is one of those times. In passing, I
think I should say that, in my judgment,
a vace majority of the Bureau members
would oppose this amendment. It so
happens that I am a member of the
Bureau, in good standing, I hope, and 1
certainly oppose it.

A few years ago, the House Commit-
tee on Agriculture under the able leader-
ship of my good friend, the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. HoeE], traveled from
one end of this couniry to the other.
We visited in New England, the Middle
Atlantic States, the South, the West, and
far West. We traveled by bus so that
we might make frequent stops. We met
farmers in small towns, on the farms,
and on the roadsides. At every stop we
asked questions about this program,
There were differences of opinion on szv-
eral of the programs inaugurated for
agriculture but this is the one program
on which we found unanimous agree-
ment. It has remolded American agri-
culture. It came almost too late but our
farmers and the counfry as a whole are
thankful that it came in time.

Land fertility is our greatest natural
resource. It must be preserved. Year
in and year cut, in good tiures and bad,
so long as this Nation shall exist, people
and productive land will be the prineipal
elements upon which we must depend
for prosperity and security. It might
be a fair statement to say that the world
position of the United States a century
hence may be foretold now by the man-
ner in which we guard our resources,
particularly our people and our land.

By comperison with Europe ours is a
young country. By comparison with the
ancient civilizations of Asia and Africa,
it is still younger. Yet, in the century and
& half since our people began to sweep
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over the Al' :ghenies, across the prairies
of the Middle West, through the Rockies
and Sierras and on to the Pacific, we
have run through vast stocks of produc-
tive land and timber. We have depleted
our basic wealth faster by far than any
other nation in histcry. Another cen-
tury and a half of equal waste could
make the United States a historical “has
been,” unable to feed its own people ade-
quately, much less to use its food and
fiber, as now, to encourage peace and
demccra~y on the earth.

Our cropland has remained remark-
ably stable for a quarter of a century
indicating that we have at long last
reached the approximate limits of net
expansible cropland. What we have
gained by taking in new cropland dur-
ing the past 25 years, we have lost to an
equal extent in land discarded for crops
due to loss of soil fertility.

We thus face the cruel truth that we
can no longer expand onto and exploit
virgin fertile soils; but must face the ne-
cessity of husbanding our soil resources
in the future to even maintain our land
supply in the face of a large prospective
expansion of mouths to feed.

The seriousness of the situation is fur-
ther accentuated by the fact that we
have not learned to check our frightful
waste of soil. Erosion damage is still
going on at a rate of $2,000,000,000 of
impairment of our farm lands per year.
We have already practically ruined for
further tillage a fifth of our tillable land.

I know that you have heard over and
over these startling facts told in various
ways. I repeat them only to emphasize
that this waste is continuing in the face
of a still growing population and a rigid-
ly stable crop acreage for the past quar-
ter of a century.

With few exceptions there are no more
virgin lands. It is therefore of extreme
consequence that the loss of soil fertility
be checked. May the day never come
when this great country of ours will
become a mass importer of food as are
many countries of the world today. But
it can happen. May the day never come
when our farm people will be forced to
further crowd into our already over-
crowded cities for a livelihood. That,
too, can happen. Why, in the last 10
years approximately 20 percent of the
people have left the farms and moved to
the cities. Many left because they had
permitted their lands to become so de-
pleted that they could no longer be
profitably farmed. With a little more
incentive they might have remained and
restored the fertility required to make
the land economically productive.

There is new hope now through soil
conservation. We are checking this ter-
rible waste of our natural wealth and
restoring farm life to the enviable inde-
pendency which it offers.

Mr. Chairman, it is in the interest of
the farmer and the consumer, it is in the
interest of this and generations to follow,
it is in the interest of everyone, that our
soil be preserved.

Mr., Chairman, the Taber amendment
which concededly will reduce and
hamper our soil-conservation program is
a step in the wrong direction, It should
be defeated.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
JENSEN].

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, at the
outset of my remarks I wish to compli-
ment the committee for the good job it
has done on this bill as a whole. I yield
to no Member of Congress in my support
for funds for genuine soil-conservation
practic:s. Mr. Chairman, I honestly be-
lieve that the farmers of America as a
group are the deepest thinking people
in America and are to a degree nrore
concerned about the future of America
than most any other group in our Nation,
They know we must reduce our stagger-
ing Foderal expenditures and they are
willing to take their share of the cut.
I am sure that is a correct and a fair
statement of their position. So I shall
support the amendment to reduce this
appropriation for next year in the sum
of $50,000,000 below the amount recom-
mended by the committee.

Mr, Chairman, it is very apparent that
some of the folks from the city districts
do not understand the value of the farm
to the welfare of all. May I renmind
those Members that for every dollar the
farmer takes in, labor received $4.20 in
wages and for every dollar the farmer
takes in the businessman receives $4.10
in trade and that the national income
over the rast 20 years since our farms
have become mechanized has been al-
most exactly seven times the farm in-
come. Please remember that all wealth
springs from the soil. It follows that if
the farmer does not get along then cer-
tainly the city folks will have a bad time.
If we do not conserve our precious soil
certainly our children and their children
will suffer no end. But I do believe, Mr,
Chairman, that the farnrers of America
are willing to take a cut in this appro-
priation and they will still conserve the
soil. They know this House has made
cuts already in many Federal agencies,
and the farmers are ready and willing
to take their share of cuts under pres-
ent conditions in order fo stave off na-
}.ionzal bhankruptey. I know that is a
act.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr, WaiTTEN] to close the debate.

Mr, WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, Gen-
eral MacArthur, when he was testify-
ing before a committee of the Senate
was asked about China by Senator For-
BrRIGHT, of Arkansas, and this was his
answer:

It is a country of poverty. The slightest
dislocation in their normal processes of dis-
tribution causes the greatest convulsions in
various sections of Chinese society. If you,
for instance, disturb in the slightest de-
gree the distributive systems of their food,
you might well have 50,000,000 men, 50,000,-
000 people, starving at any one time.

They live only a couple of jumps ahead
of starvation. In other materials, they are
almost as bad. They have practically no
indigenous products that they can manu-
facture; they have no great manufacturing
centers whatsoever.

They are peculiarly vulnerable to the proc-
ess of blockade. And the process of internal
disruption by bombing,

You may say that is not going to hap-
pen in the United States of Ameriea, but
let me say that in the brief period of
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175 years of our existence we have ex-
hausted our natural resources to a
greater extent than did the nation of
China in any 2,000-year period you can
point out, according to the best judg-
ment of people that we have who have
made a study of that situation.

Every time this program comes up
we have to meet the argument that this
is a payment. If this were a payment
to the farmers under present conditions
I would say, “Cut it out.” Buf this is a
question of soil conservation. Under our
laws we do not use the power of Gov-
ernment as did Hitler and Stalin. We
do not say by law to the farmer, who is
a trustee of our very means of existence,
that “You have got to maintain the fer-
tility of the soil.” May that day never
come. But, if we do have as a Nation
an interest in the fertility of the soil,
and in its productivity and if we are not
going to require that it be taken care
of by law, the only way to do it is by a
system of leadership, by a system of
Federal recognition of its responsibili-
ties; yes, by a system of the Federal Gov-
ernment paying a part of the cost. I
am not happy at the figure $225,000,-
000. It is a $60,000,000 reduction that
we are making in next year’s program.
The fact that our subcommittee made
that reduction does not mean that it is
lessened in the least in its belief in the
value of soil conservation and of the real
dependency of our people, as well as fu-
ture cenerations upon it. But how much
the Government can spend depends upon
what it can get the farmers to do, and I
say to you if you were to put a bhillion
and a half dollars in this bill for this
purpose, there is a serious question
whether you could get more soil con-
servation that you can for the $225,000,-
000 contribution toward the costs.
Why? Because with the present short-
ages of labor, shortages of fertilizer,
shortages of equipment, when the farm-
er finds it hard to do his regular day’s
work, it is hard for him to do those
things so badly needed for soil fertility.
The amount of money in this bill is not
necessarily the measure of what we can
get him to do. Now, you may say “Well
if that be true, why will not $150,000,000
be enough?” I want to say to you that

“we need every bit of soil conservation

we can help bring about. There was a
period in this country when we did re-
duce soil-conservation practices of $150,-
000,000. ©Oh, you heard the argument
here today that the farmers will carry
on, but I would like to get them to look
at the records. In 1947 over my protest
we did reduce this program, and in 1948
the number of dams to conserve water
for irrigation, for livestock, to control
erosion, was reduced 45 percent. The
number of range and pasture seedlings
was reduced 33 percent; contour farm-
ing by 49 percent; closed range fell off
41 percent; irrigation ditches, dikes, and
laterals fell off 52 percent; improving
pasture and range land by eradicating
poisonous plants fell off 52 percent, and
we had approximately 50 percent falling
off in the practices of soil conservation.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield fo the genfle-
man from Minnesota.
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Mr. McCARTHY. There has been
talk about coalition and there has been
talk here about the effect of what Mr,
Kline says, that it does not necessarily
present the vosition of the Farm Bureau.
I received a telegram from Mr, Kline in
which he says that he specifically urges
support of the Cox amendment to the ag-
ricultural appropriation bill to reduce
the fund for 1952 to $150,000,000. Is not
that the effect of this amendment?

Mr. WHITTEN. The gentleman heard
the amendment read. The amendment
said $150,000,000, so the figure is the
same. I am no party to a coalition. I
am willing to join with anyone at any
time when they are acting in what I
believe to be the best interest of the
country, but to join anyone against
everything, is not my way, and as long
as other folks are doing what they think
is right, that is for them to determine.
But back to this matter, and this is vital
to us: It is not a case of saving money
here; it is a case of whether we have a
little bit of long-range interest and a
long-range viewpoint in regard to the
future of this country. I heard the
gentleman from Indiana—and there is
no brighter or abler man in this Congress,
in my judgment—and I heard my close
friends, the two distinguished gentle-
men from Texas talk about farming,
I also heard the gentleman from New
York [Mr, Javirs] speak on this issue,
You know, the only real good ways to
make lots of money farming that I know
are these: One is to strike oil on your
land, and lots of people in Texas have
done that, I hear. The other good way to
farm, and that is the way the gentle-
man from Texas and the gentleman from
Indiana and myself farm, is to have a
good salary on the side, and I cannot
help but say, the people of the Nation
would be in a bad way if they had to de-
pend upon the production of those kind
of farmers for their food and clothing,
But this program reaches further than
that class of farmer. This program
reaches back to the interest of the peo-
ple of this country, in the productivity of
this country, yes, in the future of this
country. True, a man cannot go out and
spend money on his own land without
improving that which he holds, but the
folks dependent upon his production, are
you and I and others in our cities and
elsewhere, and all over this country. The
‘ones dependent upon what kind of shape
we leave this country in are those gen-
erations who will follow us.

In the last 10 years the population
of this country increased by 19,000,000.

This country has existed for 175 years. .

In history, what is that in the history
of the Chinese people? What is 175
years in the history of the Italian peo-
ple? It is only a moment. If we have
wasted this great country of ours to the
extent we have in that short period,
what can we look to in the future if we
keep it up, if our population keeps climb-
ing at the rate of nineteen to twenty
million every 10 years? This is a more
serious matter than many of you think.

I grant you that many people will
carry on soil conservation for 2 or 3
years, but the generating force that has
been behird the effrris of private indi-

Viduals, the thing that has caused lots .
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of people to bring about soil conserva-
tion on their own farms at their own
cost, has been the fact that you have had
some agency pushing and pressing for it.

I happen to have a farm but I never
drew a dime out of this production pay-
ment coniribution in my life. Perhaps
it is because I knew I was going to be
up here and I did not want to be vulner-
able, but I want to be honest about it, I
have not done one-tenth of the soil con-
servation I should have done, either.

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chair aan, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky.

Mr. CHELF. I think the gentleman is
right in pointing out the fact that we
have had an inerease in this country.
I think the statistics are that in the past
37 years we have gone from 100,000,000
to 151,000,000. That is an increase of
over one third in the population in less
than 40 years time.

Mr. WHITTEN. The gentleman is
correct and I thank him for his contri-
bution. We have our high standard of
living because it takes mighty few of
us to grow the food and fiber for the rest
of us, leaving great numbers of our peo-
ple to supply the sutomobiles, refrig-
erators, radios, and the thousands and
one things we enjoy beyond that of any
other country in the world. But you let
the soil fertility go down and you are
bound eventually to have conditions
such that a bigger and bigger percentage
of your people have to till the soil to
provide the food and fiber for the rest
of them. This is not a 5- or 10-year
period we are talking about. The very
future of our children is involved.

There is not a man within the sound
of my voice that is more disturbed about
the financial structure of this country
than I am, but it is a financial structure.
May the day never come when we aave
to wipe it out and start all over again,
but if we have to wipe out the financial
structure of this country, bad as i, would
be, as long as we have the soil and the
natural resources and the ability to pro-
duce, it is not going to wreck us if we
have to change the medium of exchange.
It is the country that lets the scil go

. down that gets itself into the fix of Italy.

France in some places, China, Greece,
and India, where the medium of ex-
change will not work because there is too
little production to exchange.

Do not let that happen to us in this
country. Let us have vision. Let us
have confidence enough in our future
to recognize that if we are ever going to
get out from under a $270,000,000,000
debt it is going to be because of our
ability to produce.

In this program we are not giving the
farmer anything but we are urging him
to protect that soil fertility. If he will
spend $3 the Federal Government will
spend $1 so that our soil will be kept for
future generations.

Through the Marshall plan we have
put up the money to require these de-
pleted countries to spend, in counterpart
funds many times the amounts in this
bill, to restore the natural resources
of those countries, We required them to
do that because their recovery must be
based on their productivity,
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Let us not gradually destroy our own
country b¥ taking out more than we put
back in when we reach the place those
countries are now in, there wi’ likely be
no nation like the United States with Its
Marshall plan.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.
All time has expired.

The question is on the substitute of-
fered by the gentleman from Minnesocta
[Mr. MarsgaLL] for the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York
[{Mr, TaBerl.

The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairmon, I
ask for tellers.

Tellers were refused.

So the substitute amendment was re-
jected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. TABER].

The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the Chair was
in doubt,.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman, I
ask for tellers. i

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. WHITTEN
and Mr. TABER.

The Committee again divided: and
tellers reported there were—ayes 120,
noes 142,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr, Foranp, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 3973) making appropriations for
the Department of Agriculture for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate had passed a concurrent reso-
lution of the following title, in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res, 31. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring an embargo by the United Nations on
shipments of war materials to Communist
China,

VETO MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES—ACQUISITION
AND DISPOSITION OF LAND BY THE
ARMY, NAVY, AIR FORCE, ETC. (H. DCC.
NO. 133)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following vefto message from the
President of the United States, which
was read by the Clerk:

To the House of Representatives:

I return herewith, without my ap-
proval, H. R. 3096, a bill “relating to
the acquisition and disposition of land
and interests in land by the Army, Navy,
Air Force, and Federal Civil Defense
Administration.”

This bill would impose certain restrie-

% tions on the real estate transactions of
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the military departments and of Federal
Civil Defense Administration. In gen-
~eral, it would require those agencies to
come into agreement with the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate
and House of Representatives with re-
spect to the acquisition or disposal of
real property, including leases involving
an annual rental in excess of $10,000,
and including transfers of real property
between the military departments or to
other Federal agencies, or to States, with
certain minor exceptions. A recital of
compliance with the Act in an instru-
ment of conveyance, including a lease,
or a recital that the conveyance or lease
ic not affected by the act would be con-
clusive evidence of the fact so recited.
The bill would also repeal section 407 of
Public Law 910, Eighty-first Congress,
which requires the authority of an act of
Congress enacted subsequent thereto in
order for a military department gener-
ally to dispose of real property. It
would also repeal a proviso contained in
the Act of April 4, 1944, requiring the
Secretary of the Navy to come into agree-
ment with congressional committees
prior to the acquisition or disposition by
the Department of the Navy of any land
acquired for naval use.
| On January 15, 1951, I sent a message
to the Congress urging that it repeal sec-
tion 407 at its earliest opportunity. In
that message I stated that that section,
if permitted to stand, may seriously im-
pede our mobilization effort by causing
unnecessary and unwarranted delays in
the transfer for other governmental
uses of property excess to the needs of
the military departments.

While H. R. 3096 would effect the re-
peal of section 407 of Public Law 910, it
would stbject to the decision of congres-
sional committees, not only those trans-
actions that are covered by section 407
of Public Law 910, but also transactions
involving all phases of the real-estate
transactions of the Department of De-
fense and of the Federal Civil Defense
Administration, with exceptions appli-
cable for the most part to minor and
relatively unimportant transactions.

While the Congress or its Members
have a special interest in a number of
real estate transactions by the execu-
tive branch of the Government, full in-
formation with respect to those trans-
actions has in the past and will in the
future be made readily available to the
interested committees of the Congress.
However, a legal requirement for the
submission of countless real estate trans-
actions to the scrutiny of the congres-
sional committees in an effort to furnish
them with information on the relatively
few transactions as to which those com-
mittees have a special interest, would
result in the imposition of a severe and
unnecessary administrative burden on
the Department of Defense. It would
not only result in the diversion of person-
nel from other vital tasks to the prepara-
tion of the innumerable reports that
would be required but would also result
in continuing delays that might well
prove to be a serious impediment to the
defense-procurement program. The de-
lays that would be effected are not only
the delays involved in the physical
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preparation of the reports required, their
presentation to the congressional com-
mittees, and the review of those reports
by the committees or their staff, but
much greater and more serious delays re-
sulting from the inability of the Depart-
ment of Defense to plan its operations in
the future until the congressional com-
mittees have acted. The transactions
that would be reqguired to be submitted to
the committees are not isolated transac-
tions unrelated to other transactions in
the future, but have a definite relation-
ship to future as well as other current
transactions and affect the whole plan-
ning program. The uncertainties and
delays inherent in the securing of con-
gressional approval can only operate to
the detriment of such a planning pro-
gram.

One of the effects of the bill would be
to force to a substantial degree the cen-
tralization in Washington of real estate
operations that could otherwise be more
efficiently handled in the field. A very
substantial portion of the transactions
by the Department of Defense originate
in the field, since the real estate opera-
tions of the Department of the Army, the
most active department in this field, are
on a highly decentralized basis. The re-
quirement that would be contained in
H. R. 3096 would have the effect of de-
stroying that decentralization and can-
celing the savings in time and money
that have resulted in the past. More-
over, it would destroy the flexibility that
now exists with respect to those opera-
tions that permits rapid changes and re-
visions of pldns. Under the procedure
contemplated by . R. 3096, changes
and variations in plans would have fo run
the whole gamut from field office to con-
gressional committee and back again.
Thus the delay will be significantly
greater than would be apparent on the
surface. The acquisition of general pur-
pose space in many cities throughout the
United States is handled by the General
Services Administration rather than by
the military departments. In those cases
the military departments submit their
needs to the General Services Adminis-
tration, which acquires or leases space on
behalf of the military department con=-
cerned. In those cases no report can be
made to the congressional committees
until it has been determined from the
General Services Administration the
form in which it proposes to make the
space available. A delay thereafter
might have the unfortunate effect of
causing the Government to lose the op-
portunity to acquire the space sought.

It may well be expected that the de-
lays that would be encountered under
the present bill would be greater than
that experienced by the Department of
the Navy under the act of April 4, 1944,
That is true because the number of sig-
nificant transactions would be much
greater under this bill than under the
1944 act. The requirement of review by
congressional committees in the matter
of acquisition and disposal of real prop-
erty would to a large degree duplicate
existing machinery in the agencies
directly involved as well as those in the
General Services Administration. It
would hinder the orderly management of
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Federal property as contemplated by the
Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, which was recently
enacted by the Congress. Moreover, the
requirement of a review of the transfer
of property between the military depart-
ments of the Department of Defense is,
in effect, a contradiction of the principle
of increased interservice utilization of
property by the military departments,
which is an essential feature of unifi-
cation.

Moreover, the enactment of this legis-
lation would seem to be particularly in-
opportune at this time in view of the
current international situation and the
increasing demands for expeditious ac-
tion in connection with the defense pro-
curement program. I cannot help but
feel that the Congress would not know-
ingly place unnecessary obstacles, such
as that inherent in H. R. 3096, to the ex-
peditious consummation of that defense
procurement program.

Finally, I am concerned by what ap-
pears to me to be a gradual trend on the
part of the legislative branch to partici-
pate to an even greater extent in the
actual execution and administration of
the laws. Under our system of govern=-
ment it is contemplated that the Con-
gress will enact the laws and will leave
their administration and execution to
the executive branch. The delays dis-
cussed above, which would inhere in the
enactment of H. R. 3096, testify to the
wisdom of that constitutional policy.
It would seem particularly inappropriate
to depart from that policy in the field
of military procurement during a period
of national emergency when expeditious
action may be vital to the survival of our
Nation.

For these reasons I am returning this
bill without my approval but with the
assurance that the agencies covered by
the bill will cooperate with the appro-
priate congressional committees in
furnishing the information they desire
in a manner that will not interfere with
the orderly operation of their real estate
transactions.

I again recommend that section 407 of
Public Law 910, Eighty-first Congress, be
repealed for the reasons set forth in my
message of January 15, 1951.

HARrRY S. TRUMAN.

TuE WaITE HOUSE, May 15, 1951.

The SPEAKER. The objections of
the President will be entered at large
upon the Journal, and the message and
bill printed as a House document.

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
that further consideration of the veto
message on the bill H, R. 3096 be post-
poned until Thursday, May 17. The
reason I do so is on account of the lale-
ness of the hour, and I think there
should be full debate on this important
measure.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
BILL

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the managers
on the part of the House on the third
supplemental appropriation bill may
have until midnight tomorrow to file
a conference report.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no objection.

ARMS EMBARGO AGAINST CHINA

Mr, RICHARDS. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of House Concurrent Res=-
olution 101, urging the General Assem=
bly of the United Nations to take action
with respect to placing an arms embargo
on Communist China, and for other

Ppurposes.

The SPEAKER. The Chair may state
that an identical Senate concurrent res-
olution has just arrived at the desk. It
is identical with the exception that it
does not contain section 2. Does the
gentleman still desire to pass the House
resolution or would he prefer to pass the
Senate resolution?

Mr., RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I
withdraw my consent request and in-
stead ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of Senate Concur-
rent Resolution 31, favoring an embargo
by the United Nations on shipments of
war materials to Communist China.

The SPEARKER. Is there objection
to the nresent consideration of Senate
Concurrent Resolution 31?

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, so that the
Recorp will show the whole situation,
section 2 of the Rogers resolution related
to the transmission of a copy of the reso-
jution to the State Department for
transmittal to certain officials of the
United Nations. While that is not in
the Senate resolution, it would automati-
cally follow as a matter of course. That
is my understanding. I think the REc-
orp should show that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the Senate
concurrent resolution?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate concurrent
resolution, as follows:

Whereas the United States has Initlated a
proposal, under the terms of which the Gen-
eral Assembly of the United Nations would
(1) call upon all member nations of the
United Nations not to send to Communist
China arms, ammunition, or any other ma-
terial which might add to the war-making
potential of Communist China; (2) urge
that steps be taken to guard against cir-
cumvention or nullification of such embargo
through loopholes which might enable the
Chinese Communists to acquire the banned
materials; and (3) establish a special com-
mittee to receive periodic reports from the
complying member nations and to take other
measures aimed at making the embargo
as effective as possible; and

Whereas Communist China has long since
been branded an aggressor by an overwhelm-
ing majority of the member nations of the
United Nations; and ]

Whereas more than a dozen member na-
tions are participating directly with the
United States in the heroic military action

the common enemy in EKorea, and
the troops of such nations are being shot at,
and killed, by the Chinese Communists; and

Whereas no United Nations soldier should
be the target of & bullet manufactured in the
free world, or required to fight against troops
supplied with materials coming from the
free world: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress
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of the United Sfates hereby requests and
urges that the General Assembly of the
United Nations take action leading to the
placing of an embargo on the shipment to
communist China of arms, ammunition, and
all other materials which might add to the
war-making potential of Communist China.

The Senate concurrent resolution was
egreed to.

é&l motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
House Concurrent Resolution 101 will be
laid on the table.

There was no objection.

REPRESENTATION OF CHINA IN THE
UNITED NATIONS

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of House Resolution 86,
opposing the admission of Communist
China to membership in th: United
Nations.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolted, That it is the sense of House
of Representatives that the Communist Chi-
nese Government should not be admitted
to membership in the United Nations as the
representative of China.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I offer
a committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr,
RicuARDs: Page 1, line 2, strike out “Com-
munist Chinese Government should not be
admitted to membership in the United Na-
tions as the representative of China” and
insert “Chinese Communist authorities shall
not be permitted to represent China in the
United Nation..”

The committee amendment was agreed
to

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

Mr. VORYS. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have permission to extend their re-
marks at this point on these two rather
historic resolutions.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the ac-
tion of this House in taking up House
Resolution 96, which I introduced in
January of this year, is in my opinion a
historic one. It is, however, most appro-
priate and even more important now
than when introduced.

If there was ever a time when this
Congress should speak for the people, it
is now. We should not only make our
position firm and decisive but let the
world know that we will not submit to
:jppeasement with Communist aggres-

on,

The action of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee of the House of Representatives
in reporting this resolution is to be com-
mended. Itisan expression of that great
committee, as it is with this House, in
unanimously approving this resolution,
that we want the United Nations to know
that we are opposed to the Chinese Com-
munist authorities having a seat in the

"and the seriousness of
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United Nations, proposing to represent
the great Chinese Nation.

I appreciate the action of the com-
mittee and this House. I think the
clarifying language is appropriate. It
not only states our opposition to the
Communists being permitted to repre-
sent China in the United Nations but, in
my opinion, it makes it even more clear
that we do not even recognize a Com-
munist Chinese Government. This, in
my opinion, is highly significant.

Toward the close of World War II,
determined efforts were made’ to bring
about a way for peace and a definite
policy for maintaining peace. This
attitude as expressed by the Congress
and the American people time and again
was obviously a result of the position
pursued following World War I, and be-
lieved by so many to have culminated
in the disastrous and devastafing World
‘War II.

Determined efforts, in cooperation
with our then allies and under the
Jeadership of our great Nation, were
made for the formulation of a program
through internaiional cooperation of
nctions. This became known as the
United Nations Organization.

We recall the enthusiasm and the en-
couragement of our people and thc re-
ports from other nations when the
Charter was signed yonder in San Fran-
cisco, pledging these nations to a policy
of peaceful relationship and a seftle-
ment of the problems among nations
within the framework of that organiza-
tion.

We have now reached a point which
in my opinion will determine whether
or not the efforts of these years will
have been in vain. It appears that what
happens now and in the immediate fu-
ture is going to determine whether or
not we will have a United Nations Or-
ganization and certainly one that will
be effective.

Out of the developments, the tragedies,
the crisis that
faces not only this Republic but other
free nations of the world, momentous
decisions must be made.

In view of these developments, this
House in January adopted a resolution—
House Resolution 77T—which stated “that
it is the sense of the House of Repre=-
sentatives that the United Nation should
immediately act and declare the Chinese
Communist authorities an aggressor in
Eorea.” This resclution was brought up
by unanimous consent in the House,
sponsored by the distinguished majority
leader, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. McCorMmack], and the distin-
guished minority leader, the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. MarTIN],

I voted for the resolution, as did most
of the Members of this House. It was
another expression of this House that we
must take firm and definite action, but
within the framework of the United Na-
tions Organization, and through that
organization we should say to any ag-
gressor that we meant what we said
when we pledged ourselves to interna-
tional cooperation for peace. The United
Nations has since taken similar action,
and appropriately.

It will be remembered that when the
North Koreans started their armies on
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South Korea the United Nations was
hurriedly called into session and imme-
diately adopted a resolution declaring
the North Koreans to be aggressors.

As a result of this action we were im-
mediately drawn into the Korean de-
bacle. It was not only through the ac-
tion of the United Nations, but it ap-
peared to be the predominant feeling of
the American people that such aggres-
sion must not be permitted and that we
must answer the challenge.

It will also be remembered that when
our gallanf fighting forces destroyed and
disintegrated the main forces of the
North Korean Army and reached the
thirty-eighth parallel, the United Na-
tions adopted a resolution that the
United Nations forces should pursue the
North Koreans to their ultimate destruc-
tion throughout all of Korea. That is,
the aggressor forces in Korea should be
disintegrated.

Whether this action was a mistake or
not and I think it was, we had destroyed
the organized aggression, disintegrated
the enemy, nevertheless, it was a decision
taken by the United Nations.

We have an entirely different situa-
tion, even more serious, that we must
deal with now. It was the North Koreans
then, even though directed by Russia.
It is now the Chinese Communists with
their hordes likewise directed by Russia.
Then since the United Nations said the
North Koreans were aggressors, we could
take no other position than to declare
the Chinese Communists aggressors.

We should make these firm decisions
and pursue a course of action, keeping in
mind our objectives to which we are
pledged, our hopes and desires for peace-
ful relations among the Nations of the
world, the preservation of the rights,
privileges, and freedoms of Nations,
thereby preventing aggression.

Some time ago the Senate adopted a
resolution concurring in the action taken
by this House. Thus the Congress of
the United States, representing the
people of this country, has said to the
United Nations, it should take the same
course of action against one aggressor
as against the other.

Mao Tse-tung and his crowd have
flouted the United Nations in its request
for a cease fire and aggression in Korea.
He laid down his own terms, obviously
directed by Moscow. To accept such a
truce would be a travesty. It could only
lead to a policy of appeasement and
inevitably another world war that would
be more devastating and tragic than
anything like experienced in World War
II or I might say, a devastation and per-
haps a destruction of civilization to the
extent that any of us have little con-
ception of what it would mean.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, it was so incredi-
ble that we have the reports that Mao
and his gang have altered its true posi-
tion, but he has said, so it is reported,
that a cease-fire truce could be arranged
by a meeting of certain nations, which
he proposes to name.

It is quite obvious that the main objec-
tive now of Russia is that Mao and his
Chinese Communists be admitted to
membership and recognized in the United
Nations as the representative of China,
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unseating Chiang Kai-shek and the Na-
tionalists of China. Some of our sup-
posed-to-be allies seem to lean that
way, too.

At the same time of trying to gain this
recognition they are aggressors in Korea
and actually at war against the United
Nations.

The Senate went a step further and
adopted another resolution. It said it
was the sense of the Senate that the
Communist Chinese Government should
not be admitted to membership in the
United Nations as the representative of
China.

I heartily concur in this action. The
House of Representatives should concur
and thus the Congress saying that the
United Nations should not admit or rec-
ognize any group while at the same time
they are pursuing a policy of destruction
and aggression.

I therefore, Mr. Speaker, introduced a
resolution which says:

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that the Communist Chi-
nese Government should not be admitted to
membership in the United Nations as the
representative of China.

Any action short of this resolution
stating the position of this Congress and
of our Government would, in my opinion,
be appeasement.

To pursue this course of action may
very well cause our withdrawal from
Korea. Even so, we would maintain the
principle to which we are committed in
pursuing a policy toward the preservation
of our freedoms and liberties. It would
not mean that we were giving in to the
aggressor and adopting a course of ap-
peasement.

I emphasize again that we have an en-
tirely different situation and a far more
serious one now with the Chinese Com-
munists in Korea than we had last June.

As a matter of fact and being realistic
we should not and cannot engage in land
warfare with the Chinese in China. Our
resources, our manpower, would not per-
mit and neither would our future secu-
rity require it. It would seem to me a
rather hopeless task which would be most
inadvisable to undertake.

I do not know and do not suppose any-
one knows to what extent the Chinese
Communists will continue in South
Korea. If they continue to pursue their
obvious intentions by sending great
hordes of their armies, we should get
out and stay if we are going to continue
to prohibit our forces from bombing the
concentration of their supplies and
armies on the Manchurian border and
certainly if we are not in a position to
adequately provide the forces in Korea
that will give our boys at least a fair
chance.

Some might contend that Mao and his
crowd are the Government of China and
that in accordance with the principles
of the United Nations Charter should be
recognized as China’s representative.
As a matter of principle, I am not one of
those that would recognize such a die-
tator of force and violence as a represent-
ative of the people of that Government.
They could not in my opinion make any
more contribution toward peaceful re-
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lationship among nations than has Com-
munist Russia.

I voted against the aid to Tito or Yugo-
slavia at the close of the last session of
Congress. I might have been wrong in
that decision but cs a matter of prin-
ciple I believe I was right. It was con-
tended that that action of the Congress
was not a matter of principle but strate-
gic militarily. It was strategic militar-
ily when we joined up with Stalin and
Russia in World War II but we zan all
see where it has led us.

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that
we can lay aside a matter of principle
in any of the actions of this Congress
and our Government without reaping
the result of what we sow.

I believe this course of action of the
Congress is in keeping with the princi-
ples and the policies which we believe
to be right. The world knows that we
do not seek conquests or want war; we
should continue to let the world know
that we are going to be firm in our posi-
tion, determined in our efforts to pre-
vent aggression and bring about a just
peace. We must be consistent in our
action as I believe right will prevail.

We have a force that would enslave
the world, trample on free nations, and
free people, and the only way we can
meet it is to take such actions as this
and prepare ourselves for this most diffi-
cult and unfortunate task.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, the ugly
head of aggressive communism under-
takes to force and subvert its way over
the world in four main moves, to wit:

First, militarily; second, politically;
third, economically; fourth, ideologi-
cally.

Voting our greatest budget in the his-
tory of our Nation on account of having
to meet this threat militarily; recogniz-
ing the political moves as we do of ag-
gressive communism; knowing that eco-
nomically we could be swamped if we
were not vigorous and vigilant; I, too,
speak that these measures should have
our unanimous and cordial clear-cut ap-
proval. Having voted for this ban and
embargo relating to our economic proc-
esses, must make us realize it only
weakens the false ideology of aggressive,
subversive communism; but does not de-
feat it. It must be defeated by a better
ideology. Being a member of the Un-
American Activities Committee in this
Congress, I speak for the utmost and
sincere consideration for every Member
of this House to the proposition that the
world is at war now, with relation to
ideologies, Military policies or economic
measures will not eventually or endur-
ingly win wars. The existence of heart,
mind, and soul, is a battle of ideals and
ideas. Chiefest of these ideas and ideals
must come to the threshold of the fun-
damental principle, that what is right
must triumph.

It is right that we vote as we are this
day, because it is right to do so. We are
now being guided by principle, rather
than personalities or partisan polities.
When we live on a high enough plane
as American citizens, to let our daily
conduct be mainly guided by the same
prineiple in doing what is right, rather
than thinking in terms of who may be
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right, we will then have arrived at a level
of national thinking which, in my hum-
ble judgment, will be a premise for en-
during victory, over the ideological and
false philosophy of aggressive subversive
communism,

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Speaker, the House
has just taken action that will have
momentous significance all over the
world. Without any debate at all, and
with but the briefest of explanation here
on the floor, this House has unanimously
gone on record as urging a United Na-
tions embargo on Communis’ China, and
declaring that the Chinese Communist
authorities should not be permitted to
represent China in the United Nations.
It was sufficient that the text of these
two resolutions be read; no argument
was needed; although any Member could
have stopped action, or delayed action to
insist on explanation or to make a
speech, the House, by common consent,
gave instant, unanimous support to these
resolutions.

We are in the midst of :. great debate
on foreign policy in this country. Col-
umnists and commentators and others,
here and abroad, are wringing their
literary hands and shedding rhetorical
tears, some of them crocodile tears, at
the division, the indecision, the partisan-
ship in Congress. Communists here and
over the world have been gleefully mak-
ing propaganda over this. Then along
come these hisforic resolutions, and they
are passed with lightning speed, and
unanimous support. This was no aceci-
dent; it was no surprise action. We all
Fnew what we were doing. There had
been full consultation between the
leadership on both sides; there had been
full consideration of both resolutions in
the Committee on Foreign Affairs this
morning. The language of the Harris
resolution was changed to eliminate any
possibility that we might be recogniz-
ing any “Chinese Communist govern-
ment,” and instead we used the phrase
“Chinese Communist authorities,” which
had been used in the House resolu-
tion, which passed January 19, urging
the United Nations to declare the Chi-
nese Communist authorities an aggressor
in Eorea. Of course, most of us Republi-
cans had long acvocated the policies in-
volved in these resolutions so it was easy
for us to sponsor prompt action, but
there was no gloating, no recrimination,
no delay here on the floor, to redebate
how we all happened to be together,
Everyone realized that instant, united
action on this would speak louder than
many, many words.

I think this action can be a lesson to
our friends, and our enemies, overseas; a
comfort to nervous people here at home.
When something is right, and needed
quickly, we have a way of getting to-
gether in a hurry, and getting it done.

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr, Speaker,Iam
in full accord with the contents and pur-
posel of Seaate Concurrent Resolution
31.

It points out that the United States
has initiated a proposal, under the terms
of which the General Assembly of the
United Nations would, first, call upon
all member nations of the United Na-
tions not to send to Communist China
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arms, ammunition, or any other material
which might add to the war-making po-
tential of Communist China; second,
urge that steps be taken to guard against
circumvention or nullification of such
embargo through loopholes which might
enable the Chinese Communists to ac-
quire the banned materials; and, third,
establish a special committee to receive
periodic reports from the complying
member nations and to take other meas-
ures aimed at making the embargo as ef-
fective as possible,

Communist China has long since been
branded an aggressor by an overwhelm-
ing majority of the member nations of
the United Nations.

More than a dozen member nations
are participating directly with the
United States in the heroic military ac-
t#n against the common enemy in Ko-
rea, and the troops of such nations are
being shot at, and killed, by the Chinese
Communicsts,

No United Nations soldier should be
the target of a bullet manufactured in
the free world, or required to fight
against the free world, or reguired to
fight against troops supplied with ma-
terials coming from the free world.

The resolution, expressing the will of
the Congress of the United States re-
quests and urges that the General As-
sembly of the United Nations take action
leading to the placing of an embargo on
the shipment to Communist China of
arms, ammunition, and all other ma-
terials which might add to the war-
making potential of Communist China.

This expression of the desire of the
Congress is in full accord with the
thought and in recognition of the unani-
mous demand of the people of the United
States.

In the summer of 1950, shortly affer
the Korean War started, I brought to
the attention of the House facts that
demonstrated that certain European
countries, supposed to be our allies, were
engaged in this nefarious trade. It was
almosi incomprehensible to believe that
these nations who called themselves our
allies would ship to Russia and coun-
tries behind the iron curtain, as well as
Red China the strategic materials and
war commodities that enabled Red China
to carry on the war against our boys
fighting in Korea, and assist Communist
countries in building their war machine
against free nations. But the facts were
so plain that they could not be success-
fully denied. This should have been a
subject of protest by our State Depart-
ment long ago, but until recently it failed
to take any aggressive steps to stop this
double dealing.

The hearings held last summer by the
House Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce revealed that there was a
great hesitancy on the part of our de-
partments of government to take any
action. It seemed as if they were of the
opinion that it was too delicate a matter
for this country to object to how other
countries, although our allies, carried on
business, even with our enemies. It is

t‘iy:ng to realize that there are now
signs of an awakening to the injustice
that has been done fo our fighting men
in Korea. Let us hope that we will from

MAY 15

now on have a more realistic policy that
will do justice to the boys who fight our
battles.

Another resolution—House Resolution
96—that has my full support provides
in effect that it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that the representa-
tives of the Communist Government in
China should not be entitled to repre-
sentation in the United Nations. This
resolution goes hand in hand with the
previous resolution to which I have re-
ferred. Its adoption will go far in dem-
onstrating that the United States does
not intend to sit idly by and permit our
enemies to gain recognition to which
they are not entitled. Let us continue
to be realistic, cease being namby-
pamby, and assert our rights as a na-
tion. Other nations, friend and foe,
will have more respect for us when we do.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, in order to make an explanation of
House Concurrent Resolution 101, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for a
minute.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr,
Speaker, for some time I have been con-
cerned and deeply disturbed in that some
of our allies, yea, even some of the mem-
bers of the United Nations, have been
shipping arms, ammunition, and strate-
gic war materials to Communist China
and to other nations through which Red
China eventually received these war ma-
terials. I have wondered why some
steps or measures had not been taken
by our Nation or the United Nations to
place a ban or embargo on the ship-
ment of such materials, certainly when
it is evident that these war materials
are being used by the forces of Red
China or Communist China to kill and
destroy our boys engaged in the fight to
prevent aggression, i

I saw a gleam of hope in the proposal
of our delegate in the United Nations
wherein our representative offered a res-
olution calling upon all member nations
of the United Nations not to send to
Communist China arms, ammunition,
or any other material which might add
to the war-making potential of Com-
munist China; I thought that the Con=
gress of the United States should con-
tribute everything within its power to
endorse, urge, and bring about the suc-
cessful passage of this resolution be-
cause it will be as a clarion call for the
support of the other members of the
United Nations and it would prove that
the people of the United States, through
their elected representatives, stand as
one great force back of our delegation
in the United Nations in calling for a.n
embargo.

Whereupon, on Sunday afternoon.
May 6, while in my apartment reading
the current nows I ran across an editorial
in the Evening Star commenting upon
the proposal of our United Nations
representative. After the reading of
it I came to the conclusion that the
Congress should take concurrent action
in the form of a resolution urging and
requesting that the General Assembly
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of the United Nations take affirmative
action as speedily as possible in launch-
ing an embargo on the shipment of arms,
ammunition and all other war materials
to Communist China.

Then on Monday morning, May 7, I
prepared and introduced House Concur-
rent Resolution 101 and at the same time
made a short talk advising the Mem-
bership of the House that I w3 intro-
ducing such a resolution. The resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. I was delayed in ap-
pecring before the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee for action on this resolution on
account of the sudden death of our be-
loved chairman, the gentleman from
West Virginia, Hon. John Kee, and I was
advised on May 8, that no committee
meeting would be held pricr to May 15.
It was imperative and important that
speedy action be had on this resolution
because of the hearing before the com-
mittee of the United MNations, and I
therefore consulted with my colleague,
the distinguished and able Senator from
Florida than whom there is no abler and
more influential in the Senate, Hon.
SpPEssarD L, HoLLAND, concerning his in-
troduction and his leadership in the pas-
sage of this resolution in the Senate, and
the Senator being vitally and deeply in-
terested in the purpose of this resolution
introduced a companion resolution in
the Senate, joined by the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. FErcUsoN] on May
14 and speedily passed the resolution
under unanimous-consent rule.

However, the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. KicHArDs], who succeeded
as chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, called a meeting of the
committee on Tuesday, May 1£, at which
time my House Concurrent Resolution
101 was considered and unanimously
recommended for passage. Whereupon,
on Tuesday afternoon it was called up
for consideration by unanimous consent
by Chairman RicHARDS. While House
Concurrent Resolution 101 was being
considered in the House, the Senate con-
current resolution had been passed and
had just reached the House and both
resolutions being identical resolutions,
with the exception of section 2 having
been stricken in the Senate, Senate Con-
current Resolution 31 was substituted
for House Concurrent Resolution 101 and
the same was adopted by the House.

In the passage of any legislation there
is always mutual help and assistance,
and I particularly desire to express my
appreciation to the majority leader, the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
McCormack]l, for the part he played in
cooperating for speedy action. I also
commend the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs, the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. RicHARDS],
and the chairman of the subcommittee,
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
Laurie BarTrE]l. Without their coopera-
tion action could not have been obtained
on this resolution so quickly.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. I yield to
the gentleman from Massachusetts,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
want to congratulate the gentleman, but
I am sorry that we did not act several
months ago.
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Mr. ROGERS of Florida. I appreciate
the cooperation of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. MarTIN] and the
other members of his party. They have
cooperated in every way and we had no
difficulty whatever in getting this meas-
ure passed when it was brought to the
attention of the Congress.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I would like
to make just a few short observations of
%he value and effect this resolution could

ave.

First, this resolution, which is a unani-

mous verdict of this Congress, will be a
great force in upholding the hands of the
American representatives of the General
Assembly of the United Nations to bring
about action leading to the placing of an
embargo on the shipments to Communist
China of war materials from any of the
United Nations.

Second, it will have a great moral and
salutary force on the action of the mem-
ber nations in supporting the American
proposal in the General Assembly of the
United Nations.

Third, it will protect our soldiers and
all United Nations soldiers from becom-
ing the target of a bullet, bomb, or tank
manufactured in the free world or re-
quired to fight against troops supplied
with materials coming from a free world,
and surely our boys who are fighting
in Korea should not be killed and mur-
dered with arms, guns, and tanks sup-
plied by member nations of the Urited
Nations for whom these soldiers are
fighting; and it will serve as further
proof of the United Nations unity against
ageression,

Fourth, this concurrent resolution will
not only give physical protection to our
boys but it will give them confidence and
consolation to know that the Congress
of the United States is endeavoring to
throw around them every means of pro-
tection.

Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that this
is a most constructive step to let the
United Nations know that this Congress
is behind that organization in putting an
embargo on war materials and arms
that can be used in the killing of our
boys.

HOUR OF MEETING ON THURSDAY

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns tomorrow it adjourn to
meet at 11 o’clock on Thursday.

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

There was no objection.

CUBAN INDEPENDENCE DAY

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, May 20
is Cuba’s Independence Day.

Neither you nor I, nor the people, nor
the Congress of the United States of
America may rightfully pay tribute to
our proud and gallant neighbors to the
south. We cannot pay tribute because
the very word tribute is anathema to
free men who have dedicated their lives
to the cause of liberty,
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We can—and we do—honor Cuba,
Cubans, and Cuba’s independence,

It lacks only 1 year of a half century
since, in 1902, on May 20, Cuba's inde-
pendence—which had been for so long
a martyr's dream—became a citizen’s
reality.

There are historians witlin the sound
of my voice who are already asking ques-
tions: “Why?” I can almost hear you
say, “Why, if the Spanish-American War
was victoriously concluded in 1898, was
not Cuba free until 4 years later?”

You are entitled to your questions.
You are living under a Republic. You
are also entitled to your answers.

True. This Nation went to the aid of
the valorous Cubans and helped to rid
them of a tyranny of oppression. But
there is still another tyranny besides
that of oppression. I refer to the
tyranny of friendship.

Let us look to our own history as an
organized people for understanding of
the history of a kindred organized people.

There was a vast difference between
the 13 Colonies of 1766 and the 13 Colo-
nies of 1776. The last of the major
French and Indian wars had brought se-
curity and prosperity to the sparsely
populated Atlantic seaboard settlements.
Peace was here. The threat of Indian
attack was behind us. Our great store
of raw materials and the demand in
Europe for those raw materials brought
wealth to a few and comfort to many.

The weight of government over us by
England was light. Tax after tax was
removed by the English parliament. We
were permitted to govern ourselves—
with a slight nod to English authority
by having governors, in name only, over
us. Many of the colonies operated under
their own provincial constitutions. The
much-maligned Stamp Act was not near-
ly so severe a burden as the multiplicity
of taxes which now rest on American
wage-earners.

Then—if the burden was light—and it
was light—why did Americans object to
it?

Massachusetts gave a ringing answer
in: “Taxation without representation!"
South Carolina—witk her “rattlesnake
flag” cried out: “Don’t tread on me!”
Yes. This was the answer—the colonies
wanted complete freedom; not partial
freedom. All kinds of tyranny—even
the tyranny of friendship—was still
tyranny.

I am an American. I am a citizen of
the United States.

Even as the Colonies were in the dec-
ade before 1776, just so was Cuba be-
tween the time when Spanish domina-
tion ended and the memorable May 20
when the Stars and Stripes were lowered
and Cuba’s own flag broke proudly on
the breeze.

Cruel domination? Benevolent occu-
pation? What are these but other
names for alien control?

To be free of enemy and of friend, to
be liberated from cruelty and from
kindness—that was what Cuban Inde-
pendence Day meant almost half a cen-
tury ago. Who among us may not feel
as they did the wordless exultation, the
fierce glory, that all Cubans felt when
the dead hand of foreign rule was—we
ferverently pray—lifted forever from
free Cuba?
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Free people have their mistakes, their
failures and their tragedies. These are
the results of groping—endless trial and
error—to find a practical basis for their
own government. The people of the
United States have been thus tested by
adversity. So have the Cuban people.
But, when we sweep away the wreckage
of some of our dearest hopes, both peo-
ples can say to themselves: “We can be-
gin again. We still have our freedom.”

In other words, our sister republics
have everything.

We can contemplate the ‘uture with-
out fear. Freedom is our common de-
nominator. If the freedom of Cuba
should be endangered, Cuba needs no
written treaties to know who would join
in the defense of her liberty. Ii the free
Government of the United States should
be threatened, we know our friend from
the south would range herself by our
side.

This, Mr. Speaker, is the modern
miracle—the solidarity between peoples
who have thrown off tyranny’s yoke and
who glory in governing themselves.

July 4, 1776.

May 20, 1902.

Two bright beacons guiding all men
everywhere to the safe harbor of a bet-
ter tomorrow.

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [(Mr. Froopn] is recognized
for 30 minutes.

ANTHRACITE COAL STOCEPILING

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have just
introduced a bill to authorize, for a tem-
porary period, the purchase by the Gov=
ernment of anthracite in amounts
sufficient to maintain normal production
and employment in the anthracite re-
gion, to promote the general national
welfare, and for other purposes.

Mr, Speaker, the Federal Government
has a great burden of responsibility to
the anthracite industry. To a great ex-
tent, the major part of the economy of
the Northeastern United States is de=
pendent upon the mining of anthracits
in the anthracite coal fields of Pennsyl-
vania. And my congressional district,
centered in the Wilkes-Barre-Hazleton
metropolitan area, is the very heart of
these coal fields. Here lies the principal
source of energy and heat for the most
densely populated and most intensely in-
dustrialized secfion of our Nation.

To prevent the loss to the national
economy of this vital natural resource
and economic disaster to millions of our
citizens, Mr, Speaker, I have introduced
this bill.

The problems of this vast mining in-
dustry are not alone those of economics
and technology—preservation, readjust-
ments, improvements—these call for
legislative assistance.

Use of abundant supplies of energy
resource materials has made the United
States of America the great world power
it is today. In times of peace and war
these materials have multiplied the
strength of our manpower to provide for
us the highest standard of living in time
of peace and the greatest degree of
strength in time of war,

A major readjusiment in the fuel-
energy economy of the country has been
taking place during the past several
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decades. Economic factors and the
necessities of international affairs,
rather than the sound dictates of indus-
trial prosperity and security have been
at work adversely affecting our coal in-
dustry.

War and the postwar over-all pros-
perity for a time mitigated the degree
and effects of these changes. Lately,
however, the seriousness of the situa-
tion has reflected itself so foreibly upon
the anthracite industry that it threatens
the industrial and civilian economy of an
important segement of the country.

Last year anthracite production
dropped to a point lower than at any
time since 1802. In 1950 the industry
supplied only 3.2 percent of the national
energy requirements, compared with
bituminous coal, petroleum, natural gas,
and hydroelectric power, on an equiva-
lent heat-unit basis, as shown in the fol-
lowing table:

National supplies of energy requirements

Percent
supplied
Source of energy
1850 1049

ANERERNIS. .. ol o e SIS 3.2 3.5
Bituminous coal and lignite -l 3812 36.4
Petroleum. .. .o eoomeen .| 854 36.7
Natoral gas_______ 4 18.7 18,5
Hydroelectric power. ... 4.5 4.9
Total 100. 0 100.0

Within recent years a definite trend
has been established toward a petroleum
and natural-gas economy. Unfortu-
nately, this represents great national
dependence upon two fuels of limited
reserve, but more importantly, fuels
which are of cpecial strategic signifi-
cance to direct military and security de-
fense. :

The national fuel economy is in a
dangerous condition. Indications are
that the situation will worsen before ade-
quate readjustments can be made. A
further deterioration in the interna-
tional affairs leading to shrinkage of oil
availability from the Middle East would
spell out the beginnings of a nearly
catastrophic collapse of our industrial
econocmy.

Nationalization of the Iranian oil fields
and recent riots in that country are in
line with the Communist pattern of ac-
quisition. Reduction of oil from that
area means a serious weakening of West-
ern European strength. Urgent supply
from United States would be the only
answer to European needs. Such a drain
on our domestic production would he
immediately reflected in rationing and
allocation of a stringent nature. In ad-
dition, such trouble in the Middle East
might soon establish a new war front,
with all the dangers of a world-wide
conflagration,

The Munitions Board of the Depart-
ment of Defense in its recent statement
of policy on the availability of fuels for
the military services has already sounded
the warning. It would be the height of
folly for us to bury our heads in the
sands. Oil supplies are restricted by in-
adequate production facilities, insuffi-
cient tank cars, tankers, oil lines, and re-
fineries. Gas availability is limited by
lack of transmission pipelines and dis-
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tribution facilities. Coal production is
limited by shortages of freight ears. In
general, the national fuel economy is out
of balance and practically incapable of
correction in the time remaining be-
tween now and next winter.

Recent trends and happenings in do-
mestic and international affairs have
given serious emphasis to the urgency
for an early improvement in the situa-
tion. National over-all industrial pro-
duction rate is at an unprecedent_ed high
level under the impact of mobilization
demands upon the peacetime economy.
Expanded universal dependence upon
fuel oil creates a double burden for our
security. Our closest allies are now on
a liquid-fuel economy requiring our as-
sistance and our potential enemies are
becoming well equipped with mobile
equipment.

Coal, petroleum, and natural gas are
the basic resources upon which we have
built our great industrial power and
upon which our whole military strength
now depends. A weakness in this group
is a flaw in our armor.

Added to the current disbalance of our
fuel economy is the increasing difficulty
to effect correction because of the enor-
mous drains upon steel, transportation,
manufacturing facilities, and services to
meet the demands of mobilization and
foreign aid.

Recent Middle East affairs tending to
lessen the availability of petroleum to
Western Europe, together with a decline
in coal production in England, greatly
magnify the seriousness of our own fuel
situation.

Qutbreak of war would tremendously
increase our responsibilities to aid our
allies with all possible supplies of re-
placement fuels. Such a task might
come suddenly at a time when our do-
mestic production is already straining.

Scarcities of fuels are already seriously
handicapping the mobilization effort and
jeopardizing our military position in
Korea. Ordnance plants of World War
II are ready for reactivation and in sev-
eral instances are unable to obtain ap-
propriate kinds and types of fuels. Sup-
plies for these plants when ultimately
provided must in many instances be at
a sacrifice of fuels for other essential
industries and the domestic economy.

Chemical demands for aviation and
jet fuels, plastics and synthetic prod-
ucts in many instances must be met by
the fuel industries. Distribution of this
load upon the various fuel reources is
urgently needed so that each will pro-
vide that which it can produce to the
best interests of the economy and se-
curity.

Worthy reviews and studies of the na-
tional fuel economy have been made in
the past. Demands of our time require
that new policies be established but more
importantly effort must be made to give
effect to such policies. The situation
today requires prompt remedial action.

In the last decade revolutionary
changes have itaken place in our whole
economy. International responsibilities
heretofore undreamed of have been ac-
cepted, national industrial ~conomie sit-
uations have played havoc with the fuel
industries.

Preliminary data for 1850 indicates
that both bitumincus coal and anthra-
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cite continued to lose in the competi-
tion with other fuels. If the war years,
1942-45, average is used as a reference
base, bituminous-coal production has
dropped 15 percent, anthracite 26 per-
cent, while fuel-oil production has in-
creased 25 percent and gas 65 percent.

Caught with the necessity for large-
scale mobilization during the period of
this unprecedented shift in the fuel
economy, our fuel industries are seriously
disbalanced and in a dangerous plight,
all are practically unable to arise to the
full demands of a war emergency.

No authority disputes the ultimate re-
turn of the country to an enlarged coal
demand. Just how far away this day
may be no one accurately knows, but in
the two-world pattern of today it is im-
perative that immediate effort be di-
rected to preserve the anthracite indus-
try and the potential industrial capa-
bilities of this region.

A sudden reduction of the importa-
tion of foreign oil or a war emergency
would place considerable of the north-
eastern section of the United States in
urgent need for anthracite. Accord-
ingly, something must be done to keep
this industry healthy and strong for the
job which might be placed upon it while
it is readjusting itself.

The production of 42,664,000 tons of
anthracite estimated for 1949 is about
20 percent lower than during the depth
of the 1933-36 depression. Employment
during the year was approximately
74,000 men.

Total reserves of anthracite are esti-
mated at between 160 and 180 years of
expected life. For petroleum and natu-
ral gas comparative figures are 12 and
30 years, respectively.

In 1947 fuel oil for the first time sur-
passed anthracite consumption in the
primary anthracite market area and in
1948 accounted for 52 percent of the
total consumption of fuels there.

The impaet of these changes upon the
fortunes of anthracite producers, on na-
tional security and defense planning
strikes heaviest and first on the civilian
economy. In the event of a sudden war
emergency wherein importations of oil
would be restricted and considerable
amounts of domestic oil allocated for war
purposes, a shift back to coal would put
a large burden upon anthracite produe-
tion.

Improved metallurgical processes,
scarcities of important mineral re-
sources, expanded and adjusted trans-
portation routes, and research and de-
velopment in entirely new fields all point
to opportunities for improvement in the
industrial economy of the anthracite in-
dustry and area in a distant future,

Today, however, the need for preser-
vation of this industry is urgent. It has
been and still is the backbone of our na~
tional industrial strength and prowess.
Its problems and challenges have been
many and varied. Out of this indusiry
have come the technigues and industrial
solutions which have made sonre of our
greatest industries. Its mass-produc-
tion methods have been the basic pat-
tern for our antomotive industry; its
early flameproof electrical eguipment
and gas-protective apparatus have en-
abled the development of our oil and gas
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industries; to say nothing of the indus-
try’s contributions against poisonous
gases in industry and war.

Now the day has arrived when the
country is ealled upon to preserve this in-
dust.y for the perpetuation of the over-
all national prosperity and security.

Our national security and defense is
predicated upon the development of a
strong industrial economy. All across
the country we endeavor to strengthen
our industries. In the international field
we spend billions to better the economies
of friendly nations. In doing this we
purchase their products, some of which
come into competition with our indus-
tries, such as is presently the case with
the importation of foreien fuel oil.
These are the things we must do to ere-
ate a better and safer world. It was not
the intent or purpose of those who de-
signed our foreign-aid program that
these efforts should redound to the detri-
ment of our own industries. Instead, it
was and is intended that our own econ-
omy and industries should adjust them-
selves and rise to greater success and
importance.

Under these circumstanees, the direc-
tion in which the anthracite industry
must go to recapture its share of suceess
and position for the betterment of the
national economy is clear. But to at-
tain this end it must have a new partner-
ship with the Government. It seeks not
a dole but an opportunity to confribute
that which is peculiarly its part.

During 1949 produetion of anthracite
fell 25.3 percent below that for 1948;
similarly bituminous-coal production
dropped 27.4 percent. Production figures
for these two fuels during 1948 and 1949
are as follows:

Coal-production statistics

Year Anth

lm_._

Tans Tons
) S e 2 F TH 435, 000, 000
P S ERERIRE SRR L 42, 701, 74 437, 868, 036

In 1818 anthracite supplied approxi-
mately 12 percent of the national energy
requirements, but in 1949 it accounted
for only 3.4 percent, representing a loss
of about 70 percent in ifs relative posi-
tion. In actual tonnage this was a re-
duction of from 98,826,084 fons in 1918
to 42,664,000 tons in 1949, or a 57-per-
cent decrease in production.

This slumping off of the anthracite in-
dustry is a serious matter to the peace-
time economy and security of the coun-
try. It has dragged down with it a most
important area of the country and a seg-
ment of its population which once was
industrially and technologically on a
pinnacle.

One could argue long and bitterly the
reasons why the anthracite industry and
area are so distressed today, However,
for the job of reconstruction ahead only
those points which can set the course for
repair and progress need be considered.

The world today has approximately
2,000,000,000 people. Using only rough
estimates, it is clearly evident that nu-
merically we have recently moved rap-
idly into reverse in our race against com-
munism. The Soviet with about 250,-
000,000 people, China and Northern
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Korea with nearly 500,000,000 people, the
satellite and doubtful states with 150,-
000,000 people, and India, Burma, and
other Far East couniries already close to
communism with another 500,000,000
people. This gives the Communisis a
potential control of 1,400,000,000 people.
It also leaves only a mere 600,000,000
people for us to consolidate for our side.
With these odds, and many others al-
ready against us, is not the need to spur
ourselves great enough? Can we afford
the luxury of a hlighted fuel industry
and its ghost towns?

Henee the opportunity exists and the
occasion demands that a constructive
and objective course be set for the reha-
bilitation of the anthracite industry.

A forward view of the anthracite area
envisions a pleasant region of high-level,
well-organized indusfrial power in the
channels of trade and commerce, across
the country and seas, again setting the
pattern of progress in the production,
engineering, construction, and research
fields, as it did in the past.

No panacea for anthracite industrial
ills exists or can be concocted. Though
that is true, certain palliatives can be
administered which hold promise of
restoration of a high degree of health.

Luckily, for this area it is strategically
located where neither those interested in
the prosperity of the national economy
or security can long aveid giving it ap-
propriate consideration. The area is lo-
cated where its stiength and position is
the keystone of our whole national
pOWer.

Specifically, the mare I study the dif-
ficulties of the anthracite region the
more suwre I am of the theory that its
recovery and restoration of health de-
pends upon its integration with other
projects, programs, and plans possible of
being brought to bear on this country’'s
ills by no one person, corporation, or in-
dustry. The day has arrived when the
problems of this industry require the
guidance and aid of Government surveys,
direction, and aid just as surely as it
exists today for wheat, potatoes, and
eggs. Fortunately, however, the cor-
rectives to be employed for the anthra-
cite industry are of a type which when
properly correlated lend strengih and
security to the country on a self-paying
basis.

In the world of today we tread a dif-
ficult road, and we would be unwise to
add to our difficulties by neglecting to
husband the strength of the wvarious
parts of our great industrial economy,
or fail to build back into it those things
which have made it so great.

Let us not forget that this anthracite
area, at the turn of the ecentury, pro-
vided approximately 23 percent of the
national energy requirements which
gave the Nation its present great indus-
trial strength. The country does owe
the anthracite areas and its people a
chance under the sun.

The SPEAEER pro tempore (Mr.
Buexsipe). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Liyie] is recognized for 30 minutes.

FOREIGN POLICY

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, old soldiers
may never die, as the ballad goes. But
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young soldiers do. That is the tragedy
and the shame of our day.

The violence of our age threatens to
destroy us, for science has made us mas-
ters of destruction, while we remain dor-
mant in our human relations.

“Our reach exceeds our grasp,” wrote
Vincent Sheehan. We stumble and talk,
accuse and vilify, justify and explain—
while young soldiers die, young Ameri-
can soldiers, in a far-away land.

Much has been said that were better
left unsaid. As one of my old constitu-
ents recently advised me when I ex-
plained to him that I was a United
States Representative in Washington,
“I didn’t rightly know what you wuz.
I just knew you wuz up there where they
do a lot of talking.” And so they do,
Mr. Speaker, so they do. We talk a lot—
too much. We discuss so many things
that mean so little to men committed
to battle. We speak of war in terms of
degrees—police action, limited war, en-
larged war, extended war, and all-out
war. To soldiers, however, and their
dear ones, war remains very much the
same—violence, death, and destruction.

The foreign policy of the United States
and Russia is a very personal concern in
every home, in every heart, in every land.
Its formation can no longer rightfully
be delegated to the few. And out of the
present high-level discussions and testi-
mony in a committee of the other body
we pray may come an understanding of
a foreign policy adaptable to the realities
of this violent world.

You and I have a part. Shall we hon-
estly face the grim realities of Korea?
A part of each of us is dying there now,
and it is war in all of its ugly self, without
a regard to resolutions or the manner in
which we became involved. We cannot
escape responsibility by engaging in
what seems to be now a popular pastime
of accusing, impugning, vilifying, and
opportuning, and then to walk away with
our chests stuck out, saying “Boy, did
I tell ’em off. Nor can we, with honesty
and decency, say as Mr. Clarence Bud-
ington Kelland, a national Republican
committeeman from Arizona, is reported
to have said:

The conduct of the war in Korea is Presi-
dent Truman’s responsibility. He took us
into the war. His far-eastern policy, or lack
of it, was responsible for the building of the
Chinese Communists, and so for the war of
aggression, started by Reds in North Eorea.

He further stated:

I do not believe that the Republican Party
should tie itself to the issue of military ac-
tion as developed between General Mac-
Arthur and Mr. Truman.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot afford the
luxury of peace at home and war in
Korea—peace and plenty for the many
and war and glory for the few, unre-
strained enthusiasm for the battle in the
political arena and lukewarm interest in
what unthinking people would call the
“Truman” or the “Democratic” war. It
is our war, and it will not leave one
American untouched. Our hands are
not clean, nor can we escape responsi-
bility.

My wife recently said, with the under-
standing and sadness only of a woman
who has sent a man to battle, that she
could not undersiand what seemed to be
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a lack of concern or interest for the
soldiers, the young soldiers in Korea.
She reminded me that we seldom heard
men of responsibility speak with con-
cern and interest in the few who are
doing so much. She reminded me, Mr,
Speaker, that as a veteran of World War
I1, I had but one claim on the responsible
place that I hold in Congress, and that
was that I should have a full grasp and
understanding of war and the young
soldiers who fight it, its horrors and
destruction, and that I might, with that
understanding, contribute a small meas-
ure to peace.

You would not be offended, I am sure,
if I suggest that we whet our interest
in Korea, and with all of our hearts and
our experiences and our combined power,
join our soldiers in their fighting of our
war. Part war and part peace is not a
condition acceptable to any American.
The commitment of troops to combat
leaves but one course—to seek victory.
The supply of more than a sufficient
number of men and matériel necessary
to achieve such victory quickly, decisive-
ly, and with a minimum of loss, is an
obligation, a moral obligation and a na-
tional obligation that cries for payment.

No foreign policy experts, no military
experts, are necessary to the simple deci-
sion of this Congress to make available
to our field commanders an abundance
of troops and matériel sufficient to
achieve the destruction or surrender of
the enemy. How much? You and I do
not know., Assuredly, however, the
answer would be easy to obtain.

We entered Korea to win a victory or
we are fools—fools with the blood of
thousands of valiant men upon our
hands—and I emphasize, our hands, not
Mr, Truman’s hands, for this Congress
has resolved in favor of the war in Korea
as surely and as definitely as if it had
passed a resolution.

Mr. Speaker, in Manchuria and other
sanctuaries of our enemy are to remain
inviolate for any reason, good or bad,
military or political, we are relegated to
produce a force that can and will over-
come the enemy in the assigned arena.
All of our field commanders are agreed
that our present effort is a magnificent
one. That being true, could not twice
the amount of troops and matériel do a
better job? Or three times the present
effort assure a decisive victory in Korea?

No doubt the question arises in your
mind as to what is meant by victory.
The diplomats would give one asnswer,
perhaps the politicians another, but the
answer of the soldier is the one that is
important.

I am certain his answer would be that
victory would result when we have so
decisively punished the people we are
fighting in Korea that the fighting would
cease; that the soldier might sleep and
rest and live; that he might return to
the world of human dignity, to his home,
his family, to the things that he loves,
the same as you and I. Moral victory,
or any other type of platitude, would not
be appealing to him—only a solid and
decisive destruction of the enemy in
Korea will justify the blood price we have
paid.

The buying-time philosophy may
scund all right to some, but it does not
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appeal to me; nor does it, I am sure, ap-
peal to your sons and brothers who are
called upon to make the payments in
the violence of battle.

Buying time is a meaningless phrase
when we are as smug and content and
cantankerous and as undecided and as
peaceful as too many of us are here at
home. If Korea is but a preliminary
bout, a prelude to a major or world con-
flict, then the actions of this Congress,
the executive branch of the Government,
and the people of this country generally
and of our allies are but criminal.

Yes, Mr. Speaker, we are acting in a
criminal way if we are buying time with
young lives, for certainly we are mnot
going all out to prepare for a major war.
At this very moment a bill lies dormant
between the two Houses, a bill that would
increase the manpower of the Army, the
so-called draft bill.

I am certain that we have not reached
a point in our national history that we
have so dulled our consciences and our
perceptions that we accept as necessary
the periodic tribute of American lives,
and certainly we cannot sit idly by and
wait for developments or inner collapse,
for so few make so many and so great
sacrifices.

I do not believe that we can avoid war
by warring in degrees. American sol-
diers in battle in whatever degree of war
under any flag are entitled to the full
power and might of our great country
and its great people.

I have before me, Mr, Speaker, a por-
tion of the front page of the Washington
Star where, in one column, Draft Di-
rector Lewis B. Hershey is quoted as say-
ing that we are in a soft period of man-
power needs. In an adjoining column
one of General Van Fleet's commanders
is quoted as saying, “We are in good
shape with what we have, but we could
use more troops.” I have on my desk,
Mr. Speaker, a clipping wherein a soldier
returned from Korea has stated that we
are short on men as well as matériel, and
that our equipment is not of the best
type.

Can we justify peace at home and war
in Korea? Can we—Democrats, Repub-
licans, Americans—discharge our re-
sponsibility without going all out?

Mr. Speaker, our troops, our American
troops are committed under the United
Nations banner. They have committed
with them small complements of troops
of other countries. When troops of dif-
ferent countries are committed in a
common cause they deserve the full-
time allegiance of all countries involved.

As badly as we need allies, as earnestly
as we may desire not to go alone, we can-
not in honor or in safety accept part-
time allegiance from our allies. Those
who play with a common enemy com-
mercially can never be expected to ficht
him wholeheartedly. Such allies are a
luxury and a burden that we cannot
afford. Certainly the time is now when
other nations must decide their course of
action, choose their friends or their
would-be conquerors.

Communism is the world public enemy
No. 1. Its objective is world domina-
tion and slavery. In such a fight there
can be no neutrality, no interested ob-
servers. Our country did not draw the
line. It was drawn by Russia.
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“Which side are you on?” may not be
in diplomatic language, but it is a ques-
tion which demands an answer in keep-
ing with the stark realities of this period
of international violence. Traffic with
the enemy is immoral and world-wide
guerrilla warfare cannot be a steady diet.

Mr, Speaker, we have no alternative.
We must achieve victory in Korea. If
we cannot do this, then it would appear
utterly ridiculous while we talk of buy-
ing time to talk, at the same time, of
preparing for a so-called big war,

I know the flood of stock answers to
such a statement, such answers as “That
would be an entirely different matter,”
that “in such a war we could bring to
bear all of our mighty resources,” and
so forth. But such answers are not
satisfactory.

Little war or big war, the death of our
boys is real, the liberty and the freedom
of our land is imperiled. We must de-
cisively win or we lose. Little war or
big war, the arena may be different, but
the game is the same. It is played for
keeps.

Mr. Speaker, the so-called big war
can come only as a result of the actions
of Russia, directly or indirectly. Only
fools would look with favor on a war with
Russia, but only fools could conclude that
we are at peace with Russia. Her pres=
ent Government is evil and untrust-
worthy, without principles or decency.

It is my considered judgment that
there can be no peace upon this earth so
long as the present Government of Rus-
sia exists, and follows its avowed objec-
tives, world domination and world slav-
ery. Such a conclusion leaves little lee-
way. The present Government of Rus-
sia is one that must fall or be replaced
by one that can live in the community
of nations, or she must be outlawed,
isolated, or destroyed.

The United Nations was born out of
the hope and ideals of average people
throughout the world. It was a prayer-
ful expression shared by every good
heart that man would abolish war as a
means of settling disputes among na-
tions. It can survive and be useful only
if its courage matches its idealistic
birth.

The United Nations cannot be inde-
cisive, fearful, or the tool of any great
power. It cannot condone aggression
under whatever ruse it is perpetrated.
Outlaws, world outlaws, strong or weak,
must be branded as such and brought to
justice.

The United Nations must participate
in a world-wide mobilization of physical
and moral strength to defeat the enemy.
If it has not the character or the
strength to do this, then it is a useless
failure. Peace is an objective worth
striving for, living for, and dying for. It
is forth sacrifice, but one thing is certain,
the striving, the sacrifice, and the dying
must be equalized, shared by all, to bring
true and lasting peace.

Mr. Speaker, neither this Govern-
ment nor any other government has the
richt to buy time with other people’s
blood and remain, at the same time,
a half-alerted people and government.
Our war is against communism, whose
chief proponent is Russia.

All of the available evidence leads to
but one conclusion, Russia is responsible
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for the invasion of South Korea and the
intervention of Chinese Communists.

Russia will go to war when she feels
that she can defeat the United States
and other free peoples. The only peace
that the present Russian Government
can tolerate is one in which she can con-
tinue her conquest. To this day the only
defense advanced is that the free nations
develop such a military posture as to
discourage Russia from attacking any-
where in the world.

There are few who would choose war
over peace, few who would fail to sup-
port with money and enthusiasm a sound
plan for peace, but it must be a sound
plan, and not a dream. If must be gaged
to realities, the realities of a cruel world.
It must be a plan that we, the common
people, can understand and approve.
We understand war and we hate it, but
we do not fear it, Mr. Speaker, for out
of it has emerged our country and its
freedom.

We do not understand diplomacy and
we put little faith and trust in it. So
often diplomacy seems fo consist of ele-
ments of governments trying to keep
peaceful little folks in a stew and a fight,
The truth is that world-wide respon-
sibility in an atomic age caught us un-
prepared. For weeks high level investi-
gations are being conducted, and yet
men die in Korea.

It seems to me that our present task
is simple. We ought to quit talking so
much and start working and fighting
with and for those who fight for us.

Mr. Speaker, I realize all too well
that I have not solved all of our prob=
lems, or perhaps, not any of them by
making this statement. I do sincerely
hope, however, that I have called to your

_ attention what I believe to be the most

compelling and urgent problem—rvictory
in Korea. As I stand here now—at this
momeni—the Communists are massing
men and matériel in Korea, hoping to
destroy our armies. Have we provided
and sent sufficient planes? Have we
provided and sent sufficient tanks, guns,
men, and matériel? Have we, Mr.
Speaker, done our besti Have we
joined the war with our troops in Korea?
I think not.

0ld scldiers may never die, but young
soldiers do. Is not it time that we mo-
mentarily forget old soldiers and remem-
ber the young ones?

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

Mr. LYLE. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr, McCORMACK. I had the honor
yesterday afternoon of having as a visi-
tor one of our distinguished American
soldiers, who commanded a famous regi-
ment in South Korea. Although a young
man of only 28 years of age, he is al-
ready a brigadier general. I sat in the
presence of that fine officer, that brave
man, that fine American, and asked him
many questions, What noticeably im-
pressed me was his pride in the American
soldier. He said, “Those boys over there
are great fighters. Their morale is high.
There is no finer fighter in the world than
the American soldier who is fighting in
Korea.” That came from the lips of one
who is just back here, who was in Eorea
prior to June 25 of last year, who com-
manded a famous regiment, who was

s
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sent on special missions and special work,
and who goes over to Europe in the near
future for service with General Eisen-
hower. I should like the record to show
the great pride he had in and the great
tribute he paid to the American soldier
who is serving and fighting in Korea.

Mr. LYLE. I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts. I might say that
if the Congress of the United States had
half the courage and the guts of the
American soldier we would gét this thing
over with in just a little while.

Mr. CANFIELD., Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. LYLE. I yield to the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. CANFIELD. Ialsohad a thrilling
experience within the last few days. I
went out to Walter Reed Hospital last
week and communed for a time with
those boys who have their legs off and
their arms off, and who recently returned
from Korea. They, like the gentleman
in the well of the House, want this war
to end in victory, a real victory, not in
any stalemate.

Mr. LYLE. Yes. Iam surethey would
join the gentleman and me in saying that
they are tired of hearing all of the
bickering and the accusing and all of the
senseless talk, because it is an American
problem, and only & solid, decisive victory
and destruction of the enemy can justify
the blood price we paid in Korea.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LYLE. I yield.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I have a
high respect for the gentleman from
Texas. I want to be sure I get his point.
I wonder if he could not be a little more
specific as to what he calls the senseless
talk. Icertainly appreciate there is some
senseless talk, but does the gentleman
mean to say that the Congress and the
committees of the Congress should not
concern themselves with the question as
to whether the strategy which has been
used in Korea and the limitations that
have been placed upon our troop move-
ments and so forth in Korea are sound
or not? Does the gentleman believe we
should not be going into those things at
this time?

Mr. LYLE. No, I do not believe we
should not.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I just
wanted to be sure that I was not misun-
derstanding the gentleman.

Mr. LYLE. The gentleman knows
what I am talking about. I mean in the
sense of the cheap political profit that
has been tried to be made out of this
terrible situation in which young Ameri-
cans are dying. Of course, I want the
Congress to understand all of the prob-
lems. Of course, I want the Congress to
have full hearings and full discussions.
But I would like to see honest and sincere
and decent investigation and discussion,
because only that sort of conduct is
worthy of the soldiers we have over there.
Cheap political chicanery and statements
just are not part of the American system
that we have at this moment.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. May I
say I concur fully in that statement by
the gentleman.

Mr. LYLE. I am sure you do.
sure you do.

Mr.

Iam
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Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LYLE, I yield.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
know the gentleman wants to see these
men who have so grievously suffered and
been wounded so badly have every bene-
fit that they can receive and all of the
benefits that World War I veterans have
received.

Mr. LYLE. So much so that I would
like to give them back their legs and
their eyes and their arms, but of course
that is something that we cannot do.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. But
we can give them everything we can to
approximate giving them back what they
have lost.

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

Mr. LYLE. I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr, PRIEST. I am reluctant to in-
terrupt such a fine speech by the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas. I think
we can all appreciate very much the
speech he is making at this time, the
timeliness of it and the challenge that
is in it. I feel very strongly, and I think
the gentleman will agree with me, that
the hour has come when we should use
every weapon at our disposal inside
Korea to bring victory there. Does the
gentleman agree with me?

Mr. LYLE., Anything else is criminal.

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

Mr. LYLE, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. PATMAN. I want to express my
appreciation to the gentleman for his
remarks. I value his remarks highly on
any subject and especially on the sub-
ject he is now discussing. I well remem=-
ber that the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Lyie] spent a long time in the front line
of battle in World War II. He is an out-
standing American patriot and the Mem-
bers of this great body are proud of him.
It was from the battlefield in Italy dur-
ing the latter part of World War II that
he was elected to the Congress of the
United States although he was not a
candidate. He knows war firsthand. He
served as an enlisted man and served as
an officer in many battles where Ameri-
can soldiers were killed and injured all
around him. He knows their problems.
He knows what an old soldier who never
dies thinks as well as a young soldier who
gets killed upon the battlefield. I per-
sonally appreciate Major LyLE’s remarks.
I would like to ask the gentleman one
question. Does the gentleman believe
that although the Korean war is not a
declared war, it comes nearer being a
war that was initiated, at least com-
menced by unanimous consent of the
American people and especially the
American Congress, than any other war
in history?

Mr, LYLE. I think so.

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

- Mr. LYLE. I yield.

_ Mr. CANFIELD. I, too, wish to com-
mend the gentleman for the remarks he
has made in the well of the House this
afternoon and for the calm, dispassion-
ate way in which he addressed himself to
the subject. I hope that our friends

Mr,
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among the United Nations will take note
of the two very important resolutions ap-
proved unanimously by our body this
afternoon and will understand that we,
the representatives of the American peo-
ple, feel very deeply on those subjects
and that they, our friends among the
United Nations, will follow through in
behalf of the free peoples on this earth.

Mr. LYLE. They have little choice. I
think that with the world situation as it
is there is not any middle ground; there
is not any ground for neutrality; they
are either with us or they are against us.
It is a fight for the survival of freedom
and decency and human dignity.

Mr. CANFIELD. In the vernacular of
the street, the chips are down, and they
must produce or else,

Mr. LYLE. The gentleman is correct.

SPECIAL ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr.
BurnsipE]l. Under the previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, PaTMaNn] is recognized for 15 min-
utes.

(Mr. Patman asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include an article from the
New York Times.)

DANGERS OF FASCISM

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the New
York Times of today, Tuesday, May 15,
1951, contains the following very inter-
esting article about Fascists organizing a
world alliance:

Fascists ORGANIZE A WORLD ALLIANCE—NEO-
Nazis FrRom E-GHT COUNTRIES SET UPr INTER-
NATIONAL BoDY AT RALLY IN SWEDEN

(By George Axelsson)

MALMOE, SWEDEN, May 13.—A new neo-
Nazi international movement was founded
here today by 30 Fascist leaders from eight
different lands to the accompaniment of
clanking Hitlerlan jack boots, shouts of
“Heil Hitler” and theatrical salutations with
outstretched left hands.

The leaders were supported by about
seventy other representatives from Sweden,
Germany, Italy, France, Belgium, Switzer-
land, Trieste, Denmark, and Norway, and by
850 steady and 150 casual supporters.

The rank and file are mostly students, who
applauded ostentatiously, intellectuals and
simple workmen from the local textile, ship-
building, and municipal undertakings.

The hosts of the meeting were the New
Swedish Movement of the Swedish Opposi-
tion, which has its roots in the naive Swed-
ish National Socialist organization started
at Upsala University and elsewhere in the
early days of Hitler in 1930. This parent
body dwindled about 1940 when the Swedes
were dumbfounded by the Hitler-Stalin pact,
It was refounded in 1941 on a strictly anti-
Conumunist basis when Hitler invaded the
Soviet Union only to fade away when Hitler
perished in 1945.

With the weakening east-west wartime
alliance, the movement was founded again
in 1949 and acquired its present name,

The motivating force of the movement is
Per Engdahl. He is a small ascetic man with
abnormal short-sightedness.

During the war, Mr. Engdahl was backed
by many wealthy Nazi sympathizers but he
says tue movement is now self-supporting.
He edits an extremist periodical The Way
Forward and boasts of 4,000 followers.

Yesterday’s march along Malmoe's main
square was followed today by the annual
general meeting of the Swedish opposition
with foreign guests present. Tomorrow the
new international organization will go into
committee and will choose a name, Tuesday
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an international agenda will be drafted and
the gathering will break up.

The leading foreign representatives pres-
ent are Dr. Franz Richter, member of the
West Germany Parliament for the Socialist
Reich party; Henri de Bonnifacio, chairman
of the National French Committee repre-
senting 14 assorted Nationalist move-
ments; Jean Walther, editor of the French
Student Organ Occident; Signor Lanciari of
Italy, who according to Per Engdahl regards
Mussolini as “a portent of a timeless tradi-
tion of which fasclsm was not the last
word"'; Mr. Jordan, propaganda chief of the
Danish Reform Movement; Helge Gronstad,
general secretary of the Norwegian Social
Betterment Movement, who served a sen-
tence for quislingism; and Arne Bergsvik,
another Norwegian extremist.

Among those who expressed solidarity with
the Malmoe rally but did not manage to get
here are Sir Oswald Mosley, leader of the
British Union of Fascists; Otto Scorzeny,
who rescued Mussolini from an Alpine for-
tress and planned Hitler’s last stand; Johan
van Dyck of Belgilum and Captain Larum of
the Danish National Socialist party.

Beside the national flags with which the
movement marched through the streets yes-
terday and stacked at headquarters today
are the Stars and Stripes, the Union Jack
and St. Andrews banner of Czarist Russia.

One of the main objectives of the move-
ment is to penetrate United States and Brit-
ish democratic organizations by taking ad-
vantage of the rising tide of anticommunism,

I want you to notice that last phrase:
“By taking advantage of the rising tide
of anticommunism.”

On the floor of this House a number
of times I have commended the Members
of Congress for their fights against com-
munism. I know that we should have
done everything, and we did, within our
power to destroy the threat of commu-
nism in this country. We do not like
communism at home or abroad, and we
have been right in our opposition to
communism and fighting communism
every inch of the way, but at the same
time I was warning the Congress of the
danger of an approach of an enemy
from the right as the Communist enemy
approached us from the left, that this
enemy from the right could be just as
devastating and destructive as the en-
emy from the left. There is no differ-
ence, or at least there is slight difference,
between communism and fascism; they
both lead to dictatorship. In arriving
at that dictatorship there is a difference
in the method used, it is true; but when
they get to the goal, commuism and
fascism are exactly the same, because
each is a totalitarian government. Per-
sonally I think that the Fascist-minded
people and the Fascist people in the
United States look with great favor upon
the rise of the commuistic movement in
this country and they do not look with
great favor on the destruction of com-
munism for the reason that they want
communism to remain for the purpose
of having something to fight and hold
up as being so horrible no decent Amer-
ican citizen could embrace it and having
that feeling the American people will be
softer and will submit easier to fascism
approaching us from the right.

I think that is exactly what happened
in Italy. I think that is what happened
in Germany. The people were led to
believe that communism was so bad and
the leaders were right in teaching the
peop}e how horrible and how bad com-
munism was, buf these same leaders
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failed to teach them that fasecism was
just as devastating and just as destruc-
tive, So when they reached that proper
point it was easy for the people hating
communism to the extent they did fo
gladly and willingly embrace the alterna-
tive of fascism. That is exactly what
they did in those two great countries and
what will be attempted here.

Mr. LYLE, Mr, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr, PATMAN. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. LYLE. I was thumbing through
the Recorp a few days ago and I was
startled to find that communism ap-
peared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
some 5 to 10 times more often than
the word “Americanism.” I wonder if
we cannot make a better contribution
to the future young Americans who must
carry these burdens if occasionally
somewhere down the line we put in some
of the elements that make for Ameri-
eanism and what it is. Would the gen-
tleman let me cite one example?

I had a young lady working for me;
she was very satisfactory. BShe came
into my office the other day and asked:
“Do you know I am a Catholic?” I said,
“No, I did nol know you were a Catho-
lic.” She laughed. Just think of it,
nowhere in all the world can people go
to work for the Covernment, do satis-
factory work, and others not even know
what religion they have. That is an ele-
ment of Americanism. We should not
overlook other Americanisms when we
get so enthusiastic in chasing com-
munism around because our Ameri-
canism is the one great saving in the
world and we ought to put something in
the REecorp occasionally about it.

Mr. PATMAN. I thank the gentle-
man for his contribution,

This last phrase here I again invite
your attention to. In faet I will read
the sentence again:

One of the main objectives of the move=
ment is to penetrate United Btates and
British democratic organizations by taking
advantage of the rising tide of anticom-
munism.

In other words, these Fascist groups
believe that the American people have
become soft, they are distrustful, they
have too much bickering, too much dis-
unity, too much confusion to resist a
strong Pascist movement at this time.
They have been interested in fighting
communism, so these people say, and
now is the time to walk in with fascism
as the alternative.

We certainly hope it does not happen
here in the United States, but it can hap-
pen here. There are many things hap-
pening today that will be water on the
wheel, 50 to speak, of the Fascist move-
ment in this country, starting abroad
that is true, but there are lots of Fascist-
minded people as well as Fascists in the
United States.

DEFRESSION POSSIBLE

It is possible for us to have & depres-
sion right here in the grand old United
States when we are enjoying a time of
the greatest prosperity in our history.
It is possible for us to slide into one of
the worst depressions and panics this
country has ever had., Many things are
heppening that could be cited as evi-
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dence that something like that is pos-
sible and it fits right into the Fascist
fight.

I shall not go into it in this discus=-
sion, but in conclusion I want to warn
the American people, I want to warn the
American Congress, that communism is
not the only threat we have; that
fascism is just as devastating and just as
destructive, and while we shall continue
and we must continue on the alert
against any efforts of the Communists
to get any kind of a hold on our coun-
try, let us remain on the alert against
the Fascists getting any kind of hold on
our country. Many people are guick to
condemn communism, and I am certain-
Iy glad that they do, but it would be more
pleasing to me if they, in the same breath
or in the same sentence or the same
speech, somewhere, would also condemn
fascism. They are working hand in
hand, and, although their methods are
different, the goal of each is the same
and it leads but to one goal, and that is
totalitarianism, which we must not have
in the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under
previous order of the House the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs.
Rocers] is recognized for 10 minutes.

APPRECIATION OF THE SPEECH MADE BY
THE GENTLEMAN FROM TEXAS, MR.
LYLE

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.,
Speaker, I would like to speak with deep
appreeciation of the very fine speech made
by a great soldier and patriot, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr., LyLe]l. It was
one of the finest speeches I ever heard
and one of the finest speeches of appre~
ciation of the men who are fighting and
dying for us. Iknow it will mean a great
deal to them, because I believe today
they wonder why more people do not
talk about them; why more is not done
in the way of giving them the—I do not
call them benefits—services that the men
of other wars have received, and I know
the gentleman is so interested in having
them receive every benefit. Twelve of
them are coming to the Capitol tomor-
row regarding legislation pertaining to
automobiles. It seems rather strange
that they have to come and speak for
themselves, but such seems to be the
case.

FOREIGN POLICY—ARMING OF THE CHINESE

COMMUNISTS

During hearings before the House For-
eign Affairs Committee in the Seventy-
ninth Congress as a member of that
committee I asked the present Secretary
of State some questions which are still
unanswered and which I am hopeful will
be asked and answered before the inves-
tigations of our far-eastern policy in this
Congress are completed.

The reason I think these questions
have a bearing today is that under the
policies which the State Department
adopted toward China at that time, and
which have continued until, at least, the
Chinese Comm- nist intervention in the
Eorean war, we have suffered some 70,-
goodcasualt.les and more than 10,000

ead,

I have talked to wounded victims of
this Korean war, and I know they are
confused and puzzled as to how this con-
flict came about and its background.
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The hearings I refer to were on H. R.
6795, a bill presented by the Secretary of
State, which purported to provide mili-
tary advice and assistance to the Repub-
lic of China, but which, the hearings
brought-out, was designed also to give
military training and equipment to Chi-
nese Communist forces, so that they
could be amalgamated into a new non-
political army, as Mr, Acheson, then Un-
der Secretary of State, described it in his
testimony.

I wish to say that to the very great
credit of the Congress no final action
was taken on this particular bill, but
policies advanced by Mr. Acheson then
were pursued, and questions asked by
members of the committee were never
answered.

The hearings were never published,
and for that reason I think it is particu-
larly pertinent to bring portions of the
testimony to the attention of the House
today. =

During the hearings the following eol-
loquy took place, while the then Secre-
tary War, Mr. Patterson, was testifying:

Mrs. Rogens. Mr. Becretary, the War De-
partment did not write this bill?

Becretary PaTTErsoN. I believe the bill was
grgalfged in the State Department, is that not

Mr. AcuesoN. In the State, War, and Navy
Coordinating Committee; by the three De-
partments.

Mrs, RocErs. Who actually wrote 1£?

Mr. AcHEsoN. The whole committee,

Mrs. RocErs, Who is on the committee?

Mr, AcHesoN, I think the Assistant Sec-
retary of State, Mr, Dunn, Assistant and
Secretary of War Patterson, and Assistant
Secretary of the Navy, now Under Secretary,
Mr. Sullivan. .

Mrs. RocERS, Who was the legal adviser?

Secretary PAarTErRsoN. I do not know.

Mrs. RoGERs. Was It the Under Secretary?

Secretary PATTErRsSON. There is no scarcity
of lawyers in that committee, or any other.

Mr. Epecker, my Congressional Direc-
tory for June 1946, the time these hear-
ings were in progress, fails to list a State,
War, and Navy Coordinating Committee,
It does list a State Department Coordi-
nating Committee with Dean Acheson as
chairman. Among its members were
Alger Hiss and John Carter Vincent. Mr.
Hiss also is listed as Director of the Of-
fice of Special Political Affairs. Mr,
Vincent is listed as Director of the Ofiice
of Far Eastern Affairs. Both positions,
as you knov'. had an important bearing
or. the matter before the committee at
that time. I think my question, which
was never answered, was pertinent then
and that it is pertinent today in the
light of the tragedy we are undergoing
now in Korea.

I stated in my interrogatory, and I
quote from the transcript, the original
trapscript and the only copy that I know
to be available:

Mrs. RocErs, I would be interested to know
who actually drafted it.

Referring to the bill.

Further on I commented:

There is no protection in the bill against
giving away military secrets.

To which Secretary Patterson replied:

It says that if any information of that
character is turned over it is under condi-
tion that it be nol circulated by the Re-
public of China,



5386

Further on in the record, I com-
mented:

Mrs. RocERs, If the State Department is
going to run our military policy 1 think it
is a very good time to bring the matter up.

Referring to the size of our own Mili-
tary Establishment, which Mr. Patter-
son had stated could be reduced from
1,550,000 in July of that year to 1,070,000
by July of the following year:

Secretary PaTTERsON. The State Depart-
ment has never said we could not have more
men than that.

My colleague on the committee, Mr.
Vorys, then asked:
Is there fighting going on mow in China?

To which the Secretary replied:

I believe there is fighting going on sporad-
ically in Manchuria.

Now I think we should turn to Mr.
Acheson, which brings us to the nub of
this controversy.

Mr. Acheson presented a telegram
from Gen. George C. Marshall, then in
China, dated June 18, 1946, the day pre-
vious to the hearing, in which General
Marshall stated:

The purpose of the bill presented to the
Congress by the Secretary of State is to sup-
port the American program of creating a
stable and friendly China.

You will note, Mr. Speaker, that Gen-
eral Marshall made no reference to a
State, War, and Navy coordinating com-
mittee. General Marshall continued:

The assistance to Chinese ground forces
authorized in the bill would be carried out
in accordance with the program of re-
organization and integration of National
government and Chinese Communist armies
agreed upon by Government and Communist
representatives. g

Without passage of the bill the President
and myself would lack authorization to
carry out a phase of American policy toward
Cuina which appears vital to the success of
our announced policy.

American assistance as contemplated under
the bill to supplement the efforts of the
Chinese themselves, would serve to create
in China ground, air, and naval forces mod-
ern in character and of gufficient strength
and effectiveness to contribute materially
to stability in the Far East.

Further, Secretary Acheson states—
and this is from the official transecript:

The Communist forces were lacking in the
type of organization, training, and equip-
ment which would have made practicable
their incorporation into a new nonpolitical
national army.

Mr. Speaker I think it is important to
note that from Mr. Acheson’s own lips
the Commun:st forces in 1946 were lack-
ing in the type of organization, training,
and equipment to fulfill the role the
State Department had assigned to them
at that time. -

I continue to read from the official
transcript of Mr. Acheson’s testimony:

The Communist leaders have asked, and
General Marshall has agreed—

And this is Mr. Acheson speaking—

that their integration with the other forces
be preceded by a brief period of United States
training, and by the supply of minimum
guantities of equipment.

Further on Mr. Acheson stated:

I can only emphasize to this committee the
very great concern of the State Department
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that General Marshall's task be facilitated in
carrying out the program he has proposed.

I think the House will be interested
in some of the subsequent questioning
in this hearing, and in Mr. Achescn’s re-
sponses, particularly in view of the fact,
as I said before, that the hearings
have never been printed, and that no
extra copies of the transcript are avail-
able to any Member of Congress, includ-
ing members of the committee, Let me
repeat an answer to a question asked at
that time by my distinguished colleague
[Mr. EaTON].

Secretary—then Under Secretary—
Acheson contributed a four-and-one-
half-page statement, in which he said,
in part:

The Chinese Army is now estimated to
contain approximately 300 divisions of some
10,000 to 12,000 men each., The strensth of
the Communist army is estimated at pres-
ent to be one-fourth as great. To effect a
solution and to combine these forces into
one Chinese Army will require a flexible and
adequate authority. Under the reorganiza-
tion which General Marshall proposes this
enormous number of troops will be inte-
grated into a new and well-trained peace-
time army of reasonable size. It is impos-
sible for me to give you in detall this pro-
posal at this time but the ultimate goal is
an army of some 60 divisions.

Mr. O'EONSEKI. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?
ﬁnﬁrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I

eld.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Does the gentle-
woman mean to say that the Under Sec-
retary of State Dean Acheson recom-
mended taking in the Communists into
the Chinese Army which was one-fourth
the size of the Nationalist Chinese Army?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
am reading a direct quotation from Mr.
Acheson.

Mr. O'KONSKI. He actually recom-
mended that?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. That
is in the direct quotation. The reason
I am giving it at this late hour is be-
cause I want the Recorp to have it so that
we may be forewarned for the future.
Further, Secretary Acheson states, and
this is from the official transcript which
I am quoting:

The Communist forces were lacking in the
type of organization, training, and equip-
ment which would have made practical their
integration into a new nonpolitical national
army.

Think of that.

Mr, Speaker, I think it is important to
note from Mr. Acheson’s own lips the
Communist forces in 1946 were lacking
in the type of organization, training, and
equipment to fulfill the role the State
Department had assigned to them at that
time.

Continuing to read from the official
transeript of Mr. Acheson’s testimony, I
quote:

The Communist leaders have asked and
General Marshall has agreed—

And this is Mr. Acheson speaking—

that their integration with the other forces
be preceded by a brief period of United
Btates training and by the supply of mini-
mum quantities of equipment.

Further, Mr. Acheson stated:

I can only emphasize to this committee the
very great concern of the State Department
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that General Marshall’s task be facilitated in
carrying out the program he has proposed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr,
BurnsmE). The time of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts has expired.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, if there is no objection on the
part of Members who have special orders
following, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 additional minutes.

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

There was no objection.

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

I\it[;s ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
yielidq. 2

Mr. CANFIELD. Do I understand the
gentlewoman to tell us that the testi-
mony she is now reading indicates that
Mr. Acheson recommended the training
of Chinese Communist troops by Ameri-
can officers?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes;
I am reading the quotation. This is in
the transcript of the Foreign Affairs
Committee, and is taken from that
transecript:

The Communist leaders have asked, and
General Marshall has agreed—

And this is Mr. Acheson speaking—
that their integration with the other forces
be preceded by a brief period of United States

training and by a supply of minimum quan-
tities of equipment.

Mr. Acheson states further:

I can only emphasize to this committee
the very great concern of the State Depart=-
ment that General Marshall’s task be facili-
tated in carrying out the program he has
proposed.

I think the House would be interested
in some of the subsequent questioning
in this hearing, and in Mr. Acheson'’s re-
sponses, particularly in view of the fact,
as I said before, that the hearings have
never been printed and no extra copies
of the transcript are available to any
Member of the Congress, including the
members of the committee.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?
wl\iié*s. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I

eld.

O’KONSKI. Will the gentle-
woman be kind enough to put this full
transcript into the REecorp and the
source of it?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes,
I am giving you the direct quotations
and when the gentleman reads it in the
Recorp he will see the direct quotations,
particularly of my own questions and the
answers of the witnesses.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Has any publication
ever been made of this before?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Not
that I know of. I made a short state-
ment and the papers carried it pretty
much all over the country, but it was not
so complete a statement.

Mr. O'’KONSKI. I think the gentle-
woman has contributed more in digging
out the background of the mess that we
are in than has been accomplished by the
hearings of the other body so far for the
past 2 weeks.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. X
was very anxious at the time regarding
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the arming of Communist China, as my
questions indicate, and I have been
very anxious steadily ever since to know
what has been going on in the way of
arming and helping the Communists the
way England has been arming and help-
ing the Communists.

On Saturday two people of English
descent told me that they did not want
General MacArthur, which I thought
was a great impertinence. He has been
winning their battles for them, but they
have insisted on arming Red China.

I notice on page 8 of your statement, Mr.
Secretary, that General Marshall arranged
for the training by our American people,
with the use of American equipment, of
certaln Communist leaders who are to be-
come incorporated into the national army.
Are those fellows now fighting the national
army in Manchuria?

Now listen to this answer by the Sec-
retary. I quote:
Mr, AcHEsON. No.

Then he resumes:

I think the situation is this, Mr. Esron,
I do not believe that any such fraining has
gone on in the past or is now going on.

Mr. Acheson continuing:

What General Marshall was asked to do,
and agreed to do, and what is necessary to
be done, is that when the plan for the amal-
gamation of the two armies is accepted, and
begins to go into effect, those units of the
Communist army which are golng to be

ted with the national army will
receive a period of training from 60 to 90
days before they march out to join their
opposite numbers in the other army. The
plan roughly contemplates that a certain
number of months from the day It Is to go
into effect, certain divisions of the Commu-
nist army and certain divislons of the Na-
tionalist army will be amalgamated. When
that occurs, it is essential that the troops
from the Communiut side which go into
the troops of the new Chinese army have
& minimum of the same sort of training
that their compatriots have had. Some of
the divisions in the present natlonal army
have been trained by United States forces,
These American training forces that we are
talking about will be forces that will take
a Communist outfit which is to be amalga=
mated with the new army and put it in
shape so that it can readily go into the
outfit. That is the program.

I asked the Secretary this question,
and quote from the transcript:

Mrs, Rocers. Mr, Secretary, how many
Communists is it anticipated will be trained
under the proposed plan?

Mr. AcgEsoN. I think that they will try
to take all the units that are going to be
put into the nmew army immediately pre-
ceding their joining the new army and give
them a 60- or 80-day schooling.

Mrs. Rogers, But can you glve us any ap-
proximate number that will be trained?

Mr. AcuEeson. I do not know. If the total
size of the army is going to be 60 divisions,
I do not know what proportion of the per-
sonnel would be Communist,

Mrs. Rogers. Could you get that propor-
tion for us?

Mr. AcaesoN. The information that I have
handed me is that of the 60 divislons which
are contemplated, the personnel which would
be equivalent of 50 divisions will come from
the national army and the personnel which
would be equivalent of 10 divisions will come
from the Communist army.

I asked the Secretary also:

Do you think that China will turn to Rus-
gia if we do not offer the assistance—
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To which he replied:

Mr. AcuesoN. I have no views on that sub-
Ject. I am sure that we will assist China. I
do not think I want to speculate on what
would happen if we did not.

Mrs. Rocers. Is there any way we could
have an agreement with China—and remem-
ber we are talking about training and mili-
tary equipment for the Chinese Communist
forces—Is there any way we could have an
agreement with China whereby she would
not used our arms against us?

Here is Mr. Acheson's reply, and I
hope the Members of the House will take
particular note:

Mr. AcaesoN. Well, I suppose that we have
that in the United Nations Charter. There
all the nations agree that they will not em=-
ploy force against any country except in ac-
cordance with the principles and under the
procedure of the Charter. Under the princi-
ples and procedure of the Charter, if any-
one wished to employ force against us, I am
sure we would veto that. They will not do
it. That is the technical and legal answer
to your questions. I think we can rest as-
sured that the Chinese will not do that.

Mrs. Rocers. I suppose-a fight could start
before that was decided, could it not?

Mr, AceEsoN. Do you mean that the Chi-
nese would attack us? I do not think so.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that we
should not go into that.

Mr, Acueson. I am sure that we do not
need to worry.

Mr. Speaker, there we have the record,
and the assurances given to a highly
important committee of this Congress
by Mr. Acheson, as long ago as 1946,
that we “do not need to worry.”

Well, we have many wounded boys
lying now out at Walter Reed, and at the
Bethesda Naval Hospital, and in service
hospitals all over the counfry as a result
of our—shall I say—misguided State
Department policies. I think we did
need to worry then, and I think we do
need to worry now.

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

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I

yield.

Mr. CANFIELD. The gentlewoman
just desecribed to us what appears to have
been an American project undertaken
by the State Department back in 1946,

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. As
proven by the testimony, undoubtedly.

Mr. CANFIELD. She has made refer-
ence to a bill before her committee which
was the House Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. And
which the House never passed.

We had assurances then that we did
not need to worry and that if the Chinese
Communists made any moves toward
aggression we would veto that—and I am
quoting Mr. Acheson—in the United
Nations.

Some of the defenders of Mr. Acheson
and the State Department are making a
great to-do today over their claim that
Gen. Douglas MacArthur did not be-
lieve the Red Chinese would intervene
in Korea. Whether he did not believe
so is obscure, and we have only a pur-
ported and partial record obtained by
eavesdropping at Wake Island.

But this statement by Mr. Acheson
that I have quoted is on the record, and
on the record before this Congress.
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As long ago as 1946 Mr. Acheson was
giving this Congress complete assurance
that we need not worry, that China
would never attack us, and that we would
veto that if and whenever they might
move in that direction.

I think it is time that Mr. Acheson
explain what inspired his beliefs then—
and his evasions—and what his views
are today in this tragic matter so that
we may know if he still believes as he did
then, and I quote again from the official
transcript:

Mr., AcuHesoN. I am sure that we do not
need to worry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the previous order of the House the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LaNE]
is recognized for 10 minutes.

GRAIN FOR INDIA

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, on February
12, President Truman asked Congress to
pass an aid to India bill to provide grain
for the relief of that starving country.

A bill can be kept in a state of sus-
pended animation for months, but most
of the 340,000,000 people who barely
exist in the Republic of India cannot
manage this feat.

Nearly 5 months ago, the Government
of India appealed to the United States
for 2,000,000 tons of grain in order to
avert a famine.

The stark facts are these:

Fifty million tons of grain were
needed.

Due to floods, drought, earthquakes,
and the locusts, only 44,000,000 tons
could be harvested. New Delhi only had
enough cash to buy 4,000,000 of the
6,000,000 ton balance required to meet
minimum needs. Moreover, there are no
reserves on hand. Wheat shipments are
rushed to hungry areas and &are con=
sumed immediately. When children cry
for food, some mothers give them mud,
because there is nothing else. These
are not isolated cases. The 2,000,000
tons they ask from our surplus would
keep 100,000,000 Indians who get a pa-
thetic grain ration of 9 ounces a day
alive for 2 months. It would a'so help
to kuild up a little reserve against ship=
ping delays and avert mass starvation.

Must so many die from underrourish-
ment simply because of political differ-
ences between the Governments of the
United States and India?

This was not our policy toward Yugo-
slavia, even though that country is a
Communist state, while India is not.
It is one thing to be provoked by the
failure of Pandit Nehru and his govern-
ment to give us at least moral support
in the struggle to contain aggression. I
do not believe that this attitude should
be carried over to the poverty-stricken
people of India. Nor should the aid we
can give be used as a not-so-polite form
of pressure to gain concessions from
them.

‘We, with our abundance, are the cnes
who are really on trial before nearly
half the world’s population that is but
one meal away from starvation in Asia.
While we defer or debate, and are kinder
to our dogs and cats than we are to our
fellow human beings, these millions who
wither on the bone cannot stomach the
the “word meals” that we offer them.
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No wonder we are losing the propa-
ganda war in the Far East.

It should be apparent to everyone by
now that communism thrives on hunger
and misery. And the way to check its
spread through distressed areas is to
send the grain that is urgently needed.
After that we can help substandard
areas to build up their own economies
so that there will be food and gainful
employment for their peoples.

{ - If we who have the extra food, fail
to help the people of India, they may
turn in desperation to the Communist
regimes of China and Russia who may
promise wheat and rice—and even send
a little—in exchange for hidden con-
cessions. Even a promise, partly ful-
filled, is better than the interminable
delay that will be regarded as denial.
| There is no time, when a man is starv-
ing, to criticize him lengthily, beczuse
_his political opinions do not exactly co-
incide with ours. He is more apt fo
respond in friendly fashion after the
gnawing pangs of hunger have been
eased, because we have been a friend
to him in his need.

All the peoples of Asia have the notion
that our high standard of living is the
result of the raw materials we bought
from them at a beggar's price. They
believe that we got abundance in ex-
change for the coolie wages that dribbled
down to them. If we do not erase this
misconception, communism will sweep
over Asia, and then it will be too late for
us to prevent this tragedy and this
danger. There is still a little time leff
in which we can regain the initiative.
And the first step is to provide food for
the famine-stricken areas.

I should like to see this done for hu-
manitarian reasons alone, for that would
be true to the neighborly character of
the American people.

On the sidelines of this vast misery,
however, and anxious to exploit it in a
manner that bodes no good for the peo-
ple of India, is the Communist con-
spiracy. Its methods are cynical, de-
vious, and unrelenting. To checkmate
them, we must be realistic.

That is why I bring up the factor of
marganese, and the vital role it plays in
the production of the weapons necessary
for our defense.

Soviet Russia is the prime producer of
this strategic mineral, while the United
States is able to scrape up within its bor-
ders only 9 percent of the quantity that
it requires, for the manufacture of steel.
Since the spring of 1948, when we cut off
shipment of war materials to the Com-
munist sphere of influence, exports of
manganese from the Soviet Union to the
United States, have all but ceased.

It was then that we turned to India,
poor in food, but able to supply us with
one-third of the manganese cre that we
need for industry, for defense, and for
the emergency stockpile. If it had not
been for transportation difficulties, we
could have obtained more. Using ships
for one-way hauls is wasteful.

Happily, by shipping food to India, we
will have empty bottoms which can be
used to bring back a basic industrial ma=
terial vhich we lack. Helping India’s
food needs wili help our own need for
critical manganese.
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If grain is sent to India only at a price,
or if we insist that its purchase be
financed by a loan, we will not be able
to get sufficient manganese which is es=
sential as a steel-hardening agent.

When you come right down to cases,
we cannot adopt a superior attitude in
this crisis. Events coulc take the power
of decision away from us and we would
then be the victims of our own procrasti-
nation.

In answer to those who say that grain
should not be given as an outright grant,
the State Department informs us, and I
quote:

India has no funds and no possibility of
earning funds which could be spared to pay
a debt for food. If the United States never=
theless responds to India's request by making
food available only on a loan basis, it would
inevitably be cited both by Soviet propa-
gandists and by pro-Communist influences
in India as demonstrating a lack of true
friendship for India.

When the billions we have spent
through the Marshall plan to halt com-
munism in Europe is contrasted with our
failure to help the peoples of Asia to
raise their subhuman living standards,
the proposal to give emergency assist-
ance to India becomes imperative.

If we do not fill the void with food and
faith, the Reds will beat us to it, and
the global scales will be tipped hopelessly
against us.

When our Nation has a surplus of food
products as in this case, it can afford to
give in the name of humanity.

When it has a shortage of industrial
goods, it should expect other nations to
pay in part for such of these goods as
they want.

I believe that we should help India to
build up her negligible trade balance on
the positive side, so that she can buy
from us the machinery, drugs, and ferti.
ilzer imports which she needs to build up
her agriculture and industry to a self-
sustaining level.

We cannot ruin this prospect at the
very start by exacting payment for the
food grains that are shipped to her for
relief purposes.

Even though the government of India
has indicated its preference for the

simpler terms of the House bill, I think -

that we are in a better position to be
generous.

We can save hundreds of thousands
of lives from the starvation which has
already claimed so many vietims, and
at the same time deal a heavy blow to
Communist propaganda in Asia by
furnishing emergency food aid to India
without strings and without equivo-
cation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr, VELDE] is recog-
nized for 15 minutes.

IS ILLINOIS CHAPTER OF NSA
COMMUNIST DOMINATED?

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Speaker, the stu-
dent body at Bradley University, Peoria,
I1l, will on Friday, May 18 hold a refer-
endum to determine if Bradley shall or
shall not withdraw its membership in
the National Student’s Association. The
NSA is a student organization consisting
of representatives of over 300 American
college and university student govern-
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ments. Bradley University joined the
NSA in February of 1950, with the
understanding that it was organized to
accomplish several objectives, including:

First. Promotion of beneficial aids for
students in colleges and universities
throughout the Nation.

Second. Sponsorship of the purchase-
card system, which provides cooperative
methods to obtain student discounts on
purchases.

Third. Filling the long-existing need
for a representative intercollegiate or-
ganization designed to serve the Ameri-
can student community, and to promote
student interests and welfare.

The Bradley University Student
Council voted to hold this important
referendum next Friday as a result of a
report made by Warren Reynolds, who
was a delegate to an Illinois NSA con-
vention held at Chicago on last April
22 and 23. Delegate Reynolds, accord-
ing to the May 10 issue of the campus
newspaper, the Bradley Scout, reported
substantially as follows:

Illinois colleges and universities in attend-
ance, included De Paul, Rosary, Rockford,
Roosevelt, Chicago, Mundelein, North Cen-
tral, St. Francis, University of Illinois, and
Bradley. Despite the strong opposition of
Delegate Reynolds, the convention voted to
stand opposed to five bills to control sub-
versive activities now pending in the Illinois
State Legislature. The convention also
passed the following resolutions, which were
opposed by the sole Bradley delegate:

1. To implement NSA student bill of rights
on campuses,

2. To oppose all bills to prevent Commu-
nists from teaching.

3. To oppose all loyalty oaths.

4, To urge repeal of the McCarran-Wood
Communist Control Act.

Delegate Reynolds reported that all of
these pro-Communist resolutions were
sponsored by the large delegations from the
University of Chicago and Roosevelt College.

An astute editorial writer for the Brad-
ley Scout comments as follows on this
report:

In the face of the publication of the
Reynolds report on NSA, it is difficult to
fail from noticing the organization’s definite
Roosevelt College-Chicago University domi-
nation with very pink trends. Since Bradley
is a member of this organization, which may
very well have started with fine ideals only
to be shattered by a group of radicals, that
would make every Bradley University student
in a sense a part of it. Therefore, it is very
important that every student should strive
toward finding out all information concern-
ing NSA, both pro and con, and then vote ac-
cordingly. The Scout feels that since this
organization has opposed ideals of the Amer-
ican way of life and has asserted itself as
being subversive, it is the duty of every
student to ald the movement toward the
abandonment of NSA; but, nevertheless,
before you make your decision, consider both
sides. We will publish additional informa-
tion next week.

It is a well known fact that powerful
elements of the Illinois Communist Par-
ty, Young Communist League, and the
American Youth for Democracy have in
the past concentrated their efforts to in-
fluence students and faculties of the
University of Chicago and Roosevelt
College in the Communist movement.
These subversive elements have, through
their treacherous and un-American
maneuvers, been able to place Commu-
nists and Communist-sympathizers in
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control over many student organizations
on the Roosevelt College and University
of Chicago campuses. They apparently
have been able to gain control of the
local chapters of the National Student
Association in these two institutions.
These two chapters in turn have,
through the wusual Communist tech-
nique of divide and conquer gained con-
trol of the offices and policies of the
Il'inois Regional Chapter of NSA.

The National Student Association was
originally organized for perfectly legiti-
mate purposes and there seems to be
little evidence at the present time that
the Communist Party has actually taken
over control of the NSA on a national
level. It is equally a well known fact
that drastic attempts by the Communist
Party and the AYD to infiltrate the or-
ganization on a national level were made
from its very inception. This attempt is
proven by a review of the files of the Un-
American Activities Committee. Mr.
Walter S. Steele stated in testimony be-
fore the Un-American Activities Com-
mittee in July of 1947 as follows:

Young reds are evidencing considerable in-
terest at the present time in a compara-
tively new youth movement, the National
Student’s Organization which was conceived
at a congress of youth held in Chicago late
in 1946.

The interest of the Communists in the
NSA is further shown by articles con-
cerning it in the west coast Communist
newspaper, People’s World, and the
Communist monthly, Political Affairs,
which describes itself as “a magazine
devoted to the theory and practice of
Marxism-Leninism,” both articles ap-
pearing just after the national constitu-
tional convention to the NSA in 1947.
People’s World of September 10, 1947,
claimed that the organization embraced
all points of view to be found among
students and, “by a vote of 401 to 36,
decided to seek affiliation with the stu-
dents of other lands banded together in
the International Union of Students.”

Political Affairs of October 1947, con-
tained an article by Marvin Shaw, who
claimed:

The founding constitutional convention of
the United States National Student Associa-
tion * * * marked a milestone in the
development of the postwar American stu-
dent movement * * * if the National
Student Assoclation is effectively to carry
out its program, it must develop some for-
mal means of close contact and cooperation
with the long-established, actlve national
organizations, e. g., the National Intercol=-
leglate Christian Council (YM-YMCA), the
National Federation of Catholic College Stu-
dents, Students for Democratic Action,
Young Progressive Citlzens of America,
American Youth for Democracy, Association
of Internes and Medical Students, the Coun~
cil of Student Clubs of the Communist
Party, and others, These organizations were
among the founders of the NSA.

He claimed further:

These two representatives of the Couneil
of Student Clubs of the Communist Party,
in democratic contrast to the procedure on
many campuses, were able to participate
actively in the convention, contributing
both to the constitution and to the program.

‘While at the present time it appears
that the NSA is free from Communist
domination on a national level, all the
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State and regional divisions, as well as
local chapters of the NSA have reason to
become increasingly vigilant in view of
the pro-Communist resolutions passed
at the Illinois regional convention at
Chicago on April 22 and 23. Certainly
the fact that all of the resolutions passed
at the Illinois convention expressed
opposition to Communist-control legis-
lation of national and State scope fur-
nished evidence of the Communist
domination of the Roosevelt College and
the University of Chicago chapters.
Students at Bradley University have
recognized this undeniable truth. They
realize too that these two delegations, in
sponsoring the pro-Communist resolu-
tions, were actually not so much inter-
ested in preserving academic freedoms
as they were in following the Communist
Party line which has for its purpose the
ultimate destruction of all individual
rights and freedoms.

Bradley University students face one
simple problem next Friday:

Shall they withdraw from the NSA and
thereby weaken the Communist influence, or
shall they stay in the organization and at-
tempt to place loyal students in official con-
trol of the Illinols chapter who will actually
be interested in furthering the stated pur-
poses of the organization?

Having studied and watched the Com-
munist Party technique over a period of
the past 10 years, I am of the opinion
that Bradley students would be wise in
voting to withdraw its membership in
the National Student Association and al-
low Roosevelt College and the University
of Chicago chapters to stew in their own
juice. Much can be said, however, for
the contrary position.

I am extremely proud of the Bradley
University student body for choosing the
really representative method of solving
its problem. I urge every student at
Bradley University to express his or her
opinion at the polls next Friday.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HAYS of Ohio asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include a speech.

Mr. ASPINALL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include extraneous material.

Mr. SHEPPARD asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances; in one, to include an address
by Charlotte Baruth.

Mr, FLOOD asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in five in-
stances.

Mr. O'TOOLE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an address.

Mr, WIER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a petition from a number of his
constituents on taxes.

Mr. DENTON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an editorial.

Mr, REDDEN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include editorials.

Mr. BARTLETT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an editorial.

Mr. BOLLING asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
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instances, in each to include extraneous
matter.

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

Mr., HEBERT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks.

Mr. McGUIRL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an article.

Mr. LANE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include an article.

Mr, SADLAK asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two in-
stances; in one to include an address he
made on Sunday, and in the other to
include an excerpt from the Great Con-
necticut Second Regiment March.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks and include an editorial.

Mr. BAKER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a copy of a bill he introduced,

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

Mr. REECE of Tennessee asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks and include a speech by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. BELCHER]
before the Republican National Commit-
tee at Tulsa, Okla.

Mr. HARRISON of Wyoming asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the Appendix.

Mr, BUDGE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and insert
certain extraneous matter.

Mr. AYRES asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a speech by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Bowl.

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in
three instances; to include in one an
article from Pathfinder magazine, in the
second a telegram and letter, and in the
third an editorial from the Brooklyn
Eagle.

Mr. BURNSIDE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
inelude extraneous matter.

Mr. ZABLOCKI asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include an editorial and a
speech.

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include editorials from the
Brooklyn Eagle.

Mr. YORTY (at the request of Mr.
McCarTHY) was given permission to ex-
tend his remarks and include extraneous
material.

Mr,. STEED asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include extraneous ma-
terial,

Mr, HART asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include two letters.

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include extrancous matter.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks and include a newspaper article.
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Mr. GAVIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a newspaper article.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in four instances and include
extraneous matter.

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

Mr. HALLECK asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an editorial.

Mr. COLE of New York asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include an editorial.

Mr, JENSEN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an editorial written by Walter F.
Wright, Jr.

Mr. VAN ZANDT (at the request of
Mr. MarTIN of Massachusetts) was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include a newsp2per
article.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

To Mr. Suerparp, for May 17, 18, 19,
and 20, on account of official business.

To Mr. Harvey (at the request of Mr.
HaLLECK), on account of a death in the
family.

To Mr. HarrisoN of Virginia (at the
request of Mr. Priest), for today, on
account of official business.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED

A joint resolution of the Senate of the
following title was taken from the
Speaker’s table, and under the rule, re-
ferred as follows:

8. J. Res. 70. Joint resolution to suspend
the application of certain Federal laws with
respect to an attorney employed by the
Benate Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that committee had examined and found
-truly enrolled bills of the House of the
following titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R.588. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the District Court for the Territory of
Alaska to hear, determine, and render judg-
ment upon certain claims of Wililam Ber-
gen;

H.R. 645. An act for the relief of Mr. and
Mrs. A. C. Lupcho;

H.R.656. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the United Stales District Court for
the District of New Mexico to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the claim
of Al Parker;

H.R.T03. An act for the relief of the estate
of D. A. Montgomery;

H.R. 849. An act for the relief of the estate
of Henry W. Savidge;

H.R.1235. An act for the relief of John
Clarke; and

H.R.3297. An act to authorize the Coms
missioners of the District of Columbia to
appoint a member of the Metropolitan Po-
lice Department or a member of the Fire
Department of the District of Columbia as
Director of the District Office of Clvil De=-
fense, and for other purposes.

BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr, STANLEY, from the Committee on
House Administration, reporied that that
commictee did on May 14, 1951, present

- Concurrent Resolution
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to the President, for his approval, a bill
of the House of the following title:

H.R.3336. An act to suspend certain im=-
port taxes on copper.

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.)
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, May 16, 1951, at 12 o’clock
noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

455. A letter from the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States, transmittingz a re-
port on the audit of National Capital Hous-
ing Authority for the fiscal year ended June
30, 1950 (H. Doc. No. 132); to the Committee
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart-
ments, and ordered to be printed.

456. A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting a report on rec-
ords proposed for disposcl and lists or sched-
ules covering records proposed for disposal by
certain Government agencies; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

457. A letter from the Secretary of State,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend the Foreign Service Buildings Act,
1926, as amended (44 Stat. 403); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House
100. Concurrent
resolution to provide for an appropriate
ceremony in the rotunda of the Capitol in
honor of Constantino Brumidi; without
amendment (Rept. No. 446). Referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. MITCHELL: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 158. Resolution to au-
thorize the Committee on Public Works to
conduct studies and investigations relating
to matters roming within the jurisdiction of
such committee under rule XI (1) (o) of
the Rules of the House; without amendment
(Rept. No. 447). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. COOLEY: Committee on Agriculture,
H. R. 3091. A bill to amend the Soil Con-
servation and Domestic Allotment Act; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 448). Referred
to the Committee of tae Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. DURHAM: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 1181. A bill to amend section
207 of the Legislative Reorganization Act of
1046 so as to authorize payment of claims
arising from the correction of military or
naval records; with amendment (Rept. No.
449), Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. EILDAY: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 1203. A bill to amend the act of
October 30, 1941, as amended, to authorize
Air Force officers designated by the Secretary
of the Air Force to take action on reports
of survey and vouchers pertaining to the loss,
damage, spoilage, unserviceability, unsuit-
ability, or destruction of Government prop=
erty; with amendment (Rept. No. 450). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. EILDAY: Committee on Armed Serv-
fces, H. R. 2737. A bill to authorize the re-
imbursement of certain naval attachés, ob-
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servers, and other officers for certain expenses
incurred while on authorized missions in
forelgn countries; with amendment (Rept.
No. 451). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr, DURHAM: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 1179. A bill to promote the na-
tional defense by authorizing the construc-
tion of aeronautical research facilities by the
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics
necessary to the effective prosecution of aero-
nautical research; with amendment (Rept.
No. 452). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union,

Mr. DURHAM: Commitee on Armed Serv-
fces. H. R. 1199. A bill to amend section 12
of the Missing Persons Act, as amended, re-
lating to travel by dependents and transpor=-
tation of household and personal effects;
with amendment (Rept. No. 453). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. KILDAY: Comrmittee on Armed Serv-
ices. H.R.1201. A bill to amend section 4 of
the act of March 2, 1933 (47 Stat, 1423), as
amended, so as to provide that a mess oper-
ated under the direction of a SBupply Corps
officer can be operated either on a quantity
or on a monetary-ration basis; with amend=-
ment (Rept. No. 454). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. PHILBIN: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 1215. A bill to authorize certain
land and other property transactions, and
for other purposes; with amendment (Rept.
No. 455). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. PHILBIN: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 1216. A bill to authorize the
President to convey and assign all equipment
contained in or appertaining to the United
States Army Provisional Philippine Scout
Hospital at Fort McKinley, Philippines, to
the Republic of the Philippines and to assist
by grants-in-aid the Republic of the Philip-
pines in providing medical care and treat-
ment for certain Philippine Scouts hospital-
ized therein; without amendment (Rept. No.
456). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr, EILDAY: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 1200. A hill to correct an error
in section 1 of the act of June 28, 1947 “to
stimulate volunteer enlistments in the Reg-
ular Military Establishment of the United
States"; without amendment (Rept. No. 457).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr., DURHAM: Committec on Armed
Services. H. R. 2735. A bill to authorize the
transfer of certain military prisoners and
confinement facilities to the control and
management of the Attorney General; with
amendment (Rept. No. 458), Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. EILDAY: Committee on Armed
Services. H. R. 2736. A bill to authorize ad-
vances for clothing and equipment to cadets
at the Military Academy and to midship-
men at the Naval Academy, and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
459). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. BSASSCER: Committee on Armed
Services. S.927. An act to amend section 6
of the Central Intelligence Agency Act of
1949; with amendment (Rept. No. 46C). Re-
ferred to the Community of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. BRYSON: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H. R. 3809. A bill to amend certain
titles of the United States Code, and for
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No.
462), eferred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. MANSFIELD: Committee on Foreign
Affairs. House Resolution 96. Resolution
opposing the admission of Communist China
to membership in the United Nations; with
amendment (Rept. No. 4G3). Referied to
the House Calendar,
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Mr. BATTLE: Committee on Forelgn Af-
fairs. House Concurrent Resolution 101
Concurrent resolation urging the General
Assembly of the United Nations to take ac-
tion with respect to placing an arms em-
bargo on Communist China, and for other
purposes; with amendment (Rept. 464).
Referred to the House falendar.

Mr. RAMSAY: Committee on the Judiciary.
H. R. 2385. A bill to amend title 18 of the
United States Code, entitled “"Crimes and
Criminal Procedure,” to provide basic au-
thority for certain activities of the United
States Secret Service, and for other pur-
poses; with amendment (Rept. No. 465).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. RIBICOFF: Commitiee on Foreign
Afiairs. House Concurrent Resolution 657,
Concurrent resolution, reaffirming the
friendship of the American people to all the
peopiles of the world, including the pecples
of the Soviet Unicn; with amendments
(Rept. No. 466). Referre. to the House
Calendar, i

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

Mr. KILDAY: Committee on Armed
Services. H. R. 662. A bill for. the relief of
Willlam O. Stevens; without amendment
(Rept. No. 461). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr, BAEKER:

H. R. 4089. A bill to amend the Hcusing
and Rent Act of 1947 so as to provide for
control of rents charged by the Atomic
Energy Commission for housing accommoda-
tions ut Oak Ridge, Tenn.; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. ELLIOTT:

H. R. 4090. A bill to authorize the pay-
ment by the Veterans' Administration of in-
creased compensation on account of service-
connected total deafness to veterans in re-
ceipt of compensation; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

H.R.4091. A bill to liberalize the basis for
establishing wartime service connection for
active tuberculosis and the psychoses; to
the Committee on Veterans® Affairs.

H.R.4092, A bill to fix the personnel
strength of the United St-tes Marine Corps,
and to make the Commendant c ~ the Marine
Corps a permanent member of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

H.R.4093. A bill to provide for the dem-
onsiration of public library secvice in areas
without such service or with inadequale
Iibrary facilities; to the Commitiee on Edu-
cation and Labor,

H.R 4094, A bill to provide for research
in child life; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

H.R.4005. A bill to provide the privilege
of renewing expiring 5-year level-premium
term policies of United States Government
life insurance; to the Committee on Veter-
ans' Affairs.

H.R. 4096, A bill to amend section 304 of
the World War Veterans' Aect, 1924, relating
to reinstatement of war risk yearly renew-
able term insurance and United States Gov-
ernr:ent life insurance by service-connected
disabled World War I veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans' Affairs.

H. R. 4097. A bill to raise the limit placed
on the monthly disability compensation pay-
able to veterans suffering from service-con=
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nected guadraplegia; to the Committee on
Veterans' Affairs.
By Mr. FLOOD:

H. R.4008. A bill to authorize, for a tem-
porary period, the purchase by the Govern=-
ment of anthracite in amounts sufficlent to
maintain normal production and employ-
ment in the anthracite region, to promote the
general national welfare, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Interior and In-

sular Affairs.

By Mr. HAGEN:

H.R.4099, A bill to readjust postal rates;
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Bervice.

By Mr. HELLER:

H.R. 4100. A bill to provide that in cer-
tain cases newspapermen shall not be re-
quired to revezal in Federal courts the source
of their information; to the Committee on
the Judieiary.

By Mrs. KELLY of New York:

H.R.4101. A bill providing equaal pay for
equal work for women, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Labor,

By Mr. KEOGH:

H.R.4102. A bill to amend section 4 of
the Housing and Rent Act of 1947 (which
establishes a preference for World War II
veterans in the sale or rental of certain hous-

Revenue Code, so as to make nontaxable
certain stock transfers made by insurance
companies to secure the performance of obli-
gatkms: to the Committee on Ways and

By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa
H.R.4104. A bill to amend mﬂnn 117 (1)
of the Internal Revenue Code with respect
to the income-tax treatment of sales of live-
stock; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
By Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee:

H.R.4105. A bill to provide that, in the
application of reduction-in-force regulations
pmmnlgated under section 12 of the Vefer-
ans' Preference Act of 1944 fo locomotive

ian positions shall be to the
Committee on Post Office and C’lvil B..rvlr,e
By Mr. PEESTON:

H.R. 4106, A bill to amend title 28 of the
United States Code entitled “Judiciary and
Judicial Procedure™ by adding a new section
thereto known as section 1732b to permit
the photographic reproduction eof business
records and the introduction of the same in
evidence; to the Committee on the Judi-

By Mr. RA3ZAUT:

H.R.4107. A bill to extend to eertain per-
sons who served in the military, naval, or
alr service of the United States on or after
June 27, 1950, the benefits of titles II, IIT,
and IV of the Servicemen's Readjustment
Act of 1944, as amended; to the Committee
on Veterans' Aflairs.

By Mr. RANKIN:

H.R. 4108, A bill % amendthesctot.ruly
2, 1948 (Public Law 877, 80th Cong.), as
amended, to Include persons whose service-
connected disability is rated not less than
40 percent; to the Committee on Vet-rans®
Affairs.

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R.4109. A bill to amend section 73 of
the act of January 13, 1895, as amended,
relating to the printing, binding, and dis-
tribution of the Ctatutes at Large, and sec-
tions 411, 413, and 413 of title 28, United
States Code, relating to the printing, binding,
and distribution of decisions of the Supreme
Court of the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Commitiee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. BENTSEN:

H.R.4110. A bill to provide for the classi-
fication of the lands in Alaska; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
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By Mr. BROOKS:

H.R.4111. A bill to amend section 67 of
the National Defense Act, as amended, to
provide for an active-duty status for all
United States property and disbursing offi-
cers; to the Committee on Armed Services.

H.R.4112. A bill to amend the Armed
Bervices Leave Act of 1948 to provide leave
credit for National Guard persommel under-
going training under provisions 94, 97, and
99 of the National Defense Act; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

H.R. 4113. A bill to amend sectlon 125 of

the National Defense Act to provide that

distinctive mark or insignia shall not be re-
quired in the uniforms worn by members of
the National Guard of the United States,

.both Army and Alr; to the Committee on

Armed Services.

H.R.4114. A bill to amend section 81, Na-
tional Defense Act to provide for the re-
organization of the Natlonal Guard Bureau;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. PEILBIN:

H.R. 4115, A bill to provide for the rellef
of certain Reserve officers, formerly in the
Regular Army and Navy and who were ap-
pointed prior to August 24, 1912, and Mearch
4, 1913, respectively; to the Commmittee on
Armed Services.

By Mr, HART:

H. R. 4118. A bill to provide for the admin-
istration and sale of certain lands held by
the United States in the Republic of Pan-
ama; to the Committee on Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

- By Mr. JARMAN:

H. R.4117. A bill to amend the War Claims
Act of 1948, as amended; to the Commitiee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ZABLOCKI:

H.R. 4118, A bill to create a United States
Academy of Foreign Service; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign

Affairs.
By Mr. BATES of Massachusetfs:

H. J. Res. 258. Joint resolution authorizing
Federal participation in devising ways and
means in preventing the destruetion of
Plum Island, Mass, by erosion and storms;
to the Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. HOLIFIELD:

H. J. Res. 269. Joint resolution to create a
Commission on Government Security; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. CARNAHAN:

H. Con. Res, 105. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sympathy of the Congress and
of the people of the United States to the
President and the people of El Salvador; to
the Committee on Foreign Affajrs.

By Mr. VINSON:

H. Res. 229. Resolution to promote the na-
tional defense by authorizing the construc-
tion of aeronautical research facilities by
the National Advisory Committee for Aero-
nautics necessary to the eflective prosecutlion
of aeronautical research; to the Committee
on Rules.

H. Res. 230. Resolution to amend section
207 of the Legislative Reorganization Act of
1946 so as to suthorize payment of claims
arising from the correction of military or
naval records; to the Committee on REules.

MEMORIALS

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

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of Alabama, reguesting
the enactment of the legislation embodied
in H. R. 3341, which relates to a repeal of
certain provisions of the Social Security Act,
etc.; to the Commitice on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legisiature of the
State of Caliornia reladve to amending the
Career Compensation Act of 1940 (63 Stat,
802) to authorize crediting service of cadets
mmﬁmmmo{paymd
kmgwltr the Commiltee Armed
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BARDEN:

H. R. 4119, A bill for the relief of Jan de

Bakker; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. BURTON:

H. R.4120. A bill for the relief of Dr. Sul

Yen; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. McCORMACK:

H.R.4121. A bill for the relief of Rafael
Alemany; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 4122, A bill for the relief of James H.
Powell; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McMULLEN:

H.R.4123. A bil' for the relief of John G.
Brown; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.4124. A bill for the relief of Fred
Ericson, Jr.; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

H.R. 4125. A bill for the relief of L. Fer=
guson; to the Committee on the Judiciary.,

By Mr. HEFFERNAN:

H.R.4126. A bill for the relilef of Ernst
Bbaschnik, Sr., Hildegard Sbhaschnik, and
Ernst Sbaschnik, Jr.; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr, RODINO:

H.R.4127. A bill for the relief of Mrs,
Doris Ellen Young; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROONEY:

H. . 4128. A bill for the relief of Antonio
and PFrancesco Lo Schiavo; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SASSCER:

H.R.4120. A bill to authorize the ap-
pointment of James A. Pfeiffer, chief pharma-
cist, retired, as lleutenant (junior grade)
and lleutenant on the retired list of the
Navy; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. WALTER (by request) :

H. R. 4130. A bill for the relief of Caroline

Wu; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr. ZABLOCKI:

H.R.4131. A bill for the relief of Dr.
Mark Kim; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

284. By Mr. HOEVEN: Petition of Albert
Christensen and others relative to the roll-
back on beef; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

285. By Mr. RABAUT: Petition of the Law-
rence Institute of Technology, Detroit, Mich.,
explaining its scholarship program for per=
sons who have served in the Armed Forces
of the United States; to the Committee on
Veterans® Affairs.

286. By Mr. VAN PELT: Petition of She-
boygan County Women’s Club lauding Gen,
Douglas MacArthur for his stand and his
presentation of the facts to the people of
America; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

SENATE

WEDNESDAY, MaY 16, 1951

(Legislative day of Wednesday, May 2,
1951)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

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

Our Father God, who art in heaven
and in all Thy works, whose love is un-
failing and whose mercies are new every

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

morning: In the midst of thronging
duties and confused issues, we pause to
commune with Thee, unseen scurce of
goodness, beauty, and truth, that the
light which is the light of the world may
shine upon us and illumine our path of
action. Grant to us a oneness of pur-
pose that shall bring the supreme satis-
faction of rendering to the Nation and
to the world our utmost service unsul-
lied by base motives or self-interest.

To this white altar of devotion we
bring our pledge to administer the trust
committed to our hands with integrity
of character, purity of motive, cleanness
of hands, and unswerving firmness of
purpose in the fulfillment of the high
and holy calling as servants of the Re-
public and of Thine. In the dear Re-
deemer’s name, Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
May 15, 1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries, and he announced that on
May 15, 1951, the President had approved
and signed the act (S. 998) to facilitate
the financing of the defense contracts
by banks and other financing institu-
tions, to amend the Assignment of Claims
Act of 1940, and for other purposes.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr., Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had agreed to the following con-
current resolutions of the Senate, each
with amendments, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate:

8. Con. Res. 9. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring the suspension of deportation of cer-
tain aliens; and

8. Con. Res. 10. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring the suspension of deportation of cer-
tain aliens.

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

H. R. 616. An act for the rellef of Thomas
J. Zafiriadis;

H. R. 617. An act for the relief of Franz
Furtner, his wife, Valentina Furtner, and her
daughters, Nina Tuerck, and Victoria Tuerck;

H.R.629. An act to authorize the sale of
certain allotted land on the Blackfeet Reser-
vation, Mont.;

H. R. 630. An act authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to issue a patent in fee to
Richard James Brown;

H. R. 631. An act authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to issue a patent in fee to
Alice E. Willlams Sisk;

H.R.643. An act for the rellef of Mrs,
Vivian M. Graham and Herbert H. Graham;

H.R. 651. An act to provide for issuance of
a supplemental patent to Charles A. Gann,
patentee numbered 152,419, for certain land
in California;

H.R. 658, An act for the relief of Harold
‘W. Britton;

H.R. 895. An act for the relief of Dr. Giu=
seppe Mazzone;

H. R.964. An act authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to issue a patent in fee to Per=
cival H, Glenn;
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H.R.1129. An act to validate a conveyance
of certain lands by the Central Pacific Rail-
way Co,, and its lessee, Southern Pacific Co.,
to the Union Ice Co. and Edward Barbera;

H.R. 1233, An act for the relief of Mrs.
Vasilia Parselles;

H.R. 1234, An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Selma Cecelia Gahl;

H.R.1443. An act for the relief of Paul
Matelli;

H. R. 1457. An act for the relief of Antranik
Ayanian;

H.R. 1853. An act to authorize the granting
to Kaiser Steel Corp. of rights-of-way onm,
over, under, through, and across certain pub-
lic lands, and of patent in fee to certain
other public lands;

H. R. 2310. An act for the relief of Jindrich
(Henri) Nosek and Mrs. Zdenka Nosek;

H.R. 2349. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to
:frtaln allottees on the Crow Indian Reserva-

on;

H.R.2363. An act for the relief of Mr, and
Mrs. Emil Sbarbori, Edna Perfetti, and An-
thony Perfetti;

H.R. 2372. An act for the relief of Michael
Post-Posniakoff and Zinaida Post-Posniakoff;

H.R. 2453. An act for the relief of John R.
Harris;

H,R.2852. An act for the relief of Quon
Mee Gee, also known as Loul Siu Lin:

H.R.2853. An act for the relief of Shizue
Sakurada;

H. R.2854. An act for the relief of Dorothy
Fumie Maeda;

H.R.2016. An act for the relief of Shizu
Terauchi Parks;

H. R. 3063. An act for the relief of Rosina
Mouradian;

H.R.8133. An act for the relief of Chin
Yuen Ling, minor unmarried Chinese child
of a United States citizen;

H. R. 3215. An act to authorize the sale of
certain allotted land on the Crow Reserva-
tion, Mont.;

H.R.3216. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee
to Lulu M. Whitebear:

H.R.3229. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Albert W. Lack;

H.R.3442, An act to protect the Girl
Scouts of the United States of America in the
use of emblems and badges, descriptive or
designating marks, and words or phrases
heretofore adopted and to clarify existing law
relating thereto;

H.R.3527. An act for the rellef of Morris
Tutnauer;

H.R.3651. An act conferring jurisdiction
upon the United States District Court for
the District of New Mexico to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the claim
of Adolphus M. Holman: and

H.R.3653. An act for the relief of An-
gelina Marsiglia.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message further announced that
the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the following enrolled bills, and they
were signed by the Vice President:

5.77. An act for the relief of Mircea
Grossu and his family;

S.119. An act for the relief of Joseph
Girardi;

8.165. An act for the rellef of Robert
Johanna Sorensen:

8.166. An act for the relief of Lars Daniel
Sorensen;

§.822. An act for the relief of Mrs. Robert
M. Sternberg; and

S.824. An act for the relief of Gertrud
Lomnitz.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE

On request of Mr. Wruerry, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. MILLIKIN Was
excused from attendance on sessions of
the Senate today, tomorrow, and Friday.
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